Assessment Area Eastmoor / JD Estates

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  EJ2

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Exhibit Group E.6

Assessment Data Key Map

Description

Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair = —|. B =) =RU= SR ] =
Date Range of Assessment . ‘_|~| =] \_[ - 4 ke = =X xrﬁ[ Hz
; 6. @.L o "L 51
Background Data NORLH O T e ‘ L) fasl] J <)
Fraction of Weighting - 7 SE:STH.PCT x Erg o 9 2|
Description Total Length Factor o =P B S = [ il [ 'cB
Legend = 5 - 21
Bikeways —  Path 2022 Bike Routes | = 24
2012 Master Plan (ft) 2679 mm" Adjacentfo Ateria 3| oy | TN
"I  mmmmn  Adjacentto Collector | ps & = AW | IR e —0 NS h o
: Porti i ~ ' : @ S [ 5 o
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 ASSEE o oM | D A f -%—.. = [CRI J L] 0 = \ = 6TH7ST I
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 2679 L sssssr Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure 'ﬁ ﬁ %HQE’_ g L ONe (T s [ ] ‘_ [— o)
Vm,;‘ 7 T k [ e Rl | "il, 157
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0 ) Path 2022 Trails SE 7TH,C E’ Q" u ] I E) 28 (3705
- @D Mult-Use Trail i ’_ﬂﬂmq} L =i _\-‘ ?L A _SJE,;/ /o)
Trails L‘ Qff-road Trail !‘ E— 1 o 77“/ ‘Sj &
.. f i Visionary Trall w i 4] 7[_&][;_1[—\ ‘-;]/ 7 PN
Existing (ft) 0 7,3 St E Ju 3
Proposed (ft) 0 @ I\ AL D;]L -
) ‘
< [ ][_‘—(:[ 7 |1k
Total Inventory L;J) | :U 4
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 i
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 2679 1.00 5.00 5.00

Available Right-of-Way/Easements

Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 2679 1.00 5.00 5.00 (
way exists (ft) o |
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 -

of-way exists (ft)

Background Score  10.00

ll"" ¢ ",‘;—;i_"“
SE12TH ST

Proximity Analysis ~m ,
JO R MR

Fraction of Weighting
Description Total Length Factor

Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 2262 0.84 5.00 422 I ‘E‘Er 1’3TH ST— L x —
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 1163 043 4.00 1.74 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 672 0.25 3.00 0.75 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface SpaII 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal Slope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 6.71 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BWA4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Descripti | Length F
g Total Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 )
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 ——
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 0.00

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:20 PM Page 13 of 80



City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting

Description Factor

Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2021.05.3 0.00 10.00 0.00

Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00

LMI Score 0.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

EJ2: DEDICATED BIKE LANE, ALL TYPE A CORRIDORS IDENTIFIED IN STREETSCAPE ASSESS 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score 5.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:21 PM

Assessment Area Eastmoor / JD Estates

Assessment Sub-Area  EJ2

Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Exhibit Group E.6

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI)

51.71
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Assessment Area

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group

Eastmoor / JD Estates
EJ4

Bikeways/Trails

E.6

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair 'SE 4TH ST
Date Range of Assessment ; ; 7 " : - »
I_A J | -. I ' 2 e
0 = : _ = ' r X £
Background Data {EORTH _ - i ! | ‘ \ - ==
Fraction of Weighting - ' = — — || | — — =
Description Total Length Factor J - ' | . I = SE 5TH.81
= L i ' g =
Bikeways [ Path 2022 Bike Routes 1" 'l A E‘ | o
2012 Master Plan () 0 BEE  Adjacent to Arteriel = - —= L
. X BN Adjacent to Collector ~ =
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 = —— | 2| —
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 0 sessms  Unrecorded Trall Infrastructure L] %_ l:
~— L o :
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0 il 2”:2 it EJ4 r
S Multi-Use Trail =
Trails J S [} o
- Visionary Trall = = .
Existing (ﬁ) 0 L Sidewalks
Proposed (ft) 0 | .
J -_|—| d
Total Inventory | | H—-_-J
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 == j —_j
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 =
Available Right-of-Way/Easements
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
way exists (ft)
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 0 1.00 1.00 1.00
of-way exists (ft)
Background Score 1.00
Proximity Analysis
Fraction of Weighting
Description Total Length Factor
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 Condition Analvsi
ondaition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 0 0.00 3.00 0.00 y Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface SpaII 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal SIope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
. - Joi i . 0
Proximity Score 0.00 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score
. Fraction of Weightin BW4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Descripti Total Length F tor
escription otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 ——
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 0.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:21 PM
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Assessment Area Eastmoor / JD Estates

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  EJ4
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor

Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2021.05.3 0.00 10.00 0.00

Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00

LMI Score 0.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure No 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score 0.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Sustainability Score 0.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 1.00

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:22 PM Page 16 of 80



Assessment Area Eastmoor / JD Estates

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  EJ5
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

Assessment Data Key Map

Description

Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair 2 —— X :
Date Range of Assessment S ’ 3 : 1 [ = e ; i AR ‘.f.\"ﬂ"‘_ﬂ, ) £
’ 5 i —— 4 R « e e st o
o L1 ‘ 1 bi 7 NN ) Il @ = | e m— |
Background Data a NQRTH 1 g i - ‘ 5 I = WA [AEELS)
Fraction of Weighting L et ? = i 'S : alllose )/ =
Description Total Length Factor g L b 5 gl A 1M SEBTHS (=
. Legend g Q I Y/ M ;
Bikeways | Path 2022 Bike Routes ;\%,S ; o, | %)_ (O [ [ 14
o ) % e \ { = Tny/ pe
2012 Master Plan (ft) 4805 :‘; EEmE  Adjacent to Arterial ) : S > | I G - 7 7 \ I;fé LJD ‘ % = YA
. ) —  BmEE  Adjacent to Collector L. . D’DD| | 2 | { )3 2 > ‘ ‘ = S = %
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 !:L adjacent o Locs! ] ) (‘\M@ }v % o\ E§ e = i
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 4805 ] ssssms  Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure T 1 oy N R0 o = ;f NS
! | \ > Z | e 3 | w _ 5 \'\ J o
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0 gy TRmnaaliris 2 RN AR i | Ly OL T
L~ GEEED Mult-Use Trai e s 1 W | i e >_D|1J{ -
Trails 0 @D Off-road Trail PR { j ..F_( [Lj = 5B 'SE T T R iy
— = Visionary Trail &30 ] I V'T = ) “fi”" T — P ’»“
Existing (f) 0 LS Saewits OV s | 2| O pntDOn0bOBoH
— ) 1 ‘o0 2
Proposed (ft) 0 - — e 7 > _' RSl 1 B
Jf ,‘,—T“ " '“”1‘ = . . W= == i = % = ' "' ‘ e
Total Inventory 7 ‘,: L CJ ‘_.L'{ [ol jLJLL]f— “—J" | : 3 =l
) , e LJ;-W mL s/ 2 ‘Z:‘j | nc i kol :
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 'TZQ:‘\ SE‘QTH_SATLT A 'if-g‘:. = ] , 4= 1. ]
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 4805 1.00 5.00 5.00 g [‘g“_" HE =) 'L = T = =
.(‘rz\’l“r—; | o | il Eo; (5] — r— Ji S Tl = "
i i = = 2 | M 2 A B I =
Available Right-of-Way/Easements SN © ’_[;g J] L,g 8| = - AP Qr _ J il | g
Tl o vn O M - : — ol £ ¥ 0 .
Q46a: Length of bikeways/trails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 4325 0.90 5.00 450 LL = L g B f ety SE,10TH ST ’ X B S W | f,?
i ~J = 5 — — Ll - Ny, ~ B J
way exists (ft) S || ';uz_l 0 B 5] _(%; B0, - :
Q46b: Length of bikeways/trails to be constructed where insufficient right- 481 0.10 1.00 0.10 o~ _,\‘SE'11TIQ by ] | & b | & [ 0 = B ]
of-way exists (ft) W == ——— zics |
—— : | _I:[—[\H:H I IILJ = o . [_'J b
Background Score  9.60 2 e eael O TR E - ff e e 17 W
1 | ) ) . | i o} 2 L) || Wl ) || AP S el j“':J IF-5 ) ] \
Proximity Analysis Eraction of Weiahi ol e e AP ) et AR AT AR IR | \
raction o eighting = e e e e e o o R —— "
Description Total Length Factor AL o i I-:u‘ Ll ur o i 5 )
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 1081 0.22 5.00 112 ‘
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 2262 047 4.00 1.88 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 2991 0.62 3.00 1.87 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface SpaII 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal Slope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 4.88 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BW4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Descripti Total Length F
g otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 ——
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 0.00

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:22 PM Page 17 of 80



City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor

Assessment Area
Assessment Sub-Area
Infrastructure Category
Exhibit Group

Eastmoor / JD Estates
EJ5

Bikeways/Trails

E.6

Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2021.05.3 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00

LMI Score 0.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

EJ5: DEDICATED BIKE LANE, ALL TYPE A CORRIDORS IDENTIFIED IN STREETSCAPE ASSESS 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score 5.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:23 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 49.48

Page 18 of 80



Assessment Area Eastmoor / JD Estates

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  EJ6
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

Assessment Data Key Map

Description

Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair
AADOpeea  SErthe= O
Date Range of Assessment A G e ST Tohe F7
Cia A 2
it 3 Col 1 L e ; - g ; £7 s
Background Data NORTH ¢ =T A0/ DEdE e i =&
Fraction of Weighting iRy | by s SHEHEy = /| =)
Description Total Length Factor i ST ST O 2/
Legend 3 e
Bikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes .;-—',; ‘
2012 Master Plan (ft 15 S FES)
BImmE  Adjacent to Collector =)
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 i —— -'ié
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 15 [ wsmssmr  Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure =1
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0 Pl D22 Trats L& e i 2% ;,
G Multi-Use Trail w3 \ s > - ~4 W=
|Z! W ot i B 1 | b/ /) i
Trails @D Off-read Trail | 5 ) 3 =t SE-aTH'ST. [ e Lh / o
o Visionary Trall 0 t]___f‘ U (& 51/}\ L ;5 ‘7L " _” e =TT g ; ;/ }‘ :
xisting (f) 2929 Sidewalks |"J lﬂ 5 &’;,/ D[:l JUU“ “«UV ’“\m— A—s «_] RS A
c L =0 m - -
Proposed (ft) 2561 - ",é o7 IR %) \ i
= e = 1 ‘
) [EEEEEES il e
Total Inventory l[_ C:i l—n 2 Q % gl ‘i’ ’f{
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft 2929 053 1.00 053 'OI fih g g §*‘ S
L] O S i
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 2576 047 5.00 2.34 11"_ Colid = =
[» = +
Available Right-of-Way/Easements ‘1% e F s i 4 8 g 4
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 2576 1.00 5.00 5.00 = b SE 10TH'S 7/ T (Q,?
way exists (ft) —E \‘I;“L[—‘, | A 4 | 2
. 7y '3
Q46b: Length of bikeways/trails to be constructed where insufficient right- 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 O o ) F
of-way exists (ft) EMEe ¢ £ [
Background Score  7.87 | \
Pl 1]
o - SEA12THS
Proximity Analysis i -t
Fraction of Weighting CJ

LR,

Description Total Length Factor

Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 5505 1.00 3.00 3.00 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface SpaII 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal SIope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 3.00 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 1 0.25 0.25 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 2 0.25 0.50
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BW4 - Panel Cracking 25 0.25 6.25 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Descripti Total Length F
B otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 294 0.10 10.00 1.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 425 0.15 5.00 0.73
BW7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 5 0.25 1.25 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 912 0.31 2.00 0.62
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft 1297 0.4 1.00 0.4 Condition Score 8.2

Damage Score 2.79

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:23 PM Page 19 of 80



Assessment Area Eastmoor / JD Estates

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  EJ6
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor

Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2021.05.2 0.00 10.00 0.00

Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00

LMI Score 0.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure No 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score Weighting

Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 41.92

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:24 PM Page 20 of 80



Assessment Area Heatherwood

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  HW1
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair B—SEMTHIST - — — — — = — -
Date Range of Assessment A ) | | ) |
= [ I | ‘ I '
NORTH 1 e 0 O
Background Data I ‘ 25 p—
Fraction of Weighting —SEISTH'ST : >

Description Total Length Factor

Legend
Bikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes

2012 Master Plan (f) 0 SRERA. Adacent’oltafle
. . BN Adjacent to Collector
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 7 ——
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 0 ssssns  Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0 FAtvaI2a TTals
G Multi-Use Trail
Trails @D Off-road Trail i
.. Visionary Trail =
Existing (ft) 0 Sidewaks ¢
Proposed (ft) 507 —— =
e '__.,;j
Total Inventory ‘%l(
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 !
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 507 1.00 5.00 5.00 | L_SETH V\‘
Available Right-of-Way/Easements
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 406 0.80 5.00 4.00
way exists (ft)
w
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 101 0.20 1.00 0.20 =
of-way exists (ft) fw =
' s
Background Score 9.20 = a|
i < |
Proximity Analysis &
Fraction of Weighting 0
Description Total Length Factor

Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 461 0.91 3.00 2.73 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface SpaII 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal SIope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 273 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BWA4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Descripti Total Length F
g otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 ——
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 0.00
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor

Assessment Area
Assessment Sub-Area
Infrastructure Category
Exhibit Group

Heatherwood
HW1
Bikeways/Trails
E.6

Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2021.07.1 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00

LMI Score 0.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

HW1: DEDICATED BIKE LANE, ALL TYPE A CORRIDORS IDENTIFIED IN STREETSCAPE ASSES 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score 5.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:25 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 46.93
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Assessment Area  King's Manor

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  KM2
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair g L | ! g (L || e Lu—‘|— gt .—IVW—' o J_} [
. | = o — o
Date Range of Assessment BT _ '-:" = S
| 1B B e =
Background Data NORTH CSWTHST l 4
Fraction of Weighting : - = e
Description Total Length Factor Csgend ! I ; 7R 55 |
s e ) e i
Bikeways IE Path 2022 Bike Routes : i s |
2012 Master Plan (ft) 799 g :jacen: :o (A;::na: lj;i ‘4 . I;? E'
foal =24 jacent to ector o \
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 81 ASSEE o oM _SVP‘#H'ST = _
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 718 (" assmn Unrecorded Trai infastructure e ':":"*;’ e e _
isting: i Path 2022 Trails 2l = i
g: f
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0 E ! ’%DE——][D |
G Multi-Use Trail a { |- ’ ;E
! @D Off-road Trai |8 ! { ) {2hs]
Trails Ti : Yoad TraN —ta } ' \ L)
— | isionary Trall | S
Existing () 1523 i al5s) Jﬁ = Leslisalfiis)
Proposed (ft) 3268 . ,,,_.14TH ST et f
o i ) e 0 | 1 e AR g &
i | A I g | N of \7\) = — = I E
Total Inventory SWTATHST . ‘r:_l[h [ 1 =
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 1523 0.27 1.00 0.27 n 11/ I 4] e H i
T — v - —~— ] 9L =
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 4067 0.73 5.00 3.64 \_J ] m 3 E ,' / ‘,’ l' Uy - [
g’ P L )| e [E8]
Available Right-of-Way/Easements O AL
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 3660 0.90 5.00 4.50 L B ___ 3 L "
way exists (ft) SW 14TH ST R | 1_1 fra)
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 407 0.10 1.00 0.10

of-way exists (ft)

Background Score 8.51

Proximity Analysis

Fraction of Weighting
Description Total Length Factor
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 3894 0.70 3.00 2.09 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface SpaII 3 0.25 0.75 BWS - Logitudinal SIope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 2.09 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BW4 - Panel Cracking 3 0.25 0.75 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 1 0.25 0.25
Descripti Total Length F
B otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 )
BW7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 1 0.25 0.25 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 1115 0.73 2.00 1.46 ——
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft 408 027 1.00 027 Condition Score  2.00

Damage Score 1.73
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor

Assessment Area
Assessment Sub-Area
Infrastructure Category
Exhibit Group

King's Manor
KM2
Bikeways/Trails
E.6

Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.2 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

LMI Score  15.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score
PP y Weighting
Project Description Factor
KM2: DEDICATED BIKE LANE, ALL TYPE A CORRIDORS IDENTIFIED IN STREETSCAPE ASSES 1.00 5.00 5.00
KM2: NEW TRAIL, WEST SIDE OF EXISTING CHANNEL @ JANEWAY 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score  10.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:26 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 69.33
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Assessment Area  King's Manor

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  KM3

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Exhibit Group E.6

Assessment Data Key Map

Description

Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair F— " u| . - 3
L : | ==\ |
Date Range of Assessment 1 ‘ o| H—
ﬂF’DFSVG‘éTEEu dl || 1 g
Background Data NORTH Ll ; A 4
Fraction of Weighting 1 4% \
Description Total Length Factor H l = | ‘
Legend = C, = SW6TH ST\ :
Bikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes A ! w : =
2012 Master Plan (ft) 2911 SERA: Adacantioscteel l ‘ 2
MmN Adjacent to Collector L ' 5 (==
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 —— ‘ I % IR =]
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 1978 ssssns  Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure SW7TH ST of| *7 a -
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 933 Pt Zn22iiralis J
G Multi-Use Trail
, @D Off-road Trail eN DR
Tralls. . Visionary Trel BlLLWP‘RR
Existing (ft) 16 Sidewaiks
Proposed (ft) 22
Total Inventory 1
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 949 0.32 1.00 0.32 = ; - g
o \
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 2000 0.68 5.00 3.39 u N
=
Available Right-of-Way/Easements i éfj = L
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 1800 0.90 5.00 4.50 E’ .;’U
way exists (ft) R ,'\
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 200 0.10 1.00 0.10
of-way exists (ft)
Background Score 8.31 il ‘; o L»; ‘ B SW-H1TH ST -

EREUEREEEEkEE T

'.;Emmmi ITanll =

Proximity Analysis

Fraction of Weighting
Description Total Length Factor

Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 Yl ) | % e R 1) e [ 3 i o s | P2 s s L—Ix’ W
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 2926 0.99 3.00 2.98 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of lerary (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface Spall 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logltudlnal SlOpe >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 298 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BW4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Descripti Total Length F
B otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 773 0.81 10.00 8.15 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 160 0.17 5.00 0.84
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF0 to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 16 0.02 2.00 0.03 —
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 9.02
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Area  King's Manor
Assessment Sub-Area  KM3
Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Exhibit Group  E.6

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting

Description Factor

Q46c: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.2 1.00 10.00 10.00

Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

LMI Score  15.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score
PP y Weighting
Project Description Factor
KM3: DEDICATED BIKE LANE, ALL TYPE A CORRIDORS IDENTIFIED IN STREETSCAPE ASSES 1.00 5.00 5.00
LR1: TRAIL CONNECTION FROM TERMINATION OF KING'S MANOR DRIVE 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score  10.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:27 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 75.31
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Assessment Area  King's Manor

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  KM4
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

Assessment Data Key Map

Description

Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair =
m
Date Range of Assessment =
B
Background Data NORTH i
Fraction of Weighting |
Description Total Length Factor '
Legend :
Bikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes H
2012 Master Plan (ft) 0 mmE  Adjacent o Arterial E
. X BE Adjacent to Collector 5 m
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 P il
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 0 simnsn Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure | =
- , Path 2022 Trails ' ' B
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft 0
g g y ( ) @ Multi-Use Trail KM4 a8
Trails @S COftroad Trail = _
T Visionary Trail ; o
Existing (ft) 0 S i %
Proposed (ft) 0 =
§u
B w
Total Inventory 5
i}
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 I'i
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 g
]
Available Right-of-Way/Easements g
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 0 0.90 5.00 4.50 | i
way exists (ft) i
E
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 0 0.10 1.00 0.10 I
of-way exists (ft) =
Background Score 4.60 E
o - B
Proximity Analysis B
Fraction of Weighting ]
Description Total Length Factor — i
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 | i b : [
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 0 0.00 3.00 0.00 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface SpaII 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal SIope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 0.00 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BWA4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Descripti Total Length F
B otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 ——
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 0.00

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:28 PM Page 27 of 80



City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Area  King's Manor
Assessment Sub-Area  KM4
Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Exhibit Group  E.6

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting

Description Factor

Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.1 0.00 10.00 0.00

Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

LMI Score 5.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  20.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Sustainability Score 0.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:28 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI)

29.60
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Assessment Area Little River

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  LR1
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair = - =] S ATH S T . : TS = = =
Date Range of Assessment < e — et = J
f = __II A 4 X ol i... ’—
; = I
Background Data ' NORTH _ 5 L
Fraction of Weighting L - 4 & = L
Description Total Length Factor 8 [
: : — Legend | I i | 4|
Bikeways "~ Path 2022 Bike Routes | l o 15 =
- | &
2012 Master Plan (ft) 13 Ll SR A o > ?| ” o ) !
. ) = B Adjacent to Collector n { TSWBTH. ST kid [
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 - - . = - i
Sw jacent to Local - Jl Lll ||_ = |: .
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 0 © msmsmi Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure . '. Wk J_.I _A:h d 3\
R ¢ Path 2022 Trails i i £ : e Bl e
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 13 . e || / ; . KIN a8 M AN OR DR 1 = : L g r
1 | ; W e ~=-. N . _‘
Trails Ly D OrroadTrel | VA g S 5'1' ' |_J| JLj_.l’ |I:| 18 8 211 é
] Visionary Tral i ‘I' SWTTHST £ —
Existing (ft) 4328 . T R =
= T Oy, e STI” pai =
Proposed (ft) 9099 2 .‘ W P F _”_ = "| o E' i | L
§ o A -' ~u-.—_" o i
Total Inventory 7 - r E BILL WARRER 0=
h s'c?ﬁﬁu S G R
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 4341 0.32 1.00 0.32 it sl P = l -
CLLC ”~'L SW BTH{ST Epps=d BaEER: ooy M\
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 9099 0.68 5.00 3.39 = =y L’ Y b
¥ I (73 B R
Available Right-of-Way/Easements g 55 QTWST i = g
Q46a: I__ength of bikeways/trails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 8189 0.90 5.00 4.50 ;T_%i \ O f‘_;| J[__ L D] I _ /
way exists (ft) 2% {In] | — >
0 L] = ] ) /Y,
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 910 0.10 1.00 0.10 |§ 'LF ; SW 1UTH ST 'L—~ U! Vi 8
of-way exists (ft) Il = ; - = J
————— ' E il \ l\tl U' | EL-\l ) ’L“_JT 1_ I e ]'_If A
Background Score 8.31 Sl BYs ' ) o i i | : - l g
— a S| lij I. \
Proximity Analysis
Fraction of Weighting |l'.'L‘ﬁr"l| [
Description Total Length Factor . 4= [
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 799 0.06 5.00 0.30 7/ § O oo TZ L,:I Rimil 1_1E‘| Poo (Bl {_-:-':‘.. \
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 8584 0.64 3.00 1.92 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface SpaII 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal SIope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 221 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BW4 - Panel Cracking 1 0.25 2.75 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 1 0.25 0.25
Descripti Total Length F
B otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 807 0.19 10.00 1.86 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 2069 0.48 5.00 2.38
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 8 0.25 2.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 1465 0.34 2.00 0.67
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 5.00

Damage Score 4.92
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Assessment Area Little River

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  LR1
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor

Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.1 0.00 10.00 0.00

Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
LMI Score 5.00

Health and Safety
Weighting
Description Factor
Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  30.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score -

Project Description Factor

LR1: MISCELLANEOUS TRAIL REPAIR AND EXTENSION, ASSOCIATED UTILITY AND SITE WOR 1.00 5.00 5.00
TRAIL EXTENSION, WEST SIDE OF LITTLE RIVER 1.00 5.00 5.00
PT4: EXTENSION OF TRAIL TO LITTLE RIVER PARK AT NE CORNER OF SW 11TH 1.00 5.00 5.00
MULTI-USE TRAIL ALONG NORTH SIDE OF JANEWAY EXTENSION 1.00 5.00 5.00
LR1: TRAIL CONNECTION FROM TERMINATION OF KING'S MANOR DRIVE 1.00 5.00 5.00
KM2: NEW TRAIL, WEST SIDE OF EXISTING CHANNEL @ JANEWAY 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score  30.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 90.44
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Assessment Area

City of Moore

Assessment Sub-Area
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group

Assessment Data

Little River
LR2
Bikeways/Trails
E.6

Description
Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair SW4TH ST - - — -
Date Range of Assessment o £ =
| AT = A
a " >
Background Data NORTH(_%( E s
Fraction of Weighting i f
Description Total Length Factor 5 SE N A
p otal Leng Do Legend [ Va ‘\/\j,
Bikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes b = l'l
2012 Master Plan (ft 0 WS s | PtE ,
) ) 2 e Adjacent to Collector = )“
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 f: Adjacentto Loca : ] Al SWl o ST mER
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 0 I sssnmr  Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure '5{%\ N T
! N B S B B s |
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0 [ Fafsaneaiivails \v % - *“"[' “‘“’,F’ l )
| G Multi-Use Trail
Trails @D Off-road Trail : )
. Visionary Trall
Existing (ft) 0 Sidewaiks LR2 i J ‘JL‘,L‘ _!I
Proposed (ft) 0 ) S
V[l I
W 7TH STL L""’J
Total Inventory S
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed () 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 & /& IP_I IL 1
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 XA\ Al h 1] 0 | L]i
o B g s dn = | ' = SW8TH ST
Available Right-of-Way/Easements o e s e 7
50 & L— LIS 8 HSTL LA [ "_", \E_,.D‘ rl(i] —ImL
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 0 0.90 5.00 4.50 —] : = - v o e
i ol (@) m (e B P ;
S o ST P (el e SPChTherl
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 0 0.10 1.00 0.10 LJ == - ’52(: 0] ] '1 = S
of-way exists (ft | fEIS FrRlRT o O B ﬂrt[ b
Wi, o> RSl e =] - =
Background Score  4.60 &5 ] ‘-‘.,—,g O = -
= ) \L 1] RS P o) 5
. . . | O ( ] = | TH ST
Proximity Analysis [ - of L
Fraction of Weighting == T =) [ L O] -
- Q- FICIC ‘ 0t i,
Description Total Length Factor =l g 4 | L A
] g b s_ N
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 ! e (B N e } 2 19 B oo );Jm,_u,‘ 3
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 0 0.00 3.00 0.00 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface SpaII 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal SIope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 0.00 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BW4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Descripti Total Length F
g otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 ——
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 0.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:30 PM
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Assessment Area  Little River

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  LR2
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor

Q46c¢: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.1 0.00 10.00 0.00

Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
LMI Score 5.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure No 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score 0.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Sustainability Score 0.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 9.60
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Assessment Area Little River

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  LR3
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair
SWA4TH ST
Date Range of Assessment =] | ==
rw Lbhl— o O — .
S Y E ' b
Background Data NORTH = R .
Fraction of Weighting =B == ]
Description Total Length Factor = |
Legend 1 I .
Bikeways . Path 2022 Bike Routes - A F— | 2N
\ ) L "
2012 Master Plan (ft 0 o EENE  Adjscent to Arterial |_|_ | | f
y%, B Adjacent to Collector | | >
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 % ] P = - — .. |
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 0 = wsme Unrecorded Trail nfastucture ] | .] U |
J i =1 NE = |
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0 g Tams0iiinaia o |RILL @
_|: oE» Muli-Use Trail FII | O i
i i e omrcadTral — | I — 0
Trails £ g ) - | i T
L. 7 isionary Trail ST 1 J__ =5 |
Existing (ft) 0 ", % 1|
Proposed (ft) 0

Total Inventory
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00

Available Right-of-Way/Easements

Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 0 0.90 5.00 4.50
way exists (ft)

Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 0 0.10 1.00 0.10
of-way exists (ft)

Background Score 4.60

Proximity Analysis

Fraction of Weighting
Description Total Length Factor
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 0 0.00 3.00 0.00 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface SpaII 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal SIope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 0.00 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BW4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Descripti Total Length F
B otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 )
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 ——
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 0.00

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:31 PM Page 33 of 80



Assessment Area  Little River

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  LR3
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor

Q46c¢: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.1 0.00 10.00 0.00

Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
LMI Score 5.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure No 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score 0.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Sustainability Score 0.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 9.60

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:31 PM Page 34 of 80



Assessment Area

City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Sub-Area
Infrastructure Category
Exhibit Group

Madison Place / Hunter's Gl
MH1

Bikeways/Trails

E.6

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By J.Cotton /N. Clair - . S
Date Range of Assessment W= —_I | |
i oS o | | =
ey ) = = =i |
| ] —_— o
Background Data NORTH [ ] 1§ o 2 D
Fraction of Weighting = — D% = i)
Description Total Length Factor TS ' Q
Legend , L | =) x
i g e
Bikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes | o \ 2
2012 Master Plan (ft) 0 mEE  Adjacent to Arterial L1
. ) i BE Adjacent to Collector SESTHST =
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 Wi Adjacent to Local -
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 0 sessms  Unrecorded Trall Infrastructure
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0 P 2053 Thalia
il G Multi-Use Trail i ‘ : DI
Trails | i ) — ' - — SEBTHST
- - Visionary Trail &, 12 e e/ A w
Existing (ft) 0 -y Sidewalks NS L |_| _ ]__[J_a—lf ]|_ | =g 2 o | [
Proposed (ft) 1259 | SE:6TH ST & z i 1 g ‘ il
- 5
Total Inventory | r i) A | ‘ | ! J
Y oWl e A L | | B
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 & SE %TH T
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 1259 1.00 5.00 5.00 i ' —
Available Right-of-Way/Easements g _'_| JIJ i
Q46a: Le;n%;g of bikeways/trails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 944 0.75 5.00 3.75 SEBTHST _." L = . 9
way exists # o LB | gt
S N - 1 o 5 o
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 315 0.25 1.00 0.25 L SEBTHST
of-way exists (ft) ST g Jig —_—
— T |
i V= LJ) 4 7 T 1 R = S Iﬂ], o N !
Background Score  9.00 J =~/ o B e e T s |
[ .’". i E + a
Proximity Analysis B ~J o L
Fraction of Weighting o ] | E—' FE'— '_‘""[ I ’
Description Total Length Factor | [— i \_1 |t O e |
o . gl Ly -:I =-SE:9TH-ST
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 _ <7 - o
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 77 0.57 3.00 1.71 Weighting Weighting
Description uantit Description Quantit:
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Quantity Factor E i Factor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface SpaII 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal SIope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 1.71 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BW4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Description Total Length F
L otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 ——
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00
Damage Score 0.00

3/10/2015 4:40:32 PM

Report Date:
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor

Assessment Area
Assessment Sub-Area
Infrastructure Category
Exhibit Group

Madison Place / Hunter's Gl
MH1

Bikeways/Trails

E.6

Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2021.04.1 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00

LMI Score 0.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:32 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 40.71
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Assessment Area  Madison Place / Hunter's Gl

City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Sub-Area  MH2
Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails

Exhibit Group E.6

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair IS‘,,I’I | f Er & SE%TELSI;FJl—l SLl g ) L’_' ‘Ill Ej
A = | on — ] i
Date Range of Assessment HI = O — Tl g | | CT ! —I-"_[
b 1 L .. - g [ E 1.1 o ‘E——L B 2
B P e [ e O iRY
Background Data sV NORIH ; - 25 @ g 2
Fraction of Weighting o . o /4 LTy | Bkl | 0w
Description Total Length Factor ' ) ~/ Oy Tallm | o
- Leoend . wi Serdmes 22l L Dillp
Bikeways Sy Path 2022 Bike Routes | - sesmHsT 4 S [ e et (| LA | =
2012 Master Plan (ft) 2240 - mmmER  Adjscent to Arterial 1 | ; = g I % =& JJ Jl’SEISTIHS}T:'_‘ e 7 | 45 STHST
i . |=*  mmmp  Adjacent to Collector | |: ] U -}'l‘ .I\ ; E - - — .' I
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 T - I L [ u =2 )R EH;_—:E_] f‘-sl_‘m‘; L__I1 ;i]_w", I ].ﬂ:t‘ [ Hg II:__‘:E
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 564 f's'v mesnmn  Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure . T - _,Jnl——, _“.J‘_I""Jnl_f'_—‘.rﬂ.] | 2 F;:‘— .-l'fg'g? J '(:
o i _r‘_{_] .____f__rl - ..: o g LT, | ,'l--'
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 1676 jlg Path 2”:2 i , SE9THST § 43
! S Multi-Use Trail . ey e e = - g I___' ery - ;-.. !_-_:" 1
Trails mi‘J_ SR Cff-road Trail = il ol L|_I—| ll_llz“l:':l-';,:“l"'g‘j: r—“:_'l_l .‘_,:’:
sy Visionary Trail - = % % B 3! | el ;| A il Illl:";- Iu—I:
Existing (f) 0 i W O Foakomraot ool
Proposed (ft) 1478 - - T_' i
= | 3 ) 7.
— e
Total Inventory B =$
‘
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 1676 045 1.00 045 §}fV],1_0-TlH_|ST|
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 2042 0.55 5.00 2.75 ; = ‘
AL | g b= g
Available Right-of-Way/E t - SE112THST ] |
s oo Ay RaseTeTs SIWA1.1TH ST: m‘;';’tﬂ'iﬁﬁﬂhﬁﬁ:g¢§ﬁJ
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 1021 0.50 5.00 2.50 3l "—ju l ]
way exists (ft) I_E'“.I.' el i
) %
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 1021 0.50 1.00 0.50 bt
of-way exists (ft) Swt 2'|I'H-_5T= _
Background Score  6.20 s T,l ! tl Pk
1, 7 ) el =]
- , SRk | L C&| =
Proximity Analysis : —1 XY = %
Fraction of Weighting s pulipy | | (=% B o =
Description Total Length Factor b1 g i = 2SlE= = .
1 | = e -t . =T o]
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 =i gl | Do = — — Fiill
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 Condition Analvsi
onaition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 37117 1.00 3.00 3.00 y Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Factor
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 671 0.18 100 0.18 E Y acor E i
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface SpaII 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal SIope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
. - Joi i . 0
Proximity Score 3.18 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score
g Fraction of Weighting BWA4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Description Total Length Factor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 41 0.02 10.00 0.24 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft 190 0.11 5.00 0.57
¢ ¢ P ® BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 1302 0.78 2.00 1.55 ——
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft 143 0.09 1.00 0.09 Condition Score  0.00
Damage Score 2.45

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:34 PM
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor

Assessment Area
Assessment Sub-Area
Infrastructure Category
Exhibit Group

Madison Place / Hunter's Gl
MH2

Bikeways/Trails

E.6

Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2021.04.1 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00

LMI Score 0.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

MH2: DEDICATED BIKE LANE, ALL TYPE A CORRIDORS IDENTIFIED IN STREETSCAPE ASSES 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score 5.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:34 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 46.83
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Assessment Area North 4th Street

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  N4A

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Exhibit Group E.6

Assessment Data Key Map

Description

Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair

i Lrl (O g e i ol S i
kA o 1
Date Range of Assessment 1[’ _.h o 7 l__,-‘ﬁ_l s 2 o e I
NORTH -4 Jeoass
Hby 2k ] k J
Background Data X I ey | e
Fraction of Weighting i_ﬁ 3 SW 1ST ST s P2 =END
Description Total Length Factor Eagond &5 P e e __‘_!_:.____._H. a i
Bikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes
2012 Master Plan (ft 155 SRR, remen o i
e Adjacent to Collector
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 65 P
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 90 nessnn  Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0 P 2053 Thalia
e Multi-Use Trail
Trails T rea T CrSWATH PL
- Visionary Trail ] T CI -
Existing (ft) 0 Sidewalks 5
Proposed (ft) 5351 -
Total Inventory I
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 3
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 5506 1.00 5.00 5.00 _,
&
Available Right-of-Way/Easements w i‘: A 'y Ao '
> L] SW 6T H ST i
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 4955 0.90 5.00 4.50 : = B~ ad ‘%\ -
way exists (ft) = L p j _ %‘:p 8\ EL
=i i ;. -
on4v?/g;/ I:;exri]s?ttsh(g bikeways/trails to be constructed where insufficient right- 5506 1.00 1.00 1.00 ?,, p [ j t 351 7\ % Il—(lNGS" MANOR. E;R‘l %]
2 allE ; AR} 7 — ey
—————————— ! |—: _L_"| ’l—‘ '[L,_—-f_D;\
Background Score  10.50 | A il §-= =
I alf | fall 9 Boe =i 5o gt
| i 5 —_|t e --'SW-?-'I'H'STL_ ] ”%W TTH ST
Proximity Analysis ® @ - 2 Y T e
y y Fraction of Weighting | 5 g g ! g i ""J"'~‘f“|—L|L]l—]L'L'H 8
Description Total Length Factor | e %_‘L '- _ _ "'BTHJST e i [
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 l_ I—’TELJI m SI"'F' I.STDLA-L"_]L‘_L:! | ./Zfﬁr ;\] ﬁrﬂbrﬁ_dﬁ_ﬁ[
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 4952 0.90 3.00 2.70 Weighting Weighting
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (ft 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Besaliptl Quantity Factor Description Quantity Factor
Length within 0.25-mi of lerary (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface Spall 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logltudlnal SIOpe >5% 0 0.25 0.00
] " - i il - 0
Proximity Score 270 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score
g Fraction of Weighting BWA4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
DI
B Total Length Factor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft 0 0.00 10.00 0.00
g 9 P ® BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
¢ ¢ P ® BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF0 to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 —
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 0.00

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:35 PM Page 39 of 80



City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor

Assessment Area  North 4th Street
Assessment Sub-Area  N4A
Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Exhibit Group  E.6

Q46c: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.1 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

LMI Score 5.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:35 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI)

48.20
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Assessment Area North 4th Street

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  N4B

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Exhibit Group E.6

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair l I Im ',_, JI_] [ -i_'_ M2 a6 I-| L ., | = a [ 0
) i |'|_ b ‘:i. il = L ' '.‘_. - o ool __L
Date Range of Assessment A ~ s M = L‘ ® | Olg i e TN ] T LY
= 1 = JJ o : ==E
1 = : T [
| B b il : . E
Background Data NORTH L Limglim ] 0 ~ || J
Fraction of Weighting — : SE END'_! ST
Description Total Length Factor
Legend -
Bikeways _ Path 2022 Bike Routes 0 R pf 1 e
. 1 . L~ e il 67
2012 Master Plan (ft) 103 L mEEEE  Adjacent to Arterial — L 6

- \ iy ] |
e Adjacent to Collector 1 —

Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 61 A o _.: 3 - u% | ~ =
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 42 ]|_ semisr Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure | =1 | BIE |IEJ —|_‘ U
: = |
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0 P 2053 Thalia SE 3RD ST =1 . [
Sy S MultiUse Trai L) O o l
Trails . @E® OfroadTrai —— 0 ‘T 1
. \isionary Trail =1 : =
Existing (ft) 0 S g SETTIS
Proposed (ft) 3456 = ﬁ
—

Total Inventory - ;. 5 =] |_

Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 l fno

Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 3559 1.00 5.00 5.00 _% |

Available Right-of-Way/Easements

L 1
R >
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 3203 0.90 5.00 4.50 L ; r
way exists (ft) o il
4L = 154
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 3559 1.00 1.00 1.00 =
fo ists (ft ]
of-way exists (ft) SW|'5THS, 7]
Background Score  10.50 ! = ' .
9 " b TN U ) SE 6TH ST
Proximity Analysis P - be
Fraction of Weighting i } ¥ 1 ]
Description Total Length Factor — -
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 SW|BTH 5‘2 rrl
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 0 0.00 3.00 0.00 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 2203 0.62 100 0.62 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 903 0.25 1.00 0.25 BW1 - Surface SpaII 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal SIope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 0.87 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BWA4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Descripti | Length F
g Total Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 )
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 ——
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 0.00
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor

Assessment Area  North 4th Street
Assessment Sub-Area  N4B
Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Exhibit Group E.6

Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2021.04.1 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

LMI Score 5.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

N4B: 10-FT MULTI-USE TRAIL, SOUTH SIDE OF SE 4TH STREET 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score 5.00

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:37 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI)

51.37
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Assessment Area North 4th Street

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  N4C
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

Assessment Data Key Map

Description

- pare e P ) I e
0, eI eI

Rt

Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair

Date Range of Assessment

Background Data - NORTH ]
Fraction of Weighting w——— ¥ =
Description Total Length Factor b b
Legend &
Bikeways ., Path 2022 Bike Routes RUERY: 4 (A
2012 Master Plan (ft) 105 [ mmmmp  Adjacent to Arterial ?— -_*g a
. ' MmN Adjacent to Collector @ “l‘i:: 1:|| "E g L
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 —— - &7, _? '.r_J % ::I !
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 105 sussss Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure i (£ S |
. x o7 el | i
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0 P 2053 Thalia ol g e} SRl (Wil
@ Multi-Use Trail " ;u;|_3 1(,3 [ r‘i: ] 4 L
Trails @ Oftroad Trai Lo : ':.g.! 'l_’ S
- Visionary Trail B _7' A=l iy
Existing (ft) 0 N L E—i 'i:
Proposed (ft) 5345 it = iy
SLE -2l 2ile - Bl S E i
Total Inventory e 121! Cinms] | (e hras || (sHds] | Col L | |
. . | ! =l ] din] || [EWWE | (9 o b= b
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 & - CIili: N 1l || Y] | ek Ty an : ]
= i< [ i =1 || =il TAllT e . =
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 5450 1.00 5.00 5.00 E il | (=) »,'g ! |-L% .\_]. --..I: e . =Y/
7 oISl T IS , LEi
Available Right-of-Way/Easements ‘é: ot i 7 O T g 3
LSRR N | R R T = e o)l | m S ol o = 1), =
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 4905 0.90 5.00 450 2 E; 3 'r & !-E L T 0 La|
way exists (ft) L (22| s ftih o L Leniiput l: =L —8 [
Y & tollg elld Ol Tmlie A =
Q46b: Length of bikeways/trails to be constructed where insufficient right- 5450 1.00 1.00 1.00 | Y= E'_l'lz HIJ b5 !] . r'__: L ik { .'-’:; .: n [5
of-way exists () alll L0 rlilw] | el T el Z| bl
W] 0= Dl s [ . = =2
Background Score  10.50 ks 4..';‘ 2]/ ] S olaldlZlchr
S ——— e || g Tl Pl :LE I ;—:1‘ I 8:_" E igin
Proximity Analysis — I e T . UCCSERTHST e ] Ll el 4] 2
Fraction of Weighting P s P = = 1= el ST | ]
B RR s R =i . ) (S (O 1o
Description Total Length Factor = . SESEIOTHST. (e O P oRTT =] | '
o g e ol [ S Ol
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 e e e v & [Elsrlalf IS ST e B
£ % [ AL ZiE J i T = L T = = e 1 m e it )
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 3370 0.62 4.00 247 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 1974 0.36 3.00 1.09 Weighting Weighting
Descrioti tit Descripti tit,
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 EesIll Quantity Factor ESCRELCT Quantity Factor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface SpaII 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal SIope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 3.56 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
S BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score
g Fraction of Weighting BW4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Description Total Length F
L otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 1 025 0.25
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.25

Damage Score 0.00
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor

Assessment Area
Assessment Sub-Area
Infrastructure Category
Exhibit Group

North 4th Street
N4C
Bikeways/Trails
E.6

Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2021.05.3 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00

LMI Score 0.00

Health and Safety
Weighting
Description Factor
Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:38 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 44.31
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Data

Description

Assessment By

Date Range of Assessment

Background Data

J.Cotton / N. Clair

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan

Fraction of Weighting
Description Total Length Factor
Bikeways
2012 Master Plan (ft) 77
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 77
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0
Trails
Existing (ft) 0
Proposed (ft) 5331
Total Inventory
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 5408 1.00 5.00 5.00
Available Right-of-Way/Easements
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 4867 0.90 5.00 4.50
way exists (ft)
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 5408 1.00 1.00 1.00
of-way exists (ft)
Background Score  10.50

Proximity Analysis

Description

Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft)
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft)
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft)

Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (ft)
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ft)

Damage Score

Description

Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft)
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft)
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft)
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft)

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:38 PM

o o o

Fraction of
Total Length

0.00
0.00
0.23
0.00
0.00

Fraction of
Total Length

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

Weighting
Factor

5.00
4.00
3.00
1.00
1.00

Proximity Score

Weighting
Factor

10.00
5.00
2.00
1.00

Damage Score

0.00
0.00
0.70
0.00
0.00

0.70

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

Key Map
= | EMANST Y ) [y e
X = a
5 ’ - ‘_,m ‘; | 18
E S0 el ™ (00 ,
B - = g
~ NORTH el s o Y
N 1\ e x| A
SE—! ;5‘ - 2
=\ O »
1 Legend 1] ) al \_5%__ ;
Path 2022 Bike Routes T 7 e
- — (o / L
BmNE  Adjacent to Arterial § ~e 3 ™ o? ™~
- - § Er Q) r
T s Adjacent to Collector .10_) / { ’1' o _é.lt u
, { oy T
_L_,] Adjacent to Local - — a “J$~ palld
A 51 o2y A~
samanr Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure - = il:“/ ) ‘l / 3
] a3 J -
Path 2022 Trails il S8

G Multi-Use Trail
¢ @D Off-road Trail

1 Visionary Trall

Assessment Area
Assessment Sub-Area

Infrastructure Category

/.;~,\_‘-| &
S OLDE BRIDGE RD

Exhibit Group
ol on /6B =
C &l e 5
T ||\WEEDNCx
] [k} ]
Y (3N = I
X Ty &) 5
= \ (j : ]
£y \ :
: 4 =

North 4th Street
N4D

Bikeways/Trails
E.6

S SUNNYLANE RD

Sidewaiks
- \ur S
AL rh ,,I_ =k
R o AFY SE STHST)
=) 25 = By ERD ;
ey u 2
| SIS > L& ed
4 5 8J ; : (% x|
7 | =BT x h il
o 4 o8 % 12 |
o % = 5 i et |
23 \SEFRHRL QT =9 ~
[ |t gl
: i [—‘ CE] 0 > Y
i | =)Mo= o | L l’ ]7THST
s | iy || =L=! T”SEBTHST ol Foroas
Ll | 2l - o 0 R
=/ <T|[ 52 W C10 ) — s o O SO Y
& % 2 u i 1] | o = alpe LH]»J}_‘ it
:1 W D y @ \( C AY ’> L _I._, 1 t“ A r!il ’- = r’;"
= ls ‘&L Reey L ‘1 PRI Y
3l aernl {2 s A5
o g = “uiﬁ = T ‘|L‘|_5 ol [ =
‘1\—!3 fe - "j QIR f_l -I_i] o | ) ) 0

Condition Analysis

Weighting
Description Quantity Factor
BW1 - Surface Spall 0 0.25
BW2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25
BWS3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25
BWA4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25
BW5 - Obstructions Present 0 0.25
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25

4 WL oL 4 N

Description

0.00 BWS8 - Logitudinal Slope > 5%

0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2%

0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection
0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding

0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage

0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work
0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation

Quantity

SAMANTHA LN

Clfsebmst| |
Tt s
=
=
zZ =

>

w

D]

(=}

S|

=i}

SE 8TH ST

o O O o o o o

Weighting
Factor

0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25

Condition Score

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting

Assessment Area  North 4th Street
Assessment Sub-Area  N4D
Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Exhibit Group E.6

Description Factor
Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2021.07.1 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00

LMI Score 0.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score
PP y Weighting
Project Description Factor
N4D: 10-FT MULTI-USE TRAIL, SOUTH SIDE OF SE 4TH STREET 1.00 5.00 5.00
BA2: 10-FT MULTI-USE TRAIL, VETERAN'S PARK TO MAIN STREET 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score  10.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:38 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI)

51.20
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Assessment Area Plaza Towers

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  PT1

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Exhibit Group E.6

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair B i | =P o o - L "_- | F_| o [_ (il
[_!. - { .. =0 U T N U _, . | o) J
Date Range of Assessment ArapE — a = | LT = |~ [§B.C
P | mpEen el o | B e o7 \R"
.~ | | R, ® . %
Back d Data NORTH : [ L | | R —— = na 2 L_J AR
ackgroun r - = = | — .
Fraction of Weighting . SW16TH'ST Z\ | L o L] l__] | J — :
Description Total Length Factor ag | LT i_J-—' o el T L
Legend - = ) = == o . — ~ERIG:CIR= —
Bikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes | 1_' | | B 1| [ 1L [ ‘ u L.[:._\ [ = . L
) | : e p——T s = | .
2012 Master Plan (ft 0 EENE  Adjacent to Arterial 3 L = 1] [_| -! | L| t _—I t.l Ll ’:
Bl Adjacent to Collector —] il — I
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 —— _ _ T o ._| _'|—
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 0 sumsmn Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure | ) " \ | 2
. | Vo [ 1
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0 P02 TTriS ! g[__ | ]| e S
e Multi-Use Trail y - | | [ [
Trails S e i 5 e A L)
T Visionary Trall y I L !
Existing (ft) 0 Sidewalks PTlJ . =
Proposed (ft) 0 — B -~
Total Inventory 1 = i s
A= ks
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 ‘ —
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 L O J 2
Available Right-of-Way/Easements Al h
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 0 0.90 5.00 4.50
way exists (ft) SW 19TH ST
Q46b: Length of bikeways/trails to be constructed where insufficient right- 0 1.00 1.00 1.00

of-way exists (ft)

Background Score 5.50

Proximity Analysis

i 1 1 5 O A |
1]
GREENS DRIVEWAY

Fraction of Weighting ]
Description Total Length Factor v
i | L
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 . [ ]
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 0 0.00 3.00 0.00 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of lerary (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface Spall 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logltudlnal SlOpe >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 0.00 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BW4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Descripti Total Length F
B otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 )
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF0 to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 —
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 0.00
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit

Description Factor

Weighting

Assessment Area
Assessment Sub-Area
Infrastructure Category
Exhibit Group

Infrastructure Photographs

Plaza Towers
PT1
Bikeways/Trails
E.6

Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.1 0.00 10.00
Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00
LMI Score
Health and Safety
Weighting
Description Factor
Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00
Health and Safety Score
Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio
Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic No 0.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment No 0.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure No 0.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score 0.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Sustainability Score 0.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 5.50
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Assessment Area Plaza Towers

PT2

City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Sub-Area
Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails

Exhibit Group E.6

Assessment Data

Key Map
Description
Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair . ||J_| I | B | | ~JL
Date Range of Assessment g [ IL. ~
NORTH = s U i N :
Background Data qb | Al ' =
9 Fraction of Weighting | e SW-1 1'TH ST.——-J—,;' [—‘ E_:l_l [
Description Total Length Factor (agend Ej E][:]Ej- -E] : Rl a 3l |
f o By = e ]
Bikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes | Tl it Tr = NG M
mmE  Adjacent to Arterial h W P i = ' A= |
2012 Master Plan (ft) 1272 i - 7 ﬁ 1 0 =
) ) ) BN Adjacent to Collector ! .L:J m | - : o _'_!é.
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 - L SW12TH ST =5 A .‘1@]_‘ M o ] —‘ EIL — IE
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 0 ssssar  Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure | i =2
i | F_'_—! il ] - P L&
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 1272 P 2005 Tirass L_ [‘jm E] i ; b [
G Multi-Use Trail T g - -
Trails @ Of-road Trail A [quq ﬂ[“g@ﬁp E:]]_,_]__—_I T
Visionary Trall u)J i B —— JJ
Existing (ft) 0 - ] | _ %u o p _ I
Proposed () 131 =l E‘r:‘ [:;PD Eﬂ’:‘ Dﬂ i e LJ}P_Z Y <3 U ['EJ:VJZLLTLLng JERIL)]
= o = ¥ i ¢
= — =3 |:] N — -
= 1 i L | S———
Total Inventory 3 Ej DL-—JDD [; WLPDLJFJ—D[ ]E:IL‘1[ ﬂj E'] I C | 7L r_l O % 1 |'|__'I ol ]
= 1 FEYk
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 1272 0.91 1.00 0.91 = T H L -l = A ) ':'JD | ‘DJ I
I o R R SRl L
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 131 0.09 5.00 0.47 E D ‘:}‘!—j ”—‘_[[::I [l j P‘EBDDIDE:II_J il [ '___ d LAKEV|IEW OR a 1EERE
) ] A S e 2| N,
Available Right-of-Way/Easements | I o I — | . : o (= ]
—— — { mmmu J@D@ﬁﬁgb = = I pagh
Q46a: Length of bikeways/trails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 118 0.90 5.00 4.50 i & “'---.,..___ ] Ly zi =% =} Lr I | Wy
. 1 e g || = = ]
way exists (ft) D E]ID jﬁ[—l F_|E_| I:_,'UDD [__JDD'DEJ'F‘ :_@ Ea o rﬁ g a
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 131 1.00 1.00 1.00 | = =l &7 - =7l G
of-way exists (ft) PDE"E] | ‘ | T I__{'cg i r_— :' Il r]
- . ——1 8
Background Score  6.87 = [ [}1—,_| Fr”_’ll_‘ i o= oo 2\ Rl
Proximity Analysis || I:H“"_‘-— “ERIC.CIR Ny
y y Fraction of Weighting E D-—I‘E:I[ i | I Al N _ : N
Description Total Length Factor IR AnNHMO |
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 1272 0.91 5.00 453 E ' ’ =
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 0 0.00 3.00 0.00 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of lerary (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface Spall 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logltudlnal SlOpe >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 453 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score
g Fraction of Weighting BWA4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
DI F
B Total Length actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 296 0.23 5.00 1.16 ) )
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF0 to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 977 0.77 2.00 1.54 —
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00
Damage Score 2.70

Report Date:

3/10/2015 4:40:40 PM
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting

Assessment Area  Plaza Towers
Assessment Sub-Area  PT2
Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Exhibit Group  E.6

Description Factor
Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.1 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

LMI Score 5.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score
PP Y Weighting
Project Description Factor
PT2: DEDICATED BIKE LANE, ALL TYPE A CORRIDORS IDENTIFIED IN STREETSCAPE ASSESS 1.00 5.00 5.00
PT2: RECONSTRUCTION OF TRAIL CONNECTION TO PLAZA TOWERS BETWEEN SW 12TH AN 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score  10.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:41 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 59.11
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Area
Assessment Sub-Area
Infrastructure Category
Exhibit Group

Plaza Towers
PT3

Bikeways/Trails

E.6

Background Score  10.23

Proximity Analysis

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair = e 2 s I = —”-IJ"' l
Date Range of Assessment . - e T8, ,Lr'llf'_]D |H Dr. DDC J'_] l_ﬁ SPDOECR,
= | " . [Fsw 1THST
N e bosy e bhn b -
Background Data NORTH ' = SWTHST =l|_'l |Lﬂ [
Fraction of Weighting T | = H‘ ] L
Description Total Length Factor - =l } .' = = <’ \i\% ]jl ‘l:].i Ff
. | |2 = e
Bikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes 1 2'_|T2-I]5 _T_ o ] ) j: Y r q 3 E_EE :% : t':%
2012 Master Plan (ft 3221 WL Adjscentto Arterie _ = M = W .DZ;‘G% IS Cu/ |
) ) MmN Adjacent to Collector I‘I—|"— '_'_; 5 | o _| |ﬂq | r(_r) | _E
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 —— [ 7 \h LI'H" 1E% ]—|r '_5"3 8 || el Jl‘_éw 13TH ST
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 2639 semsm Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure 13'}'}_‘ SFL-—'LJF = |. E ;h% - 5 ! _ = _,:%
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 582 FAEL 2023 alls - T 1 i ENg L
G Multi-Use Trail ] T
Trails @S Off-road Trail bl ~r i nj 0 51
Visianary Trat Rt e = i ||
Existing (ft 0 . . =
o S i I e )
Proposed (ft) 5473 e 2
5 R s R e
ST I
Total Inventory = S 15TH_'ST T
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed () 582 0.07 1.00 0.07 [ [P0OC | --JE.- 7| Gae -|!--]I|_ﬁ'_f33§_l“r_l
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 8112 0.93 5.00 467 S |_|—u'. 2 _.J'—- t & - __’: i L F i
s ST ST ]
Available Right-of-Way/Easements | T 0 -
= i o T — - i
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 7301 0.90 5.00 4.50 ' Bl - = [- e Bl d
way exists (ft) i
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 8112 1.00 1.00 1.00 ‘ | ‘ ‘ ‘ U
of-way exists (ft) i |

Fraction of Weighting ™ s _
Description Total Length Factor SW 149TH ST SW.19TH.ST. [ SW 19TH_S§_T
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 4163 0.48 5.00 2.39 '
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 2234 0.26 3.00 0.77 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of lerary (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface Spall 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logltudlnal SlOpe >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 3.17 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BW4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Descripti Total Length F
B otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 355 0.61 10.00 6.10 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 226 0.39 5.00 1.94
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF0 to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 —
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 8.04

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:41 PM Page 51 of 80



City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Area  Plaza Towers
Assessment Sub-Area  PT3
Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Exhibit Group  E.6

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting

Description Factor

Q46c: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.1 0.00 10.00 0.00

Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

LMI Score 5.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

PP y Weighting
Project Description Factor
PT3: DEDICATED BIKE LANE, ALL TYPE A CORRIDORS IDENTIFIED IN STREETSCAPE ASSESS 1.00 5.00 5.00
TRAIL ALONG CHANNEL AND AROUND POND EAST AND SOUTH OF PLAZA TOWERS ELEMEN 1.00 5.00 5.00
PT2: RECONSTRUCTION OF TRAIL CONNECTION TO PLAZA TOWERS BETWEEN SW 12TH AN 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score  15.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:42 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 71.44
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Assessment Area Plaza Towers

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  PT4
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

Assessment Data Key Map

Description

Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair = T e e

Date Range of Assessment B-= b

E—— - CNORTH| L[ 'Ej [ Ej\m | DHZI O E“DL @ "

Fraction of Weighting ' SW 11TH ST _‘—‘—“““\\ 4
Description Total Length Factor = - -
~ Legend S ‘
R | P o o | M

Bikeways | Path 2022 Bike Routes
EEE Adjacent to Arterial

'[] 5

2012 Master Plan (ft) ‘ =

BE Adjacent to Collector
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft)

Adjacent to Local

Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) [ wem Unrecorded Trail nfrastructure  [ESE

Path 2022 Trails r'—‘ B L |:||j Lj 1T [_r:[_ __.—| B ‘

AL
ﬁ\y

Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) "
e Multi-Use Trail

Trails @S Off-road Trail il i SWi2TH ST = % =
Visionary Trall [__ |
Existing (ft) 0 _ F D [l ‘ -; -
Sidewalks Lu ‘ | PT4 Ej E] E
Proposed (ft) 164 = ﬁ &l ‘
w =T |
— & . e —— Ll :
=1 I =
Total Inventory L u x L B o I—| ‘ ‘
g : — = |
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed () 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 L \ L ‘ : ’_’] 2| _11|- ] . R,
= .
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed () 164 1.00 5.00 5.00 = " 1 |__ . i - 13“" 1S Toe
Available Right-of-Way/Easements 1—— = =3 — ]
— — o - O o s [ :HI
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 148 0.90 5.00 4.50 —— - o |
way exists (ft) S | i ! | !
p L i
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 164 1.00 1.00 1.00 — - e | | ‘
of-way exists (ft) E g C__ ] s . B Gl D l:l
SWA4TH'ST [ L = . S
Background Score  10.50 el et = —
o s | — | . 1
b o [ | | P |
Proximity Analysis . o SErsbal il @ T
Fraction of Weighting = _ h : ‘
Description Total Length Factor vh { L ] Nis | =
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 |
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
o . Condition Analysis o o
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 0 0.00 3.00 0.00 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface SpaII 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal SIope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 0.00 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score
g Fraction of Weighting BWA4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
DI
B Total Length Factor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 . ) )
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 ——
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 0.00

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:42 PM Page 53 of 80



City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Area  Plaza Towers
Assessment Sub-Area  PT4
Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Exhibit Group  E.6

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting

Description Factor

Q46c: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.1 0.00 10.00 0.00

Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

LMI Score 5.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

PT4: EXTENSION OF TRAIL TO LITTLE RIVER PARK AT NE CORNER OF SW 11TH 1.00 5.00 5.00
Opportunity Score 5.00

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:43 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 50.50
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Assessment Area Plaza Towers

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  PT5
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair = TN
“
Date Range of Assessment il =
s (e,
Background Data NORTH _
Fraction of Weighting = 2 - 1.
Description Total Length Factor N =
Legend X I [
Bikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes e | o8
2012 Master Plan (ft) 4028 il 2= = T e
. L= £ 2 il r [ E )
. . e Adjacent to Collector — T T w ST ﬁ L]
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 A : 2 LI B N (Ll N A 1
jacent to Local 0 o o !. I m / P | "-| -
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 1954 mimsnn Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure - 0 D o L—‘J] - -J | % :I—f:"
o Path 2022 Trails el e LG RiGs
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft 2074 o T —
9 9 ys (ft) G Multi-Use Trail Fl UJ =l .IJ_?J § Ilj,]“
- ! "_I’" L ]I h_‘L' L J0E =
Trails @S Off-road Trail . f [ P_I% -_Ll\ [.:_%g |;—,
Visionary Trail = T E e =l I [l_ 74 AR
Existing (ft) 0 N ‘:U_us' o 0 '?I-l _ 1 g .|J
Proposed (ft) 420 ' i I‘f o ;
< J
=
Total Inventory =1
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed () 2074 0.47 1.00 0.47 i
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 2374 0.53 5.00 2.67 L
Available Right-of-Way/Easements | dJ =
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 2137 0.90 5.00 4.50 = __
way exists (ft) o
) L
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 2374 1.00 1.00 1.00 —
of-way exists (ft)
Background Score 8.63
Proximity Analysis e
Fraction of Weighting ]:
Description Total Length Factor =
n 1 i ; = (5] o - i .l - :_‘_ﬂ = o = a i b | = -] L
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 2725 0.61 5.00 3.06 j= 0 1 | ll Dof) oPhopfphlonFoorae Q4
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 2699 0.61 3.00 1.82 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface SpaII 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal Slope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 4.88 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BW4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Descripti Total Length F
g otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 270 0.13 10.00 1.30 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 691 0.33 5.00 1.67 )
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 1113 0.54 2.00 1.07 ——
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 4.04
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor

Assessment Area  Plaza Towers
Assessment Sub-Area  PT5
Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Exhibit Group  E.6

Q46c: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.1 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

LMI Score 5.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score
PP y Weighting
Project Description Factor
PT5: DEDICATED BIKE LANE, ALL TYPE A CORRIDORS IDENTIFIED IN STREETSCAPE ASSESS 1.00 5.00 5.00
TRAIL ALONG CHANNEL AND AROUND POND EAST AND SOUTH OF PLAZA TOWERS ELEMEN 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score  10.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:44 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 62.56
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Assessment Area Plaza Towers

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  PT6
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair SW4TH ST
Date Range of Assessment , = gir' = LE
— al -’, | —
=
Background Data NORTH 2!
Fraction of Weighting 5 g‘
Description Total Length Factor v
Legend

Bikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes

2012 Master Plan (ft) 0 SRS, RmRLE
i . e Adjacent to Collector = a m P (
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 —— = ; o
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 0 ssssns  Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure i 2
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0 Pt Zn22iiralis "~
G Mult-Use Trail o ==
Trails @D Off-road Trail i 1
Visionary Trall u>J [ ¥
Existing (ft 0 - i
9 ( ) Sidewalks é : l PT6

Proposed (ft) 0 < L d

=)

Total Inventory g N R = —
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 g Cﬁ:‘gv\'};ﬁgﬂﬂh ‘LJ:J?‘JL_’L"\J
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 AL 7 = B = B (& -

3 ' 2 [F 9 9 i

Available Right-of-Way/Easements f | ¢ : ‘;L; __T‘, DD% ‘ ‘_H‘U
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 0 0.90 5.00 4.50 J -%"i ! U_’ S i 5] ["E 1‘ i
way exists (ft) i L%‘ T ) »,; ! {‘_é [—.j"
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 0 1.00 1.00 1.00 E.«L‘n._ Sy B, da|
of-way exists (ft) _; i B "_-“ R, L O

Background Score 5.50 b P vy iy s R |
- ) | & P —— it g | —
Proximity Analysis ‘ = el | BB o B Nl (|
Fraction of Weighting “ L B [ A B wh . L
Description Total Length Factor | s P . &Y/ O ]_—tv’JiLJL%E Do oEmn ool
ir= ‘L._ 0 = = i Fad LS ¥/, :; -’:_ 17
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 | LR 0 e o S ) B (5 SWHTHSTHnl e =
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 0 0.00 3.00 0.00 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of lerary (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface Spall 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logltudlnal SlOpe >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 0.00 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BW4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Descripti Total Length F
B otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF0 to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 —
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 0.00
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit

Description

Q46¢: Census Block Group

Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group

Health and Safety

Description

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Description

Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic

Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment

Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure

Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure

Sustainability

Description

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts

Opportunity Score

Project Description

No Projects Available

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:45 PM

40027.2016.04.1

No

No

No
Yes
No
No
No

No

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
1.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan

Weighting

Factor
10.00
5.00

LMI Score

Weighting

Factor
1.00

Health and Safety Score

Weighting
Factor

5.00
5.00
10.00
5.00
5.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score

Weighting
Factor

5.00

Sustainability Score

Weighting
Factor

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
5.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

5.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

Assessment Area  Plaza Towers
Assessment Sub-Area  PT6
Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Exhibit Group  E.6

Infrastructure Photographs

ADORACION

LUNES 7:00PM
DOMIN M

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 10.50
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Assessment Area Rock Creek

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  RC2
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair SEATHST = |
Date Range of Assessment == _ == | o Si I 1
" ‘._: — |_ ¥y ‘\L o) r- | g::: F }§_'_L|
=NORTH =L = & A sy | BLAL
Background Data == / Ol
9 Fraction of Weighting ? SESTHST - M = £l 3"~‘ S, E5TH ST
Description Total Length Factor = ; I i 0 ] =
Legeia L ' ) ] - fx’ i i | . ‘ I’ s 7 e
. i gl
Bikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes 43 I! f o _] |_ A7 —L dl A H
2012 Master Plan (ft) 0 I Adjscent to Arterial :"-‘:1' ..f_-" | 1 -
| s Adiacentto Collector = / l 9 A | i‘ P
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 L P j y L il ‘ [ J‘ L, (
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 0 wamans  Unrecorded Trail nfrastructure. = | ] i
. —h [
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0 Sk Path 2022 Trails ! L e
| S  Multi-Use Trail — Coo — — e e
Trails — e Ofrcad Trail > IJ_'|—_ = I % ‘ | 3 A ’ =
— — Visionary Trall RC2 | 'I!DD: " R
Existing (ft) 0 LR Sidewalks |
—
Proposed (ft) 939 — e o W = A ne |
Loy e ) g T e N L
| T T N 1 o
o o ! > L
Total Inventory L9 = = ] SETHST
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 _’_] J ‘ 7 ‘ ;
. . . i 7 = ~ LiL D I il R (L
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 939 1.00 5.00 5.00 . ‘SE7THST / ,H I [ |_'_ —H _‘ | _j' |
Available Right-of-Way/Easements s B | :
" " - - i L | (i | Fl  =1J// ] L ] - = =
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 704 0.75 5.00 3.75 _‘ L] ! [ J I N —— = | | ‘ ‘ ‘
way exists (ft) = g [z | [ )| W | O R
1. L o e =
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 235 0.25 1.00 0.25 ‘ |_| [ ] 55 =5 ] &/ = SE7THST
of-way exists (ft) S il S || RS : e : —
— 1/ ¢ be, — — = L
Background Score 9.0 SRR 1) L r i || | | J ”[
J { - S R B = My ! i
o - - N I
Proximity Analysis J |
y y Fraction of Weighting | ﬂ L —L _J |
Description Total Length Factor S f
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 PN VI
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 829 0.88 3.00 2.65 Weighting Weighting
Description uantit Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Quantity Factor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of lerary (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface Spall 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logltudlnal SlOpe >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 265 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score
g Fraction of Weighting BWA4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Descripti Total Length F
B otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF0 to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 —
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 0.00
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor

Assessment Area
Assessment Sub-Area
Infrastructure Category
Exhibit Group

Rock Creek
RC2
Bikeways/Trails
E.6

Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2021.07.1 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00

LMI Score 0.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score
Weighting
Project Description Factor
No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:46 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 41.65
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Assessment Area  Santa Fe Avenue

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  SF1
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

Assessment Data Key Map

Description

A B . N. Clai r > ~ !
ssessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair 3 § SWASTHST |
Date Range of Assessment = é? SW149TH ST q,«%—’ ' 4]
_l Al o Y ol 2 = —3 m._ =
J.J NORTH j—l J_Jl-l_, A ]O ,_H‘_\_._._\_ lJ] It -:%‘J L I:l—« I[ & i ] : g ] k] = |
Background Data = i : ; HST'- == ) || i o = §
9 Fraction of Weighting s oo o SW 2018 el : C'_ F SO f 2 ] ot
Description Total Length Factor R o] || [ BAES, £ _ )
E S L' Legend == Sl = =S GREENS DR% ' A X . —
Bikeways I Path 2022 Bike Routes culf— o = = CAl B @ o Gt
d i ein f [ BRI | =L - '
2012 Master Plan (ft) 2678 1| mmms  Adjacent to Arterial a1 £z|l= _:g: - A . . —
1 mmE  Adjacent to Collector = @ =0l = 1 — h
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 2629 ]l I————— § .é = .E —] e Ir &, —
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 49 d ssssmn Unrecorded Trall Infrastructure  { :ﬁ ?.L? = GREENSDR — ’_'
g L g ’ 1 e T Jown iy
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0 i Path 2022 Trails S S - 0 i =N || P L
:.u e Multi-Use Trail r’__:lj ||_j: — = =1 |J'| J| : r‘l--.( el .
T - =) Bl = | L 2/

- L_‘n Visionary Trall : ] 2 - 4 Y 1 of 7 f
Existing (ft) 0 . it ke ] &=, ”'\JJ" ) i .2| L]-IJ|—|;| ; :_: “%3 e L 3
Proposed (ft) 2619 »y . : L8 &) B,

| gy —
GJI J { 3
Total Inventory o P, —
a/ 7
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 |2 o 4
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 5297 1.00 5.00 5.00 =§ g
o
o

Available Right-of-Way/Easements

Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 4767 0.90 5.00 4.50 )
way exists (ft) —

| ;
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 5297 1.00 1.00 1.00 —
of-way exists (ft) f

Background Score  10.50 i =5 HononsT
& HRBOEh 's'w'zéﬂ'-l STﬂ' l LR

Proximity Analysis

Fraction of Weighting Za3 O PO00PE00EIEION t-i-'-'l.ilji'_‘r-'.'.i‘fl'Jl'_‘*i.iil’fi: TliNg
Description Total Length Factor a TTE Ny
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 2683 0.51 4.00 2.03 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 5123 0.97 3.00 2.90 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface SpaII 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal SIope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 4.93 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BW4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Descripti Total Length F
B otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 )
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 ——
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 0.00
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit

Description

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan

Weighting
Factor

Infrastructure Photographs

Assessment Area
Assessment Sub-Area
Infrastructure Category
Exhibit Group

Santa Fe Avenue
SF1
Bikeways/Trails
E.6

Q46¢: Census Block Group

Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group

Health and Safety

Description

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Description

Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic

Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment

Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure

Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure

Sustainability

Description

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts

Opportunity Score

Project Description

No Projects Available

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:47 PM

40027.2022.06.1

No

No

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

No

Yes

0.00
0.00

0.00

1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score

1.00

0.00

10.00
5.00

LMI Score

Weighting
Factor

1.00

Health and Safety Score

Weighting

Factor
5.00
5.00

10.00
5.00
5.00

Weighting
Factor

5.00

Sustainability Score

Weighting
Factor

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

5.00
5.00
10.00
5.00
0.00

25.00

5.00

5.00

0.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 45.43
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Assessment Area  Santa Fe Avenue

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  SF2
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

Assessment Data Key Map

Description

Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair

Date Range of Assessment

Background Data NORTH
Fraction of Weighting
Description Total Length Factor
Legend
Bikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes
2012 Master Plan (ft) 1491 SRER. Adjesentip nas
. . e Adjacent to Collector
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 1467 P
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 0 mesnmn  Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure y. -v-wSWSTHST—Hu il
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 25 P02 TTriS - o | |
G Multi-Use Trail == -2
s =
Trails @S Offroad Trail ] : % |
. Visionary Trall =1 %
Existing (ft) 0 - l‘ﬁ | T =1
L =] Z\_ r L i e ]
Proposed (ft) 639 =t B PR TERS et SWHATH STk
Z At SW 1 TH S Tteio s : :
Total Inventory & S denbrrro |
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft 25 0.01 1.00 0.01 AU
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 2106 0.99 5.00 494
Available Right-of-Way/Easements
Q46a: Length of bikeways/trails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 1895 0.90 5.00 4.50 o SO, CECr 'L;{J_
way exists (ft) e SW1STH ST <
] I‘q:lﬁ‘g],'ll". [~ = RITT]
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 2106 1.00 1.00 1.00 L e ] o}
) __ﬂ'.-G’L‘-Sw_16 B =
of-way exists (ft) T A [
[ OL0| OO E =1
Background Score  10.45 I = @
_ —_Ll_..JLU_. g e
Proximity Analysis g = ‘ | Lo
Fraction of Weighting St i gt || JIE: % 1 s 19TH'I'$T -
Description Total Length Factor - SW 149THST . SW19TH ST LI
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 25 0.01 5.00 0.06 WSEHIY Dt SW, 2DTH.-§“-L*-F:W o3 ol iA 0 pepepe [l 0 = {l
SR T T T P o) C e | e | STy L u' .
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 0 0.00 3.00 0.00 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface SpaII 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal SIope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 0.06 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BWA4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Descripti Total Length F
g otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 25 1.00 2.00 2.00 ——
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 2.00
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor

Assessment Area
Assessment Sub-Area
Infrastructure Category
Exhibit Group

Santa Fe Avenue
SF2
Bikeways/Trails
E.6

Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.1 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00

LMI Score 0.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:48 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 42.51
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Assessment Data

Description

Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair

Date Range of Assessment

=
Background Data NORTH
Fraction of Weighting
Description Total Length Factor
Legend
Bikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes

2012 Master Plan (ft) 0 SRERE. eymsaniio et
) ) mmE  Adjacent to Collector
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 st Adjacent to Local
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 0 sessms  Unrecorded Trall Infrastructure
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0 T 2053 TTvaks
N Multi-Use Trail |
Trails @ Off-road Trail - i
- G Visionary Trail & I
Existing (ft) 0 S >
Proposed (ft) 0 ] E’c:
i S |
o 1
Total Inventory | 3
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 :
Available Right-of-Way/Easements |
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 0 0.90 5.00 4.50
way exists (ft)
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 0 1.00 1.00 1.00 l'
of-way exists (ft)

Background Score 5.50

Proximity Analysis

Fraction of Weighting
Description Total Length Factor
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 -
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . ]
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 0 0.00 3.00 0.00 Weighting Weighting
D ipti Quantit D ipti Quantit:
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 sl ) dal Factor il Ly Factor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface Spall 0 0.25 0.00 BWS8 - Logitudinal Slope > 5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 0.00 BW2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BW4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Description Total Length Fact
L o ey il BWS5 - Obstructions Present 0 0.25 0.00 BWA2 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 ) )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
BW7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 0.00




City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor

Assessment Area  Southmoor
Assessment Sub-Area  SM1
Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Exhibit Group  E.6

Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2021.04.1 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00

LMI Score 0.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:49 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 35.50
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Assessment Area  Southmoor

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  SM2

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Exhibit Group E.6

Assessment Data Key Map

Description

Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair / = Zft 1 EIE = - L‘ = 1 ———
L o oy [
=y = u]
Date Range of Assessment E : U’c s LW 5THST E i % = =l
'CLass™ || LIRS <
NORTH rPsw 6TH ST--~ rofl | S]Sg - i 2 : A o )
Background Data | Y iz
Fraction of Weighting | = r = i SW 6TH ST =
Description Total Length Factor : ’ g : i
p g Legend i: 5 : SW 6TH ST = of
Bikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes . - é £ ] : ‘gj
: I | P o
2012 Master Plan (ft) 0 EEmE  Adjacent to Arterial J! SW7TH ST% [—— —- I g > 7 1:?—’
BBE  Adjacent to Collector ‘.‘ O | | ‘ / \§<{.i_,—~,_
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 Adjacentto Loca i i) \N AR RE4/ : \, °
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 0 sumsmr - Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure J= [ E C
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0 Pt 20z2TTalk ]l > - |
G Multi-Use Trai [ \ \& = ) l_
Trails @D Off-road Trail }= ‘[\ A I r
.‘ Visionary Trail = r" 5 =§ g‘ -
Existing (ft) 0 Sidewaiks 1 = = ff 813 10TH {5y Bt
Proposed (ft) 0 =l 18z §," SN ESRy
tx aQ (g 7/l fra )
T k \J EE=EE ._L-n_m_l_i oL =‘é S
Total Inventory T % - sw 117TH,‘ST ; =% ]
. O S—— : %)
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 [u ,H U«l i é [A_r i b I
o | a ] g L : o) :
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 e SW 13THST! ﬂ[?: 5 ;, =
Available Right-of-Way/Easements ‘,'] = : !5 L
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 0 0.90 5.00 4.50 A"Li . S
way exists (ft) A o o SWHATRSTAD 1 =) If
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 0 1.00 1.00 1.00 ’ - : _'_r = { B ‘_} ‘r;;_-; | ol
of-way exists (ft) u A gt - = =
Back ds 5.50 ‘ e L “‘_‘SW15THST" = 1
ackground Score 5. | Y ju 1§ m—p=_= ! il
. , = il Py g | ul
Proximity Analysis : o AU S SWIETH ST S
Fraction of Weighting b x
Description Total Length Factor i R i i
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 il | a
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 Condition Analvsi
onaition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 0 0.00 3.00 0.00 y Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface SpaII 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal SIope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
. - Joi i . 0
Proximity Score 0.00 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score
g Fraction of Weightin BWA4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
D Total Length F tor
ioti
B otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 . ) )
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 ——
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 0.00
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit

Description

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan

Weighting
Factor

Infrastructure Photographs

Assessment Area
Assessment Sub-Area
Infrastructure Category
Exhibit Group

Southmoor
SM2
Bikeways/Trails
E.6

Q46¢: Census Block Group

Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group

Health and Safety

Description

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Description

Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic

Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment

Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure

Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure

Sustainability

Description

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts

Opportunity Score

Project Description

No Projects Available

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:50 PM

40027.2021.04.1

No

No

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

No

Yes

0.00
0.00

0.00

1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
0.00

10.00
5.00

LMI Score

Weighting
Factor

1.00

Health and Safety Score

Weighting
Factor

5.00
5.00
10.00
5.00
5.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score

1.00

0.00

Weighting
Factor

5.00

Sustainability Score

Weighting
Factor

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00

5.00
5.00
10.00
5.00
0.00

25.00

5.00
5.00

0.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI)

35.50
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Assessment Area  Tower Drive District
Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  TD2

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Exhibit Group E.6

Assessment Data Key Map

Description

Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair : . - : Il fle= | 0 omEa ¥ =
[ j a2 e g mes | =i MD“‘SEBTHSFL. B
J = Ly
Date Range of Assessment 4,2;; BI SWETHSTEY | 3 Jr A i~ ,‘
\f/yo I B 5 1019 su o ] ‘ »,1. X b IJ_L~L_ _rSE 9TH ST
R | | Ly e T 2B ‘ S OO0
Background Data - f Wetah ‘N/ORTH f, ‘LUL'SIW 9THSTJ~‘_: i 1 5\ ?,7;-,) : E :LJ[:_:ID._II- O L &)
raction o eighting . - vl == = B\ ¥ | _1 Fo i r—Jr”
Description Total Length Factor o7 || B ‘-,,[.n_ﬁm:l-qq‘ L G prID I ‘J”] n| === DSE 1OTH ST=
Logand g SopuMels | , 5 EE et Ea e 5
Bikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes T 9=8wWaoTstai 8 e 5 1" = ‘ 3o
] ; il 2 f| e : ¢ . .
2012 Master Plan (ft) 0 /.— EEmE  Adjacent to Arterial 3 r_g_ :_ﬁ;y 7 E—’ ‘P]l'};:. S MAD|SON CT f
. . "~ e Adjacent to Collector ;,J ‘—' « L]
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 —— ';’ == ﬂéW;1 1~TH‘S—T:‘~:
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 0 ssssns  Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure "‘é QNS :JL”—] =
isting: Porti Path 2022 Trails e g
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0 = T § ‘ff = SW 1 2TH'S'|31 ' g
Trails T @ Of-road Tral ...".VS"\ y ) ‘-| ‘1 b e T s Qu .
Visionary Trall i :\—J " - <>(=
Existing (ft) 0 Eonae il £ ’”sw 13TH ST- >
Proposed (ft) 6326 | L'“J y = 7{%!
1l H 8
1| CTSWHATHS T2
Total Inventory = i e (O
\ ol M 5 0 i el ) |
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 [l I R P I
4 : 5 | EleW s THSTIL
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 6326 1.00 5.00 5.00 3 S SUIOTEoE = T B
( 2| e mainen —|—~ ' il e e T
L ] J| {re 8 |
Available Right-of-Way/Easements R [ ”_
1| OSsiemism]
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 5061 0.80 5.00 4.00 2 I N =
way exists (ft) [ I o B I
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 6326 1.00 1.00 1.00 i
of-way exists (ft) H
Background Score  10.00 !
Proximity Analysis = [t
Fraction of Weighting [ |
Description Total Length Factor i
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 [ T
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 0 0.00 3.00 0.00 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 6326 100 100 100 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface SpaII 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal SIope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
e BW2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 1.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score
g Fraction of Weighting BWA4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
ioti
Description Total Length Factor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 . ) )
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 ——
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 0.00
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Area  Tower Drive District

Assessment Sub-Area  TD2
Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Exhibit Group  E.6

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting

Description Factor

Q46c: Census Block Group 40027.2021.04.1 0.00 10.00 0.00

Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00 //

LMI Score 0.00 ==

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:51 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI)

41.00
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Assessment Area  Tower Drive District

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  TD3
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

Assessment Data Key Map

Description

Assessment By J.Cotion /N. Clair = ——.— O
] SE 4TH ST b
Date Range of Assessment = N ’: —
NORTH = | = L =
Background Data Ll i \ | — { ! 2
Fraction of Weighting 4 - = ) % — \D
Description Total Length Factor 4 [ =) Vs
Legend 3 \ VS
Bik r ) ' O =] i \—, 2 :
ikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes | : : 0_
2012 Master Plan (ft 0 | - A K o : -
( ) _ e Adjacent to Collector ’ = ! I j L
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 i : !
NS jjacent to Local -y ! SES5TH ST
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 0 asnamy: ‘Unrecorded Tral Infrastructure | e ;
- , Path 2022 Trails = —
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft 0
g g y ( ) G Multi-Use Trail I_} \
Trails \ @ OrroadTral —
Visionary Trall
Existing (ft) 0 I . ‘ q oy
. D3 T o e e e e
Proposed (f) 1312 e TR f\ AL j|__] N
| 28 1= SE/6TH:ST-—— i
Total Inventory WiFn 7 2h B[ Y 7
| AL~ onN o' [T
. ) & § L J : =
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 SWBTH ST ] . [[_—1 _} ,_; | [ j [— L
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 1312 1.00 5.00 5.00 = e [ P ‘ 5
| - = N e ] %’::
Available Right-of-Way/Easements ! } = - o = [ &
S al ) [ / S i o | &l
Q46a: I__ength of bikeways/trails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 1050 0.80 5.00 4.00 > b 8§/ . SETTHCIR E - ‘
way exists (ft) = ) ) - )
P | = —— el
. . . R [ | LS R —3| I—
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 1312 1.00 1.00 1.00 : I = \_1 =
of-way exists (ft) SW7TH ST = SE 8TH ST ) ~hy i j C 3
Background Score  10.00 l I f T
— A |8 ’ 3
Proximity Analysis ; : L ,
Fraction of Weighting B [ STON, — Ardfelln & ¢
Description Total Length Factor = L ER/DG : [ ) ™
I & ] 3
|V IF ~ v
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 J | 1] 8 S =

Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 0 0.00 3.00 0.00 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 1312 100 100 100 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of lerary (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface Spall 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logltudlnal SlOpe >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 1.00 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BW4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Descripti Total Length F
B otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 )
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF0 to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 —
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 0.00
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor

Assessment Area
Assessment Sub-Area
Infrastructure Category
Exhibit Group

Tower Drive District
TD3
Bikeways/Trails

E.6

Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2021.04.1 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00

LMI Score 0.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 o e 2T
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 Eszm e
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:52 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 41.00
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Assessment Area  Telephone Road

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  TP1

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Exhibit Group E.6

Assessment Data Key Map

Description

Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair ] \
(o)
Date Range of Assessment = v ; P ‘ aSE 4TH: STr % s =
NORTH % H ST N ol 4| TSESTHST| 'S b
Background Data T 7 R= N : B ¥F i 2570 L
Fraction of Weighting " | .

Description Total Length Factor

SE GTH ST

Legend
Bikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes
2012 Master Plan (ft) 3210 SERE. cacantio el
e Adjacent to Collector
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 3204

S SWITHST,

Adjacent to Local

Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 0 ssssns  Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure , VYJOTH ST.uJ
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 6 Pt 20z2TTalk
G Multi-Use Trail
o 2
Trails — 3::::; e ST WA TH ST ) a0 (e
Existing (ft) 0 S S ' S ,m
Proposed (ft) 138 ‘ S0 Dﬁéw ;;,;,sr,) | sSW T4TH ST=
7] .IJJ—L»JJI.IJ | 12 0 I r - -
S SW,t3TH ST 1 fiemjzas =Bl Psw 15THS 1
Total Inventory e _.‘J:_r:‘ O 5o SWel4TH ST W3 —— -] o e
=1 HOBE0 I T .§ N k 4 SW 16TH ST
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 6 0.00 1.00 0.00 '{”J wl L : ooy e
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 3342 1.00 5.00 499 s §' E] ’
. |
Available Right-of-Way/Easements -
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 3008 0.90 5.00 4.50 i =
way exists (ft) . g=_
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 3342 1.00 1.00 1.00 !
of-way exists (ft) SW( =
Background Score  10.49 15 @
T 1 w
. . 1o ‘ E
Proximity Analysis = . 2
Fraction of Weighting 8 4 -1
Description Total Length Factor (0] i
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 Al =Is
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 2686 0.80 3.00 241 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 = L actor = y actor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface Spall 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal SIope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 2.41 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BW4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Descripti Total Length F
el otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 )
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 ——
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 6 1.00 1.00 1.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 1.00
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Assessment Area  Telephone Road

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  TP1
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor
Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.2 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00 =

LMI Score  10.00 = |4 : i

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Recovery/Revitalization Score ~ 25.00 - + + SW, 575 51
e - 3 !
a o : e |
Sustainability — v S ‘
Description Factor ‘-E %

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

13

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 53.90
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Data

Description

Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair

Date Range of Assessment

Background Data

Fraction of Weighting ) -
Description Total Length Factor =
Legend Z
. m
Bikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes
2012 Master Plan (ft) 3079 [ W Adjcentto Arterial o,
. . < WMWEE  Adjacent to Collector !
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 —— ‘
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 3051 ssssnr  Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure Q’DR
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 28 Path 2022 Trails
2 G Multi-Use Trail
Trails D @ Of-road Trail
C Visionary Trall
Existing (ft) 0
Proposed (ft) 0

Total Inventory

Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 28 0.01 1.00 0.01
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 3051 0.99 5.00 4.95

Available Right-of-Way/Easements

Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 3051 1.00 5.00 5.00
way exists (ft)

Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 0 0.00 1.00 0.00
of-way exists (ft)

Background Score 9.96

Proximity Analysis

LS
d
]

STELEPHONE RD f s

Fraction of Weighting
Description Total Length Factor
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 1757 0.57 3.00 1.71
s . . Description
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (ft) 3079 1.00 1.00 1.00
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (f 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface Spall
27 BW2 - Joint Deflection

Proximity Score

BW3 -

Damage Score

Fraction of Weighting BW4 -
Description Total Length Factor BWS -
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 28 1.00 10.00 10.00 BW6
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 BT
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00

Damage Score  10.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:54 PM

Panel Settiment

Panel Cracking
Obstructions Present
Curb Ramps not Present

Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous

WA4THIST.

: 7:}}'&;\::'.;é:ﬂOWARD‘AVE}';—.-’.‘n::J:J x

PRI

sw4TH.ST; ® 07T

= ‘_xJ "JJ‘!:

{ SW GTH ST

i

& ;sw GTH ST7 i

f ‘i’;“-:f’:;a:'::%'lgj
sSW: 10T}-] STl
e
rSW 11TH ST I
_\'IF SR =

SERLREC
{ :SW- 14TH ST .

7\:1 ‘Lnn

LSW 15TH ST|=

'|:I'|I

zSW116TH STH

Weighting
Quantity Factor

0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25
0.25

(SW- 12TH ST '>

| D EEeon
‘ SW13TH ST'=9

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

oD |k
o :,l’,]’[‘l“!—l,‘(

Assessment Area  Tower Drive
Assessment Sub-Area  TW1

Infrastructure Category

Bikeways/Trails
Exhibit Group E.6

Ay, 1
gr,
o
‘ "o
Q
| =
| O
! 3 /
o J e
i E = SEI6THIST
l:(>~' ok e 'E“';&ff} n .;.‘;';
S| EEesolyel o S
i[5t JSEBTHIS T i1 & SEZTHST
i %
) [ Jhua(:u:_um b ;_;
wig 1, = e
7] =]
’lu_)u*n:l_ln_n_qtl,. 2l fejyy ; = 9
n|uSE10THSTJ‘9 7 (e ] =
==
o

Weighting

Description Quantity Factor

BWS8 - Logitudinal Slope > 5% 0 0.25 0.00
BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 0.25 0.00
BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00

Condition Score 0.00
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting

Assessment Area  Tower Drive
Assessment Sub-Area  TW1
Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Exhibit Group  E.6

Description Factor
Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2021.04.1 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00

LMI Score 0.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  25.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:54 PM

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 52.68
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Data

Description

Assessment By

Date Range of Assessment

Background Data

Description

J.Cotton / N. Clair

Fraction of
Total Length

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan

Weighting
Factor

Warren Theater
WT1

Assessment Area
Assessment Sub-Area
Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails

Exhibit Group E.6

“SWATHST® SWATHST *

SWATH ST

SE4TH ST

Bikeways

2012 Master Plan (ft)
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft)

Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft)

o o o o

Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft)

Trails

Existing (ft) 0
Proposed (ft) 0

Total Inventory

Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00

Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft)

Available Right-of-Way/Easements

0.00

5.00

0.00

Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of-
way exists (ft)

Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right-
of-way exists (ft)

Proximity Analysis

0.90

1.00

5.00

1.00

Background Score

4.50

1.00

5.50

Fraction of Weighting

Description Total Length Factor
Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0.00 4.00 0.00
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 0 0.00 3.00 0.00
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00

Proximity Score 0.00

Damage Score

Description

Fraction of
Total Length

Weighting
Factor

Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00

Damage Score 0.00

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:55 PM
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NORTH 4
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Legend ¥ i
e o 0
gen H ' =
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MmN Adjacent to Collector i, [ I:r]|§|w,6‘ir}:‘éql’l_lj|[ A g = 2 7'“‘ ./ A== 'ﬁ‘
Adjacent to Local L [2 ~<>( | “ (I L =! ra
senamr  Unrecorded Trail Infrastructure = ljrj ) ':‘_[ i hS|ES irlv_l_, = = % 'g —E SW BTH ST : =
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Condition Analysis

Weighting Weighting
Description Quantity Factor Description Quantity Factor
BW1 - Surface Spall 0 0.25 0.00 BWS8 - Logitudinal Slope > 5% 0 0.25
BW2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25
BWA4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25
BWS5 - Obstructions Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 0.25
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25

Condition Score

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
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Assessment Area  Warren Theater

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  WT1
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor
Q46c: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.2 1.00 10.00 10.00 ; Ny [
Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 - :

LMI Score  15.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure No 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score 0.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 25.50

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:55 PM Page 78 of 80



Assessment Area  Warren Theater

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  WT3

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Exhibit Group E.6

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By J.Cotton / N. Clair [, IC H__|I'_L_|L]~ i I—L_]:‘__ I? = _ SWITHST = ; . L:_JI LT L|_—|u]_;
Date Range of Assessment 1 e e R | i | e ) ] |_.‘ P
rl | e g — ! I L=
L L |l [ WL | T r o " F — T
31 I e B | U pEmE
Background Data _ " _NORTH'I AL > Rl | ,I : SW 12TH ST
Fraction of Weighting o = =] g - ] ALUTAR
Description Total Length Factor ; = = =1
—.  Legend = [‘"] C |
. | — I8 - | g L1 e |
Bikeways Path 2022 Bike Routes [ ] = e
2012 Master Plan (ft 0 - mmE  Adjacent to Arterial = = 5 | ] N . i)
. , ' i BN Adjacent to Collector _—” 1 L|—|. i — [“—' |l
Proposed: Portion along arterial roadways (ft) 0 . sl o g | |
ROE ! - | LI SW 13TH ST
Proposed: Portion along collector roadways (ft) 0 ., "emssr Unrecorded Trail nfrastucture ‘ ‘-v--l = i d I —
r . —f| = | L L 3
Existing: Portion along local roadways (ft) 0 g Fain:3022iveds Bl I f ~wl K 3 | L| I_Qr_ ] L
G Multi-Use Trail H (=12 | = 1 - o
Trails = SR Cff-road Trail TS —: IID & ‘ 7 % S ) .
- I Visionary Trail 1= lrm 4| | |—_l. = |l [ |
Existing (ft) 0 - ) }UZJ ‘ l— WT3 i = =24 I L i
Proposed (ft) 0 | =) = | LT | SW 14TH ST
= I s — T [ p —
N5 o =) i gl | X | =
Total Inventory A SW 14TH ST = | ﬁl ‘J et I e
. - ; . rid ; : _ O
Length of Bikeways/Trails completed (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 e : 10 :I. L [— —.ﬂ . [ ’ D o —] s
H 1 ni i g T ; = - -—I 1 T 1
Length of Bikeways/Trails remaining to be constructed (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 aldal. O E - : = [ ) |—|J_| Al
e ' = oE o | v '
Available Right-of-Way/Easements o o | o SW 15TH ST
[ [ o o o o 1
Q46a: Length of bikewaystrails to be constructed where sufficient right-of- 0 0.90 5.00 4.50 ﬁ L = =7 =T
way exists (ft) ' K 2 P == [ l ' _‘ J -
P P T —— = K o
Q46b: Length of bikewaysitrails to be constructed where insufficient right- 0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1] Jﬂ ZOETL | GO A S G A PR (s e — | B a1 =
f- ists (ft ‘ N i Lk
of-way exists (ft) - [ J| L
i L | [
Background Score  5.50 [ E . 7] SW16TH ST
Proximity Analysis 17TH ST ™ ] =" | hme . e
o y Fraction of Weighting W L B oOFL J ['._rJ- |
Description Total Length Factor p @ -

Length within 0.25-mi of Elementary School (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
Length within 0.25-mi of Junior High School (ft) 0 0.00 4.00 0.00 . i
Condition Analysis
Length within 0.25-mi of Park (ft) 0 0.00 3.00 0.00 Weighting Weighting
Description Quantit; Fact: Description Quantit: Fact
Length within 0.25-mi of Community Center (f) 0 0.00 100 0.00 E Y acor E i aclor
Length within 0.25-mi of Library (ﬂ) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 BW1 - Surface SpaII 0 0.25 0.00 BWS - Logitudinal SIope >5% 0 0.25 0.00
Proximity Score 0.00 BW?2 - Joint Deflection 0 0.25 0.00 BW?9 - Cross Slope > 2% 0 0.25 0.00
BW3 - Panel Settiment 0 0.25 0.00 BW10 - not ADA Compliant at intersection 0 0.25 0.00
Damage Score _ , .
Fraction of Weighting BWA4 - Panel Cracking 0 0.25 0.00 BW11 - Evidence of Ponding 0 0.25 0.00
Descripti Total Length F
B otal Lengt actor BWS - Obstructions Present 0 025 0.00 BW12 - Anticipated Future Damage 0 025 0.00
Length within EF4 to EF5 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 10.00 0.00 . )
BW®6 - Curb Ramps not Present 0 0.25 0.00 BW13 - Evidence of Recent Repair Work 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EF2 to EF4 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
BW?7 - Sidewalk Missing/not Continuous 0 0.25 0.00 BW14 - Insufficient Vehicular Separation 0 0.25 0.00
Length within EFO to EF2 Damage Area prior to disaster (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 ——
Length Outside Damage Area prior to Disaster (ft) 0 0.00 1.00 0.00 Condition Score 0.00

Damage Score 0.00

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:40:56 PM Page 79 of 80



Assessment Area  Warren Theater

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  WT3
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category  Bikeways/Trails
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit Group  E.6

LMI Benefit Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting

Description Factor

Q46¢: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.2 1.00 10.00 10.00

Q47: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

LMI Score  15.00

Health and Safety Welahtl
eighting

Description Factor

Q48: Opportunity to harden infrastructure against future disasters No 0.00 1.00 0.00

Health and Safety Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalizatio

Weighting
Description Factor
Q49: Opportunity to improve community asethetic No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q50: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q51: Historic capacity / load / design issue with infrastructure No 0.00 10.00 0.00
Q52: Projected capacity issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q53: Projected maintenance issue with infrastructure No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score 0.00

Sustainability

Weighting
Description Factor

Q54: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Sustainability Score 0.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 20.50

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:40:56 PM Page 80 of 80



Assessment Area

City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Sub-Area
Infrastructure Category
Exhibit

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment B N.Clair / J. Cotton SN M L ART 1] % e 4 AN Rl -
y i a7l | G [y SE4THST =
< = ] A ~ ' )
Date Range of Assessment s = ( ; f? BedelSEIsTHS TR o /2 ,1_3,\ e B SE BTH STe kA= 2
[R5 ) — g W< ' 3 A oen | Basad )l A
Background Data i) NQRTH 5 Y 3 b Salalils W[Bre I,
Weighting HEwE o R * WgeheE 6TASTT *qé =
Description Factor a & Sopap, mra & o R
‘_ [ Legend & 83"-’1 & %\
Road Classification L ntersectionType | ; | Emits} e @EOD
bt [ veea = 5] o = %Tl SN
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 840 8.40 0.10 0.84 g “l ] vee s 3 At 7 o X
1 Y rL:.‘ 5 >; iy
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (f) 0 000 0.20 0.00 L B e = g é/
2 ; Streetscape Type bt o <,
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 1372 13.72 0.30 412 ¢ Treo A R gy W J s
Y Troe 8 30 | o SEERCISE gy, & =
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 2 = Type G h, g cj‘. ST S, y D
(@, o L o
i O
Visibility / Traffic Patterns ERSISIG G O :
: ) eaar=) M
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 1638 16.38 0.10 1.64 gu % i’ %
[77) 4)
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 0 =5 5 L T
. 2 (=HH.
Length of Arterial Road Front Sub-Area Ent 0 0.00 0.10 0.00 WsBe
ength of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance ) “:SE T ST‘m” oes ».-'.
0 E R
Identity ICOB DG '(SE THST= SO SE" 12TH ST
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district No 0.00 5.00 0.00 L e B A Bt &RIn ®
Q55c¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 G = — = g
2| [eme Dr~Lﬁmbl—u a0 [.“, By
Aesthetic L;‘;f | PCCSEASTH ST o) .':] x
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance No 0.00 5.00 0.00 -"002 F’IUU g {}E flfﬂ[ P o = .
2| IPPCISEATH 9FWUU =
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 - - = E
—— 7 L d 1A'r_[-'1[‘:]%0[}¢, ‘_'J‘ U
Background Score  11.59 Tol ;?:u_TS‘E".qu'H‘ST‘.rrI‘J; a
i} —— =
LMI Benefit i ERE =R W E R > e u_;
enefi V=1 pon oy w2 -
Weighting E P& 'U SEM6TH'S o
Description Factor ju SOCEROHG DTG Capl S =
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2021.07.1 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00

—_— Condition Analysis Ercton ot

Quantity Total

Weighting
Factor

LMI Score 0.00

Description Description

Quantity

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 3 1.50 5.00 7.50 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 1360
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 0 0.00 3.00 0.00 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 775
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 3 150 2.00 3.00 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 0
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:42:42 PM

Bryant Avenue

BA1
Gateway/Streetscape
B.7

‘SESTH[ST
L‘,(h IMHLI _‘“.7

LSE 6TH CIR

J

lgeusl-DRm;_J A
COBDR

J

LAt~

R BAR

Fraction of  Weighting
Total Factor
0.61 5.00 3.07
0.35 3.00 1.05
0.00 2.00 0.00

Condition Score 14.63
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Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00
Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 46.22




Assessment Area  Bryant Avenue
Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  BA2
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Strestscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit B.7
Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton
Date Range of Assessment o :"“_;—';—" ocron __— .: > ; 5 = o
2 B =] i = -~
2 NORTH e o 2 NS SL_SAVEY JA
Background Data s i [l | 5 | L = EE 1P | e z o
Weighting R A= s T s ) =
ioti ] [FIIE] e | ] sl L &0 AN | = i
Description Factor _— 0 Vo : L ~ ® il =
=] | L ) ] s 2 [ =m C™ [ = w
Road Classification e | [I%smlon wee [ECCCE (2] | 3 - 3 , ﬂ_] = - ﬁ;
-k Tyoe A ,_f u— ] T — a 5] RS = =1
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 81 0.81 0.10 0.08 Lic [ vees ! é i D i iy 2 =4
E " L ] ] ? == -
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (f) 35 035 0.20 0.07 | Bl e | @ ~ w0 @ e _ L
Streetscape Type I"| = [ A i | Eax NE1ST ST
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 1482 14.82 0.30 445 || T A ey e = Oy 7 |_—_L, iy == :
L Type B S e L .
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 5 - E MA!N'ST : ' = | 54 -"_“l
. » ] = o N
Visibility / Traffic Patterns U e MAN ST st 3t it ME ) L'f“_']'
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 1606 16.06 0.10 1.61 T3 1 lj,L:_ [. ,'.E""-' 52l o = e } \j\ Z |
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 1 ay O ﬂ-:|""—|°- lﬂ = _ll-.,_|_1 = . 2 - —A . o = T 4
S I [P | o POt | ) N [ il i {7 %] ) =
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 1606 16.06 0.10 1.61 : _ SEIST ST - bl & i ' _:ﬁp
P [ g i o P M e Pl P e - A A
5 e e 5 ) o L1 %5 i Y
Identity |'..--_---31,"L~]:- — = _I__,“l____lj% ] i § g/ ,ﬁj‘-v
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district No 0.00 5.00 0.00 P T SEND ST LR b & s/ e § Sqi
; = | J Fos I. =) i,
Q55c¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 pal | . 2 s ;{_E? ot
s 5 Sy
/ S __ = & / F it
Aesthetic Ly | ol R\ P L
= — - i 3y ) rf
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 rn__T; | k—‘_ﬁ ___[—l 5 LY ! T =
L | - ES g~ | =
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 = _ SE3RD ST —l i i~
2 | S— ._,.—--'—:_\:lﬁ?‘: p——— \ o
Background Score  17.81 3 5 d
LMI Benefit
Weighting
Description Factor
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2021.06.1 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00 ition Analvsi
Condition Analysis Fraction of  Weighting Fraction of  Weighting

LMI Score 0.00

Description Total Factor Description Quantity

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 2 0.40 5.00 2.00 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 2637
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 1 0.20 3.00 0.60 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 0
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 3 0.60 2.00 1.20 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 0
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:42:43 PM

Total Factor
1.65 5.00 8.25
0.00 3.00 0.00
0.00 2.00 0.00

Condition Score 12.05
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Assessment Area  Bryant Avenue

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  BA2
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Strestscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit B.7
Weighting
Description Factor
Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 > > AT

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 49.86

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:42:43 PM Page 4 of 80



City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Data Key Map

Description

Assessment B N.Clair / J. Cotton fparestessasisasasl molffefiliassliodey e o T
Y |TH PL &= ‘, i SWSRO% ""ﬂ; SW4TH ST
Date Range of Assessment SW4TH ST S R =
@]
Background Data NOR.“;I o R | Lo
Weighting o f e s NS
Description Factor a0 SW.BTHISTHa i
¢ Legend 3 G2 . Y 5w >z 0
Road Classification Intersection Type o [ i =
[ ween R DR 5 B
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 499 4.99 0.10 0.50 [ e @“'\PSJ\VIVOTI"H ST”T SW7THST & G
) (<€) ! [ ) ( : B
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (f) 0 0.00 0.20 0.00 . e B 3 J
Streetscape Type X ARe,
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 5175 51.75 0.30 15.53 oA BILL W Sy %
Tyoe 8 (o Y
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 14 Typec Y
\H_ﬂ‘r_l',i')lr' % ] L s y
Visibility / Traffic Patterns 4 W*10TH iSTegell | (L
ot r_‘[ o b M =
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 5372 53.72 0.10 5.37 =
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 2 CCOE ZEREOET [ 7 =
. 2 czSW 12TH:ST>
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 2686 26.86 0.10 2.69 ¢ ,.\7; Ty
W 7y SWL13TH[ST o
Identity o 3 Tl - {
= £ SW- 14TH ST, =
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district No 0.00 5.00 0.00 %" peEpeere = ( o
B (== al: ] oz | &
Q55¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 (é c:i Sjv\fﬁ)mis -1 STH_JST A _ L
:1 (OO0 OO oe
Aesthetic [
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Background Score  29.08

LMI Benefit

Weighting

Description Factor

SW19TH ST a SW9TH ST

Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2021.04.1 0.00 5.00 0.00 ‘ 51 o
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00 . i
LM ScoreT Conc.lltfon Analysis F"’Ff,‘t‘;’.‘ of Wsia’ir::,i?g
Description
Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization Weighting G1 - Intersection: Option A 5 0.36 5.00
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 4 0.29 3.00
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 5 0.36 2.00
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:42:44 PM
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Assessment Area  Broadway Avenue
Assessment Sub-Area  BR1
Infrastructure Category = Gateway/Streetscape

Exhibit B.7

M, o G DRCF R 0§
AD’SON Wi A SEAOTH.SToR 7]
ACEDR’ ?; mxl‘voﬂmu‘h{, :JJ

07 MADISON CTL, <]

_r:_x
[ =]

¥

) CCoER

'S 12TH ST

Nastoo mbood . oo

> s 0]
N = i (8 = D

=l B U e

Fraction of  Weighting
Description Quantity Total Factor
1.79 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 5244 0.92 5.00 4.62
0.86 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 147 0.03 3.00 0.08
0.71 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 237 0.04 2.00 0.08

Condition Score 8.14
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Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score
PP y Weighting
Project Description Factor
GATEWAY: SW 4TH ST. & S. BROADWAY AVE. 1.00 5.00 5.00
BR1: PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS AND GATEWAY AT SW 7TH STREET AND BROADWAY AV 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score  10.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 67.22




Assessment Area  Baer's Westmoore
Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  BW2
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Strestscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit B.7
Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton SW 149TH ST
| y
\ )
Date Range of Assessment [ = e - !
A 07\ ' ga0agg 0| -
£ s —_—
Background Data Welah j { (;_) - ‘j L. )
eighting =T . — k.
Description Factor eong . L..__h- — % . — B
Road Classificati Ine:i:ec‘tlon Type 4 —— | L l _—.w_J (I
oad Classification =~ _Eﬂ___ Lo~ — =
[ s _— e L= = =
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 7851 78.51 0.10 7.85 I s T i:‘_1| e | [
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (f) 3893 38.93 0.20 779 N e & [ T = ey = A
Streetscape Type | == | = == £l I
i ithi - A — : [ r — | W | —y |
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 0 0.00 0.30 0.00 :::a = L_% et !.___,5 = =il = = 1 C g =] .
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 19 TRec b ]_I [ | B J TSl =] E__(I)f o R
— —10 = = =2 I'— =l = Ll
L ; L— . =W LT f = Off | 771
Visibility / Traffic Paterns = = ] | ([ ull |C0 OO
L, oo — - | [ —Hn 1 = | I 5 i —
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 1219 12.19 0.10 122 E J =l & | == =nlcy (= |l =1 5=
'__:I l e ] — — ["_.l'- — =3 [ [ ] s
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 3 ). | N ~ BW2 — T — I T B | | =
il ! L — e L S —T — |
g B E &= il £ f==t o | 'j o] —
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 406 4.06 0.10 0.41 H=Y = [Eg B = |} & g 554 | & :_| a
L 5= 1 — L [T— = f ] =l | T ——y
) = T =4 T — = 1 |l
Identit g {3 [ — e = _ - =]
- D, = gy (re=Njeey [F=B==N| |[EREEE [
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 s - SW 21ST ST ’ = T SW24ST STJ ER =Sl
FYETIL Y e~ . i ;
Q55c: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality Yes 1.00 0.00 0.00 _] _-L; lu £l \ iy [— . [_l & ol
a = = (K a5 Py i H [ I~ N2
Aesthetic = & UHOL . ‘ ‘Jj | U o
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Background Score  27.26

LMI Benefit
Weighting

Description Factor
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2022.05.2 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00 ition Analvsi

Condition Analysis Fraction of ~ Weighting Fraction of  Weighting

LMI Score  0.00 Total Fact Total Fact

Description ot delo] Description Quantity ota actor

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 1 0.05 5.00 0.26 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 2642 0.22 5.00 112
ighti

Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 1 0.05 3.00 0.16 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 2985 0.25 3.00 0.76
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 9 047 2.00 0.95 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 5804 0.49 2.00 0.99
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 Condition Score 4.24

Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:42:45 PM
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Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

PP y Weighting
Project Description Factor
GATEWAY: SW19TH & WESTMORE DR. 1.00 5.00 5.00
GATEWAY: SW 19TH & LONNIE LANE 1.00 5.00 5.00
BW2: STREETSCAPE AND INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score  15.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 66.51




Assessment Area

City of Moore

Eastern Avenue

Assessment Sub-Area  EA1
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Strestscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit B.7
Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment B N.Clair / J. Cotton lEey ’ ARG ST ST | SESRDST. [ L 58 s
y = SWORBSTSEPROST || SERROS| o o, | [0 L LT I
Date Range of Assessment b SW4TH ST‘““ ‘Y\'\ST I = % A= 030 [ « g3 \i' g 878 E"E: & 4
- \_]l | N L: 1 1 3 2 I ‘;'g “J’II ""ﬁ H Q ;.“. o )
NORTH o e I s A0Sl B e e R oo S
Background Data el SW'STH’STL = = GOS8 6 graid g
Weighting ol - S e eTHsTIE DR @ €008 ]
Description Factor T il GSEBTHST @ Rl (S1fe2 =M (=w¥al (vkEm) oo
(5 Legend SW 6TH ‘ST rj 5 8 el gg & E _: %8 ‘::_
Road Classification 7 Intersection Type e 0L H 5 wg g’:% i, f
] e HaST SEBTHST .- LS Tl 20 20 |l
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 294 2.94 0.10 0.29 [ e 1 al IS o i ngc o8 uSE STH ST, T v
. L L= STon Ll X% = [ Ty b
PR T c /
Length of Colector Roadways within Sub-Area (f) 146 146 0.20 0.29 [s?ee::ape e Nﬁf{[_’GE- OB | IoiksE: OTH ST ot o 2 S<E; o S,{
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 3403 34.03 0.30 10.21 oA : MADW R D Ry RS b e i:; ,‘2 S
\ S e ISON & Sl 8] [0 mSE 10TH SToe Ui
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 10 R TypeC 50, = 2 o=
SW-10TH-ST, - S
Visibilty / Traffic Patterns " I e ieass 2 = oM
2 SWAITHST = e
Total Arterial Road Frontage (f) 3623 36.23 0.10 3.62 SW11THST o sy =ik
- £ Sw.a2THST. 2
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 1 il ) SonuEeyy : =
B L S T
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 3623 36.23 0.10 3.62 * G SW. A3TH:ST x e &
[] _Jj‘ T ) S 3 ('; 3T
i ; ; S55
Identity | atSlj{f s S HTHST o S |SSEAATH! sru:
. . . . . . . R - -} l ‘; Yy m 2L . q Lu
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district No 0.00 5.00 0.00 | ) \'3( SW- 15TH ST. RSP RREEREED) e é i SE 31 gTH ST
1 s v - Hoanninbnphonpos ¥
Q55¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 = =D S X o SN pE EhR Ee
b SW_16TH ST 1;;, "wSE 16TH sp 1
Aesthetic ! W= i B i — :_Q SOEPRER DD
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Background Score  23.04
LMI Benefit
Weighting
Description Factor
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2021.05.1 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00 ition Analvsi
LMI Score 0.00 Condition Analysis Fraction of  Weighting Fraction of  Weighting
Description Quantity Total Factor Description Quantity Total Factor
Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 12 1.20 5.00 6.00 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 5354 1.39 5.00 6.97
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 1 0.10 3.00 0.30 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 50 0.01 3.00 0.04
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 3 0.30 2.00 0.60 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 76 0.02 2.00 0.04
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 Condition Score 13.94
Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:42:46 PM
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City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Sustainability

Weighting

Description Factor Score

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor Score

GATEWAY: S. EASTERN AVE. & SE 6TH ST. 1.00 5.00 5.00
Opportunity Score 5.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:42:47 PM

Assessment Area  Eastern Avenue
Assessment Sub-Area  EA1
Infrastructure Category = Gateway/Streetscape
Exhibit B.7

Infrastructure Photographs

|

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 61.99

Page 10 of 80



Assessment Area Eastmoor / JD Estates

City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Sub-Area  EJ1
Infrastructure Category = Gateway/Streetscape
Exhibit B.7

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton
SE4TH ST
Date Range of Assessment . \ _‘ | 1 )
NORTH = — .k — BB |
Background Data ‘ | ' L ) - = 1 = '
9 Weighting | | ] L | ’J =0
- < | . L i |
Description Factor — L = — ] l_‘L
egen | 1 ] | L
Road Classification [I%sec‘tlon Type EJ1 _—-l - | - .J o [ | 1 o |
Type & ! L - I_- LY r L ) ! | — ol 10—
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 200 2.00 0.10 0.20 [ e &\ _ | | . - | I—| | . I__j T
\ " =Ty gl == 1 e .
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area () 0 0.00 0.20 0.00 B e S 0 0 l Ea)
Streetscape Type J T | ]
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (f) 0 0.00 0.30 0.00 T [ SESTHCT == W | e [
Type B =] L ) |t ; I 1l [
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 1 TypeC ‘ 1 i [‘ ‘ E L] L J
y . EL e — — 3
Visibilty / Traffc Patt nalnd EJ ] ‘ N, L p o
isibility / Traffic Patterns [ L 1 = _— L =
- — w ' ke i |_ ‘ ) R L_l ' & — B— & | —
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 1344 13.44 0.10 1.34 = a ’ l i E | I | L | &
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 1 i L “ﬁ—ﬂ [ ‘ 1 A= ’_’ g —‘ E =
= L | E— \ i [ | w o=
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 1344 13.44 0.10 1.34 2 S | e E | ) >4 ] == ) % .
2z | scerhsT S [ B 5 ] ] [
Identity r — = ' , 1 — ==
. f 7 |—| —] =
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district No 0.00 5.00 0.00 | [ — .l bl : 1 Tl Al JJ —--l
. i . [ A
Q55c¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 (= L | ‘ ‘ : | ___]] [] ] = —
] L1 2 L — L
. L — -
Aesthetic lr ‘ ‘ N ; j I.l I B y . r‘ |.
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance No 0.00 5.00 0.00 I lon || r ‘ = — — o s —
o . . ¢ D i - O ‘ s B T
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance No 0.00 5.00 0.00 3 SETTHCT {_J ( | E' l_| _l‘._
Background Score  2.89 ! ™ 4 i L ‘ ‘ [--] =
N 7 Y S =
| \ ~ : = |
LMI Benefit - - Wi )
Weighting | | | _ u
Description Factor — r =
Q55f: Census Block G 40027.2021.05.3 0.00 5.00 0.00 0% i ; L1 | B [
: Census Block Group .2021.05. . . . % : = = o o — i N S
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00 . i
— Condition Analysis

LMI Score 0.00 Fraction of  Weighting Fraction of ~ Weighting

Description Quantity Total Factor Description Quantity Total Factor

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization

Weighting G1 - Intersection: Option A 3 3.00 5.00 15.00 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 0 0.00 3.00 0.00 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 6 0.03 3.00 0.09
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic No 0.00 10.00 0.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 Condition Score 15.09

Recovery/Revitalization Score 5.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:42:47 PM Page 11 of 80



Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score
PP y Weighting
Project Description Factor
GATEWAY: S. EASTERN AVE. & SE 6TH ST. 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score 5.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI)

32.98




Assessment Area Eastmoor / JD Estates

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  EJ2
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Strestscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit B.7

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton _ = = : =
Date Range of Assessment - — - 0 - ¥
] ol , - m :
NORTH i B L L s
Background Data 5 WEWE) g |J — I <
Weighting - —E—- 1 E L ’ S
Description Factor Legend I. B s il | 08
’ Ec @ 4 - E
Road Classification A lmtfltectlon Type % w1 ;
Tree A [ =3
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 13770 137.70 0.10 13.77 — [ e 5 og | a -
ithin Sub- i e 7 e 7 i ) 1 2 A
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 6620 66.20 0.20 13.24 e A cq 2 i | ] 0 SE6TH ST 17,
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 0 0.00 0.30 0.00 iz 1 oA = (4] ()
_ =L Tees SEZTHCTME L =5 s . | T
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 23 Ad TypeC \ Tl ‘:‘ 0 iy s M N P
5 ‘ mﬂ—‘t‘:ﬂ‘q} = 1 L,’L, <L AT “SE[}/T[-;;S\;‘S
Visibility / Traffic Patterns B — H A o = B [ R
f w_ BEPefyn Y ST GOOREANEA
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 2335 23.35 0.10 2.34 = O = =SE'BTH, ST ‘%”j J ; P
9 \ & ] B ] Y
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 8 » I @ CLOLAC = &
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 292 2.92 0.10 0.29 # % e T Y, Wiy (G ;
o iy = n ‘— g d" o >
Identity </, T c- % Sl SE
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 = o i = ¥ ol
s 19| e ol = o LON 5 »
Q55c¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 &= Il D E: ] x . o=
W T S o R
b2 r"——z | s % = Lol L1 L
Aesthetic e |  —— o - B Yl Wi
s o) 5 N 2 7 e =
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 -5 o } SE ] 1’?‘-13"?"3 L_ ) ?_ LL"’
= > 2 : —
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 al i ‘ i : S0l ¥O 1 J Lr
7"1 = | / /4T | ) | | L, 3 gl o
Background Score 44.64 Ler e SE12TH ST Y a 0= S == [‘J 8 1
‘ -1\l g o |9 M 1o PR et o
. b Ee s Do EOERESS O' =1 O
LMI Benefit o N/ IR N =TT
Weighting = 7% g e 8 ) s e ) 0 ) ) ] A5 1
Description Factor e - : - : -
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2021.05.3 0.00 5.00 0.00 AL
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00 ition Analvsi
Condition Analysis Fraction of ~ Weighting Fraction of  Weighting

LMI Score 0.00

Description Quantity Total Factor Description Quantity Total Factor

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 1 0.04 5.00 0.22 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 2686 0.13 5.00 0.66
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 7 0.30 3.00 0.91 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 7829 0.38 3.00 1.15
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 15 0.65 2.00 1.30 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 9896 0.49 2.00 0.97
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 T oy

Condition Score 5.22

Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:42:48 PM Page 13 of 80



Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score .

Project Description Factor

N4C: PEDESTRIAN CROSSING WITH GATEWAY AT HIGHLAND EAST JUNIOR HIGH 1.00 5.00 5.00
GATEWAY: SE 4TH ST. & S. BOUZIDEN DR. 1.00 5.00 5.00
GATEWAY: SE 4TH ST. & S. AVERY DR. 1.00 5.00 5.00
GATEWAY: SE 4TH ST & S. PATTERSON DR. 1.00 5.00 5.00
GATEWAY: SE 4TH & S. SILVERLEAF DR. 1.00 5.00 5.00
EJ2: STREETSCAPE AND INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score  30.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 99.85




Assessment Area Eastmoor / JD Estates

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  EJ5
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Strestscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit B.7

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton =) sl dl R}, i Bl |\ 1 SEATHST
Date Range of Assessment AI TL— P A M =Pl [ cT
7 a1 BEW ’“’“ ~SE 5THST e G (M
NORTH | L - © 1) i ————— g p—
Background Data Weichi Mo bt LRS- T e L] | it 3B e K 1
eighting 0 o [ e 5 ! g - o} 3! o QoL
Description Factor o — ] 0 L 1% ; = AA RIS 19 & 0
& Legend ol Cg O( L SE'6TH STQ_?
" —ai & - 1
Road Classification E l'"'fl“c""" Type t‘ ; 7 S & £ ()D B/ oE M EEr é’ CIE]
= Tyoe A 1 X z’\ ¢ N v = | ! — - 1
; ’ =z o [ ] EARE K 2 RN A > T Nl S
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 16878 168.78 0.10 16.88 5 %:ma g = ——e = 0 % .\?9 ,//-Vé\//;bfy % IC%( oD V8o S
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 5839 58.39 0.20 11.68 [ o ] ) = | 55 i e A A ‘~QQ % %, e i, Bl T4
[ Streetscape Type B — 'SE(’)‘THQ LS _ ES oo a B
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 0 0.00 0.30 0.00 L Treo A ] ¥ & s X, % _F_ Os| 0 SETHST
Tyoe 8 } B EET AN b
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 31 ! Tpec 'E,Z]’ " ) ?E SLYe L N 2Ry | sl | B
I kjl\ FEYE Dt ] i OO S
Visibility / Traffic Patterns @l ~ ?\\f A5 = oy St SE8THST
=M & = : ~ ' ¢ Z e il | 6
Total Arterial Road Frontage () 2085 22.85 0.10 229 = ,H;J' ey ‘ = '-—f ' l!,_ /5 S B S
'y i i I (o ]5 il E \ ‘ L Bl $£ R % v _wn‘ A )
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 3 T e g ﬂ E’ B Eg'i?j?;:’ /\. g n -~
Pl ) s ‘ - </ N4 .
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 762 7.62 0.10 0.76 !:; z: L b[] [—L.\I;li ) B ([FL ::];] A %\% S+ 4
a‘, ,‘:'J . " X - "L w g o 'g‘."/i\
Identity o e LJ-JQ’E@T';;S‘T Vepanty kil ﬁ‘mlx‘_‘:(a";_ e 7
e ) 2eid Y@ .
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 Sy ] =ICica m S ] S (= =] =
S i Y, (KSR (N I g =
Q55c: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 : I'T,g L\[“ o [B C ?3‘ l’% B ROR g
{5 ’:;- aq a _é l—{ [i o _?9 L ‘SEljo { \é}_?"\ 2~ %
Aesthetic Ty ) e NINETY [y "_»l-uD_ NI »
25! g % AREn SR O L0,
Q55d: Sub-ArealArterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 ® (‘S!’E ] ‘FIH wSTjLL_m il T B <& £
+ Roads interir fo Sub- istent des a L il ivll [BL 9.
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 : * O&ooppooot ‘f.t"lfl 5 :i (L‘ 7\ ch_
Background Score  46.60 1. : F": TR = a . Il RS [_f' 7
IOROoc) Rlimsl "[?;I, LAL- = ) L&y Oimlan L
. § SE12THST SE12TH ST 2 g,
LMI Benefit o =¥ O O = [
Weighting 123 |IDELDOGEE BN -I s B Sy
Description Factor ) CER a o - . s
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2021.05.3 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Condition Analysis . — . —
LMI Score 0.00 Fraction of  Weighting Fraction of ~ Weighting

Total Factor Description Quantity Total Factor

Description Quantity

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 1 0.03 5.00 0.16 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 3299 0.15 5.00 0.73
I l

Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 5 0.16 3.00 0.48 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 9889 0.44 3.00 1.31

Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 25 0.81 2.00 1.61 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 9424 0.41 2.00 0.83

Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 Condition Score 512

Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:42:50 PM Page 17 of 80



Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score
pportuntty Weighting

Project Description Factor

EJ5: STREETSCAPE AND INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS 1.00 5.00 5.00
Opportunity Score 5.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 76.72




Assessment Area Eastmoor / JD Estates

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  EJ6
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Strestscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit B.7

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton
f ISE,4THST Sl i hak o5 ] LN Ely
g P oy ey = Akt M T B I At e
Date Range of Assessment 0 5 i }'SE e & JRIEE [SE BTH ST ™ O =
g L] =T ) L
Background Data NQRTH [ L = e
Weighting . - =
Description Factor 7|
Legend )
Road Classification Intersection Type et
] eea =] L>
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 11 1.1 0.10 0.11 ] vee s 5 l - I—'é
. 5= a
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 2 024 0.20 0.05 2 E e 10 o)
Streetscape Type SE6TY SFA Lg
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 2628 26.28 0.30 7.88 [ Treo A s =
[ Type 8 . En L 5 ‘,,UJ
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 2 : TypeC ) oL

Visibility / Traffic Patterns

Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 2730 27.30 0.10 2.73

Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 1

Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 2730 27.30 0.10 2.73

Identity

Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Q55c¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00

Aesthetic o
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance No 0.00 5.00 0.00 _r]/;J
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

——— \

Background Score  18.50 5

A o

L

WISV AN &
SE'12THST sgfzms?C 0

LMI Benefit

Weighting = . ] S
Description Factor Lj ’l HO
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2021.05.2 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Condition Analysis

Fraction of  Weighting Fraction of  Weighting
Description Quantity Total Factor Description Quantity Total Factor

LMI Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 2620 0.95 5.00 474
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 2 1.00 3.00 3.00 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 132 0.05 3.00 0.14
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 Condition Score T

Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:42:51 PM Page 19 of 80



Assessment Area Eastmoor / JD Estates

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  EJ6
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Strestscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit B.7
Sustainability Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor Score
Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Sustainability Score 5.00
Opportunity Score .
Project Description Factor Score
EJ6: STREETSCAPE AND INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS 1.00 5.00 5.00
Opportunity Score 5.00
Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 51.39

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:42:52 PM Page 20 of 80



Assessment Area

Assessment Sub-Area

City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Infrastructure Category
Exhibit

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton SEATHST
Date Range of Assessment | =
‘ |
NORTH el LHDJDEJ@ Y

Background Data = | !
Description Factor =

Legend

Intersection Type

Road Classification

Heatherwood

HW1
Gateway/Streetscape
B.7

D Tyoe A g
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 6885 68.85 0.10 6.89 [ e 7 A =i = ! '
o _ B e g f E‘:] |
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 1229 12.29 0.20 246 N s LIJ “‘-'_J JL‘IJ D E g o,
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 0 0.00 0.30 0.00 Treo A ==f SE BTHIST /Q_%Q) ‘-—\ # )
Tyoe B8 - g
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 17 Type © ;1 / ' r\f‘o 1 [ Y |
/ ; il i
- Eﬂﬂt][[ﬂ@«% ey
Visibility / Traffic Patterns B <gt HW1 : E,‘,
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 982 9.82 0.10 0.98 *‘D % ’D §
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 1 % ‘ ’ = 71;:
. LY ,3_. 7TH = <> (I 34
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 982 9.82 0.10 0.98 _ﬁm \jE = O Vl a l at
) s . A AN — lw <
i S A ="\ o~ i
ey §.0 (]
\ o N ! \\ .~ N L | ?
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 SE7THRM » [h! S /-‘ SE T
Q55¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 .‘ f D \ " .\“\\’ R : == O ,
p LAY WP Q, ]
Aesthetic AQ‘_ ”_:,\\ & / D D ﬂ
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance No 0.00 5.00 0.00 w Q \l 5 ) .ID ' r_” r-_j —‘
= : O )
o e o e 0]
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance No 0.00 5.00 0.00 w :Z; % D B S K\ E:I.'I l i B
Background Score  16.31 :Zf & L . 1 % AL
| | i =
LMI Benefit & V”/ / rl (1] |
Weighting 5 b ' S ‘
Description Factor 5
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2021.07.1 0.00 5.00 0.00 | AN 2
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Condition Analysis Fractionof  Weighting

Total Factor

LMI Score 0.00

Description Quantity

Quantity

Description

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 2 0.12 5.00 0.59 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 1934
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 3 0.18 3.00 0.53 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 5788
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic No 0.00 10.00 0.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 9 0.53 2.00 1.06 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 491
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score 5.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:42:52 PM

Fraction of  Weighting
Total Factor
0.24 5.00 1.19
0.71 3.00 2.14
0.06 2.00 0.12

Condition Score 5.63

Page 21 of 80



Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score
PP y Weighting
Project Description Factor
GATEWAY: SE 4TH ST. & HEATHERWOOD DR. 1.00 5.00 5.00
HW1: STREETSCAPE AND INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score  10.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 41.94




Assessment Area  King's Manor

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  KM2
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Strestscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit B.7

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton | || [ | e e “‘_—" 1| l =
[ |
Date Range of Assessment W “‘ ! ) : / =g = ,& [ —_—
1 - & ‘r"v B / » ‘l 1’ |
INORTHI[ [ heePEEERR |
Background Data Y/ s @Y ) e
P - ! - 12THIST; —— 4
Weighting / 7 o S SWj = -
Description Factor Leqend &Y/ ‘r hF - e———
- egen S
£ F- l 7 |
Road Classification 1 Intersection Type '\_ \el," =~ IIE , b B
D Tyoe A L(/,-/ :
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 3880 38.80 0.10 3.88 [ e ‘ : Ll" g ~ ’T = !
n ] teec .zQ}-\ . hl' D(E:j-] EQE}T
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 3947 39.47 0.20 7.89 - Q S
Streetscape Type P = SW 13TH! STA- — A
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 0 0.00 0.30 0.00 i oA TEf "‘*‘,‘" S
Troe 8 (&l : } - —
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 10 T.::ec / (-i_ / I| = Plj[:lﬂj[:j v
I S0 :

Visibility / Traffic Patterns ] k J - [7 ‘ 7 u‘ o

Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 1164 11.64 0.10 1.16 o) 4 I:]l J uly

Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 4 =l %l
. ‘_'—‘ L ‘_'jJ .;___,(. = |

Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 291 2.91 0.10 0.29 e} S| R o ‘[[:]l[[:’ I_._IIFL! B E

Identity

Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Q55c¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00

Aesthetic

Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Background Score  23.23

LMI Benefit
Weighting
Description Factor
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.2 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 ition Analvsi
Condition Analysis Fraction of ~ Weighting Fraction of  Weighting

LMI Score  10.00

Description ' Total Factor Description Quantity Total Factor

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 1685 0.22 5.00 1.08
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 6 0.60 3.00 1.80 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 3521 0.45 3.00 1.35
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 11 1.10 2.00 2.20 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 2698 0.34 2.00 0.69
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 UV

Condition Score 712

Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:42:53 PM Page 23 of 80



Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00
Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

KM2: STREETSCAPE AND INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS 1.00 5.00 5.00
Opportunity Score 5.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 65.34




Assessment Area  King's Manor

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  KM3
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Strestscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit B.7

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton S ?‘ _] | A o -
L Bl iy
Date Range of Assessment / QO ! E e
NORTH y - PLEER, | g
Background Data Welah — [0 /2 ~_
eighting i i ,\
Description Factor Dﬁ&&&[‘— s \_\
Legend t — =
Road Classification Intersection Type Ej LF[ C| L L SW6TH ST
. [ meea KINGS MANOR/DR =
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 7066 70.66 0.10 7.07 [ e e 1 = R
y 5 n 3 : L \ w =
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (f) 1986 19.86 0.20 397 [ rec @D-r J DE& @ [E
Streetscape Type A4 = h g \ < :
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft 0 0.00 0.30 0.00 TReA ‘ Jlﬁ[) L'fr [ SW7TH ST o —
Tyoe 8 I ‘
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 16 e SWIZTHIST: i = 1 !
sibili ' R
Visibility / Traffic Patterns el D!
y ‘ BILL WA
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 2137 21.37 0.10 2.14
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 7 Q
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 305 3.05 0.10 0.31 ,:" ) \
Identity - B 2 L
74 .
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 w
| /’
Q55c¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 g ( 7
2 LI
Aesthetic = 4 5
m /
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 Y
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Background Score  28.48 SW11TH ST
LMI Benefit <
enefi %, F
Weighting Z, r LRl
Description Factor ?& 0
. 3 a o o = 7—' 4 L
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.2 1.00 5.00 5.00 L (e B DR Vil 2 (2 {—‘.\ [ - F"I—”T = Ar« D
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 ition Analvsi
Condition Analysis Fraction of ~ Weighting Fraction of  Weighting

LMI Score  10.00

Description Quantity Total Factor Description Quantity Total Factor

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 1 0.06 5.00 0.31 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 4 0.25 3.00 0.75 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 4358 0.48 3.00 1.44
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 8 0.50 2.00 1.00 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 4499 0.50 2.00 0.99
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 Condition Score 4.50

Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:42:55 PM Page 25 of 80



Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

PP y Weighting
Project Description Factor
GATEWAY: S. TELEPHONE RD. & SW 11TH ST. 1.00 5.00 5.00
GATEWAY: S. TELEPHONE RD. & KINGS MANOR DR. 1.00 5.00 5.00
KM3: STREETSCAPE AND INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score  15.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 77.98




Assessment Area

City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Sub-Area

Infrastructure Category

Exhibit
Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton SE 4THIST:
Date Range of Assessment P — |_\] &
NORTH (7 — T O
Background Data — () . A = (ISR
Weighting [ : ; _% . il
Descripti ! \ o
escription Factor — B 23 LN\
Road Classification [I%sec‘tlon Type L | o, s
Type & b= = — L
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (f) 1122 1122 0.10 112 —h [ ]
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (f) 0 0.00 0.20 0.00 E Bl e SE5THST n
Streetscape Type
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 0 0.00 0.30 0.00 Trea A MH1 — :
Tree B ey | M =]
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 4 Trpec e = = f :
| _ e, |
Visibility / Traffic Patterns LJ — - -
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 2941 29.41 0.10 2.94 f_|_ ‘ 4 | ) =
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 2 - ﬁj] b .'“
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 1471 14.71 0.10 1.47 '
Identity . = : i
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q55c¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 : ] e : .
Aesthetic SE 8TH ST -' — 3L B '8 _|
.- b o wugl W |_EJ
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance No 0.00 5.00 0.00 i ] B G L2
L § ; ! ] Ii B \ a:-
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance No 0.00 5.00 0.00 M ‘ L L o | ~J =yl \9@ LI
— | ~ 3 L i ) %
Background Score  5.53 _| L Sy Ll
5

LMI Benefit

Weighting

Madison Place / Hunter's Gl

MH1
Gateway/Streetscape
B.7
] i gf
| ]
Fr——— —m_—L.—-
v r_J ._'1|' 41
I—" SE5STHCT
wju e
D
SE6TH ST
: CCICE ]
<< S5 - ’
o Bl J

SE7THCT

LLII = I iy
il __:IL___.:__
& _me My
e S 5
SE8BTHST

] e B

FERRFERED]

Description Factor s o
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2021.04.1 0.00 5.00 0.00 _*" / L:] 5 i'
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00 c . i . -

LMI Score 0.00 ondition Analysis Fractionof  Weighting

Total Factor

Description

Quantity

Description Quantity

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 3 0.75 5.00 3.75 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 0
| I
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 2 0.50 3.00 1.50 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 825
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic No 0.00 10.00 0.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 1 0.25 2.00 0.50 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 0
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Recovery/Revitalization Score 5.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:42:59 PM

SEOTHST

Fraction of  Weighting
Total Factor
0.00 5.00 0.00
0.74 3.00 2.21
0.00 2.00 0.00
Condition Score 7.96
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Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score
PP y Weighting

Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 23.49




Assessment Area  Madison Place / Hunter's Gl

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  MH2
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Strestscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit B.7

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton s 1Y L __ i — ’ S| J,," o | L T
5 = [f SEBTH ST Cowiwdl nElEl
Date Range of Assessment % ey 81.—.: Focll = = 2 )
.,:_\ = i || .| .-__:__.—_—| EI LE o0 :,__U
1 53 E | ol | e
Background Data - s'NORTH o LG 27 1_;1 Q. L7 ol
Weighting 4 ; n 0 sk ?TH chn i Lol G SN
Description Factor 1 =y o= ol e
Legend t Ny oy PE N Y =17 i
o o w El e | 8 T o 4 |
Road Classification S'l.'\. Intersection Type = L = = Tsll IFHET —
[ meen = pPenno S e TS L
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 9298 92.98 0.10 9.30 ] [ eer [| ‘ ‘ o OOl SERTHST= =L *’;E‘T
= =—ah = H
e ;[ Teec L (%} - = P — i = — ST
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 826 8.26 0.20 1.65 =" streetscape Type L] oL J <H i L,J,i_-! ) _-'._i_ '_:4;- |L~|—___L— '!}"_ N “_:L.-i‘-%: . EEJ"
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 0 0.00 0.30 0.00 'Sw oA Y E =i g 8 S e
. 5 e FoRPPRERRnRreh O3S
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 19 Nt Type e e
.
I I—.EE“_‘I_'DL'?ZE ) [ () IU'T% i
Visibility / Traffic Patierns Ll w = = w1 ol
: I Al 2
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 815 8.15 0.10 0.82 e ] § Im I_ L "SE10TH ST" go |28 T P A5
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 1 - = ) L
] o kI
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 815 8.15 0.10 0.82 il o & —'—‘ W=
I g 1 S0 oo ._I |
SWAOTH ST ElT,
Identity i 5 =708
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 T & = —
Q55¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 5. ""L"“___ 1| q'|'_1j
E,IW]:HTH ST 7 m
Aesthetic o] 4
[~ B g =
i 1 e
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance No 0.00 5.00 0.00 ala f_';‘ |_1 i o
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 SW1 2TI|-I|_ST EAl :
Background Score  22.58 f"'i. - T_—
] = JI| ) ) / o il
. SW3TH ST - [
LMI Benefit : 1 o) 0
Weighting il 4| 05| 4
Description Factor "o |8 i £l
Pl e FEAR ]
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2021.04.1 0.00 5.00 0.00 A A aFa

Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00 . i
— Condition Analysis

LMI Score 0.00 Fraction of  Weighting Fraction of ~ Weighting

Total Factor Description Quantity Total Factor

Description Quantity

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 2 0.11 5.00 053 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 827 0.08 5.00 0.41
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 5 0.26 3.00 0.79 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 4529 0.45 3.00 1.34
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic No 0.00 10.00 0.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 8 042 2.00 0.84 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 4761 0.47 2.00 0.94
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 Condition Score 4.85

Recovery/Revitalization Score 5.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:43:01 PM Page 37 of 80



Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score .

Project Description Factor

MH2: PEDESTRIAN CONNECTION IMPROVEMENTS, TERMINATION OF SE 9TH STREET 1.00 5.00 5.00
GATEWAY: TOWER DR. & MADISON DR. 1.00 5.00 5.00
GATEWAY: TOWER DR & STONERIDGE DR. 1.00 5.00 5.00
MH2: STREETSCAPE AND INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score  20.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 57.43




Assessment Area

City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Sub-Area

Infrastructure Category
Exhibit

North 4th Street

N4A
Gateway/Streetscape
B.7

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton : ' W T O SE; o
Date Range of Assessment
Background Data NORTH |
Weighting r i
escription Factor — i L_: i JI_ e e e S| J SW1ST S1
Road Classification Rcass e e b/ Paay
Tyoe A i g 0 Y o T
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 0 0.00 0.10 0.00 [ eer =k ksw-mn-s‘r o ] [t k%- o e
. — = M | Tew NDIeT
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 205 2.05 0.20 0.41 B e R EREAEcCrCbos s el ] :SW ND'ST
Streetscape Type 2 - 7 el :"E g =]
; ithi _ A 10, S Sl O O O - -1l 1 ) , 1)
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 5253 52.53 0.30 15.76 :::a ""““'-‘—S_W_;RD'ST 9 e B9 = 7l ot
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 8 s liF : _‘1_1‘,-L3 = 2= g
™ a ‘W wl &
Visibility / Traffic Patterns _-Wsw-m-‘P"L*T%_—’- '
L -.__ L ] [ 1
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 5540 55.40 0.10 5.54 | 0o ‘“‘ Sap Ll
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 2 z @) ]_| 0 Q 0 5_
= = . — L
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 2770 27.70 0.10 2.77 5 E:I > H oY C
= [
Identity 9_.’ — % |_
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district No 0.00 5.00 0.00 > | S > =
HE SW&TH ST M I — |IJ
Q55c¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 = n B » ip &
L i
_ =1 | r— " | %7 PIPLSweTHeTCE "—E
Aesthetic E 0 . P A" ST e NEEEEER |_'! HLES C
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 E - [ L 37 J' & [
_p . . =l = ol > KNGS MANOR DR 1
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 $ .l 1 9;2"‘ 45 n-Jc 1L
——— ) £ |_Q e I__:'_—ll:— ||:,§ IE .
Background Score  34.48 = of ﬁ :
U o

LMI Benefit

\
CED
-.__|E'

Weighting

Description Factor

Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.1 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 Condition Analysi
— ondition Analysis . —_—
LMI Score 5.00 Fraction of  Weighting

Total Factor

Description

Quantity

Description Quantity

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 6 0.75 5.00 3.75 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 5255
| I
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 6 0.75 3.00 2.25 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 20
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 0
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:43:02 PM

Fraction of  Weighting
Total Factor
0.96 5.00 4.81
0.00 3.00 0.01
0.00 2.00 0.00
Condition Score  10.83
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Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 70.30




Assessment Area  North 4th Street
Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  N4B
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Streetscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit B.7
Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton | T L I_] [F! I"'lﬂ J U L U & L @
i a Y B | o [
r L = - L
Date Range of Assessment =0 U 0 By — f ' | o i | =
= o o == [ el e
J j A my = = _. o b
NORTH |’ | =oel t) o | B : | e c
Background Data ] | Bl iy e 5
Weighting I - | P
o DST SE 2ND 8T
Description Factor
S\ Legend =
Road Classification " IntersectionType ||l [11] - Sl -
[ tre=n _'I,JL[ r:, J’F l—'.—' |— L ::J EJ'
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 121 1.21 0.10 0.12 I s u 9 \ o o
L [ veec = = o oy ”
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 42 0.42 0.20 0.08 B SteescessTiRs . ] _ 3. == gy
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft 2989 29.89 0.30 8.97 1L TreeA o ] =B = L)L J
Type B _L_ | o
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 10 TypeC RD ST SE 3RD ST = — i~
SW — 0 g’ = I |
Visibility / Traffic Patterns i ' | [ [ 1™ g " | ‘ r} |
y —‘ i J e [ [ 1 Ii'- | |[etE | —d =
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 3341 33.41 0.10 3.34 - L. [ S ) 'l_—|
) . ) I SE4THIST
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 3 - ‘ N4B \ m i) (
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 1114 11.14 0.10 1.11 S f | :
J L o —_— | | "t i '_.i T | l
. T M —_— B | g 2 e e S n
Identity B L = L ,‘% D g }
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district No 0.00 5.00 0.00 o g L r— ’71 L B A ) ‘%
. . ) . - o ‘o g
Q55c: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipalit No 0.00 0.00 0.00 L (it 1 ‘ o — —_—
p J 9 9 pality = %. | ‘ ; = L7 T w |_|
Aesthetic I n i i %SE STHST o %
= = o | i
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 ‘— L J —J *gJ = —= | =
, _p . . , 2R &
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 SW5THST | o \:‘ 5
Background Score  23.63 A ! e e T, - . :
’ - o SRS | B [ | s
. o _'I L f Ll | o e 5 P LT
LMI Benefit o SESIUSE e
Weighting e | ] —— : il
Description Factor = S e B ) (I
SWBTH'ST U e —
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2021.04.1 0.00 5.00 0.00 | p = o L 5 ] L
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00 ition Analvsi
LMI Score 0.00 Condition Analysis Fraction of ~ Weighting Fraction of  Weighting
' Description Quantity Total Factor Description Quantity Total Factor
Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 4 0.40 5.00 2.00 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 2904 0.92 5.00 461
ighti
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 1 0.10 3.00 0.30 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 28 0.01 3.00 0.03
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 1 0.10 2.00 0.20 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 Condition Score 713
Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00
Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:43:03 PM Page 41 of 80



Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00
Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

GATEWAY: SW 4TH ST. & S. BROADWAY AVE. 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score 5.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 55.76




Assessment Area North 4th Street

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  N4C

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Strestscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Exhibit B.7

Assessment Data Key Map

Description

Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton

Date Range of Assessment

E MAIN ST
Background Data I '||\IORTH ol /)
Weighting | "Lr yavi Bl ] ]
e | (Vull | Iy LE Ly
Description Factor e 5] - .l "Li '1_ |'-:
et |} LT | =
Road Classification _ Intersection Type L ) AL ]
. |" [3 Type A ] (=] 57 L1y I'J R Wi
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 481 4.81 0.10 048 [ wees wid {n el e Z IU T o 4
T I e -::E-‘-'-‘I -EI:J.-." el :_= =~=g “.:.I‘ g - '%’.‘ L
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 139 1.39 0.20 0.28 e L — (& ng E: .I_II [ % Ul =
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 5317 53.17 0.30 15.95 Trea A | %: 3 '%5 L2 Oirce | % i
Tyoe B = Aied i 8 L ) T ) Ced
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 17 Typec _ll_ @ m L JIEC i LI %, H; I:m
| = . ; b e | =2 L L — -
=L . = JEEA ST A (R I |
Visibility  Traffic Patterns iy L oy i En el el
[ S P NS5 |, S oL L SEECR LY AR 7
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft 5686 56.86 0.10 5.69 ] ] LB AT o g.r - b | L 5
w : - ol 1 By =l : A
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 3 z | [ G 1) LJ 1
o =2 5] EWEET TSRS EH i E]
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 1895 18.95 0.10 1.90 1S n? gl el Jpe e e — '.
Hh D= LI A ] [ 1 = ¥
g - e ¥a} [MECT lnntes! [sddin] Ex L) oY
, X mapepgand [FEl] = THNED [TRR &
|dentity ° &) SESTHCT [[;]: T‘.‘ [ ,1: ‘5“ 5) _1; g o l_ o =
- ¥ f ; r 5 ) gy = =} |
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district No 0.00 5.00 0.00 i L—'Ij e Lo e E .';j T e NS [ g ¥
2 ROT rﬁ Ty L T e ol
i . . . . . L T e Bl o LOE Y o LY = in | =
Q55¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 . SE ST o) 3 =3 0 :c_!g & A E ix o ? i > ?.E (
. ? g SRR [RENA o YEC P! |1 R 855 2 (e O =
Aesthetic T I 171 D7 | sl T [ e ! = = O SE. A g@ T
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 ¢ _‘;"SE ?:H-iCIT L‘”i: :.0 %’['FT ® ;—_‘” l :i g 1—1::42 - 'J ﬂ_" / L% |
{ =l Dol Fa0 (IS g o e e u g
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 v o P ; & Ll—l L =d =] i""ri ‘LHJ Core '—'1-.--;_ %J :—‘E :
— T e tall (79N N P T ok
Background Score  34.29 NP gEerd e Ol e {_§ 2 X l
¥ = (Pl
9] iy Y S P R o v
LMI Benefit - SRS = LGS e 5
Weighting ST RS e SER
Description Factor T WA RO T O I ~
ISEIGTHSTAL ol | O H
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2021.05.3 0.00 5.00 0.00 e o | =1 [ Exl;
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00 Condition Analysi
LMI Score 0.00 ondition Analysis Fraction of  Weighting Fraction of  Weighting
' Description Total Factor Description Quantity Total Factor
Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 4 0.24 5.00 1.18 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 5354 0.90 5.00 451
ighti
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 5 0.29 3.00 0.88 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 125 0.02 3.00 0.06
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 10 0.59 2.00 118 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 81 0.01 2.00 0.03
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Condition Score 7.83

Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:43:04 PM Page 43 of 80



Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score .

Project Description Factor

N4C: PEDESTRIAN CROSSING WITH GATEWAY AT HIGHLAND EAST JUNIOR HIGH 1.00 5.00 5.00
GATEWAY: SE 4TH ST. & S. BOUZIDEN DR. 1.00 5.00 5.00
GATEWAY: SE 4TH ST. & S. AVERY DR. 1.00 5.00 5.00
GATEWAY: SE 4TH ST & S. PATTERSON DR. 1.00 5.00 5.00
GATEWAY: SE 4TH & S. SILVERLEAF DR. 1.00 5.00 5.00
GATEWAY: NE 4TH ST AND WHISPERING OAKS BLVD 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score  30.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 92.13




Assessment Area  North 4th Street
Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  N4D
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Strestscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit B.7
Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton ar SR /! alcly /B N = L. ¢
O ) £ MﬂlN ST o 1O 7 WEEDN - | -
Date Range of Assessment EN L <3 |G e = ISP, | t
1 o ) I ? =5 =
> —a|= T N\ 52 d I
s ' e = L 0 1 m
Background Data _‘[.\NORTH R e [l AT 4 R A
Weighting SEeTeT - FS\—= ) ‘ 7
s g —w\| L3 2 y =2 e {
Description Factor ; = l :‘ e e %— ‘[”‘7 ) ..F] o
Road Classification i llnlfl“cﬁon Type = § / = é""/ e H'i E} C n n L%Jh'
= Troe A b IS i LY i =il | L i
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 84 0.84 0.10 0.08 =z B e 2 L) o) i ég 7 L'.f‘.,g" =
" = [l e = R (e = o= ST < jec] Z
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 293 2.93 0.20 0.59 5 - 5 \L Py & = 17}
1 Streetscape Type 7] P \\ ] _wc,;.’/ 2 . EJ b7
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 5286 52.86 0.30 15.86 Treo A 0 lj ‘J = &y U > |
{ Type 8 = r o '4, l o : P
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 8 - Typec o éE 3R[;;T' 2 ‘ a9 | 7 u
y e ——— o \ -
( SO - y i
Visibility / Traffic Patters O Yo bl AL &3 ! |
|7 il (:A') e o ~ 4 = ‘
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 5535 55.35 0.10 5.54 = u = a y / ‘
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 2 L T = = N4D__O) O I
T oy e e =Rl (AR R : = 1Y
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 2768 27.68 0.10 277 Co S b ) PN S W 8 8 2L & G I iy r " ISESTHST |
B eI e ) Bka A ) o] 100 8l el 6 w QLr | o
Identity o il i ,,“ e R ) s _E ok i £ T 2{
b L PPRSE R s EEEG (R S Frrxld & BQo 2
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district No 0.00 5.00 0.00 37 i 7 4 |SE6THCIR Lo = By g»
[_7 L Il Eoe- .:lﬁ.ﬁvr;“.l‘j'r'lr_’_ e o <) % |
Q55c¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality Yes 1.00 0.00 0.00 l_’ g : lj‘ | o M ol “ & i, g 5
A B e 4l r —
< & 5 . 0 12| s ol ]
Aesthetic Lr B9 D Wl 004,'( = = P =
§ A SEITVHELEIY SEATH ST iy Wizs g BN I =
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 3 Do 53 = A - [ A = ‘
@ Lo (47 0 | s B o e S i G ] =T A & o |
55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack istent desi Y 1.00 5.00 5.00 ) S 0l ds e SR AR oo | HEESETTTHIS T A ! | !
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance es - i e ¥ E IE o?j . ’TSrEI-é‘TH_]S‘T’- IS e o ( ] = SE Ll SrH 'S SESTHST,
ackground Score . 2y g g S g e ye YA & LA
= X DR DO ] N G ladoaione -
¥ — P QIR |y I L PR b
LMI Benefit g 3 =
Weighting %
Description Factor a?, @ e
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2021.07.1 0.00 5.00 0.00 7_; m
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00 . i
—— Condition Analysis . — . —
Fraction of  Weighting Fraction of  Weighting
LMI Score  0.00 Total Fact Total Fact
Description Quantity ©iEl cladys Description Quantity ota een
Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 3 0.38 5.00 1.88 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 5318 0.94 5.00 470
ighti
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 2 0.25 3.00 0.75 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 0 0.00 3.00 0.00
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 Condition Score 7.32
Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00
Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:43:05 PM Page 45 of 80



Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00
Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

GATEWAY: SE 4TH ST. & HEATHERWOOD DR. 1.00 5.00 5.00
Opportunity Score 5.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 67.15




Assessment Area Plaza Towers

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  PT2

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Strestscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Exhibit B.7

Assessment Data Key Map

Description

Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton ' .. - ,:—-_: JiE ) ) —||_|I &)
Date Range of Assessment a - = o i I ﬁ CR=
1] T
ILACIE _| ’—I S1o _J 5 ]
NORTH SWHTHSTEE 1
Background Data Weiahti
eighting
Description Factor b ’juj |J
Legend : e i =
Road Classification [I%smlon Type = (,/_ 3 --_-"| e
Tyoe A . b L 1 1Llae L'_
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 8637 86.37 0.10 8.64 [ e % & | ] ' O
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (f) 266 266 0.20 053 B roec o1 R
Streetscape Type ﬂa er| o i ] =R Z
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 0 0.00 0.30 0.00 TreeA LS e | : [ ] [ _'é
o ) = —T—F= T et ; .
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 12 Type r — = DD‘E'] L—E l ﬁ =1 _%_ L' -—E
—p——& re—— Il =i
Visibility / Traffic Patterns AR L__‘ E D o g BRBEREEE & T = [
W “SWI3THIST _ ] o [ 5
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 1947 19.47 0.10 1.95 E E—J E_ E & . ,_ . 2 =l : L [ 5
Fil l = : £, N5 | I LI ——
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 6 E = D [z] DD I_‘_—”j E? DD J = | L <3 = SWAATH ST g E o
=z I ' = o |
. . << LU E L L2 = = g
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 325 3.25 0.10 0.32 7 ! DIED [:’I [_,__l j,]l,__[LJL,—ll__l[,‘—T[jEjl o % =@\ \g CERE = |
Sl il = : - : .
Identity = Emll%] |L_| rl'- | S [ ~ !_é = |_]
! |WL= 5 : L Sl [3 = MR A
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 E:l:l D Ef] D __}] D[—ED Dﬂ_‘_—l . ol EE - LAKEVIEW.DR. A7 | [f
- D T ot ey
Q55c¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality Yes 1.00 0.00 0.00 | ;-_-' 7 - ol D
: U Fpmﬁpmsw 15T—ﬁ”5T]E:|'_]DﬁZ[D D | I, B '_1";5 | ::,‘;] <y
Aesthetic — — — W[ P =, A
|D , Ll g™
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 D DD‘@DLL] [::[D r*-'lj _ :_-é :‘- .
a O = T
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 Tl__[[_r” E] !ﬁ | : -".fﬂ =i | d
—— u ] — i =
Background Score  26.44 G sw 16T|THJIS|? l_':: __I-|'n Pl -
. = - =yt
. . A [
LMI Benefit FD Dﬁwn [ N ERICTR =
Weighting T, g F
Description Factor [:' (Ll =
| S | =
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.1 0.00 5.00 0.00 = n 7
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 w ]
— Condition Analysis

LMI Score 5.00 Fraction of  Weighting Fraction of ~ Weighting

Description Quantity Total Factor Description Quantity Total Factor

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization

Weighting G1 - Intersection: Option A 4 0.33 5.00 1.67 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 1273 0.14 5.00 0.71
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 3 0.25 3.00 0.75 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 3126 0.35 3.00 1.05
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 7 0.58 2.00 147 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 4508 0.51 2.00 1.01
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Condition Score 6.36

Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Report Date: ~ 3/10/2015 4:43:07 PM Page 49 of 80



Sustainability
Description

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts

Opportunity Score

Project Description

MODIFICATIONS TO TERMINATION OF PENN LANE
GATEWAY: SANTA FE AND SW 14TH STREET

GATEWAY: SANTA FE AND SW 11TH STREET

PT2: STREETSCAPE AND INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS

Yes

1.00

1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00

Weighting
Factor

5.00
Sustainability Score

Weighting
Factor

5.00

5.00

5.00

5.00
Opportunity Score

5.00

5.00

5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00

20.00

Infrastructure Photographs

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI)

77.80




Assessment Area Plaza Towers

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  PT3
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Strestscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit B.7

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
i | m  seemm o -
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton l,: =] | 5|_:]|L_4_:J] L]\ _,(_J & iy o
Date Range of Assessment b o g o - i
0 == i LS
15 8 (e M o 2 ] | O L .
Background Data Weighting NORTH “SW.MTHST & ¥ - BIE! o '_lﬂ =l .
Description Factor . l_l L“[’ 0 ﬂ_r = % ?1 & ) ] N 3.
g I b T 5 _ll_'"_|_] ”_1" '11. P O
Road Classification Intersection Type == I‘l_; . _DD" = ED' [0k ! ?'g SW.12THS
_ i el . sa I N [ELEESRE (= ooy
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 5059 50.59 0.10 5.06 ] s H Bl (d ’1“|=’§ '[_|h., ) (4] ;
s [ e Eailig] L o i 5 I () ‘J: ol o i s e
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 2646 26.46 0.20 5.29 Skt M - I~ % F"‘CL,% |_E_|_ --S‘ N BER SW‘IBTH ST‘J
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 0 0.00 030 0.00 . RRE IEREL e EEREnEE H g il J|_§ ([ CoTaeREans
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 8 i b | RS e P L i = P
] i ~‘T i IIl o [ i —lLE 1 F:} —HIISW 4TH ST,QQ .l B == n_; lsw e STF'
_— | e =i Fra Al b. . L e e
Visibility / Traffic Patterns % 5] g ) | B! LFSW 14TH SlT— I o [T JJ s zi]_ L[][ PT3 i =) (= e s sla) N
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 252 252 0.10 0.25 L S EF et = 1 of i = = =
' ] EREERlE - e V=
< ' 15 | ) | s "II._I o PR A LAKEVEEW DRI LE
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 1 e : - = = JS L . . =
<< m gy | - ifi
. | ] Ll T (e
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 252 2.52 0.10 0.25 $ u Pl,Jl-F— [ st 15TH ST k5 Emmil [ %‘ 4 ’@‘\—-’
B | BEE b : i P
Identit I e e i U= FE S AR et
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 ----—"!",],_![J| J_TI I o I d J‘. il u :_? :
1 € = SR | ] 5] i ] e ) E) .=
Q55c: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 et SWABTH'ST Al [ &) | | e
[ -":'i-ﬂi_l"';r SOOMMAE0EHE T, JE
Aesthetic ) il U o T - '_
PR 1 1 L
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance No 0.00 5.00 0.00 | | 1 J | |‘ = |‘|\ % ‘ I,
. -y Iy LI i . =
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 | I | 1| 1 & \‘"— 2]
——————————— T — =TT . [
Background Score  20.86 — H: i Y
n — rz .
. 3 — i) 1 fE: 9
LMI Benefit = ’J by ——— | ™ <_
eighting e I == - a
Weighti g - 5 i
_ B ]
Description Factor QW 149THST SW19TH ST SW19TH ST
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.1 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 w ]
— Condition Analysis

LMI Score 5.00 Fraction of  Weighting Fraction of ~ Weighting

Description Quantity Total Factor Description Quantity Total Factor

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 1 0.13 5.00 0.63 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 3512 0.46 5.00 2.28
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 4 0.50 3.00 1.50 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 430 0.06 3.00 0.17
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 4 0.50 2.00 1.00 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 4321 0.56 2.00 1.12
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Condition Score 6.69

Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:43:08 PM Page 51 of 80



Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 g

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score
PP y Weighting

Project Description Factor

PT3: STREETSCAPE AND INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS 1.00 5.00 5.00
Opportunity Score 5.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 57.55




City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Data

Description

Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton

Date Range of Assessment

Background Data

Weighting
Description Factor

Road Classification

Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 5290 52.90 0.10 5.29
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 0 0.00 0.20 0.00
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 0 0.00 0.30 0.00
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 7

Visibility / Traffic Patterns

Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 0 0.00 0.10 0.00
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 0

Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 0 0.00 0.10 0.00
Identity

Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q55c¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00
Aesthetic

Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance No 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Background Score  15.29

LMI Benefit
Weighting
Description Factor
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.1 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

LMI Score 5.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization

Weighting
Description Factor
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:43:09 PM

Assessment Area Plaza Towers

Assessment Sub-Area  PT4

Infrastructure Category = Gateway/Streetscape
Exhibit B.7
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Condition Analysis

Fraction of  Weighting Fraction of  Weighting
Description Quantity Total Factor Description Quantity Total Factor
G1 - Intersection: Option A 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
G2 - Intersection: Option B 0 0.00 3.00 0.00 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 996 0.19 3.00 0.56
G3 - Intersection: Option C 7 1.00 2.00 2.00 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 4279 0.81 2.00 1.62

Condition Score 4.18
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Assessment Area Plaza Towers
Assessment Sub-Area  PT4

City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan

Infrastructure Category = Gateway/Streetscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Exhibit B.7

Sustainability Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

. ¢
rtunit 4
Opportunity Score Weighting ((L
=

Project Description Factor Score

PT4: STREETSCAPE AND INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score 5.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 49.47

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:43:09 PM Page 54 of 80



Assessment Area Plaza Towers

City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Sub-Area  PT5
Infrastructure Category
Exhibit B.7

Gateway/Streetscape

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton SW4TH ST L& bl - =
Date Range of Assessment
Background Data NORTH
Weighting e

Description Factor | ( o

Legend | | |I ]
Road Classification Intersection Type - | IIJ

m Type & e
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 7422 74.22 0.10 742 [ eer
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 5810 58.10 0.20 1162 B e — @ i

Streetscape Type e i -
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 0 0.00 0.30 0.00 Trea A — 0

Type B =t
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 16 TypeC 18w
=
Visibility / Traffic Patterns
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 1000 10.00 0.10 1.00 % L| ’Jh
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 1 ey |
=T | |
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 1000 10.00 0.10 1.00 g J i
. |
Identity
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 o=
Q55c¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00
]
Aesthetic |
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 i -
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Background Score  36.04
. <] &
LMI Benefit - SW WTH@ O <
Weighting |_r (5 r'_'.l'"]i-b: : :[:I %

Description Factor = e %
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.1 0.00 5.00 0.00 S N b s i nls sl s NYEUE] e el 8] =i ) | B R S "‘;."3 7‘:’-‘-,
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

LMI Score 5.00

Condition Analysis

Description

Fraction of
Total

Weighting
Factor

Description

Quantity

Fraction of

Total

Weighting
Factor

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 1 0.06 5.00 0.31 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 4035 0.30 5.00 1.52
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 3 0.19 3.00 0.56 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 2973 0.22 3.00 0.67
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 12 075 2.00 1.50 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 6765 0.51 2.00 1.02
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 Condition Score 5.60

Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:43:11 PM
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Sustainability Infrastructure Photographs

Weighting
Description Factor
Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Sustainability Score 5.00 il . |

Opportunity Score
PP y Weighting

Project Description Factor

PT5: STREETSCAPE AND INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS 1.00 5.00 5.00
Opportunity Score 5.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 71.64




Assessment Area  Santa Fe Avenue

City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Sub-Area  SF1
Infrastructure Category
Exhibit B.7

Gateway/Streetscape

Assessment Data

Description
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton o = [ T L
& = . SW19TH ST
Date Range of Assessment : ;g%lj W _,14,_T’?_%TT, a(t_;{r i _.._..m_.-, | %
I VU HE LRy ) s & 1 f
A {ORTH D EDONS OB SIF= | = 18 ]
Background Data L = e s L SW ZDTH ST | e B ey iy | Lol (e | ™ : H Oy P =
Weighting e - BN | = = =] = — 5 ‘J - | — - . =i i 1.
Descripti = =2 S - { — 1
Skl Factor 1 — L;. O == e Sl S =1 |- SGREENS DR% ) | = L7
frp— =7 == e | ) L S | — 3
Road Classification I Intersection Type = s e = T [f== L . i =
e T o e 1= ] o
10 s SlaE2 o) i B &l Bl -
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 115 1.15 0.10 0.12 Tl [ wee it =M : 5 _é =t s o Y g
Wy ; e i — N s (i) ! ;
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (f) 46 046 020 009 o Elec =3 s (=B ol = : &l =
#1 Streetscape Type ‘fx [ =2l g =5 o R UL
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 2632 26.32 0.30 7.90 ] Trea A S =] = _:ﬁ :f‘? = P =] =
3 Type B g W, = |_—_ =l
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 4 il Typec L:| S = mk a
a _.- T — |
1 o Moyl = [l
- — £t T = = == =
Visibility / Traffic Patterns - r:!g .l'_f = SW 21ST ST I_ -] e
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft 2829 28.29 0.10 2.83 = O ) = % [
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 1 ’IL ] gg . _
| e
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 2829 28.29 0.10 2.83 = _'-‘;-‘ 2 _ % |
=) i :ﬁl;. Lo EEEZA | RSP aR S
Identity d \ emdiet vt ol )l SW 22ND ST """"" ol ol B2 @/ _
| AR AT | e TR 5
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district No 0.00 5.00 0.00 p” NSRRI, |_-r5 RS E R jrm ey
i = = (G-
Q55c: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 "J-‘._ i p| W | 1 SRD San T L "g :L‘:r 0
\’ : =Tk ] FELY
Aesthetic o g = r=|, 1_{
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 A, I'-SW 24TH ST [ LA AL AN AT SW24TH STL-\. .-_:
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 g R e — L !
—_— DRSO | (= —
Background Score  23.76 5 et o e
- m i et el s B A U N A | =)
ATBOLAL SW?25T|H81I' OBz | =
LMI Benefit S — e :
Weighing RN TURIEOROEeOOROEOR RIS
Description Factor B Lo

Q55f: Census Block Group

40027.2022.06.1 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

_— Condition Analysis Ercton ot

Quantity Total

Weighting
Factor

LMI Score 5.00

Description

Description

Fraction of

Quantity

Weighting
Total Factor

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 1 0.25 5.00 1.25 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 2621 0.94 5.00 469
| I
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 1 0.25 3.00 0.75 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 0 0.00 3.00 0.00
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 Condition Score 6.69
Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:43:15 PM
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Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00
Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 55.45




Assessment Area  Santa Fe Avenue

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  SF2

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Strestscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Exhibit B.7

Assessment Data Key Map

Description

Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton ”'J 5
SWA4TH ST g
Date Range of Assessment 7 A 1§ — =
Background Data NORTH = 7
Weighting -
Description Factor P - ;
Legend [
Road Classification Intersection Type IR i ;
[ mwes — i N roeRne
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 224 2.24 0.10 0.22 I s - '_I |-| R ) SW?TH 51
, : =0
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (f) 0 0.00 0.20 0.00 B e P, SS1 O
Streetscape Type T. i : \'5“1 BTH ST
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 5293 52.93 0.30 15.88 Trea A — N «nrﬂ 5 e
. . Tpee = el s o P
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 8 TypeC = w - s
- E’( ; a s
i =5 = | L, 10THST
o oy
Visibility / Traffic Patterns w 8 L . ; Lo
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 5539 55.39 0.10 5.54 = E o € “'SW 1THST
E || = . f LL\JZ ‘-:HL; =
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 2 = : i = :
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 2770 27.70 0.10 2.77 % - HDEARG, £
2 2 SNl 8 i D
T | o R
Identity EI g4 & 2 2
1l T o
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district No 0.00 5.00 0.00 ﬁ 5 = 3 3
1 P 14THISTR @ &
Q55c¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 33} gs SISWHATHISTS & %
Gl
Aesthetic e e QAT
His i 51300
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 o Lak . % &
5 L1
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 L % o
- . =)
Background Score  34.41 : E t :
L= o
E
LMI Benefit i _ 1} (b
Weighting = & F { 50
Description Factor SW 149TH ST 7 SW 19TH ST =
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.1 0.00 5.00 0.00 «W« a man.SWﬁUTH STAmT o Ohg Slfl= | 0, afe=
e R e e AR ST A L L = . '
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00

— Condition Analysis

LMI Score 0.00 Fraction of  Weighting Fraction of ~ Weighting

Description Quantity Total Factor Description Quantity Total Factor
Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization G1

Weighting - Intersection: Option A 7 0.88 5.00 438 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 5275 0.96 5.00 478
I I

Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 2 0.25 3.00 0.75 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 15 0.00 3.00 0.01
(07: Opportnly fo mprove communty asehete Yes 100 1000 1000 G3 - Intersection: Option C 3 0.38 200 075 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (f) 48 001 2.00 0.02

Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 Condition Score 10.68

Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:43:16 PM Page 63 of 80



Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score
PP y Weighting
Project Description Factor
GATEWAY: SANTA FE AND SW 14TH STREET 1.00 5.00 5.00
GATEWAY: SANTA FE AND SW 11TH STREET 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score  10.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 75.09




Assessment Area  Southmoor

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  SM2

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Strestscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Exhibit B.7

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton Z S i B = =; Ll L B = —
‘ o b gt SESTHST"% L
Date Range of Assessment —w7 (Y L | — ‘ i) —
A 1 LCLAS‘Sm J | //SW 5TH ST I J = [ }9_1
Ik A ‘ = )
Background Data " NORTH PPSWETFST l F > ~ 5
Weighting - HH g M_J i s B U w O SW 6TH ST ¢
Description Factor C W “SW6TH ST -
o L 35 MANOR'DR ¢ |2
Road Classification l'"'fl‘:::"t" Type S Ese § . | % ) SW-7TH-ST
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 11173 111.73 0.10 1117 [ et ,_}ﬁ_FTS,T.'j;H-[ s SW7TH ST3 oy ‘
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 0 0.00 0.20 0.00 e HA— j; wEEnuL] B\L\-\NARRE'VO
i ithi . Tree et ) » F
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 0 0.00 0.30 0.00 r-';; STHSTEE
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 25 Saw e ﬁ ‘1[“[‘4 AN =
Visibiity / Traffc Patterns sWTH ST N I o
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 3427 34.27 0.10 3.43 S Lo E Lc? SE 10748y | I
£ ; 1 { / - T s
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 12 Bt TH ST 2 K = § ey s '7;:—\-‘2,
E=g ‘u"‘“r' £ 1 = O iy Bl
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 286 2.86 0.10 0.29 G % WAITHST Q e IS
= L‘!JD"‘I s 2l -2 S @™
' & )
Idenmy Sk d '} ﬂ](rh 1[5 "Ld [4 ZLo ] ==
a CR = E
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 s W—12TH ST'J_‘L‘" L7 @
Q55c¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 (A F s o = e o o w5 | L)
Aestheti SWHaTH ST ‘;%Qlf_._,_r,w fi;: U
esthetic s - ] " -
. ) . ¥ manasses -3l (B oy &) - SWHATHST
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 Oy 31 2, I ‘ - = : ‘O
2 SWHATHIST= = 2 ‘ _—_r Sl b \ i ‘1 T l_}_.
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 o E“LE’FD o O
Background Score  29.89 ,.;Sw;isTH-szf“m . ’ 5 L. gl w =
LMI Benefit GEEEEESES = _j e it
enefi L NG, R SW 16TH ST
Weighting \Nﬁﬁ —| ‘ T e e
Description Factor ‘ /L o o e

Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2021.04.1 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00 w ]
— Condition Analysis

Fraction of  Weighting Fraction of  Weighting
Description Quantity Total Factor Description Quantity Total Factor

LMI Score 0.00

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 2 0.08 5.00 0.40 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 4494 040 5.00 2.01
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 8 0.32 3.00 0.96 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 2572 0.23 3.00 0.69
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 10 0.40 2.00 0.80 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 3899 0.35 2.00 0.70
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Condition Score 5.56

Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:43:18 PM Page 67 of 80



Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score
PP y Weighting
Project Description Factor
BR1: PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS AND GATEWAY AT SW 7TH STREET AND BROADWAY AV 1.00 5.00 5.00
SM2: STREETSCAPE AND INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score  10.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 65.45




City of Moore
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan

Assessment Area  Tower Drive District

Assessment Sub-Area  TD3

Infrastructure Category = Gateway/Streetscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit B.7
Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton -
= SE 4TH ST
Date Range of Assessment p
NORTH | 21§
Background Data o L] ¢ 2
Weighting = =) —
Description Factor L % \ | k¥a
- Legend | r a} " 5
Road Classification ‘ Intersection Type O P
U0 :l Troe A (]
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 746 7.46 0.10 0.75 [ e
. HE |
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (f) 0 0.00 0.20 0.00 [ rec
Streetscape Type SE5THST
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 0 0.00 0.30 0.00 Treo A
Type 8
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 2 Typec — NI
EJV' S J
Visibility / Traffic Patterns L —t
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 883 8.83 0.10 0.88 i o \7 § s
L — R T
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 0 o <;E . | ll —‘ Jm I_f 7N
i S % D
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 0 0.00 0.10 0.00 . m S SEBTHST 2
el §
| [~ & )
entty SW 6TH ST s Y g [
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district No 0.00 5.00 0.00 - — 15| o S— s 5
Q55c¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 ‘ | | = = 3:1
= L)y | 8 [1 1
Aesthetic E SE7THCIR ﬁ‘
Il =
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 *{ y | L o =
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance No 0.00 5.00 0.00 SWTTHST £ SEBTH ST . : = C 3
Background Score  6.63 "
LMI Benefit
Weighting
Description Factor
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2021.04.1 0.00 5.00 0.00
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00 Condition Analysi
T — onaition Analysis n - . Lo
LMI Score 0.00 Fraction of  Weighting Fraction of  Weighting

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization

Description Quantity Total

Factor Description Quantity Total Factor

Weighting G1 - Intersection: Option A 1 0.50 5.00 2.50 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 2 1.00 3.00 3.00 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 660 0.88 3.00 2.65
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic No 0.00 10.00 0.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Condition Score 8.15

Recovery/Revitalization Score 5.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:43:20 PM Page 71 of 80



Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score &
PP y Weighting

Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 24.78




Assessment Area

City of Moore

Telephone Road

Assessment Sub-Area  TP1
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Strestscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit B.7
Assessment Data Key Map
Description
: 2 N EL R L = 3= =
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton s SW 4TH ST %0 SE3RD ST | SE: 3RD S_ 4 i d
Date Range of Assessment & 70 -_a ™~ SWA4TH ST"msT l—‘ Rl SE4TH ST\ % i §
SW 5TH 37;, a SE 5TH'ST o 1 0
: - T a - !
Background Data " NORTH ;== 3 v [ SW 5THJS ]:ﬁ SE 6TH ST 1? TR
= Weighting e i ; ; R ] SW6TH: sr N & Hwi SEBTH'ST
Description Factor g . ARRp TSW.BTH ST = rinssss 3 Z | (S
Lagsond oy Q?’MANOR = 3 = e
Road Classification Intersection Type 8 SrW~7T:IJ §1E-' SWTTHST. e Sl Py 5. SE8THST
[ veea ; 2 Q' \NAR/? 'f 48 11 O e
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 594 5.94 0.10 0.59 [ e % ; o BILL é;l/ B - SEI8TH:ST
ithi [ voec ot SWIBTH STk .| : wgé?ﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁ
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 90 0.90 0.20 0.18 e HA— 4. SW\QTH ST1| \‘ \ ‘(D O
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 5334 53.34 0.30 16.00 TpeA < i‘;- :;ﬁiygf_“‘ y; 0 ; w
Type 8 {SW [C L/ > POREe >
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 16 Tpec = SWAIATHST 5
o SNSRI o
< =
e SW-12THIST
Visibility  Traffic Patterns < S SWAORS 5‘ 4 % e
Z ot SWat 1TH ST)DmLx "
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 5584 55.84 0.10 5.58 V7 SO CORTeTI “ 5<>£ 2 A ?S\{\:,LBTHELT &
AN T L e me| .: \ TH @
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 2 P gk SW 12TH ST' = é‘“;J A4TH ST,;,] ‘ 1 SWIATHS T
: i T Osin P ‘ !
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 2792 27.92 0.10 2.79 g o e e TI ]t 8 1SW 15TH ST
; ﬂsme ST <9 5 WSTHSTL | & \
B ST e o g St AN = rsw16THST
Identity Eoeten u_;‘& ] *;,_LS 4‘5 3 ) TS M; — J‘o L Foepmnaaa
q T o et m — =
Q85b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or distric No 0.00 5.00 0.00 ,SW 15TH STt 2, STl ¢ I
Q55¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 Fhak 3’;“ & g _17|
Aesthetic e % = el
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 g0 B S __‘,IH y t* 09 ) PO e 5
ar o g 2 < SW(ISTHST. o SW19THST ¥ |
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 S.W[ ?.4.?IH ST i "é" o Q N ; R
Background Score  35.15 = = R £ Q a o
2 D e s & s ~ D! =
ZH =3 (|| 5 E e E
LMI Benefit 2 ! @182 z| T e
Weighting = ‘"""g j% o _g g gl 1 1]
Description Factor = ol s o
o9 ‘~
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.2 1.00 5.00 5.00 A ,néf ,'_,
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 ition Analvsi
LMI Score 10.00 Condition Analysis Fraction of  Weighting Fraction of  Weighting

Description Total Factor

G1

Quantity

Description

Quantity

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization

- Intersection: Option A 6 0.38 5.00 1.88

Total

Factor

L G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 12875 2.14 5.00 10.70
Weighting
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 7 0.44 3.00 1.31 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 239 0.04 3.00 0.12
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 8 0.50 2.00 1.00 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 296 0.05 2.00 0.10
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 Condition Score 15.10
Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:43:22 PM
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Assessment Area  Telephone Road

City of Moore

Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan
Infrastructure Assessment Form

Assessment Sub-Area  TP1

Infrastructure Category = Gateway/Streetscape
Exhibit B.7

Sustainability Infrastructure Photographs
Weighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score
PP y Weighting
Project Description Factor
GATEWAY: S. TELEPHONE RD. & SW 11TH ST. 1.00 5.00 5.00
GATEWAY: S. TELEPHONE RD. & KINGS MANOR DR. 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score  10.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 90.25

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:43:22 PM Page 74 of 80



Assessment Area  Tower Drive
Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  TW1
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Strestscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit B.7
Assessment Data Key Map
Description
i e i (e g5 == g B 4l i 3 o S8 B SIS e B e
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton i KOSSS if Bl J§ Bw 4TH 'ST. SW4TH ST o EE] | O 8 | A )l sl T o (1118 SEATHST e S e e e Ll
o : = A
Date Range of Assessment STl 2l 3 0} JHs! iwEer ﬁH a5 & — .“;
i \2 v SERRIS 8 o Ak
NORTH [ % S e 15 LB
Background Data W o L, HEDROISRE (S 81 QR G i
Weighting A b ) e ] SE 6THST) $3 1 fange] NS e 31] ‘ £
Description Factor B = R gE L2 4 s
Legend 49 pu Z] w Sz Siles al SE 6TH-ST
Road Classification Intersection Type ¢ <zt ; { T ) H‘w‘ ;" i Qe
[ mwwea u 1 gl = P 1 ]
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 273 2.73 0.10 0.27 [ e SWITHST @ . = [fies S iioa 3 SoSEl BTH STer BT ) ? SE 71051
[ voec 54 & SW8THIST? @ CELELEE IO o SE8TH/ST '— [ e
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 3051 30.51 0.20 6.10 , e HA— !:JRQ Br. oo o Ls “uJ; PartSEQTHIS T & 15D BELDHE S, % et
W B gy o o 0 Fo LI are
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (f) 0 0.00 030 0.00 ¢ oo BILLST 1 LSW.ITHIST “ap, ABae: CRPCECE e E‘QTH % | EHO8
Tyoe 8 LN OOy v O ’SOIV;O MO0 o | OEeSEs 10TH STk - X ""-'(4 R il ] =
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 8 TypeC r\ g B Mt (4CE DR- o = k) InErT] R
Loy R IOTH ST  MADISONCT AT A NS
- e ISWAOTHS 1eoe £ 7 W FUeisen 4 21 THSTOROES
Visibility / Traffic Patterns i S = T
2 SWAITHST. | o o
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft 159 1.59 0.10 0.16 (] = i g BG =
: S SWA2THST > > >
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 1 S ] [ o, © < )
o7 D:SWJZTHST» TPl = i
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 159 1.59 0.10 0.16 1.5 ,;l‘m_:w =] D SWA3TH.ST S e
SWAASTHS T B il vy s e 4 | B
Identity ianzaial IR J 5 SWA4TH: STr » |2
| ) Lo 5 J.n ol '_"_,
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district No 0.00 5.00 0.00 C" 1 ) (1 SW 1 STH ST §E
Q55c¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 5 i A i85 s 5
5 ; 3 5
Aesthetic = I o
i ,
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 E (W et
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 @ = ; :
T — (:1“‘ == “’r‘-k‘ 0 By )
Background Score  16.69 B e

o i I
e,

u- =
LMI Benefit = ]
Weighting PRy — = 13

Description Factor SW1QTHST

Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2021.04.1 0.00 5.00 0.00 . = :

Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00 Condition Analysi

T — onaition Analysis n - . Lo
LMI Score 0.00 Fraction of  Weighting Fraction of  Weighting

Total Factor

Description Quantity Total Factor

Description

Quantity
Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization

G1 - Intersection: Option A 4 0.50 5.00 2.50

L G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 5233 1.57 5.00 7.87
Weighting
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 6 0.75 3.00 2.25 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 159 0.05 3.00 0.14
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic Yes 1.00 10.00 10.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 33 0.01 2.00 0.02
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 Condition Score 12.78
Recovery/Revitalization Score  15.00
Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:43:23 PM
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Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00
Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score
PP y Weighting
Project Description Factor
GATEWAY: TOWER DR. & MADISON DR. 1.00 5.00 5.00
GATEWAY: TOWER DR & STONERIDGE DR. 1.00 5.00 5.00

Opportunity Score  10.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 59.48




Assessment Area  Warren Theater
Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  WT1
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Streetscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit B.7
Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton - S ESWATH ST E =  SWATHST SWA4THST © | \NW\ST SE4THST
Date Range of Assessment ] ot B 12
o LAx ‘ 0
Background Data NORTH- ' [}8
Weighting S =
Description Factor 2 = &
Legend wy 2
Road Classification Intersection Type iy P (s | S
[ mwer : u 3 SW 5TH ST
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 3380 33.80 0.10 3.38 [ e i o j’ s . E A IS ]
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (f) 1090 10.90 0.20 218 B e SO U ESWeTH: et Ll & A e e e R AN
Streetscape Type 6_;/\ il i =4 L 5 o =l
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 0 0.00 0.30 0.00 oA =R i ) 5 s s a5 s S 5 --g ~'SWBTHIST —
Type 8 £ DA o = = T 0= =i e o 0 S
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 10 Typec > (¢~’ 5. 2 mo SW 6TH ST ng R AT
L% "5 KINGS MANOR DR — Y s AmEa 5
Visibility / Traffic Patterns e e z S ‘ w4 sw ﬁH_.ST
L,.-..)‘ A LK i] JL,J ” I ,.'L \ o 1753 3 J |
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 525 525 0.10 0.53 4 s Py % ‘ \E—; = s
gl e H—" o & N e & e I Y
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 3 SW 7TH ST. LEY 7 e ) % £ {? :i‘ ‘ LJ - }" a i 1
A ‘ WG | Lo SR L
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 175 1.75 0.10 0.18 ‘——\]ﬁﬁp ‘E-‘Ef E ‘ \ B SWBTH-gTw/I] <;(
(7] = B | i T
< ; EE S LA Lo
i o 8 g i o ] ‘ ‘ CRE I il
Identity L %W BTH ST I = H L | . B 1'[18
Q. : : S - ; - L (f b \ Nyr{[t o
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district No 0.00 5.00 0.00 ) JL‘J ]&[ e il SWOTH T~ ~Lrin
Q55¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 ‘ By - ‘;L%J e l. ,{,' g/ )
. & sl 2|
Aesthetic Cos Rex e e T
z8 12 e e D b i R Bl N TS
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 ) ;:} S o o T s L 10THST 1 = =
=B CuW = . T u =2 L -
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00 0 m}_—,_w C“: [—j CIn §W‘ﬂ10TH SLf : ‘:'71 : & ;TL— (7 ) HC‘IE
Background Score  16.26 e g g RS g wh)| N
il 3 e B wil B m) s
Jbﬂi T ST o B : (} SW11THST
LMI Benefit r Pl I O ISWATHIST, Sl o [y
Weighting UTTLE F[WERIC;R Pt rornoo L — ! T
Description Factor i - — all o1 C i 4 =
SlE D) o i Al R = Rl R = A Sl‘(I:” :
Q55f; Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.2 1.00 5.00 5.00 Az . - a, dg - \ ‘ =N =hl -
= e EES 22 ) ”
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00 ition Analvsi
LMI Score 5.00 Condition Analysis Fraction of ~ Weighting Fraction of  Weighting
' Description Quantity Total Factor Description Quantity Total Factor
Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 2 0.20 5.00 1.00 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 2426 0.54 5.00 2.71
ighti
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 1 0.10 3.00 0.30 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 1158 0.26 3.00 0.78
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic No 0.00 10.00 0.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 622 0.14 2.00 0.28
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment No 0.00 5.00 0.00 Condition Score 5.07
Recovery/Revitalization Score 0.00

Report Date:

3/10/2015 4:43:24 PM
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Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts Yes 1.00 5.00 5.00

Sustainability Score 5.00

Opportunity Score

Weighting
Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 31.33




Assessment Area  Warren Theater

Clty of Moore Assessment Sub-Area  WT3
Infrastructure Recovery and Implementation Plan Infrastructure Category ~ Gateway/Strestscape
Infrastructure Assessment Form Exhibit B.7

Assessment Data Key Map
Description
Assessment By N.Clair / J. Cotton [T = I A0 ”j | { SW 11TH 8T _ ' ,___1' AR
- - Ll R o
Date Range of Assessment i = b 3] |f] | [
L L P | S | e S : = O ' |
m ] i O i O S | - z B [y
Background Data ~NORTH i Il o B el = = [ ) SW12THJ_ST
Weighting =] - || ;g - . r
Description Factor | Leaend Ll ) iy Sy | - . 3 =) ) EE T Gy i
o e 2= iy B S | O _ | -t | |NC] EIEA Ay
Road Classification Intersection Type I _ : j 1= :
[3 Tyoe A 12TH ST i B ] ’L‘
Length of Local Roadways in Sub-Area (ft) 0 0.00 0.10 0.00 g [ e . T 1 8 1 - ;3
:.1 ) pr—_ — T — ¥ = [ -
Length of Collector Roadways within Sub-Area (f) 0 0.00 0.20 0.00 Y| o s [y I S T P AE
Streetscape Type o ) ) o | ; \ L T4 SW13TH ST
Length of Arterial Roadways within Sub-Area (ft) 0 0.00 0.30 0.00 ) Trea A ] e ~— — 7] )
- [ - jm s | R P | P2 DL A ee—
Q55a1: Number of Intersections (ea) 0 Type © 13TH ST _M_EJrL%J Bl .| | .]_
= _l (]
Visibility / Traffic Patterns el [ S S | Sy S S o S S L] o o T f
: A E = L | J it [
Total Arterial Road Frontage (ft) 493 4.93 0.10 0.49 = : M i = WT3 1 __j% | S o
. - . g Hz (o ] fr e * 0% SW 14TH ST
Q55a2: Points of Entrance from Arterial Street into Assessment Sub-Area (ea) 0 n_‘ i — | ]
- ! SN Ve P o | o o s R T
Length of Arterial Road Frontage per Sub-Area Entrance 0 0.00 0.10 0.00 o\’ SW4TH ST [r :.-'E) . [ . L | ; I
& = o
i = P S | | — p— o
Identity g\ o | 5] 5 il_'i'_!_: = B2 ] J | | 0 oo
Q55b: Sub-Area is associated with distinct portion of community or district No 0.00 5.00 0.00 AL ol gl O — o | |:I L1 [C
Q55c¢: Sub-Area perimeter adjacent to neighboring municipality No 0.00 0.00 0.00 , = e B - _Llj SW15THST
g I ) =
Aesthetic S .y ] — K [E ‘|_I |_‘J i
a E 1 |
Q55d: Sub-Area/Arterial Road Interface lacks a consistent design or appearance No 0.00 5.00 0.00 = - [ = 2 i
Q55e: Roads interior to Sub-Area lack a consistent design or appearance No 0.00 5.00 0.00 - -J__: — '_'—-__
— ﬂ R I
Background Score  0.49 | | SW 16TH ST
LMI Benefit
Weighting
Description Factor
Q55f: Census Block Group 40027.2016.04.2 1.00 5.00 5.00
Q56: Improvements to Infrastructure would benefit LMI Census Block Group No 0.00 5.00 0.00 ition Analvsi
Condition Analysis Fraction of  Weighting Fraction of  Weighting

LMI Score 5.00

Description Quantity Total Factor Description Quantity Total Factor

Long Term Recovery / Economic Revitalization - G1 - Intersection: Option A 0 0.00 5.00 0.00 G8 - Streetscape: Option A (ft) 0 0.00 5.00 0.00
Description Factor G2 - Intersection: Option B 0 0.00 3.00 0.00 G9 - Streetscape: Option B (ft) 0 0.00 3.00 0.00
Q57: Opportunity to improve community asethetic No 0.00 10.00 0.00 G3 - Intersection: Option C 0 0.00 2.00 0.00 G10 - Streetscape: Option C (ft) 0 0.00 2.00 0.00
Q58: Current condition may be deterring reinvestment No 0.00 5.00 0.00 Condition Score T

Recovery/Revitalization Score 0.00

Report Date:  3/10/2015 4:43:25 PM Page 79 of 80



Sustainability Weidh Infrastructure Photographs
eighting
Description Factor

Q59: Opportunity for introduction of sustainable design concepts No 0.00 5.00 0.00

Sustainability Score 0.00

Opportunity Score
PP y Weighting

Project Description Factor

No Projects Available 0.00 0.00 0.00

HARLEY-BAVISON

A4

Infrastructure Rating Index (IRI) 5.49




