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TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ROUND 16 APPLICATION 

INSTRUCTIONS and CHECK LIST 
 
The Transportation Enhancement Review Committee has endeavored to provide 
you with a simple, yet efficient application.  Please adhere to the instructions 
below, and provide your application pages in the order requested, in order for the 
Transportation Enhancement Review Committee (TERC) to properly and fairly 
evaluate your application. 
 
Application Limits per Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) and 
Councils of Governments (COGs): 
Each MPO/COG may submit to ADOT no more than $8,000,000 total in local application 
federal aid requests and no more than $5,000,000 total in state application federal aid 
requests.  
 

 
A. Applications are limited to 20 single sided pages:  

Please submit your application in the order provided below. 
 

 REQUIRED PAGES 

 Cover Page (Create your own, showing off your project)  Be sure to state that it is a 
local project or a state project.

 Application form – Fill in every box and answer every question.

 Cost estimate pages (counts as one page) – Double check your figures. 

 Local Government Resolution for local projects only.  
(not counted as a page) 

  If State Project, must have the signature and support of the ADOT District Engineer.  

  Vicinity and Project Area Maps– 8 ½ x 11 – detail where project is located in relation to 
each map. 

 Letters of Support (require at least one, no more than 5).

 OPTIONAL PAGES as an Appendix 
 Site Plan, and/or profile. 

 
Before and After Photos: RECOMMENDED. 

• No more than 6 color photos with captions 
• No more than three pages - minimum  3”x5”, maximum  4”x6” 

 Artistic Renderings (Optional). 

 Newspaper Articles (Optional). 

 Other information (Optional).. 
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TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT APPLICATION 

 
APPLICANT INFORMATION 

 
1. APPLICANT AND SPONSOR  

(Must be ADOT if on ADOT right of way) 
ADOT – ITD Safford 
 

MPO / COG 
SEAGO 

2. DATE 
July 21, 2008 
 

3. PROJECT NAME & LIMITS- Must provide physical/actual project limits by common 
name. i.e. along the east and west side of Tangerine Road between First Avenue 
and La Canada in Oro Valley Arizona (?) (IF ON STATE SYSTEM, PLEASE BEGIN NAME WITH 
ROUTE NUMBER and provide common names.) 

 
      Shared-use Pathway, SR 92 MP 324.23 to MP 325.23 

 
4. MAILING ADDRESS 
     2082 E. Highway 70 
CITY 
 
Safford 

ZIP CODE 
 
 85546 

5. COUNTY 
 
      Graham 

6. CONGRESSIONAL 
DISTRICT 

                             Eight 
7. CONTACT PERSON 

 
William D. Harmon, PE 

PHONE NO: 
 

(928)428-5470 

FAX NO: (928)428-7523 

TITLE: Safford District Engineer 
 

EMAIL: bharmon@azdot.gov 

8. ALTERNATE PERSON 
 
D. Dale Kelch, PE 

PHONE NO: 
 

(520)458-5775 

TITLE: 
 
Senior Civil Engineer 

FAX NO: (520)417-4859 

EMAIL: dkelch@ci.sierra-vista.az.us 

9. List eligible activity (s) by number 
and title: 

 

#1.  Provision of Facilities for Pedestrians 
and Bicycles (Primary) 
#5  Landscaping and Other Scenic 
Beautification (Secondary) 

10. List requested amount: 
 

 
$1,000,000.00 

11. List total cost of project:  
(Fed $ + match) 

 

 
$1,212,878.00 
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 CHECK ALL BOXES THAT APPLY 
 

12. Circle or highlight primary category in which you wish to be evaluated. 
 

 

1.  PROVISION OF FACILITIES FOR PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLES. 
This does not include typical construction elements of a roadway such as; travel lanes, 
traffic signals, crosswalks, etc.  

2.  PROVISION OF SAFETY AND EDUCATIONAL ACTIVITIES FOR 
PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLISTS 
Activities must have a broad and preferably regional target audience 

3.  ACQUISITION OF SCENIC EASEMENTS OR HISTORIC SITES –  
NOT ELIGIBLE IN ARIZONA 

4.  SCENIC OR HISTORIC HIGHWAY PROGRAMS (INCLUDING THE PROVISION 
OF TOURIST AND WELCOME CENTER FACILITIES) 
ADOT does have in place a Parkways, Historic, and Scenic Roads Program.  This 
program does have a separate grant program for projects on those routes that 
have been designated by the State/ADOT.  Must be on or within 2 miles of a State 
designated Scenic or Historic road. 

5.  LANDSCAPING AND OTHER SCENIC BEAUTIFICATION 
This is for primarily plant landscaping activities.  You can include site furniture 
such as benches, trash receptacles, etc.  Stand-alone public art is not considered 
scenic beautification.  You can include some art as part of a project but it is not 
eligible as a separate category under Transportation Enhancements.  Public art 
has been included in the new Transit Enhancements funding program under the 
new TEA-21 legislation.  Maintenance of landscaping does not qualify under this 
program. 

6.  HISTORIC PRESERVATION 
Any work under this category must have a strong transportation link either past, 
present or future. 

7.  REHABILITATION OF HISTORIC TRANSPORTATION BUILDINGS, 
STRUCTURES, OR FACILITIES (INCLUDING HISTORIC RAILROAD 
FACILITIES AND BRIDGES)  

8.  PRESERVATION OF ABANDONED RAILWAY CORRIDORS (INCLUDING THE 
CONVERSION AND USE THEREOF FOR PEDESTRIAN OR BICYCLE TRAILS) 

9.  CONTROL AND REMOVAL OF OUTDOOR ADVERTISING 
10.  ARCHEOLOGICAL PLANNING AND RESEARCH 
11.  ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION TO ADDRESS WATER POLLUTION DUE TO 

HIGHWAY RUNOFF OR REDUCE VEHICLE-CAUSED WILDLIFE MORTALITY 
WHILE MAINTAINING HABITAT CONNECTIVITY 

12.  ESTABLISHMENT OF TRANSPORTATION MUSEUMS 
Please be aware that there are specific requirements for this category.  Please 
contact your MPO, COG representative or ADOT TE Section staff for additional 
information.  
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13. PROJECT GENERAL DESCRIPTION: INCLUDE PROJECT CONCEPT, LENGTH, 
MILEPOSTS, and NUMBER OF ACRES.  LIST ALL KEY ELEMENTS OF THE PROJECT 
SCOPE.  (i.e. Construct .5 miles of 10 foot wide asphalt shared-use pathway along the north 
and south side of Tangerine Road, between First and La Canada in Oro Valley Arizona.  
Landscaping is proposed on the north side, and street furniture at three resting nodes along 
the south side within the project area.) 

 

 
14. Describe the project.  Please answer all questions. 
 
A.  Where is the project located? Provide actual physical location. (Must attach map in 

appendix) 
 As shown in Appendix A, the proposed path is located along the west side of State 

Route 92 between Buffalo Solider and Kachina Trail in Sierra Vista. 
B.  Is the project on a planned, existing, or under construction transportation 

corridor? 
 Yes 
 No 

If on a planned corridor under construction, what is the approximate or 
scheduled completion date for the corridor? 

Date: 
N/A 

C.  What major construction, design, and right-of-way work does the project entail?  
Describe any need for major land modification, retaining walls, etc. and include in cost 
estimate. 

 No major design or construction problems are anticipated with this project.  The 
crossing of Garden Canyon Wash will be via the newly widened bridge, which 
completed construction in the fall of 2006.

D.  Can the project be constructed entirely within the project right-of-way   Yes  No 
Who owns the proposed project ROW? ADOT
Are there any private landowners involved? If so please list.    Yes  No 
What percent of the project area is on ADOT ROW? 100% 

E.  Are there drainage issues to consider?   
Describe any potential impacts to Waters of the U.S. 

 Yes  No 

 The Garden Canyon Wash crosses State Route 92 within the project limits.  The 
proposed pathway will cross the wash via an existing bridge.  Local drainage along 
State Route 92 must be accommodated, but is minor in nature.  There are no 
impacts to any Water of the U.S.  

F.  Are utility relocations necessary? 
 

 Yes  No 

The proposed project is a shared-use pathway along the west side of State Route 92 
between Buffalo Solider Trail and Kachina Trail, in the City of Sierra Vista.  The shared-
use pathway will be 10 feet wide, 5300 feet long, and constructed of asphalt.  Landscape 
enhancements will also be included as part of this project.  Construction of this 
pathway will provide a safe, grade separated, corridor for pedestrians, cyclists, and the 
disabled traveling along State Route 92.  This section of pathway will connect the State 
Route 92 system to a rapidly growing community, serving 700+homes and visitors to a 
large RV Park.  Once the project is completed, people from the residential community 
and visitors to the RV Park will have a safe alternative access route to The Mall at Sierra 
Vista and to the riparian areas along the Garden Canyon Wash. 
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G.  What is the proposed time frame for completion of the project? 
 The proposed completion time is 3 years or less. 

H.  Will the project be ADA accessible?  Yes  No 
 

15. How will the project be maintained?  All projects will require a signed Joint Project 
Agreement (JPA) prior to project construction with the government sponsoring entity.  If the 
project is a state project the government entity for which the project falls will be responsible 
for long term maintenance.  If agreement is not signed the project will be terminated.  The 
following information is required for completing the JPA. Please answer all questions listed 
by describing how the project will be maintained and repaired after completion.   

 
A.  Organization(s) responsible for on-going maintenance and repairs of the TE project. 
         The City of Sierra Vista will provide ongoing maintenance and repairs 
B.  Proposed on-going maintenance and repair program 

The City has an ongoing maintenance program for landscaping in public areas 
and rights-of-way.  The project site will be incorporated into the existing program.

C.  Source of funds for on-going maintenance and repairs 
Funding for ongoing maintenance and repairs will be included in the budgets of 
the City’s Parks and Leisure Department for landscaping and the Public Works 
Department for the pathways.

 
 
16. If you are a local government, do you anticipate requesting self bid and 

administration based on the FHWA guidelines? (See TE Handbook, revised 2007, for 
clarification). 
 

YES NO 
 
17. Is the proposed project listed on or does it meet criteria for any local, state, or 

federal, historic or scenic designations?   
 

YES NO 
 
If so, please identify the specific designation(s) and limits and briefly describe why the 
proposed project qualifies.  If this is a rail corridor project is the corridor “rail banked” or is the 
abandonment authorized by or proceeding before the Interstate Rail Commission? 
 

N/A 
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18. Describe how the community was or will be involved in this project.  Please include 

the following: Community involvement in the planning, scoping process, design process, or 
implementation.  Is the project listed in any planning documents that had extensive public 
participation? 

 
The public has had numerous occasions to offer input into the planning of the 
City’s shared-use pathway system.  Individuals and groups had several 
opportunities to comment on the system during the development of the City’s 
General Plan, Vista 2020.  Additionally, the City Council recently placed this 
segment of the shared-use pathway system on the City’s Strategic Plan “Our 
Future Vistas.”  As recently as April 2008, the City adopted the Parks and 
Recreation Facility Implementation Plan as an appendix to Vista 2020.  This 
Facility Implementation Plan is the master plan for the City’s shared-use pathway 
system. 
 
The City’s Parks and Leisure Department sponsored an Ad Hoc Committee that 
solicited the opinions of the public regarding the shared-use path system.  The 
committee compiled the responses and made recommendations.  These 
recommendations ranged from design criteria for intersections, signage and 
striping, drainage considerations, ADA compliant accessibility, and prioritization 
of segment construction. 

 
19. Describe why the project is an enhancement and how it relates to the transportation 

infrastructure of the community, region and/or state.   Describe how this project will benefit 
the community and improve existing conditions.  Why should this project be funded?  
(Answer all three parts in detail). 
 

• Describe why the project is an enhancement and how it relates to the transportation 
infrastructure of the community, region and / or state.    

 
The City of Sierra Vista has a long-term plan, Vista 2020, for the development of a 
citywide transportation system. Shared-use paths serve as an alternate mode of 
transportation and are an integral part of that system. This segment of shared-
use path is also on the City’s adopted Strategic Plan “Our Future Vistas.”  The 
addition of this section of pathway would extend the existing pathway awarded in 
application cycle no. 10 that currently terminates at Buffalo Soldier Trail.  
Construction of the path to Kachina Trail will provide access to residential areas 
in southern Sierra Vista to the City’s trail system to the north.  This project will 
provide residents and visitors of both the City of Sierra Vista and Cochise County 
with a safe, convenient alternative to automobiles and buses for traveling 
throughout the City. 

 
• Describe how this project will benefit the community and improve existing conditions.   

 
The Parks and Leisure survey mentioned above shows that the paths are used for 
running; cycling; walking; skating; commuting to work and school; and serve 
alternate modes of transportation for shopping and leisure activities.  City staff 
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has observed frequent use of the paths by a wide cross section of users.  The 
paths appear to be quite popular with children on bicycles, elderly walkers, 
joggers and serious cyclists. 

 
The shared-use paths are well removed from the traveled lanes of the adjacent 
roads.  Further physical separation is provided by the landscape buffer zone.  The 
shared-use path provides a safe mode of transportation for users that need this 
physical separation from busy traffic.  Youngsters, the disabled, and the elderly 
have a greater freedom of movement on shared-use paths than on sidewalks.  
Users traveling in opposing directions can pass each other without entering the 
roadway and a sudden swerve or misstep is less likely to end in a fall off a curb. 

 
• Why should this project be funded?   

 
The City of Sierra Vista’s General Plan, VISTA 2020, includes goals to pursue 
completion of a citywide network of bike lanes and shared-use paths.  As shown 
on the attached map, the planned network is located along highways and arterial 
streets.  As seen by the letters in Appendix B, there is a lot of support for these 
types of projects from a variety of stakeholders.   
 
The physical separation between the streets and the shared-use paths provides a 
safe place for pedestrians, cyclists, the disabled, and skaters.  Younger people 
and the disabled in particular are much safer on the shared-use paths than on a 
typical sidewalk.  Landscaping of the buffer enhances the desirability of the 
facility. 
 
The paths logically connect the most heavily visited areas within the City such as 
Veterans Park, The Cove, The City Complex, The Mall at Sierra Vista, Fort 
Huachuca, Cochise College, public schools, and various commercial centers.  
Providing high quality, safe facilities will encourage use of alternative modes of 
transportation to visit these facilities.   
 
Once this project is funded, this pathway will connect up to the County's 
proposed path and trail system and provide a coordinated and continuous 
pedestrian and bicycle enhancement that provides users with a seamless 
transition between the City and the County.  In the next round of applications, we 
will again submit a joint application for the next leg of this pathway system. 
 
This project, in particular, being jointly sponsored by both the City of Sierra Vista 
and Cochise County, demonstrates the commitment to alternate modes of 
transportation by these two jurisdictions and is worthy of funding. 
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20. Approval of Authorized Official (Sponsor) 

 
This project has the concurrence of the sponsoring agency, is consistent with the agency’s 
plans and meets all of the basic criteria listed above, which are required by the state of 
Arizona’s Transportation Enhancement Program. 
 
Sponsor Representative  
(Type in name and title) 
 

 
William D. Harmon, P.E. 
ADOT Safford District Engineer 

  
 
Signature of Rep 

 
 
 

Date Signed July 21, 2008 
 

 
State projects must be signed by the appropriate District Engineer. 
 
21. Endorsement of Metropolitan Planning Organization/Council of Governments 
This project has been reviewed and endorsed by: 
 

MPO or COG 
SouthEastern Arizona Governments Organization 
(SEAGO) 

Name and Title  
 
Sharon Mitchell, Transportation Planner 

Signature 

Date Signed 
 
July 30, 2008 
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ARIZONA TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT PROGRAM 
ROUND 16 (2008) COST ESTIMATE  

STATE ROUTE 92 
CITY OF SIERRA VISTA and COCHISE COUNTY 

INSTRUCTIONS:  List all items necessary to develop and construct your project.  All applications MUST include 
scoping and environmental costs regardless if the application is for a state or local project. The applicant is responsible 
for verifying all costs and their accuracy.  Construction cost overruns will be the responsibility of the sponsoring 
agency. 

LOCAL PROJECTS:  Please note that the Stage I Costs shown below are to be funded by the sponsoring agency and 
are not eligible for Federal Reimbursement.  

STATE PROJECTS:  To be eligible for State designation, the project must be on, adjacent to, or associated with the 
State Highway System, must be located on a minimum of 75% of ADOT right-of-way, and must have the signature and 
support of the appropriate ADOT District Engineer. 

Enter values into GREEN CELLS. The program will automatically calculate the Totals and Federal Share 
at 94.3% 

ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT QUAN. 
UNIT 

PRICE TOTAL 

FEDERAL TE 
FUNDS @ 

94.3% 

SPONSOR 
MATCHING 

FUNDS @ 5.7% 

STAGE 1 – SCOPING (15% Preliminary Design) 
All applications MUST include these costs regardless if the application is for a State or Local project. 

Unit prices MUST be a reasonable representation of the work to be performed. 

SCOPING COSTS - All applications MUST include these costs. Costs cannot be applied toward the federal 
participation or local match. 
SITE TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY (2%-
5% of constr. cost) (Enter $0 in Unit 
Price column if none required) 

LS 1  $25,421.82  $25,421.82  

NO ENTRY 

SCOPING DOCUMENT - Scoping 
Letter, Project Assessment or DCR. 
(About 5% of construction cost) The 
cost MUST be a reasonable 
representation of the work to be 
performed. 

LS 1  $42,369.71  $42,369.71  

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION 
including technical supporting 
documents. Anticipate $20,000 to 
$40,000. The cost MUST be a 
reasonable representation of the work 
to be performed. 

LS 1  $30,000.00  $30,000.00  

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
ASSESSMENT Including heavy metals 
& asbestos (If an assessment is 
necessary, about $1,500. Enter $0 in 
Unit Price column if none required)  

LS 1  $0.00  $0.00  

SUBTOTAL – PROJECT SCOPING COSTS  $97,792  
  



City of Sierra Vista SR 92 ROUND 16 

SV – SR 92 TEA  12 

STAGES II, III, IV - DESIGN 
(30%, 60%, 95%-100% Design) 

All applications MUST include these costs regardless if the application is for a State or Local project. 

DESIGN COSTS 
Note: The use of federal funds for design is optional and subject to authorization. Design should not go beyond Stage 
II (30%) without environmental approval. 

PS&E’s - Plans, Special Provisions, 
Cost Estimates & Schedules. 
Anticipate 18%-20% of constr. costs. 
The cost MUST be a reasonable 
representation of the work to be 
performed. Federal funds, if used, shall 
be refunded if project is not 
constructed. 

LS 1  $169,478.82 $169,478.82  $159,818.53 $9,660.29 

GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION (If 
a report is necessary, About 5% of 
construction cost) Includes testing, 
Geotech Report, Materials & Pavement 
Design Report) Enter $0 in Unit Price 
column if none required.  

LS 1  $42,369.71  $42,369.71  $39,954.63 $2,415.07 

DRAINAGE REPORT (If a report is 
necessary, about 5% of construction 
cost) Enter $0 in Unit Price column if 
none required)  

LS 1  $42,369.71  $42,369.71  $39,954.63 $2,415.07 

STORM WATER POLLUTION 
PREVENTION PLAN 
(Required if there is over 1 acre of total 
disturbance, about 1% of construction 
cost) Enter $0 in Unit Price column if 
none required. 

LS 1  $8,473.94  $8,473.94  $7,990.93 $483.01 

SUBTOTAL – PROJECT DESIGN COSTS
Federal Funds for design are calculated at 94.3% of the total design cost. If requesting 
less than 94.3% Federal Funds for design, enter new total or 0 in the Federal column.

 $262,692  $247,719 $14,973 

  

STAGE V – CONSTRUCTION 
SITE ACQUISITION & HARDSCAPE CONSTRUCTION 
RIGHT-OF-WAY ACQUISITION (if 
necessary) LS 1  $0.00  $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 

INSTALLATION OF STORMWATER 
POLLUTION PREVENTION 
MEASURES (If over 1 acre of 
disturbance, about 5% of constr. costs) 
Enter $0 in Unit Price column if area 
of disturbance is less than one acre. 

LS 1  $30,000.00  $30,000.00  $28,290.00 $1,710.00 

SITE PREPARATION 
(Clearing and grubbing, plant salvage) LS 1  $10,000.00  $10,000.00  $9,430.00 $570.00 

DEMOLITION   

   Sawcut LF 0  $0.00  $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 

   Remove Structures and Obstructions LS 1  $0.00  $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 

   Remove Fencing LF 0  $0.00  $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 

   Remove Structural Concrete 

CY 

0  $0.00  $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
   Remove Asphaltic Concrete 
Pavement 0  $0.00  $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 

   Remove Concrete Sidewalks, Slabs 0  $0.00  $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 



City of Sierra Vista SR 92 ROUND 16 

SV – SR 92 TEA  13 

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
ABATEMENT (If applicable; include 
heavy metals & asbestos; about 5% of 
construction cost) Enter $0 in Unit 
Price column if none required. 

LS 1  $0.00  $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 

UTILITY RELOCATION (If necessary) 
Only the cost of utilities needing 
relocation as a direct result of the 
enhancement project are eligible for 
federal reimbursement. Because of the 
costs involved, the undergrounding of 
overhead utilities is not eligible  

LS 1  $0.00  $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 

RETAINING WALL 
(Concrete; SF of face above the 
footing) 

SF 0  $60.00  $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 

EARTHWORK   
   General Excavation 

CY 

5,000  $24.00  $120,000.00  $113,160.00 $6,840.00 
   Drainage Excavation 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
   Structural Excavation 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
   Structural Backfill 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
   Borrow (In Place) 2,000  $34.00  $68,000.00  $64,124.00 $3,876.00 
CURB & GUTTER LF 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
AGGREGATE BASE CY 1,650  $55.00  $90,750.00  $85,577.25 $5,172.75 
PATHWAY OR SIDEWALK 
MATERIALS   

   Concrete 

SF 

0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
   Colored Concrete 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
   Stamped Color Concrete 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
   Precast Concrete Pavers 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
   Asphaltic Concrete Ton 630  $150.00  $94,500.00  $89,113.50 $5,386.50 
   Polymer or Resin Stabilized Surface SF 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
CROSSWALK ENHANCEMENT   
   Concrete Pavers 

SF 

0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
   Stamped Asphalt 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
   Stamped Concrete 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
   Concrete 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
   Integral Color Concrete 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
PEDESTRIAN ADA RAMP SF 720  $26.00  $18,720.00  $17,652.96 $1,067.04 
CULVERT EXTENSIONS LF 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 

PEDESTRIAN LIGHTING 
(Includes conduit and trenching) Street 
lighting is not eligible for federal 
reimbursement. 

Each 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 

HANDRAIL   
   Standard 

LF 
0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 

   Decorative 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 

SUBTOTAL - SITE ACQUISITION & HARDSCAPE 
CONSTRUCTION  $431,970  $407,348 $24,622 

 
LANDSCAPING & IRRIGATION ITEMS 

TREES 
(Above 15 gallon in size as required 
per local code or special design 
requirements) 

Each 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
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TREES (15 GALLON SIZE) Each 100  $180.00  $18,000.00  $16,974.00 $1,026.00 
TREES (5 GALLON SIZE) Each 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
SHRUBS (5 GALLON SIZE) Each 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
SHRUBS (1 GALLON SIZE) Each 150  $38.00  $5,700.00  $5,375.10 $324.90 
CACTUS (5 GALLON SIZE) Each 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
MULCH   
   Decomposed Granite 

CY 
500  $100.00  $50,000.00  $47,150.00 $2,850.00 

   Organic 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
TOPSOIL CY 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
SEEDING Acre 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
TURF SOD SY 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
BOULDERS Each 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
IRRIGATION SYSTEM   
    Drip 

SF 
70,000  $1.30  $91,000.00  $85,813.00 $5,187.00 

    Turf 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
SLEEVING FOR IRRIGATION 
SYSTEM   

    Directional Bore 
LF 

0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
    Cut and Patch 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
LANDSCAPE HEADER CURB LF 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 

LANDSCAPE ESTABLISHMENT 
(Typically about 4.5% of the cost of 
landscaping) 

LS 1  $7,411.50  $7,411.50  $6,989.04 $422.46 

SUBTOTAL – LANDSCAPING & IRRIGATION ITEMS  $172,112  $162,301 $9,810 
  

SITE FURNISHINGS 
BENCHES Each 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
SEATWALLS LF 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
BIKE RACKS Each 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
TRASH RECEPTACLES Each 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
DRINKING FOUNTAINS Each 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
SIGNAGE (Standard Traffic Control) Each 4  $300.00  $1,200.00  $1,131.60 $68.40 
TREE GRATES Each 0    $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 

SUBTOTAL – SITE FURNISHINGS  $1,200  $1,132 $68 
  

OTHER CONSTRUCTION ITEMS  (List line items) 
        $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
        $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
        $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
        $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
        $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
        $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
        $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 
        $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 

SUBTOTAL - OTHER CONSTRUCTION LINE ITEMS  $ $0 $0 
  

MOBILIZATION AND ADMINISTRATION COSTS 
CONTRACTOR MOBILIZATION 
(Typically about 8% of construction LS 1  $48,422.52  $48,422.52  $45,662.44 $2,760.08 
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cost) 

TRAFFIC CONTROL (0-8% of 
construction cost) LS 1  $48,422.52  $48,422.52  $45,662.44 $2,760.08 

CONSTRUCTION SURVEY & 
LAYOUT (Typically about 1% of constr. 
cost) 

LS 1  $6,052.82  $6,052.82  $5,707.80 $345.01 

CONSTRUCTION CONTINGENCIES 
(Typically about 5% of constr. cost) LS 1  $30,264.08  $30,264.08  $28,539.02 $1,725.05 

CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION  
(Averaging 18% of construction cost) LS 1  $108,950.67 $108,950.67  $102,740.48 $6,210.19 

SUBTOTAL – MOBILIZATION & ADMINISTRATION COSTS  $242,113  $228,312.18 $13,800.42 

TOTAL STAGE V COSTS (CONSTRUCTION)
(Enter this amount in Box A below.)  $847,394  $799,092.64 $48,301.46 

  

ADOT REVIEW FEES (Cannot be 
applied to the federal participation or 
the local match. On local Certification 
Acceptance or Self-administration 
projects, change to $3,000) 

LS 1  $5,000.00  $5,000.00  NO ENTRY 

  

TOTAL PROJECT COST (All subtotals + ADOT review fee)
 

$1,212,87
8  

NO ENTRY 

  

SUMMARY OF FEDERAL AND LOCAL FUNDS 

TOTAL STAGE V COSTS (CONSTRUCTION) FROM THE ESTIMATE ABOVE, AND DESIGN 
COSTS IF REQUESTING FEDERAL FUNDS FOR DESIGN. 
Include design costs (Stages II thru IV) if federal funds are requested for design as shown under Design 
Costs in the federal column above. 

B
O

X 
A

 $1,110,086  

TOTAL FEDERAL FUNDS CAPPED @ 94.3% (.943 x amount shown in Box A above). 
Note: For local projects, the maximum federal funds that can be requested is $500,000 ($1,000,000 for 
state projects).  

B
O

X 
B

 $1,000,000  

TOTAL SPONSOR MATCHING FUNDS (.057 x cost shown in Box A above).                               
Note: The maximum amount that should be shown on this line is $30,223 for local projects ($60,445 for 
state projects).  

B
O

X 
C

 $60,445  

TOTAL SPONSOR ADDITIONAL FUNDS (OVERMATCH). Enter the amount in Box A in excess, 
if any, of $530,223 for local projects or $1,060,445 for state projects. B

O
X 

D

 $49,641  

TOTAL SPONSOR FUNDS (Sum of Box C and Box D). 

B
O

X 
E

 $110,086  

 


