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EXisting Street System

45.03, Streets by Type
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Average Pavement Condition Index

PCliT Pavement Condition Index

i Is a numerical index from 0 to 100

100 - Best rating - Represents a new pavement
O T Worst rating i Total Failure of pavement

-l ndi cati on of a pavemento
operational condition.

- Based on the types, severity, and quantity of
pavement distress identified during a condition
survey.




Average Pavement Condition Index

A City Utilizes PAVER software developed by the
Army Corps of Engineers and the American Public
Works Association to calculate PCI

A Each year 1/3 of the City streets are inspected

A Uses random sampling method to select sections
of streets to measure and record distresses in the
street. (Ex. of distresses
ruts, cracks, missing brick, poor rideability etc..)




Average Pavement Condition Index

Standard PCI
rating scale
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Preventative Maintenance is Key

Standard PCI
rating scale

$1 for
Rehabilitation
Here
Significant Drop
in Condition Will Cost
$4 to $5
Here
Small % of
Pavement Life
1 1 | 1 | 1 1 1 1 1 1

Time

- KEY TO IMPROVING THE OVERALL STREET .
SYSTEM e




FUNDINGOOVERVIEW

Sources of funding for streets, sidewalks, bridges, and storm sewe

A General Fund; No capital project fundingz Operational expenses only
A Motor Fuel Tax Fund $800k / year $300k for materials, $225k sealcoat
A City Gas Tax Fundb620k/year $248k for operational items

A Federal Funding IDOT allows City to program $225k annual

A TOTAL ANNUAL FUNDS AVAILABLE
FOR ALL STREET PROJE®8%2,000
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BRICK STREE]T
POLICY

IN ORDER TO PROTECT THE HISTORIC CHARACTER OF THE CITY OF GALESE
THE CITY COUNCIL IN COOPERATION WITH THE CITY LANDMARK COMMISSIC
DEVELOPED A BRICK STREET POLICY TO PROTECT THE BRICK STREETS

2003 REDEVELOPED PROTECTED BRICK STREET POLICY
-REDUCED PROTECTED BRICK STREETS FROM 14.8 MILES TO 3.4 M

-ALLOWED FOR MORE BRICK STREETS TO BE REPAIRED

THERE ARE THREE CATEGORIES OF BRICK STREETS
-CATEGORY 1 STREFPROTECTED AS BRICK INDEFINITELY
-CATEGORY 2 STREEINLY KEPT BRICK UNTIL NEEDS RECONSTRUC

-CATEGORY 3 STRERINPROTECTED




BRICK STREET INFORMATION

RESULTS

SINCE 2003PAVED 2.3 MILES OF UNPROTECTED BRICK STREETS (20.4%). 9.0
MILES REMAINING

SINCE 2003RECONSTRUCTED 0.9 MILES OF PROTECTED BRICK STREETS

(25.7%). HALF OF THIS AMOUNT WAS MADE POSSIBLE BY A FEDERAL GRAN
2.6 MILES REMAINING

COST FOR REPAIR OPTIONS (Prairie St. example,1,055 Ft.)

NEW CURB AND GUTTER, DRIVEWAY APPROACHES, AND OUTSIDE EDGES O
ROADWAY, AND PAVEATH ASPHALT$570,000- $173.y.

NEW CURB AND GUTTER, DRIVEWAY APPROACHES,LANBW CONCRETE
PAVEMENT$705,000 (+23.6% HIGHER THAN ASPHAPLE.y.

NEW CURB AND GUTTER, DRIVEWAY APPROACHES, AND
ALLNEW CONCRETE BABETHRELAID BRICK SURFAGE55,000
(+ 67.5% HIGHER THAN ASPHALT, 35.5 % HIGHER THAN CGNQIHE ERT




BRICK STREET INFORMATION
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TYPICAL BRICK STREET
RECONSTRUCTION

Lombard Street (Knox to Brooks)
BEFORE

Lombard Street (Knox to Brooks)
AFTER




