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Summary of Performance Measures and Targets

Performance Measures

Percentage of Pavements of the Interstate System
in Good Condition

Percentage of Pavements of the Interstate
System in Poor Condition

Percentage of Pavements of the Non- Interstate
NHS in Good Condition

Percentage of Pavements of the Non- Interstate
NHS in Poor Condition

Percentage of NHS Bridges Classified as in Good
Condition

Percentage of NHS Bridges Classified as in Poor
Condition

Percent of the Person-Miles Traveled on the
Interstate That Are Reliable

Percent of the Person-Miles Traveled on the Non-
Interstate NHS That Are Reliable

Truck Travel Time Reliability (TTTR) Index

Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per
Capita: Bridgeport--Stamford, CT--NY

Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per
Capita: Hartford, CT

Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per
Capita: New Haven, CT

Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per
Capita: Norwich--New London, CT--RI

Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per
Capita: Springfield, MA--CT

Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per
Capita: Worcester, MA--CT

Percent of Non-Single Occupancy Vehicle Travel:
Bridgeport--Stamford, CT--NY

Percent of Non-Single Occupancy Vehicle Travel:
Hartford, CT

Percent of Non-Single Occupancy Vehicle Travel:
New Haven, CT

Percent of Non-Single Occupancy Vehicle Travel:
Norwich--New London, CT--RI

Percent of Non-Single Occupancy Vehicle Travel:
Springfield, MA--CT

Percent of Non-Single Occupancy Vehicle Travel:
Worcester, MA--CT

Total Emission Reductions (kg/day): PM2.5

Total Emission Reductions (kg/day): NOx
Total Emission Reductions (kg/day): VOC
Total Emission Reductions (kg/day): PM10

Total Emission Reductions (kg/day): CO

Baseline

68.6%

0.2%

37.9%

1.8%

14.1%

7.7%

86.2%

90.0%

1.56

12.6

5.7

7.5

3.6

6.2

6.8

30.4%

22.1%

25.1%

22.3%

21.5%

23.4%

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

2-Year

Condition/
Performance

74.2%

0.1%

42.8%

1.8%

13.0%

6.6%

81.5%

88.6%

1.67

13.9

5.9

8.0

4.3

5.8

7.0

32.9%

24.5%

26.7%

23.4%

23.2%

25.7%

14.982

174.274

178.895

0.000

2-Year
Target

72.0%
1.0%
37.0%
2.7%
14.2%
6.2%
78.6%
84.9%
1.95
20.0
9.8
7.9
4.0
6.5
7.0
27.8%
19.8%
23.5%
19.4%
22.2%
25.4%
6.290
81.978
87.346
0.000

0.000

4-Year
Target

70.0%
1.3%
35.0%
3.5%
14.5%
6.0%
78.6%
84.9%
2.02
21.9
9.8
7.9
4.0
6.0
5.0
27.8%
19.8%
23.5%
18.5%
22.2%
26.1%
6.290
81.978
87.346
0.000

0.000

4-Year
Adjustment

13.3%
8.0%

71.3%

9.5

5.5

22.7%

29.6%

Page 3 of 68



Page 4 of 68



Overview

Overview Section 1

Question No
Ol

(0)4

03

Description

Overview General Comments: Please use this space to
provide any general comments that may assist FHWA in its
review of your submission. You can use this space to
provide greater context for your targets and current
condition/performance, provide additional background
detail or clarification, note any assumptions, or discuss
complications. (Optional)

Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Coordination: If
a 4-year target(s) is adjusted in any of the measure areas,
please provide a description of how the State DOT is
coordinated with relevant MPOs in target selection. [23
CFR 490.105(e)(6), 23 CFR 490.105(f)(7), and 23 CFR
490.105(f)(8)] (Optional)

Investment Strategy Discussion: Please assess the
effectiveness of implementing the investment strategies for
the National Highway System (NHS) documented in your
State’s Asset Management Plan (AMP). Discuss the
factors that contributed to the effectiveness. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(C)]

Field Type

The performance of the
transportation system, particularly
travel time reliability and
congestion, continued to be
influenced by emerging travel
patterns particularly in commuting
and in the movement of goods on
the highway network. This is
even more pronounced at the
beginning of the performance
period (2022) and has an impact
on observed performance trends,
which are still moving toward a
new equilibrium.

The Connecticut Department of
Transportation (CTDOT) leads
coordination with relevant
Metropolitan Planning
Organizations (MPOSs) throughout
the target-setting process. Prior
to establishing and recommending
targets, CTDOT identifies MPOs
and surrounding states that are
relevant in the target-seting
activities, from involvement in a
statewide performance measure
to measures required for
individual urbanized areas, and
conducts coordination activities
through meetings, presentations,
and email communications. The
target setting process freatures
feedback from relevant MPOs
and, where applicable,
surrounding state DOTS, prior to
selecting the finalized targets for
the upcoming target setting year.
In addition, CTDOT presents to
each MPO its analysis of
performance as well as the
proposed statewide and
urbanized-area measures, along
with addressing questions at MPO
coordination meetings.

CTDOT employs its Asset
Management Plan (AMP) to guide
its investment strategies for not
only the major highway assets
required (bridges and pavements)
but also pavement markings, sign
supports, and other asset classes.
The effectiveness of this
methodology is underscored by
the agency's decision to add
existing assets when they reach a
certain level of readiness to be
managed in this way. This is also
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reflected in CTDOT's performance
in progress determinations and
consistency reviews conducted by
the Federal Highway
Administration.
04 Significant Progress Additional Reporting: If the Question Yes

No. column displays *O4, then FHWA has not received the

required 2022 significant progress additional reporting

information, and it must be included in the PMF. Otherwise,

the State does not need to respond to this question. [23

CFR 490.109(f)]

<Did you upload the additional reporting for target(s)

achievement to the PMF on the “attachment” tab?

Oda Please explain why additional reporting for target(s)
achievement was not uploaded to the PMF as required. [23
CFR 490.109(f)(2)]

Overview Section 2

Question No Description Field Type
05 Who should FHWA contact with questions? Edgardo D. Block
06 What is the phone number for this contact? 8605942495

Please provide 10-digit number (area code and phone
number) without formatting. (e.g., 1234567890)
o7 What is the email address for this contact? edgardo.block@ct.gov
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Pavement

Pavement Performance Overview

Question No
P1

Description

General Comments: Please use this space to provide any
general comments that may assist FHWA in its review of
this part of the submission. You can use this space to
provide greater context for your targets and current
condition, provide additional background detail or
clarification, note any assumptions, or discuss
complications. (Optional)

Field Type

CTDOT uses Deighton Total
Infrastructure Management
System Business Analytics
(dTIMS BA) to manage pavement
assets over their entire useful life.
dTIMS BA facilitates the
integration of pavement data
necessary to complete life cycle
cost analyses for the department’s
9,825 lane miles of roadways,
which includes 1,883 lane miles of
Interstate, 3,134 lane miles of
NHS Non-interstate, and 4,808
lane miles of Non-NHS roadways.

The CTDOT Pavement
Management Group (PMG) uses
enhancements that Deighton
made to the CTDOT dTIMS BA
software to project Federal
Performance Measures over time,
but the projections are only as
good as the models, and further
improvements are still needed.
During this past year, the PMG
did take some strides towards
improving existing deterioration
curves and immediate
improvements were evident in the
projections. The PMG plans to
continue this work so that more
ambitious targets can be set in the
future.

The CTDOT PMG has made great
strides towards having
increasingly data-driven pavement
construction programs, which
include the Maintenance
Resurfacing Program (MRP), the
Pavement Preservation Program
(PPP), and the Pavement
Rehabilitation and Reconstruction
Program (PRRP).

The purpose of MRP is to
resurface pavements that are in
poor to fair condition due to either
functional or structural distresses
by using Department of
Administrative Services contracts
that can be delivered quickly and
efficiently. The program is
needed to maintain the pavement
network in a state of good repair
by performing minor rehabilitation
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on pavements in backlog to
prepare them for future pavement
preservation cycles or to buy time
to deliver a major rehabilitation
project.

The purpose of the PPP is to
preserve pavements that are in
good to fair condition by using thin
overlays and sealing strategies
that save money over the
pavement's life cycle. The
program is delivered through
construction contracts and is
needed to maintain the pavement
network in a state of good repair
at the lowest cost and with the
lowest impact to the traveling
public.

The purpose of the PRRP is to
perform major rehabilitation, up to
and including reconstruction, on
pavements in poor structural
condition using construction
contracts. The program is needed
to maintain the network in a state
of good repair by removing
structurally deficient pavements
from backlog to prepare them for
future pavement preservation
cycles.

Statewide Performance Target for the Percentage of Pavements on the Interstate System in Good Condition

Question No
P2

P3

P4

P5

Description

Baseline: The baseline for the statewide Percentage of
Pavements on the Interstate System in Good Condition.
This value is from the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report and is the condition derived from the latest data
collected through the beginning date of the 2022-2025
Performance Period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual Condition: The 2-year statewide Percentage
of Pavements on the Interstate System in Good Condition.
This value is the actual 2-year condition derived from the
latest data collected through the midpoint of the
performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii))(A)]

2-year Target: The 2-year target for the statewide
Percentage of Pavements on the Interstate System in
Good Condition for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that
was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual condition and if
they were effective in achieving the intended condition for

Field Type
68.6

74.2

72.0

During the 2022 Baseline
Performance Year, considerable
investments in the Interstate
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P6

P7

P7a

the statewide Percentage of Pavements on the Interstate
System in Good Condition. This discussion shall at a
minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year condition to the 2-year target
and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(i))(B)]

4-year Target: The 4-year target for the statewide
Percentage of Pavements on the Interstate System in
Good Condition for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that
was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust
the 4-year target for the statewide Percentage of
Pavements on the Interstate System in Good Condition?
[23 CFR 490.105(e)(6)]

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-year
target for the statewide Percentage of Pavements on the
Interstate System in Good Condition. The adjusted target
should reflect the expected condition by the end of
calendar year 2025. This adjustment is only permitted in
the MPP Progress Report. [23 CFR 490.105(¢e)(6) and 23
CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

System in Connecticut were
made. These 2022 investments
included work completed through
the Pavement Preservation
Program, where 66 lane miles of
Interstate Highways were
resurfaced using mill and overlay
treatments and another 40 lane
miles were resurfaced using Ultra-
Thin Bonded Overlay treatments.
In addition, another 45 lane miles
were resurfaced using mill and
overlay treatments through the
Maintenance Resurfacing
Program. In total, 151 lane miles
of Interstate Highways were
resurfaced in 2022 under these
two paving programs. More
pavement resurfacing was
completed on the Interstates in
2023, but not all were captured
during the pavement condition
surveys, as construction was
completed after the surveys were
done in some cases, so those
improvements might not be
reflected in the data. The actual
2-year condition compared
favorably to the 2-year target, as
74.2% of pavements on the
Interstate System were in Good
Condition as compared to the 2-
year target of 72.0%. The target
was met because the pavement
resurfacing work that was
completed shifted a considerable
number of lane miles from Fair or
Poor to Good condition, and also
pavement preservation treatments
applied on Good pavement
sections prevented them from
falling to Fair condition.

70.0
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P7b

P8

The adjusted target must be reported to the nearest tenth
of a percent. For example, enter 86.5% as 86.5. [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.313(f)(2)]
Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the basis
for adjustment of the 4-year target for the statewide
Percentage of Pavements on the Interstate System in
Good Condition and describe how the adjusted target
supports expectations documented in longer range plans,
such as the State asset management plan and the long-
range statewide transportation plan. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(i)(E)]

Significant Progress Discussion: The State DOT shall:

1) Document if it expects that significant progress was or
was not made toward the 2-year target for statewide
Percentage of Pavements on the Interstate System in
Good Condition.

2) Summarize the accomplishments achieved during the
performance period thus far that demonstrate why the
State DOT expects to make significant progress or not.

3) Please provide a summary of the planned activities that
will be conducted during the remainder of the performance
period to make significant progress toward the
achievement of the 4-year target for the measure. A
discussion of any completed activities can also be included
if relevant.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(F)]

Significant progress was made
toward the 2-year target for
statewide Percentage of
Pavement on the Interstate
System in Good Condition. A
data-driven 3-year Pavement
Preservation Program was
established, and a new Pavement
Resurfacing Process Map was
developed. The process was
followed to deliver data-driven
pavement programs for both the
Pavement Preservation and
Maintenance Resurfacing
Programs. An expedited design
process was successfully followed
to deliver projects on-time, which
resulted in robust pavement
programs for the Interstate
System. Progress is evident in
the actual 2-year condition
(74.2%) compared to the 2-year
target (72.0%). Planned activities
that will be conducted during the
remainder of the performance
period to make significant
progress toward the achievement
of the 4-year target for the
measure include the delivery of a
new Pavement Rehabilitation and
Reconstruction Program (PRRP).
Activities have already been
completed towards this end, as
the first PRRP projects have
already been advertised. The
purpose of the PRRP is to
perform major rehabilitation, up to
and including reconstruction, on
pavements in poor structural
condition using construction
contracts. The program is needed
to maintain the network in a state
of good repair by removing
structurally deficient pavements
from backlog to prepare them for
future pavement preservation
cycles.
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P9

P9a

P9b

Extenuating Circumstance(s): Did any of the extenuating
circumstances identified in 23 CFR 490.109(e)(5) prevent
the State DOT from making significant progress toward
achieving its 2-year target for the statewide Percentage of
Pavements on the Interstate System in Good Condition for
the 2022-2025 Performance Period? [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(G)]

Please select the extenuating circumstance(s) that
prevented the State DOT from making significant progress
toward achieving its 2-year target. [23 CFR 490.109(e)(5)]

Please explain how the extenuating circumstance(s) listed
in 23 CFR 490.109(e)(5) prevented the State DOT from
making significant progress toward achieving its 2-year
target for the statewide Percentage of Pavements on the
Interstate System in Good Condition and quantify the
impacts that resulted from these circumstances. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(G)]

No

Statewide Performance Target for the Percentage of Pavements on the Interstate System in Poor Condition

Question No
P10

P11

P12

P13

Description

Baseline: The baseline for the statewide Percentage of
Pavements on the Interstate System in Poor Condition.
This value is from the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report and is the condition derived from the latest data
collected through the beginning date of the 2022-2025
Performance Period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual Condition: The 2-year statewide Percentage
of Pavements on the Interstate System in Poor Condition.
This value is the actual 2-year condition derived from the
latest data collected through the midpoint of the
performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A)]

2-year Target: The 2-year target for the statewide
Percentage of Pavements on the Interstate System in Poor
Condition for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that was
reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period Report.
[23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual condition and if
they were effective in achieving the intended condition for
the statewide Percentage of Pavements on the Interstate
System in Poor Condition. This discussion shall at a
minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year condition to the 2-year target
and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met.

Field Type
0.2

0.1

1.0

During the 2022 Baseline
Performance Year, considerable
investments in the Interstate
System in Connecticut were
made. These 2022 investments
included work completed through
the Pavement Preservation
Program, where 66 lane miles of
Interstate Highways were
resurfaced using mill and overlay
treatments and another 40 lane
miles were resurfaced using Ultra-
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[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)] Thin Bonded Overlay treatments.
In addition, another 45 lane miles
were resurfaced using mill and
overlay treatments through the
Maintenance Resurfacing
Program. In total, 151 lane miles
of Interstate Highways were
resurfaced in 2022. More
pavement resurfacing was
completed on the Interstates in
2023, but not all were captured
during the pavement condition
surveys, as construction was
completed after the surveys were
done in some cases. The actual
2-year condition compared
favorably to the 2-year target, as
0.1% of pavements on the
Interstate System were in Poor
condition as compared to the 2-
year target of 1.0%. The target
was met because the pavement
resurfacing work that was
completed kept more pavement
sections from dropping to Poor
condition, and some pavement
sections that were resurfaced
improved from Poor to Fair or
Good condition.

P14 4-year Target: The 4-year target for the statewide 1.3

Percentage of Pavements on the Interstate System in Poor

Condition for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that was
reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period Report.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

P15 Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust No
the 4-year target for the statewide Percentage of
Pavements on the Interstate System in Poor Condition? [23
CFR 490.105(e)(6)]

P15a Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-year
target for the statewide Percentage of Pavements on the
Interstate System in Poor Condition. The adjusted target
should reflect the expected condition by the end of
calendar year 2025. This adjustment is only permitted in
the MPP Progress Report. [23 CFR 490.105(e)(6) and 23
CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to the nearest tenth
of a percent. For example, enter 86.5% as 86.5 [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.313(f)(3)]
P15b Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the basis
for adjustment of the 4-year target for the statewide
Percentage of Pavements on the Interstate System in Poor
Condition and describe how the adjusted target supports
expectations documented in longer range plans, such as
the State asset management plan and the long-range
statewide transportation plan. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]
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P16

P17

Pl7a

Significant Progress Discussion: The State DOT shall:

1) Document if it expects that significant progress was or
was not made toward the 2-year target for Percentage of
Pavements on the Interstate System in Poor Condition.

2) Summarize the accomplishments achieved during the
performance period thus far that demonstrate why the
State DOT expects to make significant progress or not.

3) Please provide a summary of the planned activities that
will be conducted during the remainder of the performance
period to make significant progress toward the
achievement of the 4-year target for the measure. A
discussion of any completed activities can also be included
if relevant.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(F)]

Extenuating Circumstance(s): Did any of the extenuating
circumstances identified in 23 CFR 490.109(e)(5) prevent
the State DOT from making significant progress toward
achieving its 2-year target for the statewide Percentage of
Pavements on the Interstate System in Poor Condition for
the 2022-2025 Performance Period? [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(G)]

Please select the extenuating circumstance(s) that
prevented the State DOT from making significant progress
toward achieving its 2-year target. [23 CFR 490.109(e)(5)]

Significant progress was made
toward the 2-year target for
statewide Percentage of
Pavement on the Interstate
System in Poor Condition. A
data-driven 3-year Pavement
Preservation Program was
established, and a new Pavement
Resurfacing Process Map was
developed. The process was
followed to deliver data-driven
pavement programs for both the
Pavement Preservation and
Maintenance Resurfacing
Programs. An expedited design
process was successfully followed
to deliver projects on-time, which
resulted in robust pavement
programs for the Interstate
System. Progress is evident in
the actual 2-year condition (0.1%)
compared to the 2-year target
(1.0%). Planned activities that will
be conducted during the
remainder of the performance
period to make significant
progress toward the achievement
of the 4-year target for the
measure include the delivery of a
new Pavement Rehabilitation and
Reconstruction Program (PRRP).
Activities have already been
completed towards this end, as
the first PRRP projects have
already been advertised. The
purpose of the PRRP is to
perform major rehabilitation, up to
and including reconstruction, on
pavements in poor structural
condition using construction
contracts. The program is needed
to maintain the network in a state
of good repair by removing
structurally deficient pavements
from backlog to prepare them for
future pavement preservation
cycles.

No
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P17b

Please explain how the extenuating circumstance(s) listed
in 23 CFR 490.109(e)(5) prevented the State DOT from
making significant progress toward achieving its 2-year
target for the statewide Percentage of Pavements on the
Interstate System in Poor Condition and quantify the
impacts that resulted from these circumstances. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(G)]

Statewide Performance Target for the Percentage of Pavements on the Non-Interstate NHS in Good Condition

Question No
P18

P19

P20

P21

Description

Baseline: The baseline for the statewide Percentage of
Pavements on the Non-Interstate NHS in Good Condition.
This value is from the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report and is the condition derived from the latest data
collected through the beginning date of the performance
period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual Condition: The 2-year statewide Percentage
of Pavements on the Non-Interstate NHS in Good
Condition. This value is the actual 2-year condition derived
from the latest data collected through the midpoint of the
performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A)]

The 2-year Target: The 2-year target for the statewide
Percentage of Pavements on the Non-Interstate NHS in
Good Condition for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that
was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual condition and if
they were effective in achieving the intended condition for
the statewide Percentage of Pavements on the Non-
Interstate NHS in Good Condition. This discussion shall at
a minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year condition to the 2-year target
and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]

Field Type
37.9

42.8

37.0

During the 2022 Baseline
Performance Year, considerable
investments in the Non-Interstate
NHS System in Connecticut were
made. These 2022 investments
included work completed through
the Maintenance Resurfacing
Program, where 216 lane miles of
Non-Interstate NHS were
resurfaced using mill and overlay
treatments. In addition, another
31 lane miles were resurfaced
using Ultra-Thin Bonded Overlay
treatments through the Pavement
Preservation Program. In total,
247 Non-Interstate NHS lane-
miles were resurfaced in 2022
under these paving programs.
More pavement resurfacing was
completed on the non-Interstate
NHS in 2023, but not all were
captured during the pavement
condition surveys, as construction
was completed after the surveys
were done in some cases. The
actual 2-year condition compared
favorably to the 2-year target, as
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P22

P23

P23a

P23b

P24

4-year Target: The 4-year target for the statewide
Percentage of Pavements on the Non-Interstate NHS in
Good Condition for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that
was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust
the 4-year target for the statewide Percentage of
Pavements on the Non-Interstate NHS in Good Condition?
[23 CFR 490.105(e)(6)]

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-year
target for the statewide Percentage of Pavements on the
Non-Interstate NHS in Good Condition. The adjusted target
should reflect the expected condition by the end of
calendar year 2025. This adjustment is only permitted in
the MPP Progress Report. [23 CFR 490.105(e)(6) and 23
CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to the nearest tenth
of a percent. For example, enter 86.5% as 86.5. [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.313(f)(4)]
Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the basis
for adjustment of the 4-year target for the statewide
Percentage of Pavements on the Non-Interstate NHS in
Good Condition and describe how the adjusted target
supports expectations documented in longer range plans,
such as the State asset management plan and the long-
range statewide transportation plan. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

Significant Progress Discussion: The State DOT shall:

1) Document if it expects that significant progress was or
was not made toward the 2-year target for Percentage of
Pavements on the Non-Interstate NHS in Good Condition.

2) Summarize the accomplishments achieved during the
performance period thus far that demonstrate why the
State DOT expects to make significant progress or not.

3) Please provide a summary of the planned activities that
will be conducted during the remainder of the performance
period to make significant progress toward the
achievement of the 4-year target for the measure. A

42.8% of pavements on the Non-
Interstate NHS System were in
Good Condition as compared to
the 2-year target of 37.0%. The
target was met because the
pavement resurfacing work that
was completed shifted a
considerable number of lane miles
from Fair or Poor to Good
condition, and also pavement
preservation treatments applied
on Good pavement sections
prevented them from falling to Fair
condition.

35.0

Significant progress was made
toward the 2-year target for
statewide Percentage of
Pavement on the Non-Interstate
NHS System in Good Condition.
A data-driven 3-year Pavement
Preservation Program was
established, and a new Pavement
Resurfacing Process Map was
developed. The process was
followed to deliver data-driven
pavement programs for both the
Pavement Preservation and
Maintenance Resurfacing
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discussion of any completed activities can also be included
if relevant.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(F)]

P25 Extenuating Circumstance(s): Did any of the extenuating
circumstances identified in 23 CFR 490.109(e)(5) prevent
the State DOT from making significant progress toward
achieving its 2-year target for the statewide Percentage of
Pavements on the Non-Interstate NHS in Good Condition
for the 2022-2025 Performance Period? [23 CFR

490.107(b)(2)(ii)(G)]

P25a Please select the extenuating circumstance(s) that
prevented the State DOT from making significant progress

toward achieving its 2-year target. [23 CFR 490.109(e)(5)]

P25b Please explain how the extenuating circumstance(s) listed
in 23 CFR 490.109(e)(5) prevented the State DOT from
making significant progress toward achieving its 2-year
target for the statewide Percentage of Pavements on the
Non-Interstate NHS in Good Condition and quantify the
impacts that resulted from these circumstances. [23 CFR

490.107(b)(2)(ii)(G)]

Programs. An expedited design
process was successfully followed
to deliver projects on time, which
resulted in robust pavement
programs for the Non-Interstate
NHS System. Progress is evident
in the actual 2-year condition
(42.8%) compared to the 2-year
target (37.0%). Planned activities
that will be conducted during the
remainder of the performance
period to make significant
progress toward the achievement
of the 4-year target for the
measure include the delivery of a
new Pavement Rehabilitation and
Reconstruction Program (PRRP).
Activities have already been
completed towards this end, as
the first PRRP projects have
already been advertised. The
purpose of the PRRP is to
perform major rehabilitation, up to
and including reconstruction, on
pavements in poor structural
condition using construction
contracts. The program is needed
to maintain the network in a state
of good repair by removing
structurally deficient pavements
from backlog to prepare them for
future pavement preservation
cycles.

No

Statewide Performance Target for the Percentage of Pavements on the Non-Interstate NHS in Poor Condition

Question No
P26

Description
Baseline: The baseline for the statewide Percentage of
Pavements on the Non-Interstate NHS in Poor Condition.

Field Type
1.8
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P27

P28

P29

P30

This value is from the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report and is the condition derived from the latest data
collected through the beginning date of the performance
period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual Condition: The 2-year statewide Percentage
of Pavements on the Non-Interstate NHS in Poor
Condition. This value is the actual 2-year condition derived
from the latest data collected through the midpoint of the
performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii))(A)]

2-year Target: The 2-year target for the statewide
Percentage of Pavements on the Non-Interstate NHS in
Poor Condition for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that
was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual condition and if
they were effective in achieving the intended condition for
the statewide Percentage of Pavements on the Non-
Interstate NHS in Poor Condition. This discussion shall at a
minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year condition to the 2-year target
and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(i))(B)]

4-year Target: The 4-year target for the statewide
Percentage of Pavements on the Non-Interstate NHS in
Poor Condition for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that

1.8

2.7

During the 2022 Baseline
Performance Year, considerable
investments in the non-Interstate
NHS System in Connecticut were
made. These 2022 investments
included work completed through
the Maintenance Resurfacing
Program, where 216 lane miles of
Non-Interstate NHS were
resurfaced using mill and overlay
treatments. In addition, another
31 lane miles were resurfaced
using Ultra-Thin Bonded Overlay
treatments through the Pavement
Preservation Program. In total,
247 Non-Interstate NHS lane
miles were resurfaced in 2022
under these paving programs.
More pavement resurfacing was
completed on the Non-Interstate
NHS in 2023, but not all were
captured during the pavement
condition surveys, as construction
was completed after the surveys
were done in some cases. The
actual 2-year condition compared
favorably to the 2-year target, as
1.8% of pavements on the Non-
Interstate NHS System were in
Good Condition as compared to
the 2-year target of 2.7%. The
target was met because the
pavement resurfacing work that
was completed kept more
pavement sections from dropping
to Poor condition, and some
pavement sections that were
resurfaced improved from Poor to
Fair or Good condition.

3.5
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P31

P3la

P31b

P32

was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust
the 4-year target for the statewide Percentage of
Pavements on the Non-Interstate NHS in Poor Condition?
[23 CFR 490.105(e)(6)]

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-year

target for the statewide Percentage of Pavements on the
Non-Interstate NHS in Poor Condition. The adjusted target
should reflect the expected condition by the end of
calendar year 2025. This adjustment is only permitted in
the MPP Progress Report. [23 CFR 490.105(e)(6) and 23
CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to the nearest tenth
of a percent. For example, enter 86.5% as 86.5 [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.313(f)(5)]
Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the basis
for adjustment of the 4-year target for the statewide
Percentage of Pavements on the Non-Interstate NHS in
Poor Condition and describe how the adjusted target
supports expectations documented in longer range plans,
such as the State asset management plan and the long-
range statewide transportation plan. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

Significant Progress Discussion: The State DOT shall:

1) Document if it expects that significant progress was or
was not made toward the 2-year target for Percentage of
Pavements on the Non-Interstate NHS in Poor Condition.

2) Summarize the accomplishments achieved during the
performance period thus far that demonstrate why the
State DOT expects to make significant progress or not.

3) Please provide a summary of the planned activities that
will be conducted during the remainder of the performance
period to make significant progress toward the
achievement of the 4-year target for the measure. A
discussion of any completed activities can also be included
if relevant.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(F)]

No

Significant progress was made
toward the 2-year target for
statewide Percentage of
Pavement on the Interstate NHS
System in Poor Condition. A
data-driven 3-year Pavement
Preservation Program was
established, and a new Pavement
Resurfacing Process Map was
developed. The process was
followed to deliver data-driven
pavement programs for both the
Pavement Preservation and
Maintenance Resurfacing
Programs. An expedited design
process was successfully followed
to deliver projects on time, which
resulted in robust pavement
programs for the Non-Interstate
NHS System. Progress is evident
in the actual 2-year Poor condition
(1.8%) compared to the 2-year
target (2.7%). Planned activities
that will be conducted during the
remainder of the performance
period to make significant
progress toward the achievement
of the 4-year target for the
measure include the delivery of a
new Pavement Rehabilitation and
Reconstruction Program (PRRP).
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Activities have already been
completed towards this end, as
the first PRRP projects have
already been advertised. The
purpose of the PRRP is to
perform major rehabilitation, up to
and including reconstruction, on
pavements in poor structural
condition using construction
contracts. The program is needed
to maintain the network in a state
of good repair by removing
structurally deficient pavements
from backlog to prepare them for
future pavement preservation
cycles.
P33 Extenuating Circumstance(s): Did any of the extenuating No

circumstances identified in 23 CFR 490.109(e)(5) prevent

the State DOT from making significant progress toward

achieving its 2-year target for the statewide Percentage of

Pavements on the Non-Interstate NHS in Poor Condition

for the 2022-2025 Performance Period? [23 CFR

490.107(b)(2)(ii)(G)]

P33a Please select the extenuating circumstance(s) that
prevented the State DOT from making significant progress
toward achieving its 2-year target. [23 CFR 490.109(e)(5)]

P33b Please explain how the extenuating circumstance(s) listed
in 23 CFR 490.109(e)(5) prevented the State DOT from
making significant progress toward achieving its 2-year
target for the statewide Percentage of Pavements on the
Non-Interstate NHS in Poor Condition and quantify the
impacts that resulted from these circumstances. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(G)]
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Bridge

Bridge Performance Overview

Question No
Bl

Description

General Comments: Please use this space to provide any
general comments that may assist FHWA in its review of
this part of the submission. You can use this space to
provide greater context for your targets and current
condition, provide additional background detail or
clarification, note any assumptions, or discuss
complications. (Optional)

Field Type

Statewide Performance Target for Bridges on the NHS Classified as in Good Condition

Question No
B2

B3

B4

B5

B6

Description

Baseline: The baseline for the statewide Percentage of
deck area of Bridges on the NHS Classified as in Good
Condition. This value is from the 2022 Baseline
Performance Period Report and is the condition derived
from the latest data collected through the beginning date of
the 2022-2025 Performance Period. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual Condition: The statewide Percentage of deck
area of Bridges on the NHS Classified as in Good
Condition. This value is the actual 2-year condition derived
from the latest data collected through the midpoint of the
performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii))(A)]

2-year Target: The 2-year target for statewide Percentage
of deck area of Bridges on the NHS Classified as in Good
Condition for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that was
reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period Report.
[23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual condition and if
they were effective in achieving the intended condition for
the statewide Percentage of deck area of Bridges on the
NHS Classified as in Good Condition. This discussion shall
at a minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year condition (based on data
contained within the National Bridge Inventory as of June
15, 2024, and made available by FHWA) to the 2-year
target and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met.
[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]
4-year Target: The 4-year target statewide Percentage of

deck area of Bridges on the NHS Classified as in Good
Condition for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that was

Field Type
14.1

13.0

14.2

CTDOT uses its Asset
Management Plan (AMP) to guide
its investment decisions for its
bridge assets. Its performance
(13.0%) at the mid-point period
did not achieve the target of
14.2%.

The bridge target was not met
based on deterioration models not
sufficiently sensitive to changes in
condition over time as measured
in actual inspections. Bridge
performance modeling continues
to be refined based on
performance monitoring and our
best understanding of bridge
deterioration.

14.5
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B7

B7a

B7b

B8

B9

reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period Report.
[23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust
the 4-year target for the statewide Percentage of deck area
of Bridges on the NHS Classified as in Good Condition?
[23 CFR 490.105(e)(6)]

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-year
target for the statewide Percentage of deck area of Bridges
on the NHS Classified as in Good Condition. The adjusted
target should reflect the expected condition by the end of
calendar cear 2025. This adjustment is only permitted in
the MPP Progress Report. [23 CFR 490.105(e)(6) and 23
CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

The adjusted target must be reported to the nearest tenth
of a percent. For example, enter 86.5% as 86.5. [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.409(c)(1)]
Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the basis
for adjustment of the 4-year target for the statewide
Percentage of deck area of Bridges on the NHS Classified
as in Good Condition and describe how the adjusted target
supports expectations documented in longer range plans,
such as the State asset management plan and the long-
range statewide transportation plan. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

Significant Progress Discussion: The State DOT shall:

1) Document if it expects that significant progress was or
was not made toward the 2-year target for statewide
Percentage of deck area of Bridges on the NHS Classified
as in Good Condition.

2) Summarize the accomplishments achieved during the
performance period thus far that demonstrate why the
State DOT expects to make significant progress or not.

3) Please provide a summary of the planned activities that
will be conducted during the remainder of the performance
period to make significant progress toward the
achievement of the 4-year target for the measure. A
discussion of any completed activities can also be included
if relevant.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(F)]

Extenuating Circumstance(s): Did any of the extenuating
circumstances identified in 23 CFR 490.109(e)(5) prevent
the State DOT from making significant progress toward
achieving its 2-year target for the statewide Percentage of
deck area of Bridges on the NHS Classified as in Good
Condition for the 2022-2025 Performance Period? [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(G)]

Yes

13.3

Bridge performance modeling
continues to be refined based on
performance monitoring and our
best understanding of bridge
deterioration. This forms the
basis for the four-year target
adjustment for this measure.

Although the two-year
performance target was not met,
CTDOT has made significant
progress toward achievement of
the target. The actual results in
this respect reflect natural
variability both in execution of
projects, where an unexpected
delay in a project that will result in
improved condition leads to a
instantaneous (snapshot)
variation in performance, and our
level of understanding of
deterioriation, which is leading to
refined performance modeling that
will result in improved
harmonization of performance
prediction and actual
performance..

No
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B9a

B9b

Please select the extenuating circumstance(s) that
prevented the State DOT from making significant progress
toward achieving its 2-year target. [23 CFR 490.109(e)(5)]

Please explain how the extenuating circumstance(s) listed
in 23 CFR 490.109(e)(5) prevented the State DOT from
making significant progress toward achieving its 2-year
target for the statewide Percentage of deck area of Bridges
on the NHS Classified as in Good Condition and quantify
the impacts that resulted from these circumstances. [23
CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii))(G)]

Statewide Performance Target for Bridges on the NHS Classified as in Poor Condition

Question No
B10

B11

B12

B13

B14

Description

Baseline: The baseline for the statewide Percentage of
deck area of Bridges on the NHS Classified as in Poor
Condition. This value is from the 2022 Baseline
Performance Period Report and is the condition derived
from the latest data collected through the beginning date of
the performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual Condition: The 2-year statewide Percentage
of deck area of Bridges on the NHS Classified as in Poor
Condition. This value is the actual 2-year condition derived
from the latest data collected through the midpoint of the
performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A)]

2-year Target: The 2-year target for statewide percentage
of deck area of bridges on the NHS classified as in Poor
condition for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that was
reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period Report.
[23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual condition and if
they were effective in achieving the intended condition for
the statewide Percentage of deck area of Bridges on the
NHS Classified as in Poor Condition. This discussion shall
at a minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year condition (based on data
contained within the National Bridge Inventory as of June
15, 2024, and made available by FHWA) to the 2-year
target and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]

4-year Target: The 4-year target for the statewide
Percentage of deck area of Bridges on the NHS Classified
as in Poor Condition for the 2022-2025 Performance
Period that was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance

Field Type
7.7

6.6

6.2

CTDOT uses its Asset
Management Plan (AMP) to guide
its investment decisions for its
bridge assets. The CTDOT did
not meet 2-year performance
targets of 6.2% for this measure,
achieving 6.6% Percent of NHS
Bridges Classified as Poor
Condition by deck area.

CTDOT had anticipated two
bridge projects with substantial
deck area to exit poor condition,
but there was not sufficient time to
complete them and have them
inspected in time for this
performance period.

6.0

Page 22 of 68



B15

Bl5a

B15b

B16

B17

Period Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii))(A)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust

the 4-year target for the statewide Percentage of deck area

of Bridges on the NHS Classified as in Poor condition? [23
CFR 490.105(e)(6)]

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-year
target for the statewide Percentage of deck area of Bridges

on the NHS Classified as in Poor Condition. The adjusted
target should reflect the expected condition by the end of
calendar year 2025. This adjustment is only permitted in
the MPP Progress Report. [23 CFR 490.105(e)(6) and 23
CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

The adjusted target must be reported to the nearest tenth
of a percent. For example, enter 86.5% as 86.5. [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.409(c)(2)]
Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the basis
for adjustment of the 4-year target for the statewide
Percentage of deck area of Bridges on the NHS Classified
as in Poor Condition and describe how the adjusted target
supports expectations documented in longer range plans,
such as the State asset management plan and the long-
range statewide transportation plan. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(i)(E)]

Significant Progress Discussion: The State DOT shall:

1) Document if it expects that significant progress was or
was not made toward the 2-year target for statewide
Percentage of deck area of Bridges on the NHS Classified
as in Poor Condition.

2) Summarize the accomplishments achieved during the
performance period thus far that demonstrate why the
State DOT expects to make significant progress or not.

3) Please provide a summary of the planned activities that
will be conducted during the remainder of the performance
period to make significant progress toward the
achievement of the 4-year target for the measure. A
discussion of any completed activities can also be included
if relevant.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(F)]

Extenuating Circumstance(s): Did any of the extenuating
circumstances identified in 23 CFR 490.109(e)(5) prevent
the State DOT from making significant progress toward
achieving its 2-year target for the statewide Percentage of
deck area of Bridges on the NHS Classified as in Poor
Condition for the 2022-2025 Performance Period? [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(G)]

Yes

8.0

Bridge performance modeling has
been, and continues to be, refined
based on performance monitoring
and our best understanding of
bridge deterioration. This forms
the basis for the four-year target
adjustment for this measure.

The CTDOT did not meet 2-year
performance targets of 6.2% for
this measure, achieving 7.2%
Percent of NHS Bridges Classified
as Poor Condition by deck area.
CTDOT had anticipated two
bridge projects with substantial
deck area to exit poor condition,
but there was not sufficient time to
complete them and have them
inspected in time for this
performance period.

A robust bridge program guided
by the Asset Management Plan
and our bridge-management
recommendations, coupled with
refinements in the way conditions
are forecast lead the CTDOT to
expect the adjusted four-year
perfomance target for this
measure.

No
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B17a Please select the extenuating circumstance(s) that
prevented the State DOT from making significant progress
toward achieving its 2-year target. [23 CFR 490.109(e)(5)]

B17b Please explain how the extenuating circumstance(s) listed
in 23 CFR 490.109(e)(5) prevented the State DOT from
making significant progress toward achieving its 2-year
target for the statewide Percentage of deck area of Bridges
on the NHS Classified as in Poor Condition and quantify
the impacts that resulted from these circumstances. [23
CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii))(G)]
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Reliability

Travel Time Reliability Performance Overview

Question No
R1

Description

General Comments: Please use this space to provide any
general comments that may assist FHWA in its review of
this part of the submission. You can use this space to
provide greater context for your targets and current
performance, provide additional background detail or
clarification, note any assumptions, or discuss
complications. (Optional)

Field Type

The Travel Time Reliability
performance is impacted by
ongoing changes to travel
patterns and travel demand that
are still emerging beginning with
the covid-19 pandemic. After a
large reduction in traffic volume in
2020, with a consequent increase
in travel time reliability, in the
subsequent years both volume
and congestion are increasing
statewide. Measurable increases
in congestion have been observed
due to construction activities,
particularly in southeastern
Connecticut; a return to high
volumes on Interstate highways
and other expressways,
particularly in the Bridgeport-
Stamford, CT — NY and New
Haven urbanized areas; and,
continuation of new commuting
patterns.

Statewide Performance Target for the Percent of the Person-Miles Traveled on the Interstate That Are

Reliable

Question No
R2

R3

R4

R5

Description

Baseline: The baseline for the statewide Percent of the
Person-Miles Traveled on the Interstate That Are Reliable.
This value is from the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report and is the performance derived from the latest data
collected through the beginning date of the performance
period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual Performance: The 2-year statewide Percent
of the Person-Miles Traveled on the Interstate That Are
Reliable. This value is the actual 2-year performance
derived from the latest data collected through the midpoint
of the performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A)]

2-year Target: The 2-year target for the statewide Percent
of the Person-Miles Traveled on the Interstate That Are
Reliable for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that was
reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period Report.
[23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual performance and
if they were effective in achieving the intended
performance for the statewide Percent of the Person-Miles
Traveled on the Interstate That Are Reliable. This
discussion shall at a minimum:

Field Type
86.2

815

78.6

CTDOT met the 2-year target for
travel time reliability on the
Interstate system. Actual
performance for this measure
(81.5%) exceeded the target
(78.6%) by 2.9%. The CTDOT’s
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approach in setting its two- and

1) Compare the actual 2-year performance to the 2-year four-year targets in the baseline

target and period report reflected uncertainty
in emerging travel patterns and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met. considered, conservatively, a
return to pre-pandemic travel time

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)] reliability levels. This target was

met based on a) establishing a
conservative target, b) a return of
congestion but in new travel
patterns, and c) accounting for
other factors influencing
performance, namely, telework,
weather, and Vehicles Miles
Traveled (VMT.) At current time
state investments target
congestion mitigation at the
project level, and consist of
operational improvements and
relief of traffic bottlenecks at the
project level. While planned
levels of transportation investment
target congestion mitigation in
general, they are not specifically
designed to achieve a specific
level of travel time reliability for
the system, as this relationship
has not been firmly and
quantitatively established in our
estimation. The travel time
reliability performance of the
system reflects ongoing and
anticipated investments that do
optimize and enhance network
performance for the continued
and improved movement of
people and goods.
R6 4-year Target: The 4-year target for the statewide Percent 78.6

of the Person-Miles Traveled on the Interstate That Are

Reliable for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that was

reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period Report.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

R7 Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust Yes
the 4-year target for the statewide Percent of the Person-
Miles Traveled on the Interstate That Are Reliable? [23
CFR 490.105(e)(6)]

R7a Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-year 71.3
target for the statewide Percent of the Person-Miles
Traveled on the Interstate That Are Reliable. The adjusted
target should reflect the expected performance by the end
of calendar year 2025. This adjustment is only permitted in
the MPP Progress Report. [23 CFR 490.105(e)(6) and 23
CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]
<br/&gtThis adjusted target must be reported to the nearest
tenth of a percent. For example, enter 86.5% as 86.5 [23
CFR 490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.513(b)]
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This adjusted target must be reported to the nearest tenth
of a percent. For example, enter 86.5% as 86.5 [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.513(b)]

R7b Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the basis = CTDOT's adjusted 4-year target
for adjustment of the 4-year target for the statewide for travel time reliability on the
Percent of the Person-Miles Traveled on the Interstate That Interstate was established based
Are Reliable and describe how the adjusted target supports on a) a review of construction
expectations documented in longer range plans, such as projects impacts throughout the
the State asset management plan and the long-range performance period relative to
statewide transportation plan. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii))(E)] = current and recent levels, b)
analysis of congestion and level of
reliability throughout the state in
corridors, and c) a review of other
factors influencing performance
R8 Significant Progress Discussion: The State DOT shall: CTDOT expects significant
progress was made toward the 2-
1) Document if it expects that significant progress was or year target for travel time
was not made toward the 2-year target for statewide reliability on the interstate.
Percent of the Person-Miles Traveled on the Interstate That = Reliability on the interstate
Are Reliable. network exceeded CTDOT's 2-
year target despite a return of
2) Summarize the accomplishments achieved during the higher volume and congestion on
performance period thus far that demonstrate why the the network. The CTDOT
State DOT expects to make significant progress or not. continues to invest in the network
statewide with several
3) Please provide a summary of the planned activities that  construction projects that, upon
will be conducted during the remainder of the performance  completion, are expected to result
period to make significant progress toward the in improved travel time reliability.
achievement of the 4-year target for the measure. A
discussion of any completed activities can also be included
if relevant.
[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(F)]
R9 Extenuating Circumstance(s): Did any of the extenuating No
circumstances identified in 23 CFR 490.109(e)(5) prevent
the State DOT from making significant progress toward
achieving its 2-year target for the statewide Percent of the
Person-Miles Traveled on the Interstate That Are Reliable
for the 2022- 2025 Performance Period? [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(G)]
R9a Please select the extenuating circumstance(s) that
prevented the State DOT from making significant progress
toward achieving its 2-year target. [23 CFR 490.109(e)(5)]
R9b Please explain how the extenuating circumstance(s) listed

in 23 CFR 490.109(e)(5) prevented the State DOT from
making significant progress toward achieving its 2-year
target for the statewide Percent of the Person-Miles
Traveled on the Interstate That Are Reliable and quantify
the impacts that resulted from these circumstances. [23
CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(G)]

Statewide Performance Target for the Percent of the Person-Miles Traveled on the Non-Interstate NHS That
Are Reliable
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Question No
R10

R11

R12

R13

R14

R15

R15a

Description

Baseline: The baseline for the statewide Percent of the
Person-Miles Traveled on the Non-Interstate NHS That Are
Reliable. This value is from the 2022 Baseline Performance
Period Report and is the performance derived from the
latest data collected through the beginning date of the
performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual Performance: The 2-year statewide Percent
of the Person-Miles Traveled on the Non-Interstate NHS
That Are Reliable. This value is the actual 2-year
performance derived from the latest data collected through
the midpoint of the performance period. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A)]

2-year Target: The 2-year target for the statewide Percent
of the Person-Miles Traveled on the Non-Interstate NHS
That Are Reliable for the 2022-2025 Performance Period
that was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual performance and
if they were effective in achieving the intended
performance for the statewide Percent of the Person-Miles
Traveled on the Non-Interstate NHS That Are Reliable.
This discussion shall at a minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year performance to the 2-year
target and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]

4-year Target: The 4-year target for the statewide Percent
of the Person-Miles Traveled on the Non-Interstate NHS
That Are Reliable for the 2022-2025 Performance Period
that was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust
the 4-year target for the statewide Percent of the Person-
Miles Traveled on the Non-Interstate NHS That Are
Reliable? [23 CFR 490.105(e)(6)]

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-year
target for the statewide Percent of the Person-Miles

Field Type
90.0

88.6

84.9

CTDOT exceeded the 2-year
target for travel time reliability on
the non-Interstate NHS. The 2-
year performance is 88.6% while
the 2-year target is 84.9%.
CTDOT’s performance is 3.7%
better than the 2-year target. This
target was met based on a)
establishing a conservative target,
b) a return of congestion in new
travel patterns, and c) accounting
for other factors influencing
performance telework, weather,
and Vehicles Miles Traveled.
While planned levels of
transportation investment targeted
congestion mitigation in general
but not specifically to travel time
reliability as an objective, the
anticipated investments will
continue to optimize the efficient
movement of people and goods
on the statewide network.

84.9
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R15b

R16

R17

Traveled on the Non-Interstate NHS That Are Reliable. The
adjusted target should reflect the expected performance by
the end of the calendar year 2025. This adjustment is only
permitted in the MPP Progress Report. [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6) and 23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to the nearest tenth
of a percent. For example, enter 86.5% as 86.5 [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.513(c)]

Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the basis
for adjustment of the 4-year target for the statewide
Percent of the Person-Miles Traveled on the Non-Interstate
NHS That Are Reliable and describe how the adjusted
target supports expectations documented in longer range
plans, such as the State asset management plan and the
long-range statewide transportation plan. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

Significant Progress Discussion: The State DOT shall:

1) Document if it expects that significant progress was or
was not made toward the 2-year target for statewide
Percent of the Person-Miles Traveled on the Non-Interstate
NHS That Are Reliable.

2) Summarize the accomplishments achieved during the
performance period thus far that demonstrate why the
State DOT expects to make significant progress or not.

3) Please provide a summary of the planned activities that
will be conducted during the remainder of the performance
period to make significant progress toward the
achievement of the 4-year target for the measure. A
discussion of any completed activities can also be included
if relevant.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(F)]

Extenuating Circumstance(s): Did any of the extenuating
circumstances identified in 23 CFR 490.109(e)(5) prevent
the State DOT from making significant progress toward
achieving its 2-year target for the statewide Percent of the
Person-Miles Traveled on the Non-Interstate NHS That Are
Reliable for the 2022- 2025 Performance Period? [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(G)]

CTDOT expects significant
progress was made toward the 2-
year target for travel time
reliability on the non-interstate
NHS. Reliability on the non-
interstate NHS network exceeded
CTDOT’s 2-year target despite a
return of higher volume and
congestion on the network. The
Interstate network has seen the
more rapid decrease in travel time
reliability and we continue to
monitor the impact of emerging
travel patterns on the non-
Interstate National Highway
System roadways, where these
emerging patterns have a different
effect. The CTDOT continues to
invest in the network statewide
(safety, maintenance, etc.).
Beyond continued investment in
operational improvements at
various streets and intersections,
CTDOT will work to increase our
understanding of the various
travel trends on travel time
reliability and build this knowledge
into our forecasts, with a view to
eventually inform our policy
decisions to achieve optimum
travel time reliability on the
network.

No
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R17a

R17b

Please select the extenuating circumstance(s) that
prevented the State DOT from making significant progress
toward achieving its 2-year target. [23 CFR 490.109(e)(5)]

Please explain how the extenuating circumstance(s) listed
in 23 CFR 490.109(e)(5) prevented the State DOT from
making significant progress toward achieving its 2-year
target for the statewide Percent of the Person-Miles
Traveled on the Non-Interstate NHS That Are Reliable and
quantify the impacts that resulted from these
circumstances. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(G)]
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Freight

Freight Reliability (Movement) Performance Overview

Question No
F1

F2

Description

General Comments: Please use this space to provide any
general comments that may assist FHWA in its review of
this part of the submission. You can use this space to
provide greater context for your targets and current
performance, provide additional background detail or
clarification, note any assumptions, or discuss
complications. (Optional)

Progress on truck freight bottlenecks: Please discuss
progress of the State DOT'’s efforts in addressing
congestion at truck freight bottlenecks within the State
(described in § 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(E)) through
comprehensive freight improvement efforts of State Freight
Plan or MPO freight plans; the Statewide Transportation
Improvement Program and Transportation Improvement
Program; regional or corridor level efforts; other related
planning efforts; and operational and capital activities
targeted to improve freight movement on the Interstate
System.

If the State has prepared a State Freight Plan under 49
U.S.C. 70202, within the previous 2 years, then it may
serve as the basis for addressing congestion at truck
freight bottlenecks. If the State Freight Plan has not been
updated since the previous State Biennial Performance
Report, then an updated analysis of congestion at truck
freight bottlenecks must be included via this field or as an
attachment. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(D)]

Please upload related document(s) in the Attachment tab.

Field Type

CTDOT updated its bottleneck
analysis to identify the top
bottlenecks as well as their
causes. Traffic congestion, which
affects all vehicles using the
highway network, has been
identified as the main driver of
truck bottlenecks. As such, the
freight movement measure is in
essence a travel time reliability on
the Interstate system, albeit more
sensitive to changes in travel
patterns given the higher
percentile of travel times (95th vs.
80th) used in the calculation of the
measure. In freight, emerging
patterns include an increase in e-
commerce, with an associated
impact on truck volumes. CTDOT
will continue to monitor
congestion trends on the network
as higher volume is returning with
new travel patterns. Atthe same
time, there are a number of
construction activities occurring
on the Interstate highway network
and which are expected to impact
performance with regard to this
measure. These projects when
complete will enhance the
movement of goods on our
interstate network.

CTDOT's effort to address
congestion at truck freight
bottlenecks is addressed in the
State’s Freight Plan from
November 2022, submitted for
FHWA comments. CTDOT has
conducted an updated analysis of
congestion at truck freight
bottlenecks which is attached to
this submittal.
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Statewide Performance Target for the Truck Travel Time Reliability (TTTR) Index

Question No
F3

F4

F5

F6

F7

F8

F8a

Description

Baseline: The baseline for the statewide Truck Travel Time
Reliability Index. This value is from the 2022 Baseline
Performance Period Report and is the performance derived
from the latest data collected through the beginning date of
the performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual Performance: The 2-year statewide Truck
Travel Time Reliability Index. This value is the actual 2-
year performance derived from the latest data collected
through the midpoint of the performance period. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A)]

2-year Target: The 2-year target for the statewide Truck
Travel Time Reliability Index for the 2022-2025
Performance Period that was reported in the 2022 Baseline
Performance Period Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual performance and
if they were effective in achieving the intended
performance for the statewide Truck Travel Time Reliability
Index. This discussion shall at a minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year performance to the 2-year
target and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]

4-year Target: The 4-year target for the statewide Truck
Travel Time Reliability Index for the 2022-2025
Performance Period that was reported in the 2022 Baseline
Performance Period Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust
the 4-year target for the statewide Truck Travel Time
Reliability Index? [23 CFR 490.105(e)(6)]

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-year
target for the statewide Truck Travel Time Reliability Index.
The adjusted target should reflect the expected

Field Type
1.56

1.67

1.95

CTDOT met and exceeded the 2-
year target for freight reliability on
the interstate network. The 2-year
performance is 1.67 while the 2-
year target is 1.95. CTDOT'’s
performance is 0.28 better (lower)
than the 2-year target. This target
was met based on a) establishing
a conservative target, b) a return
of congestion in new travel
patterns, and c) accounting for
other factors influencing
performance telework, weather,
and Vehicles Miles Traveled.
Planned levels of transportation
investment are expected to
continue to address traffic
bottlenecks on the Interstate,
including those impacting freight
movement. The anticipated
investments will enhance network
performance for the movement of
people and goods over the
medium to long-term.

2.02

No

Page 32 of 68



F8b

F9

F10

F10a

F10b

performance by the end of calendar year 2025. This

adjustment is only permitted in the Mid Performance Period

Progress Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to the nearest
hundredth. For example, enter 2.54. [23 CFR 490.101
(Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.613(b)]

Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the basis
for adjustment of the 4-year target for the statewide Truck
Travel Time Reliability Index and describe how the
adjusted target supports expectations documented in
longer range plans, such as the State asset management
plan and the long-range statewide transportation plan. [23
CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

Significant Progress Discussion: The State DOT shall:

1) Document if it expects that significant progress was or
was not made toward the 2-year target for the statewide
Truck Travel Time Reliability Index measure.

2) Summarize the accomplishments achieved during the
performance period thus far that demonstrate why the
State DOT expects to make significant progress or not.

3) Please provide a summary of the planned activities that
will be conducted during the remainder of the performance
period to make significant progress toward the
achievement of the 4-year target for the measure. A
discussion of any completed activities can also be included
if relevant.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(F)]

Extenuating Circumstance(s): Did any of the extenuating
circumstances identified in 23 CFR 490.109(e)(5) prevent
the State DOT from making significant progress toward
achieving its 2-year target for the statewide Truck Travel
Time Reliability Index for the 2022- 2025 Performance
Period? [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii))(G)]

Please select the extenuating circumstance(s) that
prevented the State DOT from making significant progress
toward achieving its 2-year target. [23 CFR 490.109(e)(5)]

Please explain how the extenuating circumstance(s) listed
in 23 CFR 490.109(e)(5) prevented the State DOT from
making significant progress toward achieving its 2-year
target for the statewide Truck Travel Time Reliability Index
and quantify the impacts that resulted from these
circumstances. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(G)]

CTDOT expects significant
progress was made toward the 2-
year target for freight movement
on the Interstate network - the
Truck Travel Time Reliability
Index measure. Reliability on the
interstate network exceeded
CTDOT’s 2-year target despite a
return of higher volume and
congestion on the network. The
CTDOT continues to invest in the
network statewide with several
construction projects that, upon
completion, are expected to result
in improved truck travel time
reliability.

No

Page 33 of 68



Question No
D1

D2

Peak Hour Excess Delay (PHED)

Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay (PHED) Per Capita Performance Overview

Description

General Comments: Please use this space to provide any
general comments that may assist FHWA in its review of
this part of the submission. You can use this space to
provide greater context for your targets and current
performance, provide additional background detail or
clarification, note any assumptions, or discuss
complications. (Optional)

The total number of applicable UZA(s) required to
establish targets and report progress for the Traffic
Congestion Measures in your State are:

Field Type

Peak Hour Excessive Delay
(PHED) per Capita for urbanized
areas is based on the same data
as the travel time reliability and
reflects the same travel patterns.
The baseline year and 2-year
performance reflect ongoing
changes to travel patterns (pre to
post-pandemic). As we monitor
performance of this measure,
congestion and volume are
increasing statewide but this
growth varies among the
urbanized areas; the Hartford, CT
UZA has shown low growth in this
measure, while the Bridgeport-
Stamford, CT — NY and New
Haven UZAs have seen returns to
higher congestion, and the
Norwich-New London urbanized
area has seen changes in
congestion due to major
construction projects on Interstate
95, which carries a significant
portion of the UZA’s vehicle miles
traveled (VMT.) New commuting
patterns emerging since the
pandemic, in particular work-from-
home journey to work, also impact
congestion in urbanized areas,
although the magnitude and
nature of the resulting congestion
is still an evolving phenomenon.

6

Urbanized Area Target #1 - Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita

Question No
D3

D4

D5

Description
Urbanized Area:

Baseline: The baseline for Annual Hours of Peak Hour
Excessive Delay Per Capita. This value is from the 2022
Baseline Performance Period Report and is the
performance derived from the latest data collected

through the beginning date of the performance period. [23

CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual Performance: The 2-year Annual Hours of
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita in this UZA. This
value is the actual 2-year performance derived from the

latest data collected through the midpoint of the

Field Type
Bridgeport--Stamford, CT--NY

12.6

13.9
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D6

D7

D8

D9

D9a

D9b

performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii))(A)]

2-year Target: The 2-year target for the Annual Hours of
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita for the 2022-2025
Performance Period that was reported in the 2022
Baseline Performance Period Report. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual performance
and if they were effective in achieving the intended
performance for the statewide Annual Hours of Peak Hour
Excessive Delay Per Capita. This discussion shall at a
minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year performance to the 2-year
target and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]

4-year Target: The 4-year target for the Annual Hours of
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita in this UZA for the
2022-2025 Performance Period that was reported in the
2022 Baseline Performance Period Report. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)] and [23 CFR 490.107(c)(3)(ii)(A)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust
the 4-year target for the Annual Hours of Peak Hour
Excessive Delay Per Capita in this UZA? [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6)]

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-
year target for the Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive
Delay Per Capita in this UZA.

The adjusted target should reflect the expected
performance by the end of calendar year 2025. This
adjustment is only permitted in the Mid Performance
Period Progress Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to the nearest
tenth. For example, enter 7.1. [23 CFR 490.101 (Target
definition) and 23 CFR 490.713(b)]

Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the
basis for adjustment of the 4-year target for the Annual

20.0

CTDOT met and exceeded the 2-
year target for Peak Hour
Excessive Delay (PHED) in the
Bridgeport — Stamford, CT — NY
UZA. The 2-year performance is
13.9 PHED Per Capita while the
2-year target is 20.0 PHED Per
Capita. CTDOT’s performance is
6.1 PHED Per Capita better
(lower) than the 2-year target.
This target was met based on a)
establishing a conservative target,
b) a return of congestion in new
travel patterns, and c) accounting
for other factors influencing
performance telework, weather,
and Vehicles Miles Traveled.
While planned levels of
transportation investment targeted
congestion mitigation in general
but not specifically to PHED as an
objective, the anticipated
investments will enhance the
network long-term for the
movement of people and goods.
21.9

No
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D10

Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita in this
UZA and describe how the adjusted target supports
expectations documented in longer range plans, such as
the State asset management plan and the long-range
statewide transportation plan. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

If the State DOT adjusted the unified 4-year target for the
Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita
target for this urbanized area, please report the applicable
MPOs that also adjusted the unified Annual Hours of
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita target for this
urbanized area. Use a semicolon to separate multiple
agencies. (Optional)

Any adjustments made to a unified 4-year target
established for this measure must be agreed upon and
made collectively by all State DOTs and MPOs that
include any portion of the NHS in the respective
urbanized area applicable to the measures. [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6) and 23 CFR 490.105(f)(8)]

N/A

Urbanized Area Target #2 - Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita

Question No
D11

D12

D13

D14

D15

Description
Urbanized Area:

Baseline: The baseline for Annual Hours of Peak Hour
Excessive Delay Per Capita. This value is from the 2022
Baseline Performance Period Report and is the
performance derived from the latest data collected
through the beginning date of the performance period. [23
CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual Performance: The 2-year Annual Hours of
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita in this UZA. This
value is the actual 2-year performance derived from the
latest data collected through the midpoint of the
performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A)]

2-year Target: The 2-year target for the Annual Hours of
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita for the 2022-2025
Performance Period that was reported in the 2022
Baseline Performance Period Report. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual performance
and if they were effective in achieving the intended
performance for the statewide Annual Hours of Peak Hour
Excessive Delay Per Capita. This discussion shall at a
minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year performance to the 2-year
target and

Field Type
Hartford, CT

5.7

59

9.8

CTDOT met and exceeded the 2-
year target for Peak Hour
Excessive Delay (PHED) in the
Hartford, CT UZA. The 2-year
performance is 5.9 PHED Per
Capita while the 2-year target is
9.8 PHED Per Capita. CTDOT's
performance is 3.9 PHED Per
Capita better (lower) than the 2-
year target. This target was met
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D16

D17

D17a

D17b

D18

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(i)(B)]

4-year Target: The 4-year target for the Annual Hours of
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita in this UZA for the
2022-2025 Performance Period that was reported in the
2022 Baseline Performance Period Report. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(1)(ii))(A)] and [23 CFR 490.107(c)(3)(ii)(A)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust
the 4-year target for the Annual Hours of Peak Hour
Excessive Delay Per Capita in this UZA? [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6)]

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-
year target for the Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive
Delay Per Capita in this UZA.

The adjusted target should reflect the expected
performance by the end of calendar year 2025. This
adjustment is only permitted in the Mid Performance
Period Progress Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to the nearest
tenth. For example, enter 7.1. [23 CFR 490.101 (Target
definition) and 23 CFR 490.713(b)]

Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the
basis for adjustment of the 4-year target for the Annual
Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita in this
UZA and describe how the adjusted target supports
expectations documented in longer range plans, such as
the State asset management plan and the long-range
statewide transportation plan. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

If the State DOT adjusted the unified 4-year target for the
Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita
target for this urbanized area, please report the applicable
MPOs that also adjusted the unified Annual Hours of
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita target for this
urbanized area. Use a semicolon to separate multiple
agencies. (Optional)

Any adjustments made to a unified 4-year target
established for this measure must be agreed upon and
made collectively by all State DOTs and MPOs that
include any portion of the NHS in the respective

based on a) establishing a
conservative target, b) a return of
congestion in new travel patterns,
and c) accounting for other factors
influencing performance telework,
weather, and Vehicles Miles
Traveled. While planned levels of
transportation investment targeted
congestion mitigation in general
but not specifically to a level of
PHED as an explicit objective, the
anticipated investments will
enhance the network long-term for
the movement of people and
goods.

9.8

No

N/A
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urbanized area applicable to the measures. [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6) and 23 CFR 490.105(f)(8)]

Urbanized Area Target #3 - Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita

Question No
D19

D20

D21

D22

D23

D24

Description
Urbanized Area:

Baseline: The baseline for Annual Hours of Peak Hour
Excessive Delay Per Capita. This value is from the 2022
Baseline Performance Period Report and is the
performance derived from the latest data collected
through the beginning date of the performance period. [23
CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual Performance: The 2-year Annual Hours of
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita in this UZA. This
value is the actual 2-year performance derived from the
latest data collected through the midpoint of the
performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii))(A)]

2-year Target: The 2-year target for the Annual Hours of
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita for the 2022-2025
Performance Period that was reported in the 2022
Baseline Performance Period Report. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual performance
and if they were effective in achieving the intended
performance for the statewide Annual Hours of Peak Hour
Excessive Delay Per Capita. This discussion shall at a
minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year performance to the 2-year
target and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]

4-year Target: The 4-year target for the Annual Hours of
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita in this UZA for the

Field Type
New Haven, CT

7.5

8.0

7.9

CTDOT did not meet the 2-year
target for Peak Hour Excessive
Delay (PHED) in the New Haven,
CT UZA. The 2-year performance
is 8.0 PHED Per Capita while the
2-year target is 7.9 PHED Per
Capita. CTDOT’s performance is
0.1 worse (higher) than the 2-year
target. This target was not met
based on a) higher congestion
levels along corridors, b) higher
volumes of travel than the pre-
pandemic congestion levels,
which was the basis of the target-
setting in 2022; ¢) new travel
trends which are continuing to
develop as we continue to
develop forecasting capabilities.
This urbanized area had shown
reductions in PHED leading up to
the covid-19 pandemic, which
could be attributed to the
completion of the 1-91 and 1-95
interchange and the inauguration
of the New Haven — Springfield
commuter rail line; PHED
numbers post-pandemic show an
upward trend.

7.9
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D25

D25a

D25b

D26

2022-2025 Performance Period that was reported in the
2022 Baseline Performance Period Report. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A)] and [23 CFR 490.107(c)(3)(ii)(A)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust
the 4-year target for the Annual Hours of Peak Hour
Excessive Delay Per Capita in this UZA? [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6)]

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-
year target for the Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive
Delay Per Capita in this UZA.

The adjusted target should reflect the expected
performance by the end of calendar year 2025. This
adjustment is only permitted in the Mid Performance
Period Progress Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to the nearest
tenth. For example, enter 7.1. [23 CFR 490.101 (Target
definition) and 23 CFR 490.713(b)]

Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the
basis for adjustment of the 4-year target for the Annual
Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita in this
UZA and describe how the adjusted target supports
expectations documented in longer range plans, such as
the State asset management plan and the long-range
statewide transportation plan. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

If the State DOT adjusted the unified 4-year target for the
Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita
target for this urbanized area, please report the applicable
MPOs that also adjusted the unified Annual Hours of
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita target for this
urbanized area. Use a semicolon to separate multiple
agencies. (Optional)

Any adjustments made to a unified 4-year target
established for this measure must be agreed upon and
made collectively by all State DOTs and MPOs that
include any portion of the NHS in the respective
urbanized area applicable to the measures. [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6) and 23 CFR 490.105(f)(8)]

Yes

9.5

CTDOT’s adjusted 4-year target
for Peak Hour Excessive Delay
(PHED) in the New Haven, CT
UZA were established based on
a) a review of construction
projects impacts throughout the
performance period relative to
current and recent levels, b)
analysis of congestion and PHED
throughout the urbanized area on
corridors, c) analysis of PHED
between interstate and non-
interstate NHS, and d) a review of
other factors influencing
performance

A single, joint, unified adjusted 4-
year target has been selected by
the target setting process on the
Peak Hour Excessive Delay
(PHED) measure for this
urbanized area. The data
analytics was led by Connecticut
Department of Transportation
(CTDOT) Performance
Management Unit. The list of
agencies deciding to set this
adjusted target are Connecticut
Department of Transportation
(CTDOT); South Central Regional
COG (SCCOG); Lower
Connecticut River Valley MPO;
and Naugatuck Valley Council of
Governments (NVCOG).

Urbanized Area Target #4 - Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita

Question No

D27

Description
Urbanized Area:

Field Type
Norwich--New London, CT--RlI
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D28

D29

D30

D31

D32

D33

D33a

Baseline: The baseline for Annual Hours of Peak Hour
Excessive Delay Per Capita. This value is from the 2022
Baseline Performance Period Report and is the
performance derived from the latest data collected
through the beginning date of the performance period. [23
CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual Performance: The 2-year Annual Hours of
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita in this UZA. This
value is the actual 2-year performance derived from the
latest data collected through the midpoint of the
performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii))(A)]

2-year Target: The 2-year target for the Annual Hours of
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita for the 2022-2025
Performance Period that was reported in the 2022
Baseline Performance Period Report. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual performance
and if they were effective in achieving the intended
performance for the statewide Annual Hours of Peak Hour
Excessive Delay Per Capita. This discussion shall at a
minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year performance to the 2-year
target and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]

4-year Target: The 4-year target for the Annual Hours of
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita in this UZA for the
2022-2025 Performance Period that was reported in the
2022 Baseline Performance Period Report. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A)] and [23 CFR 490.107(c)(3)(ii)(A)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust
the 4-year target for the Annual Hours of Peak Hour
Excessive Delay Per Capita in this UZA? [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6)]

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-
year target for the Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive
Delay Per Capita in this UZA.

The adjusted target should reflect the expected
performance by the end of calendar year 2025. This
adjustment is only permitted in the Mid Performance
Period Progress Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

3.6

4.3

4.0

CTDOT not meet the 2-year target
for Peak Hour Excessive Delay
(PHED) in thew Norwich — New
London, CT — RI UZA. The 2-year
performance is 4.3 while the 2-
year target is 4.0. CTDOT'’s
performance is 0.3 PHED Per
Capita worse (higher) than the 2-
year target. This target was not
met based on a) construction
activities along the interstates in
the UZA which resulted in higher
congestion, b) a return of
seasonal congestion at higher
volumes, and c) new travel trends
which are continuing to develop
as we will continue to modify
forecasts.

4.0

Yes

55
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D33b

D34

This adjusted target must be reported to the nearest
tenth. For example, enter 7.1. [23 CFR 490.101 (Target
definition) and 23 CFR 490.713(b)]

Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the
basis for adjustment of the 4-year target for the Annual
Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita in this
UZA and describe how the adjusted target supports
expectations documented in longer range plans, such as
the State asset management plan and the long-range
statewide transportation plan. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

If the State DOT adjusted the unified 4-year target for the
Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita
target for this urbanized area, please report the applicable
MPOs that also adjusted the unified Annual Hours of
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita target for this
urbanized area. Use a semicolon to separate multiple
agencies. (Optional)

Any adjustments made to a unified 4-year target
established for this measure must be agreed upon and
made collectively by all State DOTs and MPOs that
include any portion of the NHS in the respective
urbanized area applicable to the measures. [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6) and 23 CFR 490.105(f)(8)]

CTDOT’s adjusted 4-year target
for Peak Hour Excessive Delay
(PHED) in the Norwich — New
London, CT — RI were established
based on a) a review of
construction projects impacts
throughout the performance
period relative to current and
recent levels, b) analysis of
congestion and PHED throughout
the urbanized area on Interstates
and on the non-Interstate NHS,
and c) a review of other factors
influencing performance

A single, joint, unified adjusted 4-
year target has been selected by
the target setting process on the
Peak Hour Excessive Delay
(PHED) measure for this
urbanized area. The data
analytics was led by Connecticut
Department of Transportation
(CTDOT) Performance
Management Unit, as most of the
urbanized area geographically is
within the CTDOT. The list of
agencies deciding to set this
adjusted target are Connecticut
Department of Transportation
(CTDOT); Rhode Island
Department of Transportation
(RIDOT); the Rhode Island
Metropolitical Planning
Organization (RIMPO);
Southeastern Connecticut Council
of Governments (SCCOG); and
the Lower Connecticut River
Valley MPO.

Urbanized Area Target #5 - Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita

Question No
D35

D36

D37

Description
Urbanized Area:

Baseline: The baseline for Annual Hours of Peak Hour
Excessive Delay Per Capita. This value is from the 2022
Baseline Performance Period Report and is the
performance derived from the latest data collected
through the beginning date of the performance period. [23
CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual Performance: The 2-year Annual Hours of
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita in this UZA. This
value is the actual 2-year performance derived from the
latest data collected through the midpoint of the
performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A)]

Field Type
Springfield, MA--CT

6.2

5.8
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D38

D39

D40

D41

2-year Target: The 2-year target for the Annual Hours of
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita for the 2022-2025
Performance Period that was reported in the 2022
Baseline Performance Period Report. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual performance
and if they were effective in achieving the intended
performance for the statewide Annual Hours of Peak Hour
Excessive Delay Per Capita. This discussion shall at a
minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year performance to the 2-year
target and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]

4-year Target: The 4-year target for the Annual Hours of
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita in this UZA for the
2022-2025 Performance Period that was reported in the
2022 Baseline Performance Period Report. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)] and [23 CFR 490.107(c)(3)(ii)(A)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust
the 4-year target for the Annual Hours of Peak Hour
Excessive Delay Per Capita in this UZA? [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6)]

6.5

The 2-year target of 6.0 Annual
Hours of Peak Hour Excessive
Delay Per Capita (PHED) in the
Springfield UZA was achieved for
this mid-performance period.
Some of the reasons this target
was met include the launch of
MassDOT's Bottleneck Reduction
Program in 2021 and the strategic
use of federal aid funding to
reduce congestion at key
locations. Systemic improvements
to address aging traffic equipment
included the following investments
coordination of multiple traffic
signals, pedestrian and bicyclist
signal improvements, traffic signal
retiming, traffic signal controller
upgrades, traffic signal priority
equipment, and vehicle detection
installation repairs or
replacement. Infrastructure
improvements included
reconstruction projects to address
access management at
intersections to reduce vehicular
conflicts, auxiliary lanes or
acceleration lanes where right-of-
way is available, changing or
adding signage to improve
navigation for motorists, and curb
modifications to modify
intersection geometry. Transit
investments included new or
improved transit stop access,
restriping of traffic lances to
delineate motor vehicle, bus, and
bicyclists, and transit signal
priority.

6.0

No
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D41la

D41b

D42

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-
year target for the Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive
Delay Per Capita in this UZA.

The adjusted target should reflect the expected
performance by the end of calendar year 2025. This
adjustment is only permitted in the Mid Performance
Period Progress Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to the nearest
tenth. For example, enter 7.1. [23 CFR 490.101 (Target
definition) and 23 CFR 490.713(b)]

Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the
basis for adjustment of the 4-year target for the Annual
Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita in this
UZA and describe how the adjusted target supports
expectations documented in longer range plans, such as
the State asset management plan and the long-range
statewide transportation plan. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

If the State DOT adjusted the unified 4-year target for the N/A
Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita

target for this urbanized area, please report the applicable
MPOs that also adjusted the unified Annual Hours of

Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita target for this

urbanized area. Use a semicolon to separate multiple

agencies. (Optional)

Any adjustments made to a unified 4-year target
established for this measure must be agreed upon and
made collectively by all State DOTs and MPOs that
include any portion of the NHS in the respective
urbanized area applicable to the measures. [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6) and 23 CFR 490.105(f)(8)]

Urbanized Area Target #6 - Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita

Question No
D43

D44

D45

D46

Description Field Type
Urbanized Area: Worcester, MA--CT
Baseline: The baseline for Annual Hours of Peak Hour 6.8

Excessive Delay Per Capita. This value is from the 2022
Baseline Performance Period Report and is the
performance derived from the latest data collected
through the beginning date of the performance period. [23
CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual Performance: The 2-year Annual Hours of 7.0
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita in this UZA. This

value is the actual 2-year performance derived from the

latest data collected through the midpoint of the

performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A)]

2-year Target: The 2-year target for the Annual Hours of 7.0
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita for the 2022-2025
Performance Period that was reported in the 2022
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D47

D48

D49

D49a

Baseline Performance Period Report. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual performance
and if they were effective in achieving the intended
performance for the statewide Annual Hours of Peak Hour
Excessive Delay Per Capita. This discussion shall at a
minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year performance to the 2-year
target and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]

4-year Target: The 4-year target for the Annual Hours of
Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita in this UZA for the
2022-2025 Performance Period that was reported in the
2022 Baseline Performance Period Report. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A)] and [23 CFR 490.107(c)(3)(ii)(A)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust
the 4-year target for the Annual Hours of Peak Hour
Excessive Delay Per Capita in this UZA? [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6)]

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-
year target for the Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive
Delay Per Capita in this UZA.

The adjusted target should reflect the expected
performance by the end of calendar year 2025. This

The 2-year target of 7.0 Annual
Hours of Peak Hour Excessive
Delay Per Capita (PHED) in the
Worcester UZA was achieved for
this mid-performance period.
Some of the reasons this target
was met include the launch of
MassDOT's Bottleneck Reduction
Program in 2021 and the strategic
use of federal aid funding to
reduce congestion at key
locations. Systemic improvements
to address aging traffic equipment
included the following investments
coordination of multiple traffic
signals, pedestrian or bicyclist
signal improvements, traffic signal
retiming, traffic signal controller
upgrades, traffic signal priority
equipment, and vehicle detection
installation repairs or
replacement. Infrastructure
improvements included
reconstruction projects to address
access management at
intersections to reduce vehicular
conflicts, auxiliary lanes or
acceleration lanes where right-of-
way is available, changing or
adding signage to improve
navigation for motorists, and curb
modifications to modify
intersection geometry. Transit
investments included new or
improved transit stop access,
restriping of traffic lances to
delineate motor vehicle, bus, and
bicyclists, and transit signal
priority.

5.0

No
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D49b

D50

adjustment is only permitted in the Mid Performance
Period Progress Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to the nearest
tenth. For example, enter 7.1. [23 CFR 490.101 (Target
definition) and 23 CFR 490.713(b)]

Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the
basis for adjustment of the 4-year target for the Annual
Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita in this
UZA and describe how the adjusted target supports
expectations documented in longer range plans, such as
the State asset management plan and the long-range
statewide transportation plan. [23 CFR
490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

If the State DOT adjusted the unified 4-year target for the N/A
Annual Hours of Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita

target for this urbanized area, please report the applicable
MPOs that also adjusted the unified Annual Hours of

Peak Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita target for this

urbanized area. Use a semicolon to separate multiple

agencies. (Optional)

Any adjustments made to a unified 4-year target
established for this measure must be agreed upon and
made collectively by all State DOTs and MPOs that
include any portion of the NHS in the respective
urbanized area applicable to the measures. [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6) and 23 CFR 490.105()(8)]
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Question No
T1

T2

Percent of Non-SOV Travel

Percent of Non-Single Occupancy Vehicle (Non-SOV) Travel Performance Overview

Description

General Comments: Please use this space to provide any
general comments that may assist FHWA in its review of
this part of the submission. You can use this space to
provide greater context for your targets and current
performance, provide additional background detail or
clarification, note any assumptions, or discuss
complications. (Optional)

The total number of applicable UZA(s) required to establish
targets and report progress for the Traffic Congestion
Measures in your State are:

Field Type

The CTDOT continues to use the
American Community Survey data
to measure and project Non-SOV
percentage. The baseline year
and 2-year performance reflect
ongoing changes to travel
patterns (pre to post-pandemic).
As we monitor the performance of
this measure, telework remains
the largest driver in the increase
of non-SOV travel. It is expected
telework will remain and there will
be changes in commuting
patterns (fully remote or hybrid
telework) across each UZA.
Despite higher volumes on our
network, travel patterns suggest
that more leisure trips are taking
place as opposed to commuting to
work, with a consequent increase
in weekend traffic volume. For this
measure, the continued impact of
telework over the remainder of
this performance period and the
next is uncertain, and we will
continue to evaluate the impact of
telework in relation to this
measure.

6

Urbanized Area Target #1 - Percent of Non-Single Occupancy Vehicle (Non-SOV) Travel

Question No
T3

T4

TS

Description
Urbanized Area:

Baseline: The baseline for Percent of Non-SOV Travel.
This value is from the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report and is the performance derived from the latest data
collected through the beginning of the performance period.
[23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual performance: The 2-year Percent of Non-
SOV Travel. This value is the actual 2-year performance
derived from the latest data collected through the midpoint
of the performance period. 23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A)

Since the baseline performance submitted in the 2022
Baseline Performance Period Report was based on
Method A, the 2-year performance value is based on
Method A — American Community Survey (ACS). [23 CFR

Field Type
Bridgeport--Stamford, CT--NY

30.4

32.9
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T6

T7

T8

T9

T9a

T9b

T10

490.709 (f)(2) and (3)]

2-year Target: The 2-year target for the Percent of Non-
SOV Travel for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that
was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual performance and
if they were effective in achieving the intended
performance for the Percent of Non-SOV Travel. This
discussion shall at a minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year performance to the 2-year
target and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]

4-year Target: The 4-year target for the Percent of Non-
SOV travel established for the 2022-2025 Performance
Period that was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance
Period Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)] and [23 CFR
490.107(c)(3)(ii)(A)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust
the 4-year target for the Percent of Non-SQV travel? [23
CFR 490.105(e)(6)]

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-year
target for the Percent of Non-SOV Travel.

The adjusted target should reflect the expected
performance by the end of calendar year 2025. This
adjustment is only permitted in the Mid Performance Period
Progress Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to the nearest tenth
of a percent. For example, enter 86.5% as 86.5. [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.713(d)]

Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the basis
for adjustment of the 4-year target for the Percent of Non-
SOV Travel and describe how the adjusted target supports
expectations documented in longer range plans, such as
the State asset management plan and the long-range
statewide transportation plan. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

If the State DOT adjusted the unified 4-year target for the
Percent of Non-SOV Travel target for this urbanized area,

27.8

CTDOT met and exceeded the 2-
year target for Percent of Non-
Single Occupancy Vehicle (Non-
SOV) Travel in the Bridgeport-
Stamford, CT — NY UZA. The 2-
year performance is 32.9% while
the 2-year target is 27.8%.
CTDOT’s performance is 5.1%
better than the 2-year target. This
target was met based on a)
establishing a conservative target,
b) a return of congestion in new
travel patterns, and c) accounting
for other factors influencing
performance telework, weather,
and Vehicles Miles Traveled.
Telework continues to have a
large impact on this measure.
27.8

No

N/A
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please report the applicable MPOs that also adjusted the
unified Percent of Non-SOV Travel target for this urbanized
area. Use a semicolon to separate multiple agencies.
(Optional)

Any adjustments made to a unified 4-year target
established for this measure must be agreed upon and
made collectively by all State DOTs and MPOs that include
any portion of the NHS in the respective urbanized area
applicable to the measures. [23 CFR 490.105(¢e)(6) and 23
CFR 490.105(f)(8)]

Urbanized Area Target #2 - Percent of Non-Single Occupancy Vehicle (Non-SOV) Travel

Question No
T11

T12

T13

T14

T15

Description
Urbanized Area:

Baseline: The baseline for Percent of Non-SOV Travel.
This value is from the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report and is the performance derived from the latest data
collected through the beginning of the performance period.
[23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual performance: The 2-year Percent of Non-
SOV Travel. This value is the actual 2-year performance
derived from the latest data collected through the midpoint
of the performance period. 23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A)

Since the baseline performance submitted in the 2022
Baseline Performance Period Report was based on
Method A, the 2-year performance value is based on
Method A — American Community Survey (ACS). [23 CFR
490.709 (f)(2) and (3)]

2-year Target: The 2-year target for the Percent of Non-
SOV Travel for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that
was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual performance and
if they were effective in achieving the intended
performance for the Percent of Non-SOV Travel. This
discussion shall at a minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year performance to the 2-year
target and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]

Field Type

Hartford, CT

22.1

245

19.8

CTDOT met and exceeded the 2-
year target for Percent of Non-
Single Occupancy Vehicle (Non-
SQOV) Travel in the Hartford, CT
UZA. The 2-year performance is
24.5% while the 2-year target is
19.8%. CTDOT’s performance is
4.7% better than the 2-year target.
This target was met based on a)
establishing a conservative target,
b) a return of congestion in new
travel patterns, and c) accounting
for other factors influencing
performance telework, weather,
and Vehicles Miles Traveled.
Telework continues to have a
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large impact on this measure.
T16 4-year Target: The 4-year target for the Percent of Non- 19.8
SOV travel established for the 2022-2025 Performance
Period that was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance
Period Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii))(A)] and [23 CFR
490.107(c)(3)(ii)(A)]

T17 Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust No
the 4-year target for the Percent of Non-SOV travel? [23
CFR 490.105(e)(6)]

T1l7a Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-year
target for the Percent of Non-SOV Travel.

The adjusted target should reflect the expected
performance by the end of calendar year 2025. This
adjustment is only permitted in the Mid Performance Period
Progress Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to the nearest tenth
of a percent. For example, enter 86.5% as 86.5. [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.713(d)]

T17b Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the basis
for adjustment of the 4-year target for the Percent of Non-
SOV Travel and describe how the adjusted target supports
expectations documented in longer range plans, such as
the State asset management plan and the long-range
statewide transportation plan. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

T18 If the State DOT adjusted the unified 4-year target for the N/A
Percent of Non-SOV Travel target for this urbanized area,
please report the applicable MPOs that also adjusted the
unified Percent of Non-SOV Travel target for this urbanized
area. Use a semicolon to separate multiple agencies.
(Optional)

Any adjustments made to a unified 4-year target
established for this measure must be agreed upon and
made collectively by all State DOTs and MPOs that include
any portion of the NHS in the respective urbanized area
applicable to the measures. [23 CFR 490.105(e)(6) and 23
CFR 490.105(f)(8)]

Urbanized Area Target #3 - Percent of Non-Single Occupancy Vehicle (Non-SOV) Travel

Question No Description Field Type
T19 Urbanized Area: New Haven, CT
T20 Baseline: The baseline for Percent of Non-SOV Travel. 25.1

This value is from the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report and is the performance derived from the latest data
collected through the beginning of the performance period.
[23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]
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T21

T22

T23

T24

T25

T25a

2-year Actual performance: The 2-year Percent of Non-
SOV Travel. This value is the actual 2-year performance
derived from the latest data collected through the midpoint
of the performance period. 23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A)

Since the baseline performance submitted in the 2022
Baseline Performance Period Report was based on
Method A, the 2-year performance value is based on
Method A — American Community Survey (ACS). [23 CFR
490.709 (f)(2) and (3)]

2-year Target: The 2-year target for the Percent of Non-
SOV Travel for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that
was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual performance and
if they were effective in achieving the intended
performance for the Percent of Non-SOV Travel. This
discussion shall at a minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year performance to the 2-year
target and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(i))(B)]

4-year Target: The 4-year target for the Percent of Non-
SOV travel established for the 2022-2025 Performance
Period that was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance
Period Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(i))(A)] and [23 CFR
490.107(c)(3)(ii)(A)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust
the 4-year target for the Percent of Non-SOV travel? [23
CFR 490.105(e)(6)]

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-year
target for the Percent of Non-SOV Travel.

The adjusted target should reflect the expected
performance by the end of calendar year 2025. This
adjustment is only permitted in the Mid Performance Period
Progress Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to the nearest tenth
of a percent. For example, enter 86.5% as 86.5. [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.713(d)]

26.7

23.5

CTDOT met and exceeded the 2-
year target for Percent of Non-
Single Occupancy Vehicle (Non-
SQV) Travel in the New Haven,
CT UZA. The 2-year performance
is 26.7% while the 2-year target is
23.5%. CTDOT'’s performance is
3.2% better than the 2-year target.
This target was met based on a)
establishing a conservative target,
b) a return of congestion in new
travel patterns, and c) accounting
for other factors influencing
performance telework, weather,
and Vehicles Miles Traveled.
Telework continues to have a
large impact on this measure.
235

No
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T25b

T26

Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the basis
for adjustment of the 4-year target for the Percent of Non-
SOV Travel and describe how the adjusted target supports
expectations documented in longer range plans, such as
the State asset management plan and the long-range
statewide transportation plan. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

If the State DOT adjusted the unified 4-year target for the
Percent of Non-SOV Travel target for this urbanized area,
please report the applicable MPOs that also adjusted the
unified Percent of Non-SOV Travel target for this urbanized
area. Use a semicolon to separate multiple agencies.
(Optional)

Any adjustments made to a unified 4-year target
established for this measure must be agreed upon and
made collectively by all State DOTs and MPOs that include
any portion of the NHS in the respective urbanized area
applicable to the measures. [23 CFR 490.105(¢e)(6) and 23
CFR 490.105(f)(8)]

N/A

Urbanized Area Target #4 - Percent of Non-Single Occupancy Vehicle (Non-SOV) Travel

Question No
T27

T28

T29

T30

T31

Description
Urbanized Area:

Baseline: The baseline for Percent of Non-SOV Travel.
This value is from the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report and is the performance derived from the latest data
collected through the beginning of the performance period.
[23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual performance: The 2-year Percent of Non-
SOV Travel. This value is the actual 2-year performance
derived from the latest data collected through the midpoint
of the performance period. 23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A)

Since the baseline performance submitted in the 2022
Baseline Performance Period Report was based on
Method A, the 2-year performance value is based on
Method A — American Community Survey (ACS). [23 CFR
490.709 (f)(2) and (3)]

2-year Target: The 2-year target for the Percent of Non-
SOV Travel for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that
was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual performance and
if they were effective in achieving the intended
performance for the Percent of Non-SOV Travel. This
discussion shall at a minimum:

Field Type
Norwich--New London, CT--RlI

22.3

23.4

194

CTDOT met and exceeded the 2-
year target for Percent of Non-
Single Occupancy Vehicle (Non-
SQV) Travel in the Norwich — New
London, CT — RI UZA. The 2-year
performance is 23.4% while the 2-
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T32

T33

T33a

T33b

T34

1) Compare the actual 2-year performance to the 2-year
target and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]

4-year Target: The 4-year target for the Percent of Non-
SOV travel established for the 2022-2025 Performance
Period that was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance
Period Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)] and [23 CFR
490.107(c)(3)(ii)(A)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust
the 4-year target for the Percent of Non-SQV travel? [23
CFR 490.105(e)(6)]

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-year
target for the Percent of Non-SOV Travel.

The adjusted target should reflect the expected
performance by the end of calendar year 2025. This
adjustment is only permitted in the Mid Performance Period
Progress Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to the nearest tenth
of a percent. For example, enter 86.5% as 86.5. [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.713(d)]

Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the basis
for adjustment of the 4-year target for the Percent of Non-
SOV Travel and describe how the adjusted target supports
expectations documented in longer range plans, such as
the State asset management plan and the long-range
statewide transportation plan. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

If the State DOT adjusted the unified 4-year target for the
Percent of Non-SOV Travel target for this urbanized area,
please report the applicable MPOs that also adjusted the
unified Percent of Non-SOV Travel target for this urbanized
area. Use a semicolon to separate multiple agencies.
(Optional)

Any adjustments made to a unified 4-year target
established for this measure must be agreed upon and
made collectively by all State DOTs and MPOs that include
any portion of the NHS in the respective urbanized area
applicable to the measures. [23 CFR 490.105(¢e)(6) and 23
CFR 490.105(f)(8)]

year target is 19.4%. CTDOT'’s
performance is 4.0% better than
the 2-year target. This target was
met based on a) establishing a
conservative target, b) a return of
congestion in new travel patterns,
and c) accounting for other factors
influencing performance telework,
weather, and Vehicles Miles
Traveled. Telework continues to
have a large impact on this

measure.
18.5

No

N/A
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Urbanized Area Target #5 - Percent of Non-Single Occupancy Vehicle (Non-SOV) Travel

Question No
T35

T36

T37

T38

T39

T40

T41

Description
Urbanized Area:

Baseline: The baseline for Percent of Non-SOV Travel.
This value is from the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report and is the performance derived from the latest data
collected through the beginning of the performance period.
[23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual performance: The 2-year Percent of Non-
SOV Travel. This value is the actual 2-year performance
derived from the latest data collected through the midpoint
of the performance period. 23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A)

Since the baseline performance submitted in the 2022
Baseline Performance Period Report was based on
Method A, the 2-year performance value is based on
Method A — American Community Survey (ACS). [23 CFR
490.709 (f)(2) and (3)]

2-year Target: The 2-year target for the Percent of Non-
SOV Travel for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that
was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual performance and
if they were effective in achieving the intended
performance for the Percent of Non-SQOV Travel. This
discussion shall at a minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year performance to the 2-year
target and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]

4-year Target: The 4-year target for the Percent of Non-
SOV travel established for the 2022-2025 Performance
Period that was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance
Period Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(i))(A)] and [23 CFR
490.107(c)(3)(ii)(A)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust
the 4-year target for the Percent of Non-SOV travel? [23
CFR 490.105(e)(6)]

Field Type
Springfield, MA--CT

215

23.2

22.2

The latest American Community
Survey (ACS) estimates show that
the 2-year target was achieved.
The data tells us that the change
in mode-shift was driven by an
increase in the number of
individuals working from home,
likely in response to the
proliferation of telework spurred
by the pandemic. MassDOT
continues to partner with
municipalities across the
Commonwealth to invest in non-
SOV components of design and
programs, including federal and
non-federal aid bicycle and
pedestrian projects, the Safe
Routes to School (SRTS)
Program, Complete Streets
Program, and Shared Streets
Program.

22.2

Yes
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T41la

T41b

T42

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-year

target for the Percent of Non-SOV Travel.

The adjusted target should reflect the expected
performance by the end of calendar year 2025. This

adjustment is only permitted in the Mid Performance Period

Progress Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to the nearest tenth
of a percent. For example, enter 86.5% as 86.5. [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.713(d)]

Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the basis
for adjustment of the 4-year target for the Percent of Non-
SOV Travel and describe how the adjusted target supports
expectations documented in longer range plans, such as
the State asset management plan and the long-range
statewide transportation plan. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

If the State DOT adjusted the unified 4-year target for the
Percent of Non-SOV Travel target for this urbanized area,
please report the applicable MPOs that also adjusted the
unified Percent of Non-SOV Travel target for this urbanized
area. Use a semicolon to separate multiple agencies.
(Optional)

Any adjustments made to a unified 4-year target
established for this measure must be agreed upon and
made collectively by all State DOTs and MPOs that include
any portion of the NHS in the respective urbanized area
applicable to the measures. [23 CFR 490.105(e)(6) and 23
CFR 490.105(f)(8)]

22.7

The American Community Survey
(ACS) 5-year estimates for non-
SOV travel between 2013-2017
and 2018-2022 reveal a rate of
change of nearly 9%. By
comparison, the rate of change for
this metric prior to the pandemic
was just over 3%. In addition,
when examining the change in 1-
year ACS estimates for non-SOV
travel, Springfield UZA
experienced a decrease from
30.16% non-SOV travel in 2021,
to 26.53% in 2022, indicating the
sharp rise in non-SOV travel
between was driven by the
pandemic, and a more gradual
increase for the remainder of this
performance period is likely. In
developing an alternative trend
line, the difference in the rates of
change between the 5-year ACS
estimates for 2019-2020 and
2021-2022 was calculated and
used for projecting a more
conservative, but still optimistic
new 4-year target of 22.7%.

A joint, unified adjusted 4-year
target was set by all agencies
listed below. The following
agencies were consulted as part
of the target setting process on
the Non- SOV Percentage
measure, led by MassDOT's
Office of Transportation Planning
(OTP); the Connecticut
Department of Transportation;
Capitol Region Council of
Governments; and the Pioneer
Valley Planning Commission.

Urbanized Area Target #6 - Percent of Non-Single Occupancy Vehicle (Non-SOV) Travel

Question No Description Field Type
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T43

T44

T45

T46

T47

Urbanized Area:

Baseline: The baseline for Percent of Non-SOV Travel.
This value is from the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report and is the performance derived from the latest data
collected through the beginning of the performance period.
[23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual performance: The 2-year Percent of Non-
SOV Travel. This value is the actual 2-year performance
derived from the latest data collected through the midpoint
of the performance period. 23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A)

Since the baseline performance submitted in the 2022
Baseline Performance Period Report was based on
Method A, the 2-year performance value is based on
Method A — American Community Survey (ACS). [23 CFR
490.709 (f)(2) and (3)]

2-year Target: The 2-year target for the Percent of Non-
SOV Travel for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that
was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions and/or
investments that contributed to the actual performance and
if they were effective in achieving the intended
performance for the Percent of Non-SOV Travel. This
discussion shall at a minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year performance to the 2-year
target and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]

Worcester, MA--CT

23.4

25.7

25.4

Due to ACS data showing that
non-SOV travel in the Worcester
UZA has surpassed the target and
projections MassDOT established
at the baseline performance
period using pre-COVID data, it is
appropriate to adjust the 4-year
target in a manner which balances
non-SOV trends pre- and post-
2020.

MassDOT's 2050 Statewide Long
Range Transportation Plan
(SLRTP) articulates needs and
strategies to improve non-SOV
travel in many of its six "Priority
Areas," along with a needs
assessment that identifies
infrastructure and land use
barriers to transportation access
and major problem areas across
the Commonwealth. Additionally,
the SLRTP accounts for trends in
the areas of telework, climate
change, technology, and
migration, all of which will likely
have an impact on congestion and
non-SOV travel. The information
here will support project
development and programming in
the State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP),
bringing about investments in
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T48

T49

T49a

T49b

4-year Target: The 4-year target for the Percent of Non-
SOV travel established for the 2022-2025 Performance
Period that was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance
Period Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A)] and [23 CFR
490.107(c)(3)(ii)(A)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to adjust
the 4-year target for the Percent of Non-SOV travel? [23
CFR 490.105(e)(6)]

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted 4-year
target for the Percent of Non-SOV Travel.

The adjusted target should reflect the expected
performance by the end of calendar year 2025. This
adjustment is only permitted in the Mid Performance Period
Progress Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to the nearest tenth
of a percent. For example, enter 86.5% as 86.5. [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.713(d)]

Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the basis
for adjustment of the 4-year target for the Percent of Non-
SOV Travel and describe how the adjusted target supports
expectations documented in longer range plans, such as
the State asset management plan and the long-range
statewide transportation plan. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

MassDOT's Intersection
Improvements, Roadway
Reconstruction, and Bicycle and
Pedestrian Programs that are
intended to reduce congestion
and encourage non-SOV travel.

At the regional level, the Central
Mass MPO Long Range
Transportation Plan (RTP)
emphasizes that the CMMPO will
continue to prioritize projects to
reduce congestion and improve
bicycle and pedestrian
infrastructure. Additionally, the
CMMPO MicroProject program
was recently developed to
leverage CMAQ funding for
projects that will encourage mode-
shift and emissions reductions,
such as bikeshare stations and
bicycles, operation assistance for
new transit services, and
purchasing of new vans or
shuttles.

26.1

Yes

29.6

The American Community Survey
(ACS) 5-yer estimates for non-
SOV travel between 2013-2017
and 2018-2022 reveal a rate of
change of nearly 43%. By
comparison, the rate of change for
this metric prior to the pandemic
was just under 1%. When
examining the change in 1-year
ACS estimates for non-SOV
travel, Worcester UZA
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TS50

If the State DOT adjusted the unified 4-year target for the
Percent of Non-SOV Travel target for this urbanized area,
please report the applicable MPOs that also adjusted the
unified Percent of Non-SOV Travel target for this urbanized
area. Use a semicolon to separate multiple agencies.
(Optional)

Any adjustments made to a unified 4-year target
established for this measure must be agreed upon and
made collectively by all State DOTs and MPOs that include
any portion of the NHS in the respective urbanized area
applicable to the measures. [23 CFR 490.105(¢e)(6) and 23
CFR 490.105(f)(8)]

experienced a decrease from
31.76% non-SOV travel in 2021,
to 31.23% in 2022. This provided
some assurance that this metric
had peaked in 2021, and year-
over-year estimates are likely to
decrease at a rate similar to that
seen between 2021 and 2022.
Using that decrease as a
baseline, it was estimated that the
rate of travel would continue to
decrease for the remainder of this
performance period, bringing the
4-year target to 29.64% non-SOV
travel.

A joint, unified adjusted 4-year
target was set by all agencies
listed below. The following
agencies were consulted as part
of the target setting process on
the Non- SOV Percentage
measure, led by MassDOT's
Office of Transportation Planning
(OTP); the Connecticut
Department of Transportation;
Northeastern Connecticut Council
of Governments; the Central
Massachusetts MPO; the
Montachusett MPO; and the
Boston Region MPO.
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Emissions

Emissions Reduction Performance Overview

Question No
E1l

E2

E3

E4

E5

E6

E7

Description

General Comments: Please use this space to provide
any general comments that may assist FHWA in its
review of this part of the submission. You can use this
space to provide greater context for your targets and
current performance, provide additional background
detail or clarification, note any assumptions, or
discuss complications. (Optional)

Does the State include any areas designated as
nonattainment or maintenance for PM2.5?

If the State includes any areas designated as
nonattainment or maintenance for PM2.5, are NOx
and/or VOC a significant contributor to PM2.5
emissions anywhere in the State?

A significant contributor is defined as a precursor
pollutant that the State or EPA has made a finding
that the precursor has a significant impact on
particulate matter (PM) air quality problem in a given
area; or, the State Implementation Plan establishes
approved or adequate motor vehicle emissions
budgets for that precursor. [40 CFR 93.102(b) and 40
CFR 93.119(f)]

Does the State include any areas designated as
nonattainment or maintenance for PM10?

If the State includes any areas designated as
nonattainment or maintenance for PM10, are NOx
and/or VOC a significant contributor to PM10
emissions anywhere in the State?

Does the State include any areas designated as
nonattainment or maintenance for CO?

Does the State include any areas designated as
nonattainment or maintenance for ozone?

Statewide Total Emission Reductions PM2.5 Target #1

Question No

Description

Field Type

The Congestion Mitigation and
Air Quality (CMAQ) program was
the basis for performance in this
performance period. At CTDOT,
the CMAQ program has shifted
to a largely qualitative benefits
set of actions, following the
findings of an FHWA program
review of a cost-effective
approach to air quality
improvement actions. This led to
a different set of projects
beginning in 2016 and is
continued for this performance
period.

Yes

Yes - NOx and VOC

Yes

No significant contributors

No

Yes

Field Type
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El1

E12

E13

El4

Baseline: The baseline for the emissions reductions
(total daily kilograms) of PM2.5. This value is from the
2022 Baseline Performance Period Report and is the
performance derived from the latest data collected
through the cumulative statewide estimated
emissions reductions (total daily kilograms) for the
previous 4 Federal fiscal years before the start of the
performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual performance: Please provide the
current estimated emissions reductions (total daily
kilograms) of PM2.5. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A) and
23 CFR 490.107(c)(3)(iii)(B)]

The current data for the performance period must
include the cumulative reductions in emissions (total
daily kilograms) over the Federal fiscal years 2022
and 2023.

The data needed to calculate the measure shall come
from the CMAQ Public Access System. [23 CFR
490.809(a) and 23 CFR 490(b)(2)]

The data must be reported to the nearest one
thousandths. For example, enter 86.512. [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.811(b)]

FHWA provided the prepopulated data from the
CMAQ Public Access System. If the DOT feels that a
different value is appropriate due to an error, please
contact the FHWA Division Office in your State.

2-year Target: The 2-year target for cumulative
emissions reduction (total daily kilograms) of PM2.5
for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that was
reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A) and 23 CFR
490.107(c)(3)(ii)(B)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions
and/or investments that contributed to the actual
performance and if they were effective in achieving
the intended performance for the cumulative
emissions reduction (total daily kilograms) of PM2.5.
This discussion shall at a minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year performance to the
2-year target and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not
met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]

0.000

14.982

6.290

CTDOT met and exceeded the
2-year target for cumulative
emissions reduction of PM2.5.
The 2-year performance is
14.982 while the 2-year target is
6.290. CTDOT's performance is
8.692 better than the 2-year
target. This target was met
based on a) identifying eligible
projects in the CMAQ Public
Access System for emissions
reduction, b) verifying the eligible
project is completed, in
progress, or expected to be
constructed, and c) track
cumulative reduction for each
emissions reduction measure
and account each project once
in reporting.
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E15 4-year Target: The 4-year target for cumulative 6.290
emissions reduction (total daily kilograms) of PM2.5
established for the 2022-2025 Performance Period
that was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance
Period Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii))(A) and 23
CFR 490.107(c)(3)(ii)(B)]

E16 Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to No
adjust the 4-year target for cumulative emissions
reduction (total daily kilograms) of PM2.5? [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6)]

El6a Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted
4-year target for cumulative emissions reduction (total
daily kilograms) of PM2.5. The adjusted target should
reflect the expected performance by the end of
Federal fiscal year 2025. This adjustment is only
permitted in the MPP Progress Report. [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6) and 23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to nearest one
thousandths. For example, enter 86.512. [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.811(b)]

E1l6b Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the
basis for adjustment of the 4-year target for
cumulative emissions reduction (total daily kilograms)
of PM2.5 established for the 2022-2025 Performance
Period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii))(E) and 23 CFR
490.107(c)(3)(ii)(B)]

Statewide Total Emission Reductions NOx Target #2

Question No Description Field Type
E17 Baseline: The baseline for the emissions reductions 0.000

(total daily kilograms) of NOx. This value is from the

2022 Baseline Performance Period Report and is the

performance derived from the latest data collected

through the cumulative statewide estimated

emissions reductions (total daily kilograms) for the

previous 4 Federal fiscal years before the start of the

performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

E18 2-year Actual Performance: Please provide the 174.274
current estimated emissions reductions (total daily
kilograms) of NOx. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A) and
23 CFR 490.107(c)(3)(iii)(B)]

The current data for the performance period must
include the cumulative reductions in emissions (total
daily kilograms) over the Federal fiscal years 2022
and 2023.

The data needed to calculate the measure shall come
from the CMAQ Public Access System. [23 CFR
490.809(a) and 23 CFR 490(b)(2)]

Page 60 of 68



E19

E20

E21

E22

E22a

The data must be reported to the nearest one
thousandths. For example, enter 86.512. [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.811(b)]

FHWA provided the prepopulated data from the
CMAQ Public Access System. If the DOT feels that a
different value is appropriate due to an error, please
contact the FHWA Division Office in your State.

2-year Target: The 2-year target for cumulative
emissions reduction (total daily kilograms) of NOx for
the 2022-2025 Performance Period that was reported
in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period Report. [23
CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A) and 23 CFR
490.107(c)(3)(ii)(B)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions
and/or investments that contributed to the actual
performance and if they were effective in achieving
the intended performance for the cumulative
emissions reduction (total daily kilograms) of NOx.
This discussion shall at a minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year performance to the
2-year target and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not
met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(i))(B)]

4-year Target: The 4-year target for cumulative
emissions reduction (total daily kilograms) of NOx
established for the 2022-2025 Performance Period
that was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance
Period Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A) and 23
CFR 490.107(c)(3)(ii)(B)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to
adjust the 4-year target for cumulative emissions

reduction (total daily kilograms) of NOx? [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6)]

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted
4-year target for cumulative emissions reduction (total
daily kilograms) of NOx. The adjusted target should
reflect the expected performance by the end of
Federal fiscal year 2025. This adjustment is only
permitted in the MPP Progress Report. [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6) and 23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to nearest one
thousandths. For example, enter 86.512. [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.811(b)]

81.978

CTDOT met and exceeded the
2-year target for cumulative
emissions reduction of NOx. The
2-year performance is 174.274
while the 2-year target is 81.978.
CTDOT’s performance is 92.296
better than the 2-year target.
This target was met based on a)
identifying eligible projects in the
CMAQ Public Access System for
emissions reduction, b) verifying
the eligible project is completed,
in progress, or expected to be
constructed, and c) track
cumulative reduction for each
emissions reduction measure
and account each project once
in reporting.

81.978

No
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E22b

Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the
basis for adjustment of the 4-year target for
cumulative emissions reduction (total daily kilograms)
of NOx established for the 2022-2025 Performance
Period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E) and 23 CFR
490.107(c)(3)(ii)(B)]-

Statewide Total Emission Reductions VOC Target #3

Question No
E23

E24

E25

E26

Description

Baseline: The baseline for the emissions reductions
(total daily kilograms) of VOC. This value is from the
2022 Baseline Performance Period Report and is the
performance derived from the latest data collected
through the cumulative statewide estimated
emissions reductions (total daily kilograms) for the
previous 4 Federal fiscal years before the start of the
performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

2-year Actual Performance: Please provide the
current estimated emissions reductions (total daily
kilograms) of VOC. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii))(A) and
23 CFR 490.107(c)(3)(iii)(B)]

The current data for the performance period must
include the cumulative reductions in emissions (total
daily kilograms) over the Federal fiscal years 2022
and 2023.

The data needed to calculate the measure shall come
from the CMAQ Public Access System. [23 CFR
490.809(a) and 23 CFR 490(b)(2)]

The data must be reported to the nearest one
thousandths. For example, enter 86.512. [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.811(b)]

FHWA provided the prepopulated data from the
CMAQ Public Access System. If the DOT feels that a
different value is appropriate due to an error, please
contact the FHWA Division Office in your State.

2-year Target: The 2-year target for cumulative
emissions reduction (total daily kilograms) of VOC for
the 2022-2025 Performance Period that was reported
in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period Report. [23
CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A) and 23 CFR
490.107(c)(3)(ii)(B)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions
and/or investments that contributed to the actual
performance and if they were effective in achieving
the intended performance for the cumulative
reductions in emissions (total daily kilograms) of
VOC. This discussion shall at a minimum:

Field Type
0.000

178.895

87.346

CTDOT met and exceeded the
2-year target for cumulative
emissions reduction of VOC.
The 2-year performance is
178.895 while the 2-year target
is 87.346. CTDOT's
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E27

E28

E28a

E28b

1) Compare the actual 2-year performance to the
2-year target and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not
met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]

4-year Target: The 4-year target for cumulative
emissions reduction (total daily kilograms) of VOC
established for the 2022-2025 Performance Period
that was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance
Period Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A) and 23
CFR 490.107(c)(3)(ii)(B)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to
adjust the 4-year target for cumulative emissions
reduction (total daily kilograms) of VOC? [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6)]

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted

4-year target for cumulative emissions reduction (total

daily kilograms) of VOC. The adjusted target should
reflect the expected performance by the end of
Federal fiscal year 2025. This adjustment is only
permitted in the MPP Progress Report. [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6) and 23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to nearest one
thousandths. For example, enter 86.512. [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.811(b)]

Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the
basis for adjustment of the 4-year target for
cumulative emissions reduction (total daily kilograms)
of VOC established for the 2022-2025 Performance
Period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E) and [23 CFR
490.107(c)(3)(ii)(B)].

Statewide Total Emission Reductions PM10 Target #4

Question No
E29

Description
Baseline: The baseline for the emissions reductions

(total daily kilograms) of PM10. This value is from the

2022 Baseline Performance Period Report and is the
performance derived from the latest data collected
through the cumulative statewide estimated
emissions reductions (total daily kilograms) for the
previous 4 Federal fiscal years before the start of the
performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

performance is 91.639 better
than the 2-year target. This
target was met based on a)
identifying eligible projects in the
CMAQ Public Access System for
emissions reduction, b) verifying
the eligible project is completed,
in progress, or expected to be
constructed, and c) track
cumulative reduction for each
emissions reduction measure
and account each project once
in reporting.

87.346

No

Field Type
0.000
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E30

E31

E32

E33

2-year Actual Performance: Please provide the
current estimated emissions reductions (total daily

kilograms) of PM10. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(A) and

23 CFR 490.107(c)(3)(iii)(B)]

The current data for the performance period must
include the cumulative reductions in emissions (total
daily kilograms) over the Federal fiscal years 2022
and 2023.

The data needed to calculate the measure shall come

from the CMAQ Public Access System. [23 CFR
490.809(a) and 23 CFR 490(b)(2)]

The data must be reported to the nearest one
thousandth. For example, enter 86.512. [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.811(b)]

FHWA provided the prepopulated data from the

CMAQ Public Access System. If the DOT feels that a

different value is appropriate due to an error, please
contact the FHWA Division Office in your State.

2-year Target: The 2-year target for cumulative
emissions reduction (total daily kilograms) of PM10
for the 2022-2025 Performance Period that was
reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period
Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A) and 23 CFR
490.107(c)(3)(ii)(B)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions
and/or investments that contributed to the actual
performance and if they were effective in achieving
the intended performance for the cumulative
emissions reduction (total daily kilograms) of PM10.
This discussion shall at a minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year performance to the
2-year target and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not
met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]

4-year Target: The 4-year target for cumulative
emissions reduction (total daily kilograms) of PM10
established for the 2022-2025 Performance Period
that was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance
Period Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A) and 23
CFR 490.107(c)(3)(ii)(B)]

0.000

0.000

The City of New Haven was
redesignated attainment with an
approval of a limited
maintenance plan, effective
12/12/2005. Therefore PM10 will
no longer be an applicability
pollutant 20-years after that
effective date, or as of
12/12/2025. Based on the rule
cited above, applicability for the
next performance period
FY2026-FY2029 will be
determined as of the status on
October 1, 2025. Therefore,
PM10 is now an applicable
pollutant and will be at the
baseline of the next performance
period but will cease being
required as of the October 1,
2027 midperiod applicability
assessment.

0.000
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E34 Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to No
adjust the 4-year target for cumulative emissions
reduction (total daily kilograms) of PM10?
[23 CFR 490.105(e)(6)]

E34a Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted
4-year target for cumulative emissions reduction (total
daily kilograms) of PM10. The adjusted target should
reflect the expected performance by the end of
Federal fiscal year 2025. This adjustment is only
permitted in the MPP Progress Report. [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6) and 23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to nearest one
thousandths. For example, enter 86.512. [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.811(b)]

E34b Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the
basis for adjustment of the 4-year target for
cumulative emissions reduction (total daily kilograms)
of PM10 established for the 2022-2025 Performance
Period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E) and 23 CFR
490.107(c)(3)(ii)(B)]-

Statewide Total Emission Reductions CO Target #5

Question No Description Field Type
E35 Baseline: The baseline for the emissions reductions

(total daily kilograms) of CO. This value is from the

2022 Baseline Performance Period Report and is the

performance derived from the latest data collected

through the cumulative statewide estimated

emissions reductions (total daily kilograms) for the

previous 4 Federal fiscal years before the start of the

performance period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(B)]

E36 2-year Actual Performance: Please provide the
current estimated emissions reductions (total daily
kilograms) of CO. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii))(A) and 23
CFR 490.107(c)(3)(iii)(B)]

The current data for the performance period must
include the cumulative reductions in emissions (total
daily kilograms) over the Federal fiscal years 2022
and 2023.

The data needed to calculate the measure shall come
from the CMAQ Public Access System. [23 CFR
490.809(a) and 23 CFR 490(b)(2)]

The data must be reported to the nearest one
thousandths. For example, enter 86.512. [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.811(b)]

FHWA provided the prepopulated data from the
CMAQ Public Access System. If the DOT feels that a
different value is appropriate due to an error, please
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E37

E38

E39

E40

E40a

E40b

contact the FHWA Division Office in your State.

2-year Target: The 2-year target for cumulative 0.000
emissions reduction (total daily kilograms) of CO for

the 2022-2025 Performance Period that was reported

in the 2022 Baseline Performance Period Report. [23

CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii)(A) and 23 CFR

490.107(c)(3)(ii)(B)]

Progress Discussion: Please discuss the decisions
and/or investments that contributed to the actual
performance and if they were effective in achieving
the intended performance for the cumulative
emissions reduction (total daily kilograms) of CO. This
discussion shall at a minimum:

1) Compare the actual 2-year performance to the
2-year target and

2) document the reasons the target was or was not
met.

[23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(B)]

4-year Target: The 4-year target for cumulative 0.000
emissions reduction (total daily kilograms) of CO

established for the 2022-2025 Performance Period

that was reported in the 2022 Baseline Performance

Period Report. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(1)(ii))(A) and 23

CFR 490.107(c)(3)(ii)(B)]

Adjust 4-year Target: Does the State DOT wish to
adjust the 4-year target for cumulative emissions
reduction (total daily kilograms) of CO? [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6)]

Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the adjusted
4-year target for cumulative emissions reduction (total
daily kilograms) of CO. The adjusted target should
reflect the expected performance by the end of
Federal fiscal year 2025. This adjustment is only
permitted in the MPP Progress Report. [23 CFR
490.105(e)(6) and 23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii)(E)]

This adjusted target must be reported to nearest one
thousandths. For example, enter 86.512. [23 CFR
490.101 (Target definition) and 23 CFR 490.811(b)]

Basis for Adjusted 4-year Target: Please provide the
basis for adjustment of the 4-year target for
cumulative emissions reduction (total daily kilograms)
of CO established for the 2022-2025 Performance
Period. [23 CFR 490.107(b)(2)(ii))(E) and 23 CFR
490.107(c)(3)(ii)(B)].
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Attachments

S.No Section Attachment Detail

1 Pavement Filename: MPP_2024 CT_Pavement CTDOT _Letter_Actions_-
_Performance_Management.docx.pdf
Notes: Pavement - (question is asked in Overview section, but
document addresses pavement condition)
Attachment Url:

2 Freight Filename: MPP_2024_CT_Freight_Truck-Bottleneck-Analysis 2024.pdf
Notes: Freight -
Attachment Url:
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