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About Us 

ÁRTC of Washoe County, NV 

ÁMPO (long range mobility) 

ÁTransit (mode split and trip 
reduction)  

ÁStreet and Highway (Provides 
Opportunity) 

ÁMember agencies are the 
Cities of Reno, Sparks, and 
Washoe County 

 

 



Funding: Indexed Fuel Tax 

ÁPassed Twice by Voter Initiative 
ÁCPI then PPI (Construction Inflation) 

ÁIndexes County Fuel Tax to Inflation 

ÁAlso: 
ÁIndexes State Fuel Tax and Keeps that 

Increment, 

ÁIndex Federal Gas Tax and Keeps that, 

ÁIndexes Federal Diesel Fuel Tax and Keeps  
that! 

 

 



Local Regional Roads  
and RTP Roads 
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Minor Collectors
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Program Elements 

ÁRehabilitation / Reconstruction 
ÁPCI 0-50 
ÁRank by Traffic 
ÁPCI 40-50 Rehabilitation 
ÁPCI 0-40 Reconstruction 

ÁPreventive Maintenance 
ÁPCI 50-100 
ÁStructural Distress less than 5% 

ÁCorrective Maintenance 
ÁEverything 9ƭǎŜ όҒ пл-60, > 5% Patching) 
ÁVariety of Tools 

Project Selection Process  
(Blind to Jurisdiction) 



Type 3 Slurry Seal  



Pavement 
Condition 

(Functional  
or  

Structural)  

Time (Years)  

Preventive  
Maintenance 

Good  

Poor  

When should preventive 
maintenance be applied? 



Network Performance Life after 
Preventive Maintenance 

10 Years 



Newly Constructed Pavements: 
1st SS at year 3, 2nd SS at year 9 

University of Nevada Reno, 

www.wrsc.unr.edu 
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Age in Years 

1st slurry seal 

Predicted 
Do-Nothing 
performance 

curve  

2nd slurry seal 

Predicted 
SS at year 3 

performance 
curve  

4 

yrs 2.5 yrs 

3 

yrs 

12/15/2011 



Phase II: Slurry Seal Effectiveness 

Relative Benefit = 100³B / B0
 Benefit-Cost Ratio = B / C 

University of Nevada Reno, 
www.wrsc.unr.edu 
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Effectiveness Analysis ς New 
Construction 
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Year of Slurry Seal Application 

NC-Arterial (A) NC-Collector (B) NC-Residential (C)

University of Nevada Reno, 
www.wrsc.unr.edu 

11 12/15/2011 



Network Condition Comparison 

2% 5% 

21% 

72% 

0.3% 1.2% 

10.1% 

88.4% 
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RTP



Complete Street Concept 

άaȅ ŦŀǾƻǊƛǘŜ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘΥ 
watching asphalt 
ŎƻƴƎŜŀƭΦέ 



The Triple Bottom Line 



Complete Street Policies 

Why? 
 

ÁIncrease safety 
ÁProvide for users of all 

ages, modes and 
mobility's 
ÁImprove livability and 

quality of life  
ÁEconomic development 
ÁImproved traffic flow 
ÁMore on-street parking 
ÁConnectivity 



Towards a Complete Street 

Checklist: 

VRoad conversion (Road Diet) 

VWide sidewalks 

VBike lanes 

VSpecial bus lanes 

VAccessible transit stops 

VFrequent crossing opportunities 

VMedian islands 

VAccessible pedestrian signals 

VCurb extensions 

VNŀǊǊƻǿŜǊ ƭŀƴŜǎΣ млΩ hY 

VTight curb radii 



Striping Modifications  



Complete Streets /Road Diets 

Before: incomplete 
urban street 

V4-lane undivided  
VNo center turn lane 
VNo bike facilities 
VNumerous driveways 
VPedestrian unfriendly 
VWide lanes 
VNo designated parking 

 


