MINUTES OF THE 407TH MEETING OF THE OHIO TURNPIKE COMMISSION

April 24, 1995

Pursuant to the bylaws, the Ohio Turnpike met in regular session in the
Administration Building at 682 Prospect Street, Berea, Ohio at 10:12 a.m., on April 24,
1995, with members of the staff. Allan V. Johnson, Executive Director; Gino Zomparelli,
General Counsel; Robert P. Barnett, Director of Information and Research; Craig
Rudolphy, Comptroller, Donald M. Sharp, Director of Operations; David H. Ransbury,
Chief Engineer; James H. Brennan, Development Coordinator; and others in
attendance. '

Present: M. Ben Gaeth, Jerry Wray, Earl W. Williams,
Edwin M. Bergsmark, Ruth Ann Leever, Umberto P.
Fedeli

Absent: None

A motion was made by Mrs. Leever, seconded by.Mr. Williams, that the minutes
of the meeting of March 13, 1995, which had been examined by the Members, be
approved without reading.

A vote by ayes and nays was taken and all Members responded to roll call. The
vote was as follows:

Ayes: Mrs. Leever, Mr. Williams, Mr. Wray, Mr. Bergsmark,
Mr. Fedeli
Nays: None

The Chairman declared the minutes stood approved with all Members voting in
the affirmative.

The Chairman said there were a number of guests at the meeting and he would
ask them to identify themselves as follows: Gordon Reis, Seasongcod and Mayer,
Joel Heiser, Climaco; Tom Tarantino, Climaco; Kerry Ferrier, Engineering; Jim Conroy,
Porter, Wright, Morris and Arthur; Dan Becker, OCDC; Bob Arlow, Construction
Coordinator; Rob Fleischman, Greiner Engineering; Gillett Cobb, OCDC; Sharon Isaac,
Assistant General Counsel; Eleonore Spencer, Legal, Dan Castrigano, Maintenance
Engineer; Joe Rice, Rice Consultants; Mary Shirley, Toll Collection; Don DePaulo,
Safety Engineer; Paul Sciria, Sciria and Associates; Paul Ash, O.S.H.P.; Jack
Kohistrand, Elyria Chronicle-Telegram; Mark Gerlico, WUAB/WOIO television stations;
Mark Tylicki, taxpayer; Cleve Brooks, SBK; Ed Presley, Society Bank; Kathleen Collins,
Society Bank; Carol Muller, Paine Webber; Tony Palombo, Legal Department; Joe
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Disantis, Right of Way Coordinator; Heidi Jedel, Information and Research; Barbara
Lesko, Executive Director's Secretary; Leah Fox, ODOT, Diane Pring, Legal
Department; Craig Randolph, Lehman Brothers; Wendy Franklin, Lehman Brothers;
Frank Lamb, Huntington Trust; Pieter Wykoff, ODOT; Gary Cawley, Superintendent of
Toll Collections: Pat Norris, Star Bank; Pat Brogan, WWWE-Radio; Chris Giselman,
WJW-TV; George Papras, WKYC-TV; and Roy Weisinger, WEWS-TV.

The Chairman said he wished a speedy recovery to Alan Plain, Deputy
Executive Director, who had recent hip surgery. He said Mr. Plain was at home
recovering and he hoped he would be back to work shortly.

The Chairman said the meeting was the 407th of the Ohio Turnpike Commission
and it was being held at the Commission’s headquarters as provided by the
Commission’s Code of Bylaws.

The Chairman said that, as required in the Turnpike Act, copies of the
Commission’s 1994 annual report, which contains the independent accountant's report
approved by the Auditor of State, were mailed on March 31st to the Governor's office
and to Legislative leaders. He said that distribution was required to be made by April
1st. He said the report also was being mailed to other members of the Ohio General
Assembly, who also had requested copies, to elected state officials, newspapers,
selected radio and TV stations, and other interested parties.

The Chairman said further that various reports would now be received and the
Commission would act on several resolutions, draft copies of which had been sent to
the Members. He said the resolutions would be explained during the appropriate
reports.

The Chairman said further that if there were no questions the report of the
Secretary-Treasurer, Mr. Bergsmark, would be received.

Mr. Bergsmark said the following listed items had been sent to the Members
since the last regular meeting of the Commission, March 13, 1995:
Weekly Traffic Statistics
Investment Transactions which occurred during March 1995
Draft of the Commission Meeting Minutes of March 13, 1995
Financial Statement for March 1995
Traffic Accident Summary Report for February and March 1995
Traffic and Revenue Report for March 1995
Budget and Expense Report - First 3 Months of 1995
Litigation Report - First 3 Months of 1995
Insurance Schedule #3-31-95
Comprehensive Annual Financial Report - 1994
News Releases #5 and #6 - Commencement of Construction on Turnpike
Possible Delays over Easter Holiday
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The Chairman said the report of the Secretary-Treasurer was accepted as
offered. He ascertained there would be no report from Budget and Finance or from
Audit/Legal. He said the report on Service Plazas would be received.

Senator Gaeth said that he had heard and read with interest that bids to replace
or renovate the service plazas had been advertised.

The Chairman said that the present restaurant contracts expire at the end of
1995. He said that there was a good possibility that bidders on the new restaurant
contracts would agree to provide funding to completely replace the existing structures.
He said that there was a very good chance the Commission would receive financial
participation in the restaurant modifications from contract bidders.

The Chairman said further that the service plaza facilities were old. He said that
renovating existing facilities often cost as much money and sometimes more to do than
constructing new buildings.

The Chairman said further that there was a chance that the $75 to $100 million
figure for constructing new restaurants might be picked up by the vendors. He said that
extending the lengths of the contracts would encourage the vendors to make
investments in new restaurants.

Mr. Johnson said he wanted to point out that the bids were for only the
restaurants. He said the Commission had rebid and awarded a new contract for the
service stations in 1994. He said that part of the other work that had to be done in the
service plazas was to expand the parking areas. He said that was an obligation of the
Commission and it was separate and apart from the bid that had been advertised for
the restaurants. He said bids were being sought for renovating or replacing the
restaurant buildings.

The Chairman said he thought the Sun Oil Company had picked up the costs for
remodeling of the service stations.

Mr. Johnson said Sun Qil had paid for the remodeling.
Senator Gaeth asked the length of the contract for service station operation.

Mr. Johnson said the contract was for an initial five-year period with a five-year
option to extend.

Mr. Johnson said the bids on the restaurant contracts were for an initial fifteen-
year period with an option to extend. He said the restaurant contracts had to be longer
so that the vendors could recoup their large expenditures for either the renovation or.
replacement work.
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Senator Gaeth said he wanted to note that the service station prices for fuel
were very competitive in price. He said that he had some people tell him that gasoline
prices at Turnpike service plazas were a couple of cents cheaper than at off-Turnpike
stations. He said he noticed that morning that $1.11 was being charged for unleaded
regular gasoline at Turnpike service stations, while the price at stations around where
he lived was priced several cents more per gallon.

The Chairman said that the report on Service Plazas was accepted as offered.
He said the report on Employee Relations would be received.

Mr. Disantis said he and Mr. Zomparelli started the annual meetings with the
representatives of the non-union employee groups, which represented about 275
Commission employees. He said that three meetings were held and they were very
productive. He said they would continue meeting with those groups and with other
members of employee relations group. He said that there could be a recommendation
for the Commission at the next Commission meeting.

Mr. Disantis said also that Teresa Crumpton, a Commission employee, was in
the meeting room. He said she was the coordinator for the March of Dimes Walk
America for Commission employees. He said she was doing a wonderful job and she
had 60 people who were going to walk for the Commission on May 7th. He said there
was a bulletin board in the lobby with cardboard sneakers attached to it. He said
everyone in the conference room could buy one for a dollar if they saw Teresa after the
meeting. He said the money went to the March of Dimes,

The Chairman said the report on Employee Relations was accepted as offered.
He said the report of the Executive Director would be received.

Mr. Johnson said his report would consist of discussing and recommending the
resolutions that were before the Commission for adoption.

Mr. Johnson said further that the first resolution was entitled “Resolution
Adopting the Voluntary Incentive Retirement Plan for Employees of the Ohio Turnpike
Commission.”

Mr. Johnson said further that the matter was discussed at the last Commission
meeting and the Commission adopted a preliminary resolution to adopt the voluntary
incentive retirement plan. He said the Commission could not formally adopt the plan at
that meeting because it had to be discussed with the employee unions and waivers had
to be gotten from them. He said those waivers had since been obtained, so the plan
was ready for action by the Commission.

Mr. Johnson said further that he wouldn’t go into any more explanation because

he thought the Members were all familiar and aware of it. He said he would read the
Resolved as follows:
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“RESOLVED that the Commission hereby formally adopts the Plan in he same
form as in Exhibit ‘A’, (the ‘Plan’) attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference,
said plan to be effective April 25, 1985;"

Mr. Johnson said further that April 25th was the day after the Commission
meeting. He said the plan would be in effect for a one-year pericd. He said he
recommended that the resolution be adopted.

Mr. Wray asked if the Commission would buy up to three years of credit.
Mr. Johnson said Mr. Wray was correct.

Mr. Wray asked what percentage of the total employees did the three-year
buyout cover.

Mr. Johnson said it covered all employees, including part-time employees.

Mr. Wray said the employees had to be eligible to participate. He said he was
asking how many employees were eligible to participate.

Mr. Johnson said he didn’t know for sure because some employees had past
service credit with other agencies. He said they might have purchased military time.
He said his best guess was about approximately 100 employees within the organization
would be eligible.

The Chairman said they felt that about 10 percent of the employees were
eligible. He said he anticipated that the Commission was going to save about $2 million
a year on its labor costs after the first year. He said the Commission was trying to cut
its costs any way it could. He said profits would increase from the new service station
contracts.

Mr. Johnson said he didn’t think all of the about 100 employees eligible for the
buyout would take it. He said the estimates on savings were based on those that he
thought would take it and who did not need to be replaced. He said those numbers
were smaller than the total number who were eligible. He said it was still the
Commission’s intention to shrink the organization as a result of the program.

The Chairman said the plan would result in cutting costs by not replacing a
number of people who retired. He said that if there were people that needed to be
replaced, it would open up some positions. He said the plan would save at least $2
million a year.

A resolution adopting the voluntary incentive retirement plan for employees of

the Ohio Turnpike Commission was moved for adoption by Mr. Wray, seconded by Mr.
Williams as follows:

-8614-




RESOLUTION NO. 12-1995

“AWHEREAS, the Commission, by Resolution No. 11-1995 dated March 13,
1995, proposed to adopt The Voluntary Retirement Incentive Plan for Employees of
the Ohio Turnpike Commission, in substantially the same form as in Exhibit “A", (the
“Plan”) which was attached thereto;

“WHEREAS, said resolution provided that changes, modifications and
alterations may be recommended by the Executive Director and General Counsel
and that the Plan must be resubmitted to the Commission for final adoption before it
is to become effective;

“WHEREAS, the Commission’s executive director, general counsel, and other
members of the Commission’s staff have completed a detailed review of the
proposed Plan as is how before the Commission;

“NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT

“RESOLVED that the Commission hereby formally adopts the Plan in the
same form as in Exhibit “A” (the "Plan”), attached hereto and incorporated herein by
reference, said plan to be effective April 25, 1995; and

“FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission hereby duly authorizes the

executive director to implement and administer the Plan and to take any and all
action necessary to carry out the terms and provisions thereof.”
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The Voluntary Retirement Incentive Plan for

Employees of the Ohio Turnpike Commission

EXHIBIT "A"
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Preamble

Section 145.297, Ohio Revised Code, authorizes Ohio public employers to
establish 2 voluntary retirement incentive plan. This Plan has been established by the
Ohio Tumpike Commission for all eligible employees, whereby the Ohio Turnpike
Commission purchases additional service credit for their employees. The purchase of

additional service credit enables eligible employees to retire early.
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1. Plan Name. The name of the Plan shall be the Voluntary Retirement Incentive
Plan for Bimployees of the Ohio Tumpike Commission, hereinafter- referred to as "the

Plan."

2. Enabling Resolution and Goveming Law. The Plan was approved by the Ohio
Turnpike Commission and is based on the provisions of Section 145.297, O.R.C., and

Ohio Administrative Rule 145-15-04.

3, Plan Period. The Plan shall begin on April 253, 1995, and terminate on April
_24 , 1996,

4, Terms.

(A)  The Plan shall be the only retirement incentive plan in effect for eligible

employees of the Ohio Turnpike Commission.
(B) Parlicipation in the Plan shall be available to one hundred percent (100%}
of the employces of the Ohio Turmpike Commission who meet the Eligibility

Requirements as defined in Section 5 of the Plan and are members of the Public

Employees Retirement System on April 23, 1995,

(C) Pursuant to the terms of the Plan, service credit for each participating
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employee shall be purchased by the Ohio Tumpike Commission in an amount equal to
the lesser of the following:
1) Three (3) years of service credit, or
2) An amount of service credit equal to 1/5 of the fotal service of
record credited to a participating employee in the Public
LEmployees Retirement System, exclusive of the service credit

purchased under this Plan,

5. Eligibility Requirements. Any employee of the Ohio Tumpike Commission

eligible to participate in the Plan, must meet the following criteria:

(A)  Theemployee is or will be eligible to retire under Section 145.32, 145,34,
145.37, or 145.33(A), O.R.C., on or before the date of termination of the Plan. Service
credit to be purchased for the employee under the Plan shall be included in making this

determination for eligibility.
(B)  The employee agrees (o retire under Section 145.32, 145.34, 145.37, or
145.33(A), O.R.C., within 90 days after receiving notice from the Public Employees

Retirement System that service credit has been purchased for the employee pursuant to

the Plan.

6. Notice. The Plan shall be in effect for a period of one year and thereafter should
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the Ohio Turnpike Commission opt to extend the Plan Period, after approval from the
Public Employees Retirement System, ali employees will receive written notice of the
extension, Regardless of whether or not there is an extension of the Plan Period, all

employees will receive 30 days advance notice of the termination of the Plan.

7, igvan r
(A) Any employee who is covered by a collective bargaining agreement is
required to utilize the grievance procedures outlined in their respective collective

bargaining agreement to resolve any disputes that may arise under this Plan,

(B)  Any employee who is not covered by a collective bargaining agreement
is required to utilize the grievance procedures outlined in the employee manual to resolve

any disputes that may arise under this Plan.
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Y. FORMS

A. EMPLOYER NOTICE OF ADOPTION OF A VOLUNTARY RETIREMENT INCENTIVE
PLAN

FORM F-1llla

PERS cannot approve a voluntary plan unless an employer has filed
this form. An employer should consult with its own legal counsel
in drafting a plan (see Model Plan, page 46}). The Form F-illa is
required if the plan is voluntary and adopted per Section 145.297,
Ohio Revised Code. A copy of the plan must accompany the form. A
plan must have both a beginning and termination date. This form
may be used by both state and non-state employers.

1. INBTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING FORM F-11lla

4. "EMPLOYING UNIT" - Employer’s name which is a unit
described in Section 145,297 (A), Ohio Revised Code.

k. V"MONTH, DAY, YEAR" - State effective and termination
dates of the plan. The plan must be in effect for a
minimum of one year.

¢. State the maximum year(s) the employing unit will
purchase per eligible employee.

d. Check the appropriate box if the plan is being
established due to a termination of operations.

e¢. Is the employing unit fully supported by direct state
or local tax levies or settlements? Does the employing
unit have a tax base? If not, the amount of tax revenue
per year must be given.

f. SIGNATURE LINES -
The first required signature would be the following:

* State Departments - The director or administrator
of the employing unit.

* County Units -~ The president of the county
commissioners.,

* City Units - The president of city council.

* Township Units -~ The chairman of the board of
trustees. :

* Village Units - The president of village council.

The second required signature would be the following:

State Departments - The authorized fiscal officer.
County Units - The county auditor,

City Units ~ The city auditor.

Township Units ~ The township clerk.

Village Units - The village clerk.

* o o % &

(16)
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The third required signature is necessary only if a
specific department within an employing unit is
designated as a subordinate employing unit. The third
required signature would be the director, administrator
ox superintendent of the department which was designated
as the subordinate employing unit.

NOTE: This form may be duplicated.

(17)
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PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT SYSTEM
277 East Town Street, Columbuse, Ohio 43215-4642

EMPLOYER NOTICE OF ADOPTION OF A
VOLUNTARY RETIREMENT INCENTIVE PLAN

This is to certify that O0HIO TURNPIKE COMMISSION has established
EMPLOYING UNIT
a voluntary retirement incentive plan in compliance with Section

145.297, Ohic Revised Code. A copy of the plan is attached.

The effective date of the plan is 04/25/95 , it
MONTH, DAY, YEAR
terminates on  04/24/96 , and the maximum years of service

MONTH, DAY, YEDBR
credit purchasable is 3 vear(s) per eligible employee.

The plan is being established due to a termination of

operations. CHECK ONE: YES NO  xx

Are you fully supported by direct state or local tax levies
IF NO, GIVE AMOUNT OF
or settlements: =xx YES NO TAX REVENUE PER YEAR

(The Commission is supported by toll road revenues {tolls)
COMPLETE THESE SIGNATURES: COMPLETE THIS SIGNATURE IF NECESSARY:

1. OHIO TURNPIKE COMMISSION 3,

Subordinate Employing Unit/
Employer Code.

Allan V. Johnson Officer/Title (SIGNATURE)

Executive Director
Officer/Title (PLEASE PRINT)

Officer/Title (PLEASE PRLINT)
682 Prospect Street

Address
Berea, OH 44017 Address

April 25, 1995

a ( AQAD ﬂub&!ﬂd/l/u v

"Fiscal pfficer Repgrting to
PERS/Tltle (STGNATURE)

Craig Rudolphy

NOTE: DO NOT USE THIS FORM IF

Comptroller
Fiscal Officer Reporting to THF RETIREMENT INCENTIVE PLAN
PERS/Title (PLEASE PRINT) I8 REQUIRED BY SECTION 145.298
OHTO REVISED CODE. USE FORM
April 25, 1995 F-111Db.
Date
PSR I NN (18)
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Dear Employee;

Effective April __ 25 , 1995 the Chio Tumpike Commission (the "Commission") has

established the Voluntary Retirement Incentive Plan for Employees of the Ohio Turnpike
Commission. In general, this plan allows the Commission to purchase additional years of
service credit for their employees which will enable some employees to retire early.

plan.

Ql:

A

Q2:

Q3.

Q4:

The Questions and Answers below are designed to explain the major provisions of the

How long does the Voluntary Retirement Incentive Plan last?

One (1) year. The plan begins on April _25 , 1995 and terminates on April 24 ,
199 6.

Who is eligible to participate in this plan?

All employees of the Ohio Turnpike Commission who are members of PERS on April
25 ., 1995 and not excluded by statute.

Additional Eligibility Requirements:

I To participate in the Plan you are or will be eligible to retire under PERS on or
before the date the plan terminates,

2. You agree to retire within 90 days of receipt of notice from PERS of the purchase
of the additional service credit.

How many additional years will the Commission purchase for me? -

The lesser of: (1) three years of service credit, or (2) an amount of service credit equal
to 1/5 of your total service credit with a PERS employer not including any service
provided by this plan.

Example: An employee with 10 years of service would receive 1/5 of his total
service credit or an additional 2 years so he would retire within a total of 12
years of service credit.

How do T elect to participate in the early retirement incentive plan?
Pick up an Application for Retirement (Form SR-1) from the Director of Administrative

Services, and return it upon completion. After filing Form SR-1, you will be required

to sign an Employee and Employer Agreement and submit an approved document that
certifies your date of birth.
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Q5:  How will I know that the additional service I am owed under the Voluntary Retirement
Incentive Plan has been granted by PERS?

Al You will receive notice from PERS.

Q6:  What if I die before the effective date of my benefit?

Your participation in the Voluntary Retirement Incentive Plan terminates and your
beneficiaries are not eligible for any benefits under this plan.

This letter is a summary description of the plan document and the relevant statutes and is not
intended to replace it. In the event that any items have not been covered or there are conflicts

between this summary or from plan representatives, the written terms of the official plan
document and the governing statutes will always coritrol.

If you have any questions, or if you would like to review or receive a copy of the plan
document, contact the Director of Administrative Services at 234-2081, Ext. 250.
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A IZATION TO RELEASE 1 MA

L

, hereby authorize the release of the necessary account
Employee

information by the Public Employees Retirement System to the Ohio Turnpike Commission in
connection with the Voluntary Retirement Incentive Plan for Employees of the Ohio Tumpike
Commission. This authorization shall expire twelve (12) months from the date of signature.

I am also a member of:

State Teachers Retirement System L]

School Employees Retirement System O

A copy of this completed form is sufficient to act as an original.

Signature

Social Security Number

Date
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VOLUNTARY RETIREMENT INCENTIVE PLAN
FOR EMPLOYEES OF THE OHIO TURNPIKE COMMISSION

EMPLOYEE AND EMPLOYER’S AGREEMENT

The undersigned agree that is eligible to retire under the

EMPLOYEE'S NAME

Public Employees R_etirement Systern on an age and service retirement benefit, or will qualify
to retire with the purchase of service credit under the Voluntary Retirement Incentive Plan.for .
Employees of the Chio Turnpike Commission autﬁoﬂzcd under Section 145,297, Chio Revised

Code and Ohio Administrative Code 145-15-04.

Further, it is agreed that the Ohio Turnpike Commission will make payment, either in

one payment or by a first installment payment on (this date mustbe

MONTH, DAY, YEAR
no later than the last day of the month before the employee’s effective benefit date or the

termination date of the plan whichever is earlier). The employee's effective benefit date is

(this date must be the first day of a month and the employee
MONTH, DAY, YEAR

cannot receive compensation for service on or after this date).
The employee agrees to retire no later than 90 days after receiving notice from tﬁe
]
Voluntary Emplo?vees Retirement System PERS that the service credit being purchased by the
Ohio Tumpike Commission has been granted. If the employee’s effective benefit date is not

within the 90 day pericd, the service credit will be forfeited and the retirement 'system will

refund the amount paid for the service credit to the Ohio Turmpike Commission.

Page L of 2
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The employee understands that if he/she dies prior to his/her effective benefit date, then
this Agreement is cancelled and no benefits under this Plan will be paid to the employee’s
beneficiaries. The employee authorizes release of necessary account information by the Public

Employees Retirement System to the Ohio Turnpike Commission in connection with the

Voluntary Retirement Incentive Plan For the Employees of Ohio Turnpike Commission.

The Ohio. Turnpike Commission requests certification of the total cost of purchasing
service credit for the above-named employee under its Voluntary Retirement Incentive Plan
which provides fof the purchase of a maximum of 3 years. By signing this Agreement, the Ohio
Turnpike Commission accepts liability for the service credit to be purchased.

The employee is also a member of: - [mark applicable box(es)]

[ state Teachers Retirement System

] School Employees Retirement System

Fiscal Officers Signature/Title Employee's Signature

Countersignature (if necessary) - Social Security Number

Ohio Turnpike Qﬂgmmisgion
Employing Unit, Address

Employer Code

Page 2 of 2
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A vote by ayes and nays was taken and all Members responded to roll call. The
vote was as follows:

Ayes: Mr. Wray, Mr. Williams, Mrs. Leever, Mr. Bergsmark,
Mr. Fedeli
Nays: None

The Chairman declared the resolution stood adopted with all Members voting in
the affirmative. The resolution was identified as No. 12-1995.

Mr. Johnson said that the next resolution was to award a contract to renovate a
bridge over the Turnpike. He said it was a resolution entitled "Resolution Awarding
Contract No. 43-95-01." He said the contract was to renovate the River Road bridge
over the Turnpike in Lucas County. He said four bids received on the project over
excellent bids. He said the low bid was submitted by the S. E. Johnson Company of
Maumee in the amount of $537,936.67, which was well below the estimate. He said
the contract had been evaluated by the staff, and the recommendation was made to
award to that company. He said he recommended that the resolution be adopted.

A resolution awarding contract No. 43-95-01 was moved for adoption by Mr.
Bergsmark, seconded by Mrs. Leever as follows:

RESOLUTION NO. 13-1995

“WHEREAS, the Commission has duly advertised according to law for bids
for a contract to renovate the River Road Bridge which crosses over the Ohio
Tumpike at Milepost 62.8 in Lucas County, Ohio, which project has been designated
Project No. 43-95-01;

"WHEREAS, four bids for the performance of said contract were received,;

“WHEREAS, said bids have been reviewed and analyzed by the
Commission’s chief engineer, and he has submitted a report concerning such
analysis and his report is before the Commission, and the Commission’s executive
director has made his recommendation to the Commission predicated upon such
analysis;

“WHEREAS, the Commission’s minority business enterprise coordinator has
reviewed the documents submitted by the bidders and has determined that there is
satisfactory evidence of compliance with the Commission's Minority Business
Enterprise Program,

“WHEREAS, all bids for said contract were solicited on the basis of the same
terms and conditions and the same specifications, and the bid of The S. E.
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Johnson Companies, Inc. of Maumee, Ohio, in the amount of $537,936.67 for the
performance of Contract No. 43-95-01 has been determined by the Commission to
be the lowest responsive and responsible bid received;

“WHEREAS, the Commission has been advised by its general counsel that
said bid conforms to the requirements of Section §537.07, Section 9.312 and
Section 153.54, all of the Revised Code of Ohio, and that a performance bond with
good and sufficient surety has been submitted by The S. E. Johnson Companies,
Inc.

“NOW, THEREFORE, BEIT

"RESOLVED that the bid of The 8. E. Johnson Companies, Inc. of Maumee,
Ohio, in the amount of $537,936.67 for the performance of Contract No. 43-95-01 is,
and is by the Commission, determined to be the lowest responsive and responsible
bid received for the performance of said contract, and is accepted, and that the
chairman and executive director, or either of them, hereby is authorized (1) to
execute a contract with said successful bidder in the form heretofore prescribed by
the Commission pursuant to the aforesaid bid; (2) to direct the return to the other
bidders of their bid security, when appropriate, and (3) to take any and all action
necessary or proper to carry out the terms of said bid and of said contract, and

“FURTHER RESOLVED that Project No. 43-95-01 is designated a System
Project under the Commission's 1994 Master Trust Agreement.”

A vote by ayes and nays was taken and all Members responded to roll call. The
vote was as follows:

Ayes: Mr. Bergsmark, Mrs. Leever, Mr. Wray, Mr. Williams,
Mr. Fedeli
. Nays: None

The Chairman declared the resolution stood adopted with all Members voting in
the affirmative. The resolution was identified as No. 13-1995.

Mr. Johnson said the next resolution was entitled “Resolution Authorizing the
Executive Director to take Immediate Action Concerning Award of Contract No. 58-95-
05." He said the contract was for the construction of the toll plaza portion of the
interchange at Baumhart Road. He said that, as the Members were aware, a court
restraining order had been issued to halt the construction contract on the project and to
halt all other proceedings on it. He said the court action had held up advertising for the
contract, which he had intended to do prior to the day’s meeting. He said he had
planned to have the award ready for the day's meeting.
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Mr. Johnson said the final court hearing on the matter was scheduled for the day
after the Commission meeting. He said he anticipated the matter would be resolved in
the Commission’s favor. He said that, in order for the Commission to be in position to
proceed with the project and to have it opened on schedule by the end of 1995, it would
be necessary to advertise and award the contract prior to the next Commission
meeting.

Mr. Johnson said that the court also could rule against the Commission and the
contract could not be advertised. He said that, however, he did want the authority to be
in a position to advertise, evaluate bids and award a contract in order to open the
interchange on time. He said that, of course, nothing could be done if the court ruled
against the Commission. He said he recommended the resolution be adopted.

A resolution authorizing the Executive Director to take immediate action
concerning award of Contract No. 568-95-05 was moved for adoption by Mr. Williams,
seconded by Mrs. Leever as follows:

RESOLUTION NO. 14-1995

“WHEREAS, the Commission is currently preparing for the advertisement
according to law for bids upon a contract for construction of a toll plaza, utility
building, toll booths and canopies for Interchange 7A located at Milepost 136.0 in
Lorain County, which project has been designated Project No. 58-95-05 and is
commonly referred to as the Baumhart Road interchange;

“WHEREAS, the Board of Trustees of Brownhelm Township filed suit against
the Commission and its prime contractor, E. S. Wagner Company, to enjoin the
Commission and the E. S. Wagner Company, from building the Baumhart Road
interchange under Contract No. 55-95-03;

“WHEREAS, the Commission’s general counsel has advised the Commission
that the Court shall hear the Commission’'s case and argument on April 25, 1995;

“WHEREAS, it is imperative that action be taken on Contract No. 58-95-05
as soon as the aforesaid litigation has been resolved and before the June
12, 1995, Commission Meeting;

“WHEREAS, the Commission desires to delegate to the executive director
authority to take action on behalf of the Commission concerning the award of
Contract No. 58-85-05, if such action is deemed necessary prior to the next
Commission Meeting so that the work called for under said contract can go forward
as promptly as possible; '

“NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT
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"RESOLVED that the executive director of the Ohio Turnpike Commission is
hereby authorized to take any action necessary concerning award of Contract No.
58-95-05, prior to the next meeting of the Commission, including the award of
contract for such invitation or the rejection of all bids received in response thereto;
and

“FURTHER RESOLVED that the executive director may take such action
aforesaid provided the deputy executive director and chief engineer recommend the
award, and the general counsel issues an opinion that the successful bidder
complies with all statutory requirements of the State of Ohio and complies with the
policies of the Commission; and

“FURTHER RESOLVED that Contact No. 58-95-05 is designated a System
Project under the Commission’s 1994 Master Trust Agreement.”

A vote by ayes and nays was taken and all Members responded to roll call. The
vote was as follows:

Ayes: Mr. Williams, Mrs. Leever, Mr. Wray, Mr. Bergsmark,
Mr. Fedel :
Nays: None

The Chairman declared the resolution stood adopted with all Members voting in
the affirmative. The resolution was identified as No. 14-1995.

Mr. Johnson said the next resolution was to ratify and approve task orders
relative to the Great Lakes/Mid Atlantic Corridor project and work being done by the
Ohio Corridor Development Consortium.

Mr. Johnson said further that the Commission had acted to implement the
various tasks that were involved in that project. He said that in order to keep it moving,
as he mentioned at the last Commission meeting, he had authorized task order No. 8.
He said the resolution approves his actions to proceed with task order No. 8 and also
approves task order No. 9.

Mr. Johnson said further that the Commission had just completed the public
meeting phase of the project the week before the Commission meeting. He said there
were 44 meetings in all. He said task 9 would get the Commission through the crucial
stage of the studies. He said he would ask Mr. Cobb to comment.

Mr. Cobb said that task 9 essentially finalizes the feasibility report and also

provides for modification of the preliminary screening report and purpose and need
report.
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Mr. Johnson said that, as Mr. Cobb indicated, task 9 was a clarification that
resulted from a fly-in meeting the Commission had with other outside agencies such as
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineer, the EPA and the Federal Highway Administration.

Mr. Bergsmark asked how much task 9 cost the Commission.

Mr. Brennan said it cost $121,000.

Mr. Bergsmark asked if the feasibility study was completed.

Mr. Johnson said task 9 should get the Commission through the feasibility study.

The Chairman asked if a final report on the feasibility study would be available
for the June Commission meeting.

Mr. Johnson said the report would be ready by the middie of June.

Mr. Bergsmark said that since the completion of the feasibility study ended the
first phase of the project it didn’t make sense to continue to spend more money on it if
the Commission decided not to proceed further.

Mr. Johnson said that if the Commission decided to end its participation in the
project at the completion of the feasibility study additional funds would not be spent.

Mr. Wray asked if OCDC would have recommendations in its June report.

Mr. Cobb said the report will provide recommendations for implementations of
elements of the overall program.

The Chairman said the Commission, obviously, would like to see it broken down
into segments and into sections because the idea of potentially spending $3 billion may
be unlikely because of funding. He said, on the other hand, there may be parts of it that
the Commission could be able to do and that were more of a priority. He said the
Commission wanted it broken down into segments and areas so that it could decide
what portions might be selected for improvement by the Commission.

Mr. Johnson said that the project was broken down into six sub-segments, but it
will probably be broken down further for the purpose specified by the Chairman.

The Chairman said he thought OCDC had done a great job. He said the
Commission got their monthly report and he thought they were very good.

A resolution ratifying each approving task orders relative to the agreement

between the Commission and the Ohio Corridor Development Consortium was moved
for adoption by Mrs. Leever, seconded by Mr. Williams as follows:
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RESOLUTION NO. 15-1995

“WHEREAS, the Commission has authorized an Agreement for project
management consulting services for the 1-73/1-74 Corridor (“Agreement”) with the
Ohio Corridor Development Consortium (OCDC), said Agreement being approved
by Commission Resolution No. 34-1994;

“WHEREAS, Task Orders No. 1, 2 and 3 have been approved by
Commission Resolution No. 35-1994 to implement certain services called for in the
Agreement;

“WHEREAS, Task Orders No. 4, 5, 6 and 7 have been ratified and approved
by Commission Resolution No. 5-1995 to implement certain services called for in the
Agreement; '

“WHEREAS, Task Order 8 has been presented to and approved by the
Executive Director in order to keep the critical project moving ahead on a timely
basis, and Task Order 9 is presently before the Commission for its review and

approval;

“WHEREAS, the scope and nature of these tasks have been presented to the
Commission in the regular reports of the OCDC and the Commission’s Development
Coordinator;

“NOW, THEREFORE, BEIT

“RESOLVED that the Commission hereby ratifies and approves the actions
taken by the executive director to proceed with Task Order No. 8 and hereby
approves the implementation of services identified in Task Order No. 9 for the |-73/I-
74 Corridor and authorizes and directs the executive director to take any and all
action necessary or proper to implement the execution of these orders.”

A vote by ayes and nays was taken and all Members responded to roll call. The
vote was as follows:

Ayes: Mr. Leever, Mr. Williams, Mr. Wray, Mr. Bergsmark,
Mr. Fedeli
Nays: None

The Chairman declared the resolution stood adopted with all Members voting in
the affirmative. The resolution was identified as No. 15-1995.
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Mr. Johnson said the final matter he had was a study and green booklet that was
called Traffic Capacity Study, Additional Lanes. He said the Members also had a
memorandum from him which he would read, in part, as follows:

In my memorandum to the Commission Members dated February 21, 1995, |
provided portions of an interim report from URS Consultants, Inc. on the study being
conducted for the Commission concerning the need for the immediate addition of a third
lane in each direction on the Ohio Turnpike between Gate 4 and Gate 15. The study is
now complete and a copy is enclosed herewith. The essential conclusion is that the
project should be undertaken immediately and that the estimated cost (based on 1995
prices) is almost $440 million, with the likelihood that the twin bridges over the
Cuyahoga River Valley will need to be replaced at an additional cost of $80 million.

“It is my opinion and recommendation that the project should be commenced
immediately and we should start by retaining a project management firm to assist us in
the complex program of acquiring engineering/design and implement the project.
Furthermore, it is my recommendation that the project be completed in not less than
five years in order to minimize the agonizing disruption to traffic that such construction
on the Turnpike is certain to cause. Traffic disruption was often experienced during our
bridge deck replacement and widening program which took more than ten years to
complete between 1982 and 1993 at a time when traffic levels were lower.

“In addition to this massive project, we are engaged in programs to add new
interchanges, to renovate and expand existing interchanges, to renovate the
restaurants and related facilities at our service plazas, the on-going need to do roadway
resurfacing and repair work each year and other capital improvement projects which
could cost as much as $300 million more in the five years ahead.

“Obviously, this program cannot be financed from existing revenue levels. Our
toll rates have remained the same since February 1, 1982, when the only toll rate
increase in the Turnpike’s 40-year existence was implemented. Therefore, in order to
provide and maintain first-class facilities and a high level of service to users of the
Turnpike, | am recommending hereby that the Commission approve and authorize an
implementation of an 80 percent general toll increase, effective June 1, 1985. Such an
increase will generate sufficient revenues to carry out the initial stages of this ambitious
program and give the Commission considerable financial flexibility to address its long-
range mission and goals.

“We already allow a discount for high volume commercial users of the road
which should be continued. In addition, | recommend that we institute a commuter
discount for frequent non-commercial users of the road. Although such a program
would be somewhat difficult to administer, it is technically feasible with our existing
computerized toll system.”

-8635-




Mr. Johnson said that a resolution for the purposes of acting on these
recommendations was in the Members’ folders. He said it was entitled “Resolution
Revising the Schedule of Tolls and Authorizing the Addition of Tolls and Authorizing the
Addition of Third lanes on the Turnpike.” He said he thought it appropriate to read the
resolution since it was such an important matter. He said he would read it as follows:

“WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 16-1981, adopted December 17, 1981, the
Commission adopted a revised schedule of tolls which became effective February 1,
1982, and which schedule has been supplemented from time to time to accommodate
the addition and opening of new toll interchanges:

“WHEREAS, a study entitled, "“TRAFFIC CAPACITY STUDY-ADDITIONAL
LANES,” has been prepared for the Commission by URS Consultants, Inc., which study
analyzes traffic capacity and projected ftraffic on the Turnpike and the consultant
concludes, on the basis of the analysis, that the addition of a third lane in each direction
on the Turnpike between Gate 4 and Gate 15 (159.8 miles in length) is needed for
stable operation of traffic on the Turnpike, at a current estimated cost of at least $440
million;

“WHEREAS, the executive director has reviewed the study and recommended
that the third-lane project be commenced immediately and be completed within the next
five years;

“WHEREAS, the executive director advises that other capital projects envisioned
by the Commission for the turnpike over the next five years, such as adding new
interchanges, renovating and expanding existing interchanges, renovating service plaza
restaurants and related facilities, on-going roadway resurfacing and repair and other
projects could cost as much as $300 million;

“WHEREAS, the executive director advises that this total program cannot be
financed from existing revenue levels and, therefore, he recommends that the
Commission authorize and approve an eighty percent (80%) general toll rate increase,
effective June 1, 1995, to help meet the Commission’s ongoing financial needs;

“WHEREAS, the executive director recommends that the Commission retain the
services of a project management consulting firm to assist in the implementation of the
third-lane project;

“WHEREAS, the Commission desires to proceed with the recommendations of
the executive director;

“NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT

“RESOLVED that the “TRAFFIC CAPACITY STUDY - ADDITIONAL LANES", by
URS Consultants, Inc. dated March 31, 1995, hereby is accepted by the Commission;
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“FURTHER RESOLVED that the report and memorandum from the executive
director, dated April 21, 1995, hereby is accepted by the Commission,;

“FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission does hereby adopt the revised
schedule of tolls as set forth and attached hereto as “Exhibit A"

“FURTHER RESOLVED that said revised schedule of tolls shall be made
effective as of 12:01 a.m., June 1, 1995,

“FURTHER RESOLVED that the discount provided for qualifying operator of
commerce vehicles shall continue in effect as heretofore and special permit fees for
over dimensional or overweight vehicles, long combination vehicles (LCVs) and any
other special use permits granted under authority of the executive director shall remain
as now in effect;

“FURTHER RESOLVED that the executive director is authorized and directed
hereby to study and recommend to the Commission for adoption a discount program for
regular non-commercial users of the turnpike;

“FURTHER RESOLVED that the executive director is authorized and directed to
prepare and issue a Request for Proposals (RFP) for the services of a project
management consulting firm to assist in implementing the third-lane project for the
turnpike and to take such other actions as are necessary to proceed with the project,
provided, however, that the executive director shall keep the Commission apprised of
such actions and obtain the approval of the Commission for any actions not authorized
to be performed by him under the Code of Bylaws.”

Mr. Johnson said he recommended the resolution be adopted.
The Chairman said he would open the meeting for discussion.
Mr. Wray said he was staggered at the cost of $2.7 million per mile.

The Chairman said it obviously was an estimate and the Commission had not put
it out in the form of bids.

Mr. Bergsmark said that some of the bridges were included, but he wondered
about the additional $60 million would be required to rebuild the Cuyahoga River
bridges.

Mr. Johnson said additional study would have to be done on those bridges. He
said that the Cuyahoga River bridges were the longest pair of bridges on the Turnpike.
He said each bridge had a width of 42 feet operating as two lanes with an eight foot
inside shoulder and a ten foot right shoulder.
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Mr. Bergsmark said it was his understanding then that the $440 million total did
not include this work on the Cuyahoga River bridges.

Mr. Jehnson said he was correct.
Mr. Bergsmark asked what brought the cost up to $2.7 million per mile.

Mr. Johnson said much of it was for all the bridge work that had to be done. He
said there were 67 bridges over the Turnpike that had to be totally replaced because of
the way the piers were spaced. He said there were probably another 200 bridges on
the Turnpike mainline that had to be widened to accommodate the additional lane. He
said that tabulations of the various estimated costs in the report showed that the bridge
work itself was a staggering cost. He said it was more than the cost of the original
construction of the Turnpike, which was done 40 years ago. He said he was convinced
that the estimates were correct.

Mr. Bergsmark said he didn’t have the knowledge to know whether the estimates
were or were not correct. He said he seemed that $2.7 million for one mile of road
seemed to be awfully excessive.

The Chairman said he thought the estimate to build a new road was closer to $7
or $8 million per mile, but he would ask Mr. Wray to comment.

Mr. Wray said it depended on where the road was located. He said the cost
could be that high if the road was located in an urban area, but less in a rural area.

Mr. Bergsmark asked if either the Pennsylvania Turnpike or the Indiana Toll
Road had three lanes.

Mr. Johnson said that they did not have them. He said that was why Ohio
Turnpike three-lane connections to those toll roads was not being proposed. He said
that was mentioned and discussed in the report. He said that until those toll roads did
something to add to their capacity the Ohio Turnpike didn’t need a third lane in each
direction at its extreme ends.

Mr. Johnson said further that from Gate 4 through Gate 15 was the area where
the Turnpike had the busiest traffic. He said Gate 15 was the point where 1-80 left the
Tumpike. He said the Turnpike in the Toledo area, Gates 4 and 5, was picking up
considerable traffic eastbound from Michigan via 1-280 and |-75, both of which join and
add to the Turnpike. He said the Turnpike traffic dropped off considerably west of that
area.

Mr. Johnson said further that the report spelled out that the levels of service,
which was a measure of how much congestion already was on the Turnpike, during the

-8638-




summertime peak periods is 1994, showed a level of service E, which was unstable
operation. He said level service F was when traffic was stopped at times. He said that
condition has occurred on the Turnpike. He said that when service was at level E a
slight accident could bring traffic to a complete stop. He said level E service existed
through the mid-section of the Turnpike.

Mr. Bergsmark asked Mr. Johnson if he was saying that intrastate traffic, which
was good for the state, was causing the congestion.

Mr. Johnson said that added traffic was intrastate and also interstate from 1-80 in
the Youngstown area which could continue on to Pennsylvania.

The Chairman asked if URS addressed the other 80 miles of the Turnpike not
slated to get a third lane. He said he wanted to know their feeling if and when the
balance of the Turnpike would need a third lane.

Mr. Johnson said there was a chart in the report that pretty well spelled that out.
He said it was a colored diagram that showed in different colors the years when a third
lane should be added to the areas west of Exit 4.

Mr. Johnson said further that it did not start until the year 2001 between Exit 3A
and 4. He said that it then continued up into the year 2009 when it would be required
on the west end. He said that on the east the time frame would be the same. He said it
would be early in the year 2000 before traffic in that area would require the third lane.

Mr. Wray asked if the Commission would be adding the third lane when the level
of service got to E.

Mr. Johnson said the level of service already was at level E.

Mr. Wray said that, obviously, the chart in the report was based on future levels

of service when traffic was even higher.
Mr. Johnson said that would be when traffic reached the E stage for the rest of

the road.

Mr. Williams asked if Mr. Johnson was aware of any other toll roads that had
added a third lane.

Mr. Johnson said there were other toll roads that had added lanes and they were
in the eastern section of the United States. He said that on the New Jersey Turnpike
there were stretches that had as many as twelve lanes. He said they started out with
six lanes and doubled their capacity over the years.
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Mr. Johnson said further that traffic levels on the Turnpike, which had been a
four-lane road since it opened 40 years ago, had more than quadrupled in that time
period.

Mr. Bergsmark said that at night the truck traffic was really heavy.

Mr. Johnson said the Turnpike's mixture of truck traffic was unusually high for
such a facility. He said 20 percent of Turnpike traffic was from commercial vehicles.
He said he thought it was higher than most other interstates and other toll roads.

Mr. Bergsmark asked if the total amount of funds needed over the next five-year
period to accomplish all the proposed modifications was $740 million.

Mr. Johnson said Mr. Bergsmark was correct.

Mr. Bergsmark said that the 80 percent increase in the tolls probably wouldn't
provide all the needed funds.

Mr. Johnson said the toll increase wouldn't finance all the projects by itself.

Mr. Bergsmark said that the Commission’s prior bonding capacity based on $100
million in revenues per year was about $500 million. He said that the 80 percent toll
increase would increase the bonding capacity to around the $740 million level.

Mr. Johnson said that in order to pull off the work within the five-year period the
Commission would have to go back into the bond market sometime.

Mr. Bergsmark said that in the Resolveds of the resolution there was mention of
adopting a discount program for non-commercial users of the Turnpike.

The Chairman said that the discount was for the Turnpike users in the Toledo
area. He said they were in the only metropolitan area of the entire state which required
paying of tolls to travel on an east-west interstate road.

Mr. Bergsmark asked if that recommendation could be before the Commission at
its next meeting on June 12.

Mr. Johnson said he would try to have that, but he wanted to recommend that
the commuter discount be for the entire road. He said that some of the things the
Commission might consider were things that might require some actual physical
changes to the road itself.

Mr. Johnson said further that the heaviest commuter area was from the Lorain
area up through to the Akron area. He said he thought there might be some desire to
add a commuter program in that area.
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The Chairman said the idea should be studied to see if the Commission should
have a commuter card or just totally eliminate tolls.

Mr. Wray asked if there would be a recommendation in June with anticipated
usage and how a commuter discount program would impact revenues.

Mr. Johnson said he would not be able to have all of the options in June.

The Chairman said that he thought the options for the Toledo area would b
available. ‘

Mr. Wray asked if the Commission would be informed of how a commuter
discount program would work on the Turnpike.

Mr. Bergsmark said he was willing for Mr. Johnson to come back to the
Commission and give it his recommendations.

Mr. Wray said he would wait for the recommendation. He asked if the discount
program would go into effect when the toll rates charged on June 1st.

Mr. Johnson said it was impossible for it to be done at the same time.

Mr. Bergsmark said he wanted a recommendation at the June meeting so that
the program could go into effect fairly quickly after the change in tolls.

Mr, Johnson said he would try to have a recommendation exploring the various
options in June.

Mr. Bergsmark asked if the $300 million figure included the Maumee River
Crossing.

Mr. Johnson said that his figure didn’t include anything off the Turnpike.
The Chairman said there were over a billion dollars in projects that were on the
table and there was no way that the Commission could do them without a toll increase.

He said it was not something the Commission enjoyed doing.

Mr. Wray asked if Mr. Johnson could explain the discount provided for qualified
operators of commercial vehicles.

Mr. Johnson said there was a charge account program for high volume

commercial vehicle operators in the Turnpike. He said the program, which probably
dated back to the beginning of the Turnpike, provides a 10 percent discount to those
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companies that pay more than $2000 a month in tolls. He said he thought the program
could be expanded to include a commuter discount.

The Chairman said that the thing he would very much like to stress, that had
been talked about in the past, was that the Commission had taken a new direction as
being a catalyst for economic development and accessibility. He said the Commission
had already opened up eight new interchanges. He said another seven or eight were
on the drawing board.

The Chairman said further that the Commission had helped one company stay in
Ohio by adding 2,000 new jobs. He said North Star Steel was going to invest $450
million in the State of Ohio. He said Ohio had been number one for two years in a row
for brand new plant openings. He said the Commission had made the Chairman of the
Board of General Motors very happy in making sure Lordstown kept 8,000 jobs.

The Chairman said that morning someone asked if the Commission was doing
what it was doing in order to create jobs. He said they were right. He said the
Commission was creating jobs and retaining jobs in the State of Ohio. He said the
Commission was trying to make Ohio right in the heart of it all. He said that locking at
the map, the 241 miles takes the Turnpike in the middle of New York and Chicago. He
said Ohio was a very important state and, consequently, the state’s economy right now
was reflecting that. He said Ohio was doing phenomenally well relative to the rest of
the country with regard to its employment rate.

The Chairman said further that it was very important to let people know that the
bad news was that there was a toll increase. He said the good news was that the
Commission had created a lot of jobs. He said there had been tremendous economic
development. He said that in Lordstown there were new plants being opened around
the GM plant. He said that the Commission had already been told by North Star Steel
that there will be additional plants opened in the Delta area.

Mr, Bergsmark said that he thought he could safely say that the proceeds from
the toll increase were going to be used on the Turnpike and not be dispersed in other
type projects.

The Chairman said Mr. Bergsmark was correct.

Mr. Bergsmark said that he would recommend that the Commission increase
tolls on a more active basis with the economy in the future. He said that should be
done to avoid the “sticker shock” of greatly increasing tolis at once.

The Chairman said the other thing he wanted to say was that 50 percent of the
Turnpike tolls were paid by out-of-state users. He said that residents of the State of
Ohio were paying half of the tolls and its neighbors that came through Ohio were paying
the other haif.
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The Chairman said further that he had a letter from the Governor which he would
read as follows:

“I'm very proud of what the Commission, working with Governor Voinovich and
ODOT, has been able to accomplish the past year. He said he was confident the
Commission would accomplish even more in the future.

“The Turnpike Commission has done more to promote economic development in
this state than any other time in the Turnpike's history. Through your leadership, we've
turned the Turnpike into a retainer and generator of jobs. If you keep going at this rate,
as you and the Members are, it will be the most productive period in the history of the
Ohio Turnpike.

“The fact that you received the highest bond rating from Standard & Poors and
Moody's is the fact that objective evaluators think that things are going well at the
Turnpike.”

The Chairman said he would say that he felt that the toll increase was justified.

Mr. Wray asked if the Commission would be retaining the services of a project
management consulting firm on the third lane project.

Mr. Johnson said an RFP would be developed. He said that once responses
were received they would be brought to the Commission for selection of a firm. He said
the addition of a third lane would be a major project.

Mr. Wray said the selection of a project manager for the Great Lakes/Mid-Atlantic
Corridor had been quite an extraordinary process.

Mr. Johnson said the selection of a project manager for the third lane
construction won't be as complicated as that done for the Great Lakes/Mid-Atlantic
Corridor. He said the scope would be easier to define.

Mr. Johnson said further that it was very difficult to write the scope for the Great
lakes/Mid-Atlantic Corridor project because it was so massive. He said that in the case
of the third lane project the staff knew exactly what would be done. He said they knew
how many lanes it was talking about. He said the project manager will help the
Commission acquire the additional engineering services that will be needed for the
actual design and for the actual construction.

Mr. Johnson said further that the construction would take four years. He said the
construction would probably be done in 40-mile segments each year. He said the work
would be done in such a way to minimize traffic disruption. He said the third lane would
be in the median and it would be tough not to cause some traffic problems.
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Mr. Bergsmark said he thought the Commission’s financial advisor, Mr. Reis,
should be fully advised of the Commission’s project plans so that information was
presented the right way to the rating agencies. He said his only concern was to make
sure the Commission didn't go on a credit watch. He said that it was positive on one
hand, the increase in tolls, but the rating agencies might object if the Commission was
spending more than it could pay for in the future. He said the agencies might decide
the Commission had to stop and take a second look. He said the Commission needed
to coordinate that effort right away.

The Chairman said he thought that was a good idea. He said he had
commented to the people at OCDC that, although the Commission would like to be able
to do everything for the state, it was more realistic to pick and choose what the
Commission was able to do. He said he didn’t think it was feasible for the Commission
to do everything.

Mr. Bergsmark said he thought the Commission should advise the rating
services even after that day to make them aware of the Commission’s plans.

Senator Gaeth asked if the Executive Director had said the third lanes would be
located in the medial and did more right-of-way need to be acquired.

Mr. Johnson said the third lanes would be in the medial and additional right-of-
way was not needed.

Mr. Johnson said further that there were diagrams in the URS report showing
what had to be done. He said there was going to be a concrete barrier to separate the
traffic lanes. He said that if the third lanes were on the outside the Commission would
need additional right-of-way.

Senator Gaeth said ODOT had just finished barrier placement in a section of
medial of |-270 around Columbus and it was a beautifully done job.

A resolution revising the schedule of tolls and authdrizing the addition of third
lanes on the Turnpike was moved for adoption by Mr. Bergsmark, seconded by Mr.
Williams as follows:

RESOLUTION NO. 16-1995
“WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 16-1981, adopted December 17, 1981, the
Commission adopted a revised schedule of tolls which became effective February 1,

1982, and which schedule has been supplemented from time to time to
accommodate the addition and opening of new toll interchanges;
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“WHEREAS, a study entitled, “TRAFFIC CAPACITY STUDY-ADDITIONAL
LANES,” has been prepared for the Commission by URS Consultants, Inc., which
study analyzes traffic capacity and projected traffic on the Turnpike and the
consultant concludes, on the basis of the analysis, that the addition of a third lane in
each direction on the Turnpike between Gate 4 and Gate 15 (159.8 miles in length)
is needed for stable operation of traffic on the Turnpike, at a current estimate cost of
at least $440 million,

“WHEREAS, the executive director has reviewed the study and
recommended that the third-lane project be commenced immediately and be
completed within the next five years;

“WHEREAS, the executive director advises that other capital projects
envisioned by the Commission for the turnpike over the next five years, such as
adding new interchanges, renovating and expanding existing interchanges,
renovating service plaza restaurants and related facilities, on-going roadway
resurfacing and repair and other projects could cost as much as $300 million;

“WHEREAS, the executive director advises that this total program cannot be
financed from existing revenue levels and, therefore, he recommends that the
Commission authorize and approve an eighty percent (80%) general toll rate
increase, effective June 1, 1995, to help meet the Commission’s ongoing financial
needs;

“WHEREAS, the executive director recommends that the Commission retain
the services of a project management consulting firm to assist in the implementation
of the third-lane project;

"WHEREAS, the Commission desires to proceed with the recommendations
of the executive director;

“NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT

“RESOLVED that the “TRAFFIC CAPACITY STUDY - ADDITIONAL LANES,”
by URS Consultants, Inc. dated March 31, 1995, hereby is accepted by the
Commission;

“FURTHER RESOLVED that the report and memorandum from the executive
director, dated April 21, 1995, hereby is accepted by the Commission;

“FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission does hereby adopt the revised
schedule of tolls as set forth and attached hereto as “Exhibit A”;

“FURTHER RESOLVED that said revised schedule of tolls shali be made
effective as of 12:01 a.m., June 1, 1995;
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“FURTHER RESOLVED that the discount provided for qualifying operators of
commercia! vehicles shall continue in effect as heretofore and special permit fees for
overdimensional or overweight vehicles, long combination vehicles (LCVs) and any
other special use permits granted under authority of the executive director shall
remain as now in effect;

“FURTHER RESOLVED that the executive director is authorized and directed
hereby to study and recommend to the Commission for adoption a discount program
for regular, non-commercial users of the turnpike;

“FURTHER RESOLVED that the executive director is authorized and directed
to prepare and issue a Request for Proposals (RFP) for the services of a project
management consulting firm to assist in implementing the third-lane project for the
turnpike and to take such other actions as are necessary to proceed with the
project, provided, however, that the executive director shall keep the Commission
apprised of such actions and obtain the approval of the Commission for any actions
not authorized to be performed by him under the Code of Bylaws.”
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Onle Tumpike Commission

Schedule of Tols
Class 1

INTERCHANGE 1 2 3 3A 4 AA 5 ] 64 7 BA g JA g 10 11 . 12 13 13A 54 145 148 i5 16 16A. 17
1 55 125 200 225 245 270 340 4,05 4.40 S4c 540 565 565 605 B8535 6.85 1.00 730 7.85 200 HNA ] 8.55 NIA 830
2 £% T8 1.55 1.80 200 235 2.90 3.50 3.85 4.85 485 5.5 515 550 605 630 855 885 7.40 755 WA 7.65 820 NA 855
2 125 o) 55 S0 1.10 135 2.5 280 315 4,15 415 4.50 450 475 530 550 585 £.05 6.55 815 NA, 695 TAS NIA 7.85
34 2.00 1.55 £5 B85 55 .8a 145 205 245 3.40 340 e 330 £.05 460 475 5.05 530 5.85 805 MNA 620 875 NIA 7.0
4 225 1.80 50 &5 &5 85 1.15 1.80 215 3.15 315 340 340 380 430 4.50 475 5.05 5.60 575 NA 5.85 8.50 Nia B85
A 245 200 110 BS 85 85 100 1.50 200 285 2.85 325 335 380 415 430 450 485 549 550 WA 575 630 NA 665
5 A 215 138 .80 55 BS 0 1.45 1.80 280 280 3.05 X 340 395 ERE 440 472 5.20 540 NA 550 B0 N/A 650
6! 340 250 FAL 145 1.15 100 Jo 85 1.00 205 205 2,25 225 27 315 3.40 360 385 4.40 450 WA 475 540 NiA 565
BA 405 3.50 250 2.05 180 1.60 145 85 - B5 135 135 160 1.60 20 2.50 280 295 325 380 385 NIA 4.15 470 NA 505
T £.40 385 AL 245 215 200 1.80 100 85 1.00 1.00 1.25 5.2% 160 2.3% 245 270 23 340 &0 MIA 3.80 439 NIA 4.70
84 540 495 4.15 340 315 285 2.80 205 1.35 1.00 NA NA NA PIA NA A NA WA NIA NIA N/A NA NiA MIA NA
14 540 £95 4.15 340 315 295 230 205 $.35 1.00 NA B85 55 70 110 135 1.60 1.9 245 280 NA 280 3.25 NiA 3.60
A 565 513 4.50 370 340 328 305 255 1.60 1.25 NA &5 NIA NA NA NA WA WA NA NIA NA NA NIA, NiA NIA
] 565 515 4.50 370 340 325 305 225 4.60 125 N/A &5 N/A 85 Rl 1.55 135 .50 215 s KA 250 305 NIA 349
10 505 5.60 475 405 380 3.60 340 230 200 1.60 NA o) NA 65 85 .70 110 125 1.80 200 MA 215 218 NA 3405
11 B5S 605 530 480 430 4,15 395 ERES 2.50 FAL N/A 110 NA 20 65 &5 .70 50 125 1A% NIA 160 245 NA 250
12 685 830 5690 4.75 4.50 430 415 340 280 245 MNIA 133 A 1.18 g0 65 B85 0 1.00 115 NIA 135 180 Nay 225
13 7.00 6,55 585 505 £75 4,60 440 350 2.85 270 N/A 1.60 NIA 135 ER L) J0 89 85 i) 150 NIA 115 159 NIA, 200
13A 730 6.85 805 530 5.08 4.85 470 385 3.25 290 N/A 1.80 NA, 160 125 B .m 85 &5 Fo NiA .00 145 NA .5
14 785 T.40 '8.55 5.85 5.60 540 520 4.40 3.80 3.40 N/A 245 NiA 215 1.80 1.25 1.0 o] &S 85 NA 65 80 NiA 125
13A 800 755 875 6.05 535 5.60 540 4.60 3.85 3.60 NiA 260 N/A 235 200 .45 115 1.00 50 &5 WA NA NA NIA NA
148 NIA NA NiA WA NA NEA NIA NiA N/A N/A NIA ‘NIA NA NA WA WA NIA N KA NIA MR 65 fir:] NiA 100
15, 220 785 8,95 620 595 575 550 4.75 4.15 a WA 280 NA 250 215 1.80 1.35 115 100 85 NiA 5 £S5 NIA -
L] 855 8.20 T.45 B.75 650 830 6.10 £.40 470 430 NA 325 ™A 305 210 215 .80 160 145 50 N/ rid 85 NA 55
16A]| NIA NA NiA NiA N/A NiA NA NiA WA NIA NiA NiA NA NA NA NA NiA NiA NA A NoA NA NA NrA F-U)

17 2.80 855 785 7.0 -1 B.6S 8.50 5.85 5.058 470 NiA 380 NA 3.40 305 250 225 200 180 125 HiA 1,00 50 85 85

Faged
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Chio Tumpike Commission

Schedule of Tolls
Clasa 2

INTERCHANGE 1 2 3 3A £ AA 5 6 8A 7 8A 8 A 9 10 11 12 13 13A 14 144 148 13 18 1BA 17
1 J0 1.50 225 250 290 3.25 4,15 515 560 635 895 155 1.55 830 850 855 1025 10.70 1 1205 NA 1235 3285 NA 1350

2] (] S0 1.60 150 215 230 350" 440 4.85 520 8.20 8.85 6585 755 8,30 8.50 9.55 10.00 11.00 1135 A 11.80 1235 NA 1285

3 1.80 80 J0 1.00 125 150 250 340 385 520 520 555 595 B.65 730 180 265 8.10 0.00 1045 NA w7 1138 WA 11.90
34 225 1.80 a0 Jo rir) 1.00 1.80 2.80 A25 4.60 460 530 530 595 8.55 730 7.80 B.as 825 8o WA 16.00 10,70 NIA 1125
4 250 1.90 1.60 i} TR 70 1.60 2.50 295 430 430 5.05 505 555 6.30 100 1.85 A {1 9.00 945 WA 8.70 045 NA 1100
44 2.9 235 1.25 0 ] o 1.35 228 260 395 395 4.70 4.7¢ 5.40 5.05 6.65 740 1.85 875 810 NIA 235 10.1a NA 1080
5f | 325 250 1.60 100 i3 o 1.00 1.50 225 3560 3.60 430 430 5.05 565 B3R 100 745 335 a7s NiA 5.00 870 N/A 10.25

g 4.15 350 250 1.50 1.60 1.35 1.00 50 135 270 270 3.5 235 4.05 475 540 6.10 6.55 7.45 735 NA 8.10 880 NA 835
[ 515 440 3.40 280 253 225 1.90 50 - 70 .80 1,80 2,45 245 ais .85 450 520 565 8.55 635 NA 720 790 NrA BA4S
7] 560 485 3.85 325 295 280 225 135 Jq0 N 135 135 205 205 240 340 408 475 5.20 6.10 850 NIA &35 745 NA B5.00
LA 8.55 820 520 460 430 385 360 I 180 .35 NA NA A NIA NIA NA NIA N/A NIA A NA KA NA N/A NiA
8 885 520 520 460 430 385 380 270 1.80 1.35 A 70 70 135 205 270 340 .85 475 515 NiA 540 810 NIA 685
SA] 7.55 683 585 530 se5 470 4.30 335 2495 205 NA 70 NA NA N/A NiA NA NA N/A A NiA, NA A NiA NA
g 7.55 5,85 595 530 505 470 420 335 245 205 Nia J0 Nia Pri ] 135 205 270 315 4.05 ASF NiA 475 540 MNA 595
) &30 155 583 5.95 555 540 505 4.05 3,15 270 NA 135 NIA 70 qa 135 2.05 5 349 K] KA 408 475 NA 520
11 850 830 730 655 B8.30 605 565 475 3838 3.40 NA 203 NA 133 .70 i) 125 1.70 270 315 NA 3.40 405 NA 450
12 9.55 8.90 799 7.30 7.00 8,65 6,30 5.40 4.50 405 NA 270 NIA 2.05 135 .0 i) 115 205 245 NiA 270 335 NA 385
13 1025 55 8.85 720 765 7.40 7.00 510 5.20 £75 WA 340 NA 21 2.05 125 Jo0 70 138 ¥ NiA 205 2.7¢ NA 325
134 1070 10,00 8.10 835 &.10 785 V45 655 555 5.20 A 285 MiA 348 2.50 179 115 0 .50 143 NA 1.60 225 NA 280
14 1170 1100 10.00 925 8.00 B75 8335 TA5 555 6.10 NA 475 NA 405 340 70 205 135 8¢ /] NA 7a 135 N/A 180
144 12.05 1335 VA4S 2.70 S.45 9.1¢ 875 785 595 &.50 Nia 515 NA 4.50 380 315 245 1.80 1.45 .70 MiA A NA NA, A
148 NiA NZA, NIA NA NA WA NIA WA N/A WA N/A NiA NA NIA NA N/A NA NIA NA NA KA Je 5 T 145
13 1233 160 10.70 1000 LR/ ] 935 9.00 8.10 7.20 8.75 NA 540 NiA 435 4.05 3.40 270 205 1.50 Jo Nk - .79 ] NA 125
18 1285 1228 1535 s0.70 1045 1090 270 a.50 790 T45 NiA 6.10 NA 540 475 4.05 335 270 225 135 L3 £0 70 NIA 70
181 MNA NI NA NA NA NIA WA NA NA A NA NIA, NA N/A NiA MNIA N/A NA WA N/A A, A NA NiA 0

17| 13.50 12.85 i1.80 1125 | 0.6 1025 835 545 am A 663 NA 595 520 4.50 393 3.25 280 1.80 A 145 125 70 70

Pagal
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D¥ies Tumpike Commiasion

Scheduts of Tolls
Class 3

INTERCHANGE 1 2 3 38 4 AA 5 & BA T 8A 8 §A 9 10 11 12 12 13A i4 T4A 148 15 18 164 17
1 B0 225 3325 360 395 4.50 585 710 775 855 885 025 10.25 1105 12065 1250 ©  13.50 14.05 15.30 15.85 A 1620 1710 N/A 1755
2 80 135 233 270 305 3.60 s05 630 [-%:53 8.80 B.50 945 9.45 1025 1125 11.90 12.5¢ 13,45 14.40 14385 NA 1530 1620 NA 16.75
2 225 135 1.00 135 1.80 2325 380 495 5,60 TAS 745 8.19 810 85.00 8.9 1055 11.25 31.99 1315 13.70 RIA 13.85 1485 NA 1530
A azs 235 1.00 80 B0 135 270 3.55 4.60 450 6.50 7.10 T.10 B.0Q -X-) 8.55 1025 10.80 1215 270 NA 1285 13.85 NA 14.40
4] 360 270 135 89 B0 1.00 235 260 425 810 £6.10 675 675 7.55 8.55 2.20 9.60 1055 11.80 1235 NA 1260 15.50 A 1405
1A 385 a.0s 150 80 80 .80 190 215 330 583 563 540 540 .20 819 a.8d 9.55 10,10 11.35 1150 A 12.25 13.15 NA 13.70
5 - 450 380 235 335 100 O 135 2,60 3.25 515 EREY 585 585 8.65 7.55 B30 8.00 955 10.80 11.35 NA 11.70 12.6Q NIA 13.15
& 585 5.05 360 270 235 1.80 325 i.25 150 3ec 3.8 450 4.50 540 630 685 7.65 220 545 10.00 KA 10.25 1125 NiA 11.80
BA] 7.10 830 495 385 3.0 315 2.80 128 : 80 250 250 3z 325 4905 485 585 8,30 595 8.20 835 N/A 2.00 10.00 NIA 10.55
H 775 8.85 s60 4.60 425 3.80 3.25 1.8 80 180 1.50 70 270 340 430 505 5.65 830 7.55 819 KA B335 835 NiA 5.90
8A 9.65 8,80 745 650 610 565 515 380 250 1.80 WA NA NA WA N/A N/A NiA Nia NA NIA N/A A NA NIA NIA
8 865 8.80 745 6.50 6.10 565 515 3.80 250 1.50 NiA 80 8o 155 245 a5 3.80 440 585 820 NA B.50 745 NA 500
BA} 1625 945 a:0 7.0 575 540 5.85 4.50 325 270 NA 89 NfA NA NA WA WA NA NA N/A N/A NA NA NA NIA
2 i0.25 945 I: R {1] 7.10 875 &840 5.85 450 azs 270 WA B0 NA 80 180 245 315 3.80 505 566 NA 585 B.75 NiA T.20
10| 13.05 1025 9.00 800 7455 726 B.55 540 4.05 340 WA 1.55 KA B0 1.00 1.80 235 295 425 475 Nia 505 585 NiA 6.50
11 12.05 11325 850 850 855 a.lo 755 830 495 430 NA 245 NiA .83 1.0 B 1385 202 325 380 NA 4,05 503 NIA 5.60
12 1280 11.80 1055 9.55 820 aes 830 585 565 505 NA ERL) KA 2.45 1.60 B0 £Q 1.35 260 315 NiA 340 430 NA 4.85
13 13.50 12.680 1125 1025 9.50 555 9.00 765 §.30 585 NiA 380 NA 218 235 1356 B0 8o 1.9¢ 245 WA 270 360 NIA 428
T34 14.05 13.15 1180 10,90 1055 1610 8.55 820 595 6.20 NiA 440 N/A 3.80 285 206 135 B0 125 180 NA 205 aos NA 360
14 1530 14.40 1315 1215 1180 1135 10.80 945 8.20 755 NA 585 NA 505 425 325 2.60 180 1.25 B9 NA 80 180 NA 235
144 1585 1485 13.70 1270 1235 1150 1135 10.00 875 810 NA 620 NiA 5.50 4,75 380 315 245 1.90 B0 WA NA NA NA NA
148 NiA NA A NA A NiA NIA N NAa NIA NA NA NfA Na N/A WA WA NiA NIA NA BIA .80 125 NA 1.80
15 1820 1530 1385 12585 12.60 1225 11.70 10.25 2.00 83s NA 8.50 NA 585 505 4.05 340 2,70 208 80 NiA 80 1.00 NA 155
18 1718 18.20 4,85 1385 13.50 13,15 12.60 1125 10.00 835 NIA 745 NiA 873 585 305 439 380 3.05 160 NA 1.25 100 N/A 80
16A NA NIA N/A NA NA NIA NA MA NfA NA NA MNA NiA N/A NA NA NA NiA NA NIA NiA NA NA NiA 80

ir 1755 18.75 1530 1440 14.05 13.70 1315 118G 10.55 9.80 (NA .00 NiA 7.20 B.50 5.60 485 425 360 235 NIA 1.50 1.5% .80 BO

[ )
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Chio Tumpike Commisaion

Schedule of Tolls
Clasz 4

INTERCHANGE 1 2 3 3A 4 4A 5 8 A 7 A 8 9A 9 10 11 12 13 13A 14 144 148 15 18 16A 17
1 1.10 290 425 475 540 6.10 810 8.35 9.90 1235 1238 1260 12.80 1335 15.10 15.85 18.45 17.20 18.90 1925 NIA 1945 20,79 WA 21.60
2 110 1.80 3.08 360 425 505 655 8.20 880 1125 11.25 1130 11.70 1270 1405 14,75 1530 16.10 17.80 182¢ NA 1835 19.80 NiA 2050
3 250 1.80 128 180 245 325 515 640 T.00 §.45 BAS 29.90 9.50 11,00 1235 1295 1370 14.50 16.20 1845 NIA 16.65 18.00 NA 18.90
A 425 305 325 50 t1a 1.80 3.80 5.05 5.65 810 8.1c 885 B&S 9.55 11.00 11.60 12.25 13.05 1475 1510 NA 1530 1875 NiA 17.45
4 475 3680 1.80 50 80 135 325 450 5.15 755 755 210 8.10 8.00 10.45 11.95 1170 12.50 14.20 14.60 WA 1475 16.20 WA 16.90
48 540 425 245 1.10 50 80 260 3.85 4.50 7.0 1.00 TAS 745 g5 .80 1045 1135 11.90 13.60 13.8% NIA 1420 15.55 NA 18.20
5 . 610 505 325 180 1.35 .8Q 1.0 315 3.50 630 &3¢ 563 6.55 7.5 9.00 9.70 10.45 FAARES 1285 1325 NIA 13,50 1475 NiA 15.5%
8 8.10 6.95 515 380 325 250 120 1.80 270 515 5.1% 585 5.85 885 830 2.00 9.85 1035 12.05 1270 NA 13.15 1440 NiA 15.30
64 8.35 820 &40 505 450 385 315 1.80 - B0 350 aso 4.05 405 515 650 7.20 7.85 555 10.25 1950 A 1135 12.70 NIA 1350
7 550 .80 7.00 565 545 450 380 270 R: ) 2,70 27¢ 325 3.25 4,30 565 630 7.00 735 9.45 10.10 NA 10.55 1150 NiA 1270
BA; 12.35 1125 9.45 8.10 755 7.00 520 515 3.50 270 NA NA NA NfA WA NiA NA NA N/A WA NiA WA N/A NA WA
8 1235 1325 8.45 - 840 755 . pAs] 8.20 515 350 270 WA 80 20 1.80 3.5 3.80 4.50 52 695 765 NA 8.10 9.35 NiA 1015
84 1260 1170 9.90 8.65 8.1¢ TAS 865 585 4.05 3325 NiA. S0 NiA NA NA HIA NA A NA NIA NA NA NiA NiA NA
g 1260 11.70 8.80 855 aio 7AS 8.65 585 4.05 3zs NA 20 NIA 136 245 315 3.80 460 530 £.85 NA 720 .65 Nib, 945
10 1335 1270 11,00 8.55 9.00 845 FA L) 6.95 5.15 4.30 NiA 1.80 NIA 1.10 1.35 2405 270 340 515 585 NA 630 7.55 NA 835
13 15.10 1405 1235 11.00 1045 9.50 9.00 830 6.50 5.65 NiA 315 Nia 245 135 50 145 235 3.80 4.40 A 4.85 820 /A 7.00
12 1585 475 1285 160 11,05 1045 270 9.00 .20 6.30 NFA ase NIA 315 205 -+ 20 1.60 315 3B NFA 425 560 NA 6,30
13 16.45 1530 1376 1225 1170 5115 1045 385 7.85 7.0 Nia 4.50 NA 3.80 270 145 90 80 245 3.15 NA 360 485 NA 5.65
134 1720 16190 14.50 13.05 12.50 1190 11,15 1038 8,55 7.5 N/A 520 NA 460 340 215 1.60 .80 1.79 245 NIA 80 415 NA 4.95
14E 1880 17.89 18.20 1475 1420 13.680 1285 12.05 10.25 §.45 NEA 6.95 NiA 8.30 5.5 350 ats 245 1.70 S0 NIA 1.10 245 NA 3.25
134 18.25 18.20 15.45 1510 $4.60 1395 1325 iz 10.50 1610 MR 765 NiA 885 585 449 380 315 245 E: WA N/A NIA NA N/A
348 NIA NA NA N/A NA NiA . WA NIA MNA NA A NA NA NA NA WA NA NA NIA N/A NIA 50 160 NA 245
15 1945 1835 - 1665 1530 14,75 14.20 $3.50 13,15 1135 10.55 NA 8.10 NA 7.20 8.30 4.85 425 380 280 110 WA 20 135 NA 245
16 207G 19.8¢ 18,00 16.7% 1820 15.55 475 1440 1270 1150 NIA 935 NA BES 7.55 6.20 560 485 4.15 245 NA 1.60 135 NiA 1,30
1684 WA NA NA A N/A NA NIA WA WA NIA NIA WA NA NA NA NA NA NA NiA NiA NA NA A NA 1.0

17| 2180 20.5¢ 18,90 1745 15.90 16.30 15,55 1530 1350 1270 NA 10.15 NA 845 B35 T.00 13 555 4.95 325 N/A 245 215 1.10 110

R
Pages
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Ohlo Tumpike Commission

Schadula of Tolls
Class 5
INTERCHANGE 1 2 3 34 4 45 5 6 6A 7 8A -] 9A 9 10 11 12 13 134 14 14A 148 15 16 1684 17
1 125 395 475 5.40 645 875 .00 10.80 1170 14.69 14,60 15.30 15.30 1645 18.00: 1865 18.35 2035 2205 s NIA 2320 2475 N 25,65
2 125 4.90 340 405 470 560 T.I5 XL 10,55 1350 1350 1403 14,05 1530 1835 1745 18.19 1850 20,70 2150 NA 22,05 2340 NIA 24,50
3 315 1.90 1.55 215 280 37 5.85 735 8.65 11.50 11.50 1215 1Z15 13,50 14.85 1555 16.20 17.00 18,80 170 NA 20.15 2160 NiA 22.50
34, 475 340 4.55 .00 125 215 4.30 820 710 1000 10.00 10.55 1655 1.90 1325 1415 14.65 15.50 1735 18.20 NA 18,65 2085 NA 21.05
4 £40 405 215 1,00 1,00 1.55 370 580 6550 935 2935 9.50 5.50 11.25 1260 1350 14,05 14.85 18.75 1755 MNIA 12.00 19.45 WA 2045
LA 8.05 470 280 125 1.0¢ 1.00 3.05 4.85 545 8.75 875 9.25 825 10.60 11.85 12380 13.40 14.20 14,10 18.90 NIA 1735 18.80 NiA 15.80
st - 875 560 370 215 1.5% 1.00 215 4.15 505 7.85 7.85 8.55 8.55 9.70 11,25 11.90 1280 1340 15.30 16.00 NIA 1645 18.00 NIA 18.90
B 5.00 7.75 5.85 4,30 370 05 215 200 2.90 565 58% 830 6.30 1.55 .00 - 89.70 1045 1i.25 13.15 1385 NIA 1440 15.89 Nia 18.75
BA 10.80 265 7.75 §.20 560 495 415 200 ’ 1.00 380 2.8¢ 4.50 4.50 565 7.20 785 845 825 1115 11.95 NA 12,40 1385 A 14.85
7 1170 10.55 865 710 6.50 585 5.05 290 1.00 250 2.00 360 380 475 830 G685 7.55 835 10.25 1105 WA 11.50 1295 WA 1385
8A) H4EC 13.50 1150 0.00 935 8.7s 785 565 380 290 KA Nr& NA NA ‘WA NA NIA NIA NA NA WA N/A NA NA NA .In.
& 14.6C 1350 1150 10.00 9.35 875 T.85 585 380 250 WA 190 1.00 2.00 3.40 4,05 475 5.60 TAS 8.20 WA -1 1015 NA .05
QA 1530 14.05 1215 10.55 85.50 225 B55 830 4.50 350 NA 1.00 NiA NA NA NA NIA NIA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA \D
9 15.20 1405 12,15 1055 5.50 925 BSS 530 450 3.60 NiA 1.00 WA 125 279 340 4,05 485 675 755 N/A 8.10 945 NA 1045 OO
10 16.45 15.2¢ 1350 11.50 11.25 10.8¢ a7 755 565 4.75 NA 00 NA 125 155 215 250 370 560 620 NA 8.75 B30 NA sz !
1 1204 18,75 14.85 13.2% 12.60 11.85 1525 2.00 7.20 8.30 NiA 340 NA 270 155 1.00 1.55 235 4.05 4.85 KNA 540 B.75 NA 735
T2 18.65 17.45 1555 1415 1250 1280 11.90 ae 785 8.95 NA 405 NIA 340 215 1.00 1.00 170 340 425 KA 4.70 610 N/A 700
3 19.35 1816 1620 14.65 14.05 13.40 12.60 1045 945 755 NiA 475 NA 4.05 250 1.55 1.00 1.00 270 3so N 335 540 NA 6.30
134 2015 18.96 17.00 15.50 14.85 1420 13.40 11.25 2.25 835 NA 550 A, 4.85 an 235 .70 1.00 1.8¢ 270 NiA 315 4,60 NiA 550
14 A 20.70 18.90 1735 1875 1650 15.30 1315 11.15 1025 MNIA 745 NIA B8.7% 560 405 340 27¢ 180 1,00 NiA 1.25 270 NA 360
18A 275 21.50 1870 1820 17.55 16.60 18.00 1385 1195 $1.05 NA 820 NIA 7.55 830 485 4.25 3.5¢ 270 .00 NA NA NA NiA NIA
148 NA NA WA NIA NiA RA NiA NIA NA NIA WA NiA NIA NA NiA NA NIA KIA NA NA NIA 1.00 .90 NA 280
15 326 2205 2015 18.65 12,00 1735 1845 144G 1240 $1.50 A 865 NA B.10 875 540 4,70 95 RES 1.25 NiA 500 155 NA 245
16 2435 2340 21.60 20,05 19.45 1880 18.00 15.85 13.85 1285 NIA 10,15 WA 5.45 8.30 B.75 8.10 540 4,60 270 MNIA 1.5 155 NA 125
167 WA NiA NIA A NIA MA A NA NA NIA A HIA WA MA NIA NA HiA A N/A MNIA WA NA NA N/A 1.25
17 2565 24,50 250 2108 2645 19.80 8.80 18,75 14.85 13.85 NIA 11.05 A 10.45 920 775 700 830 5.50 160 NrA 28 245 1.25 125




Otuo Tumpike Commission

Schedule of Toits
Class &

INTERCHAMGE] 1 2 3 38 4 A 5 5 A T BA a8 HA. b 10 11 12 i3 13A 14 14A 148 15 16 16A 17
1 135 160 520 595 565 7.55 10,00 1215 1345 620 16.20 17.10 17.10 18.35 2000 2070 21.50 2250 2455 2540 N 25.9¢ 2155 NiA 28,50
2 .35 215 38S 460 330 8.20 8,65 10.80 11.80 14.85 14.85 15,65 15.65 1710 18.6% 1945 2025 21,15 2320 24.05 NiA 2455 25.10 NA Fri g
3 360 215 170 245 315 405 550 865 985 12.60 12.60 13.50 1359 1485 1645 1730 18.00 39.00 2105 2885 NA 250 24,05 NA 2520
3A 520 185 1m 1.10 145 235 475 895 790 11.00 11.99 14,80 11.80 1315 14.75 15.85 1640 17.30 $9.35 2015 NA 2070 2230 NiA 2340
4 585 4.60 245 1.0 110 160 4.05 5.20 120 1025 1025 11.05 11.05 12,40 1405 14.85 1585 16.55 $8.85 19435 NA 2000 21.68C NiA 2270
4AE 685 530 315 1.45 .10 1.10 335 5.50 6.50 9.55 9.55 1035 1035 11.70 13.30 14.15 14 85 1595 18.00 18.80 MiA 19.25 2050 WA 21.85
5 755 6.20 405 235 150 1,10 245 460 560 865 865 945 945 40.80 1240 13.2% 14.05 1505 17.10 17.80 NA 18.35 2000 N/A 21.05
6| " 10.00 B.65 6.50 475 405 235 245 215 315 £.30 &30 7.00 7.06 835 580 | 1080 3110 1260 14.50 1540 NA 15.95 17.55 N/A 18.65
6A 1215 $0.80 865 595 520 550 4.60 215 1,10 415 ERES 495 485 6.40 1.5 875 9.55 1045 12.50 1220 WA 1385 1540 NA 16.55
H 1315 .80 8,85 790 720 §.50 569 315 110 315 s 395 195 540 8395 T¥5 855 5.45- 1150 1235 WA 1288 1440 N/A 1555
8A 16.20 14.85 1250 ne 1025 9.58 8.65 6.30 4,15 315 WA WA NA NIA WA NiA KA NIA, NA WA NIA NA NiA N/A WA
= 820 1485 1280 11.00 10.25 .55 8.685 630 413 3.15 NiA 110 1,10 215 356 4.50 5.40 6.30 835 8.20 NIA 5.70 1135 NiA 12.40
BA 1710 1565 13.5¢ 11.80 1105 1035 945 7.00 4.95 395 MA 1.10 NIA. N/A NIA NiA NiA NA NA N/A NA NiA NA NiA NIA
9 1710 1585 1350 1.8 11.05 1028 045 7.00 485 395 NA 1.0 WA 135 235 3.80 4.50 550 755 845 NIA 8.00 10.55 N/A 11.7%
10 1835 17.10 485 13.15 1240 1n.7¢ 10.80 835 8.40 540 NA 215 NA 135 160 245 3zs 425 830 719 NA 755 820 NiA 1025
n 2600 1855 1645 1435 14.05 1330 1240 .90 750 - &S5 NA 380 NiA 285 1.60 1.10 1.8¢ 250 4.50 540 NiA 585 755 NA BES
12 2070 19.45 1730 15.55 1485 14.15 13.25 10.80 575 735 NA 450 NIA 380 2.45 1.10 110 1.29 3.80 460 Nia, 515 675 NiA 7.85
3 21.80 2025 1800 16.40 1565 14.55 14,05 1170 9.55 B.55 Nix 540 NA 4.50 3.25 1.60 1.0 110 295 380 NA 430 585 NiA 700
134 2250 21.15 18.00 17.30 16.55 1585 15.05 12.60 1045 9.45 NA 630 MNA 550 425 250 150 110 205 295 NA 340 508 NA 6.0
14 2455 23.20 2105 1835 1865 18.00 1730 14.60 12530 11.50 NA 835 N/A 7.55 §.30 450 3.80 2.95 2.05 110 WA 135 2585 NA 4.05
144 25.40 2405 2185 2015 19.45 18.80 17.6G 15.40 1330 1235 NA .20 NA .45 .10 540 4.60 3.80 285 1,10 NA N/A NA NIA NA
15B NA NIA NA NA 12N NiA NA NA NA NA NA NeA NiA A NA NA Nis NiA NA NA NA 110 0 WA 3.05
15 25.90 24.55 350 2070 2000 15.25 1835 1595 13.85 1285 NA 870 N 9.00 755 585 515 4.30 3.40 135 NA 1.10 1.80 A 270
18] 2755 25.10 2405 230 2160 20.50 2000 1755 1540 1440 A $135 NA 10.5% 920 755 8.75 585 505 285 A 200 160 RA 135
16A WA NIA NIA NA NA NiA, NA NIA NA NA N/A NA Nia NiA N/A NA NiA NA NiA Nia NA NiA N/A NA 135

17 28.60 2725 2830 2343 2270 2185 21.05 1965 18,55 15.55 KA 12.40 NA 170 10.25 865 7.85 700 6.10 405 NiA 303 270 135 135
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Ohio Tumnpike Commission

Schedule of Tolls
Clasa 7
INTERCHANGE 1 2 3 3A 4 4A 5 6 BA 7 8A 8 BA 9 10 11 2 13 134 4 144 14B 13 16 184 17
1 1.60 4.25 630 7.20 800 8.30 12,05 14.65 1585 19.60 19.60 20.50 2050 35 2405 2500 2580 2710 29.70 30.70 NA 3125 33,10 NA A4S
2 160 2.80 470 5.50 8.40 T.45 045 306 14.20 18,00 18.00 18,50 18.90 2050 250 23.40 240 25,40 27.90 29.00 NIA 23,70 30 A 3zes
3] 425 280 205 2385 3.80 485 785 10.45 11.70 1530 153 18.40 16.40 18.00 18.80 20.70 2t.80 22.85 2540 26.35 WA 27.00 28.80 NA 3025
A 830 470 2.05 1.15 180 270 575 835 955 1325 13.25 14.30 14.30 1585 1775 18.65 19.70 20.80 23.30 2430 NIA 24.95 2875 A 2B.15
4! 720 560 2,55 115 115 1.80 4.85 745 .65 12.40 1240 13.50 1350 15.05 16.99 17.80 1880 2000 2250 23.50 N 24.05 2580 NIA 2725
4A 800 6,40 3.80 180 115 1.5 4,05 £65 7.85 1160 11.60 128¢ 12.60 14.20 18,10 17.00 168.00 15.10 21.60 22,60 NA 23.20 2510 WA 2845
5 310 7.45 485 270 1.80 115 255 5.60 6.15 10,55 10.55 150 11.50 1315 15.05 1595 16.90 18.08 2050 21.50 A 2215 24.05 WA 2540
[} - 1205 10,45 785 5.7% 485 405 285 260 3.80 7.55 7.55 a.55 855 1015 12.05 1295 1395 15.05 17.55 18.55 NA 18355 21.05 NA 2250
&4 1465 13.05 1045 835 745 665 580 260 1.15 435 4,85 585 595 755 845 = 1035 1125 1240 14.95 15.00 NA 18.75 845 NA 19.90
7 1585 1420 1170 9.55 B.AS 785 8IS 380 115 3.80 3.0 475 475 630 830 920 015 1125 1375 14,85 NA 15.55 1130 NA 1855
BA 19.60 8.00 15.30 1325 1240 3160 1055 755 495 180 NA NIA NA NA NA NIA NA NA NiA NiA NIA NiA NA NA NA
mJ 19.60 18.00 15.30 13.25 2.4 1680 1055 7455 4.95 3.80 MNAa 115 115 2.60 4.50 540 B8.30 7.42 2.95C 11.00 2722 1,70 135 NA 1485¢7)
SA} . 2650 18.80 1840 14.20 $3.50 12.60 1150 855 595 435 NA 1135 Na NiA Nia NA NfA NA N/A NA NA NiA NA NA NiA ﬁ
9 2050 18.90 16,40 14.30 13,50 12.50 1150 8.55 595 475 N/A 115 N/A 160 3.50 450 540 850 2.00 10.10 WA 19.80 1280 NA 1385 &0 -
0 22.15 2050 18.00 15.85 1505 14,20 1315 10,15 155 630 NiA 280 NIA 186G 1.80 280 180 485 745 845 NA 200 15.00 NA 1235
1 24.05 250 19.80 1775 18.5Q 18.10 1505 12.05 945 8.3 NIA 4.50 N/A 3.50 1.8 115 1.80 295 560 6.55 NiA 7.20 8.00 NA 1045
12 25,00 2340 20.70 18.65 17.80 17.00 585 1295 10.25 9.20 A 540 NiA 4.50 290 115 1.15 218 4.50 S.60 NA 530 B0 NIA §45
13 2590 2430 21.80 1970 1880 18.00 18,90 13.85 1125 015 N/A 830 WA 540 2.82 1.80 1,15 115 a7 475 NiA, 540 720 NA 855
134 1.0 R5.40 2285 20890 20.00 18,10 18.00 15.05 1240 11.25 NIA 740 WA 850 495 285 215 115 250 370 NA 425 810 NA 740
14 28.70 27.80 2540 230 2250 2160 228,50 17.55 14.685 13758 NA 990 WA 8.00 745 580 4.50 e 2,50 115 NA 1.60 360 Nia 485
144 070 29.00 26835 2430 250 260 2150 1855 18,00 14.85 NIA 11.00 NiA 010 845 8,55 550 475 70 115 NA NA NA NA NA
148 NA NiA NiA NA NA MA NA NA N/A NA NiA NA NA WA NiA NA NA WA A NA NA 135 235 NA 370
13 3128 .79 21.00 24.85 24.05 20 22,35 1895 1875 15.55 NA 11.70 NA 10.80 2.00 T 830 540 425 1.60 M/A 1.15 1.50 NA 325
16 33e 50 25.80 875 2590 2510 2405 21.05 1945 17.30 RA 13.50 NiA, 12,60 11.00 .00 B30 720 6.10 360 WA 235 1.80 NA 1.60
164 NA WA NA WA NA KA NA NiA NA NA NA NA NIA NA NIA NA /A, NA N/A NA N/A NIA N/A NIA 1.60
17 3445 3285 30.25 28.15 725 2845 2540 2.5 15.90 1885 NIA 14.85 NA 1385 1233 1045 Q.45 8.55 74 485 Nia, 3.70 325 150 160
7




Ohio Tumpike Commission

Schedule of Tolis
Class §

INTERCHANGE 1 2 3 IA 4 4A 5 6 BA 7 8A 8 9A 3 13 11 12 13 13A 4 I14A 148 1% 18 8A 17
1 205 505 755 855 965 11.00 14.50 17.35 1915 73.85 =10 2485 24.85 27.00 2925 30.50 3205 3334 36.00 3725 NA 38.0¢ 40.50 NA 4185
2 205 295 5.50 £.50 755 §.00 12.50 15.65 1710 24.60 21.60 2295 2295 2485 27.00 28,60 29.95 3125 34.00 3536 NA 36,00 38.35 WA 40,05
3 505 285 250 159 460 535 5.65 12.80 1420 18.60 1850 19.80 19.80 2205 2430 2565 27.00 2825 31.05 3220 NiA 3255 3535 NA 36.50
348 755 5.50 250 125 205 340 AL 10.25 14.80 16.40 16.40 17.35 17.35 19.55 21.80 315 24.50 25.75 28.55 29.70 WA 30.40 3285 NA 34.40
4 855 8.50 250 125 1.25 245 610 925 10.80 1530 1530 15.40 18.40 145 2070 2215 2340 2465 2155 2870 WA 2945 3185 NA 340
4A 965 T55 4.60 2.05 125 125 505 3.20 8.70 1430 $4.30 1530 1530 17.35 19.70 21.15 22.40 23,65 2655 785 NA 2835 30.85 N 240
& -11.00 .00 585 340 2.45 125 380 5.75 8.30 13.05 13.05 13.95 13.95 15.85 18.45 19.60 2115 22.40 25.20 26.30 NA 27.00 2945 Nia 31,05
& 14.60 1260 9.65 7.10 5.1 505 360 205 4,50 9.2 9.20 1635 1035 1225 14.60 16.20 17.55 18.60 21.50 2250 KA 2340 2685 NA 2745
BA 17.75 1565 12.80 10.25 925 8.20 875 3.05 145 £.05 505 120 720 5.20 11.45 13.05 14.40 15.65 1845 950 NA 2035 2270 NA 24.20
7 19,15 17.10 1420 1150 10.8¢ 9.70 83 450 145 £.5¢ 4.50 563 565 715 9.90 1nso 12.85 14.15 18,20 18.20 NeA 18.%0 2125 A 2279
Ba 23.85% 2180 18.90 16,40 1536 1430 13,05 220 6.05 450 A NA NIA NA NA NiA N/A MA NA NIA WA NA WA NFA NA
8 2385 21.60 18.%0 15,40 15.30 14.30 13.05 820 6.05 4.50 WA 125 1.25 15 540 8.85 830 8.55 1235 1350 NA 1428 16.65 Nra 18,00
SA Z4.85 22,95 $9.80 1735 16.40 1530 13395 1035 7.20 565 NiA 125 NA NIA NIA MNA NiA, NIA NA NA NA N/A NIA NiA WA
S 24.85 2295 19.50 1735 18.40 1530 1385 1035 7.20 565 WA 125 A 225 430 585 7.20 845 1125 1240 NA 13.9% 1555 N/A 17.10
10: 27.00 24.85 2205 1955 t8.45 1735 15.85 31235 2.2¢ 7.75 NA .15 NfA 225 ’ 235 3.50 515 B.A0 .20 10.45 NA 1125 1350 NA 1505
13 2925 21 2430 21.8¢ 2070 19.70 1845 1460 11.45 9.90 NIA 5.40 NA 4.30 235 155 280 4,15 B85 E10 NA 889 1125 A 1260
12 30.50 28.50 25.63 215 2215 2115 19.80 18.20 13.05 11.50 NA 635 NA 585 380 1.55 135 260 540 6.50 WA T20 .50 NiA 1125
i3] 3205 29485 27.00 24.50 23.40 22,40 21.15 17.55 14.49 1285 NIA 830 NA 7.20 515 29 135 125 4.05 220 NIA 585 835 Na 950
13A] 3330 N2 2825 25,75 2485 23.65 2240 18.8¢ 15.65 14.15 NA 255 WA 84S 540 4.15 260 125 280 95 NIA 470 7.10 Na BEBS
14 38.00 34.00 3105 2855 27.55 28.55 25.26 2180 18.45 16.90 N/A 12.35 NA 11.25 5.20 855 5.40 4,05 280 125 NA 1.80 430 NA 585
144 3725 3530 3220 2%.70 28.70 2155 26.30 2270 i9.60 1820 NA 13.50 NA 1240 10.45 8.10 550 520 385 125 NA NA N/A A NA
148 NIA NA NA NA NIA NA NA NiA NA A NiA NA NA NA Nia WA NA NA NA NA Nia .25 285 WA 450
15 38.00 3E.00 3295 30.40 29.45 28235 2700 2340 2035 1869 NiA 14.20¢ NIA 1215 1125 8.80 7.20 555 430 1,80 NA 125 245 NA 385
16| 40.50 3338 3535 3295 3165 3085 25.45 25.85 270 2125 NA 18,65 NA 15.58 13.50 11.25 2.9 B35 7.0 £3 NA 295 245 NA 1.50
184 NA A NA NA WA NIA NIA A N/A MNIA NA Ni& WA N/A NIA WA NiA A A NA NA A WA MNA 1.80

17 41.85 40.05 36,80 3440 33.40 3240 .05 2745 24.20 2270 WA 18.00 N/A 17.10 15,05 1250 11.25 $.50 8.65 585 NA 450 395 180 1.8

et
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Ohio Tumpike Commission

Schedule of Tells
Class 9
INTERCHANGE. 1 2 3 3A 4 5A 5 & 6A 7 8A [ SA 9 10 1% 12 13 134 14 14A 148 15 16 16A 17
H 340 880 13.15 14.85 16.65 15.9 25.00 30.35 285 40.50 4050 42.30 4230 4550 4395 54.85 5200 5625 6320 5345 NA &4.80 6B.85 NA 71.55
2 340 540 9.70 1150 1330 1555 21.60 26.50 2935 36.50 3890 38.15 39.15 42.30 4645 48.80 3040 52.75 5805 £0.05 NA 61,20 6535 MNA 5820
3 880 540 430 6.10 750 10.15 16.20 2140 23.85 31.50 31.50 .75 3375 36.50 4105 43.20 4500 41.35 5265 5465 NA 55.80 58,85 NA 6280
34 13.15 .70 430 205 360 585 11.90 17.10 19.60 2735 2735 2935 28.35 275 3580 38.70 4085 4310 48195 5030 NIA 51.65 5570 MIA 53.50
% 14.85 11.50 5.10 2.05 205 4.05 1015 1540 17.80 2565 2565 2755 27155 31.05 35,10 3590 39.05 41.40 4535 48,80 NA - 4985 54.00 NA 5670
42 16.65 1330 7.90 3.60 205 205 835 1360 16,00 23.85 23.85 2575 2575 2925 33130 35.10 738 39.60 4455 46.80 NA 4815 5220 NA 54,90
H 18,90 1585 10,15 5.85 405 205 .10 1135 13.75 21.89 21.60 2340 2340 27.00 3105 32.85 510 3735 4230 4455 NA - 4550 49,85 NA 5285
gl - 2500 2160 16.20 11.90 10.15 835 &10 5.20 175 530 1530 1755 1755 0.0 2475 27.00 2880 3115 35.45 38.45 NA 39.60 4375 NA 4650
s~ 3035 26.60 21.40 17.10 154G 3350 1435 520 . 250 10.15 10.15 12.25 1225 15.45 1555 21.70 2365 26.00 s 33.20 A 3445 38.50 NA 4140
7 3285 2945 2395 19.60 17.86 16.00 €375 735 250 775 .75 270 .70 13,45 17.10 19.45 2125 2350 2860 30.80 A 3205 36.00 NA 28.90
8] 4050 36.50 31.50 2735 2565 2385 21.60 1530 1015 735 NA NA A NiA NA NA NIA A NA NIA (72 NA WA NA wa L
H 40.50 3690 31.50 27.35 2565 2385 21.60 15.30 10,15 735 A 225 225 5.40 935 11,50 §3.50 15.85 2095 2305 NrA 24.30 28.35 NA 3125~
SAl 4230 39.15 0I5 2335 2755 2535 2340 1755 12.25 .70 WA 225 MNIA NA NA NA NA BIA NA WA NIA NA NA MIA NALY
5 4230 39.15 3275 29.35 2755 2575 23.40 17.55 5225 70 WA 225 NiA, 3.40 765 945 1150 1375 1290 21.05 NIA 2230 28.25 NIA 292550
19 45.60 4230 36,50 3275 31,08 2925 2700 20.70 15.55 13,15 NA 546G MNIA 340 405 619 8.10 1045 1555 1765 NiA 18.90 22,95 NA 2585 1
11 49.95 4645 41.05 38.80 3510 33.30 3105 2475 19,55 17.30 A 935 NIA 7.65 405 205 4.05 6.40 1350 1360 NIA 14.85 18.5¢ A 2168
12 51.85 48,60 43.20 3870 38.90 3510 3285 27.00 21.70 1935 NA 1150 NA 845 6.10 205 208 4.30 SA45 11.60 NIA 12.85 16.80 NiA 19.80
13 54.00 50.60 4500 40.85 ag.15 335 3510 28.80 2365 21325 NIA 13.50 NA 150 8,10 405 205 235 745 9.55 A 10:80 14.85 NIA 1775
134 5825 5275 4735 43.10 41.40 39.60 3735 31.15 26,00 23,50 NIA 15.85 NA 1375 10,45 5.40 430 235 5.15 7.30 NA 855 1260 NiA 1550
14 6120 58,05 5265 48.15 4535 485 4230 3545 EIRLS 28.80 N/A 2085 NA 18.50 15,55 1.5 945 745 515 235 NA 340 145 NA 16,35
144 83.45 80.05 5485 5020 48.50 46,50 4455 38.45 33.20 30,80 NA 2305 A 2105 17.65 13.60 11.50 955 230 215 RA NA WA NiA NIA
148 NEA NA NA NA WA NIA NA A A NA NA NA NA WA NA NA A WA NA NA BUA 205 505 WA 7.50
1% 64,80 61.20 55.80 51.65 49,95 48.15 4550 3980 3445 32.05 NA 24.30 WA 2230 1850 14.85 12.85 1086 8.55 340 A 205 4.05 NA 895
15, 88.85 6535 59.85 55.70 54,00 5220 4955 4375 3850 38,00 A 28.35 NIA 2835 2285 1890 16.50 14.85 1240 745 NA 505 408 WA 340
164} NA WA WA NiA NA NIA NA A NrA WA MIA NA MNA NA NA KA A MA NA NA NA WA WA MA 340
1] 7155 8820 62,80 58.50 5670 5490 5265 4660 4440 38.50 A .2s MNIA 29.25 2585 2160 19.80 17.75 15.50 108 NiA 780 855 3.40 340




Ohie Tumpike Commission

Schedule of Tolls
Clasa 10

INTERCHANGE i 2 3 3A 4 AA, 5 8 BA 7 8A 8 8A ] G 11 12 13 14 14 14A 148 15 15 18A 17
1 420 11.05 16.40 1845 2080 2340 085 aT.45 40,60 50.15 50,15 5255 5255 58.95 62.00 54,45 87.50 0.3 76.50 7930 NA 2500 8585 WA 83.10
2 420 675 1205 1420 1835 19.15 26.65 33.10 3830 4570 45.70 £9.60 48.60 5255 57,70 §0.50 $3.00 65.50 7245 75.00 NA 7650 B1.55 NA B4,55
3 11.05 8315 ] 745 870 1250 19.80 2635 2955 3895 38.95 4135 4185 45.80 50.85 5375 55.25 59.25 £5.80 5355 NA §9.7% 7480 NA 78.10
3A 16.40 1205 530 2.85 4.40 7.20 14,60 2105 24.20 3388 3385 3545 38,45 40.75 45,70 43925 51.10 54.00 &0.30 £3.00 NA 6460 59.55 NA 12.50
4 1845 1420 T.45 285 285 505 12.50 19,00 2205 31.75 31375 M3 P %o} 38.50 43.65 46.10 49.05 5195 58.15 $0.95 NIA G255 B7.50 A, 7075
44 2060 16.3% .70 4.40 285 285 1025 1875 19.80 29.50 29.50 rAH] 3z15 35.45 41,40 43.50 46.50 49.70 55.60 58.70 NA 6040 B5.35 NIA 64.60
5 2349 19,15 12.50 720 505 285 TAS 13.95 17.00 26.75 26.75 29.25 29.25 3365 38.60 41.15 44.50 46.90 53.10 5550 A 57680 8255 NA 65.80
& . 3085 25,65 1950 14.60 1250 1025 745 645 9.65 18.10 18.10 205 2205 25.10 108 33.83 3645 3535 4590 4845 NiA 43.85 55.00 NA 5840
BA 3745 a3.ie 26.35 2105 12,00 18.75 13.95 545 3.0 1255 1265 15.50 1550 18.60 24.50 2735 29.85 3295 39.35 4155 NIA 4345 48.50 NA 5195
7 40.50 3630 2855 2420 22.05 1860 17.00 965 330 9.65 .65 12,40 12.40 1855 21.40 24.20 250 29.80 36,15 3850 NIA 40.40 4535 MNA 48.80
BA £0.15 45,70 3395 3385 3175 29.50 26.75 19,40 12.65 965 NA NA NA NA NIA NiA MNA WA NA NA NA NA NA NZA WA
B 50.15 43.70 3085 3385 3178 29.50 26.75 19.4¢ 1265 8.85 NA 305 3.05 655 11.80 1465 17,30 2023 26,60 2825 WA 30.80 1580 NA 39.25
94 5255 48,60 41.85 345 34,30 3235 2825 22.05 {5.50 1240 NIA 305 NA N/A NA Nia N/A WA A NA NA NA NA NA N/A
S 5255 48.60 41.85 3545 34.30 s 2925 22.05 15.50 1240 NA 365 NA 4,20 845 11.90 14.65 17.55 395 26.55 NiA 28.15 33.10 NIA 3645
10 5695 52.55 45.90 40.75 38,60 3845 3365 26.10 19.60 1635 NA 6.85 KA 420 505 7.70 1045 13.40 19.80 2240 NIA 2385 2800 NA 3235
i 62.0¢ 57.70 50,95 457G 43,65 4140 38,80 3105 2450 21.40 NA 1180 NA .45 505 285 5.40 a.40 14.75 1740 NIA 1850 285 NiA nm
12 5445 £0.50 575 4825 48,10 43.80 41.15 33985 2735 24.20 NiA 4,65 Nia 119 . 2385 285 585 1205 14,75 NAA 16.2% 21.20 NIA 24.65
131 67.50 53.00 56.25 5110 45.05 46,90 44.10 35.45 2995 28.80 N/A 1730 NiA 14.85 045 S5.40 285 3.15 835 200 NA 13,30 1545 WA 2.00
13A 70.30 §5.90 5825 54.00 51.95 49,70 48.50 39.35 azes 28.80 NIA 2025 NA 17.55 13.40 B840 565 315 840 820 NA 10.60 15.85 NiA 18.10
14 T6.50 7245 B5.50 60.30 5815 5590 53.10 45.80 3935 3615 NiA 28650 WA 385 19.80 1435 12,85 835 640 295 A 420 8.25 NIA 1270
144 79.30 75.00 £48.35 53.00 £0.95 58.70 5550 48.45 41.95 38.90 NIA 29.25 WA 2885 2240 17.40 14,75 1200 9.20 295 KA NA NiA NA NZA
148 NA NiA NA NiA NIA NA NA NA WA NA NA WA NA NiA NA KA NA KA NA NIA NIA 285 530 NIA 270
15| 81,00 76.50 £9.75 64,60 8g2.55 6040 57.60 4985 43.45 40.40 NA 30.80 NrA, 2815 2395 18.68G 6.25 13.50 10.60 420 KA 85 5.05 WA 850
15 :c3:13 8155 7480 69.35 67.50 5535 6255 535.00 43.50 45.35 NA 35.80 NIA 3310 28.9G 22.85 21.20 845 15.65 825 NIA 830 505 NiA 420
1B8A NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A Nia NA NA NA MNIA A NA WA NiA NIA NiA N/A N/A NiA NA Nia 420

17, E3.10 84,85 78.10 7290 1075 &8.650 85.80 58.40 £1.85 46.80 MNiA 3925 MIA 3645 3235 2720 24.85 22.00 15.10 1270 NIA 8.70 8.50 420 420

Fvia

-8656-



Ohio Tumpike Commission

Schedule of Tolls
{lass 11
INTERCHANGE 1 2 3 3A 4 47 5 ] GA 7 BA § SA 9 10 it 12 13 13A 14 14A 14B 15 16 18A 17
1 4.85 11.85 1790 2025 2210 2565 34.00 4115 4455 55.10 5510 57.60 57.50 5235 67.85 T0.50 7335 7640 63.25 8620 NA 86.00 93.60 NA Br.0
2 4.55 7.30 13.30 15585 1800 2118 29.35 3545 39.50 5040 5040 53.20 53.20 57.60 5320 56.0% B350 71.65 78.75 8155 NA 8325 83.75 NIA 270
3 11,55 730 585 825 10.70 1385 2205 2915 3260 43.00 43.00 45.90 45,90 5040 55.50 58.75 5120 64.25 Ti55 1425 NA 7585 o185 NA B30
34 17.5G 13.10 5.85 3.05 4,85 8.00 16.20 2330 26.70 aras 735 25.99 39.%0 44.5% 50,05 3285 55.50 58.60 65.50 68.50 NA 7030 7575 NIA 79.55
4 2025 1555 8z5 3405 3.08 560 13.85 21.00 2430 3500 35.00 3745 3745 42.30 4770 50.40 53.20 56.25 63,10 §6.15 A 87.85 T345 NiA FrALS
£ 2276 13.00 10.70 4.85 305 305 1140 18.55 21.85 3260 3260 35.00 35.00 239.85 4525 47.50 5075 53.80 60.65 53.70 NA 65.30 71.00 N/A 74.70
£ 2565 21,15 13.55 8.0 560 305 825 15.50 18.8Q 2945 29.45 3585 3195 36.7C 42,20 4475 47.70 50.75 57.60 60.55 WIA 8235 £7.85 NA T1.55
5] 3400 2935 2205 16.20 13.85 11.40 825 720 10.65 20.95 2085 2385 23.85 2825 IS 3670 39.25 4240 49.50 5240 RA 54.00 59.50 N/A £3.35
g 41.15 3645 29.15 23.30 21.00 1855 15.50 720 3.50 13.95 1385 875 16.75 21.20 2675 28,55 3210 35.25 4230 45.15 NA 46.85 5235 Nia 56,25
T 4455 39.5¢ 3260 28,70 2430 2185 18.80 1065 a5 1085 1065 1330 13.30 17.5C 234G 26.10 28.80 31.85 38.85 41.85 NA 4355 4895 NIA 5285
=28 55.10 5040 43,00 37.35 35.00 3260 2045 2095 1385 1065 N/A NiA NfA NIA NA WA NA NA NIA NA NA NA NIA MIA NiA
E 55,10 50.40 43.00 a7,3s 35.00 3250 29.45 2095 1395 1065 A 3.25 325 140 1275 1555 13.25 2145 28.40 3125 NA 3285 38.50 NiA aM.uOnr.I
84 57.60 5320 45,90 39.5¢ 3745 35,00 3185 23.85 16.75 1330 WA 325 NIA N/A NA N/A NA NIA N/A NA NIA NA NA NiA NIy g~
2 57.60 53.20 4580 35.50 ATAS 35.00 3185 23.85 1675 1330 NIA 325 NrA 4.85 1035 1285 1555 18.60 2555 28,60 BA 3040 35.80 NIA 39700
e 8235 5760 50.40 44.65 4230 39.85 3676 28.25 2120 17.90 A 740 NIA 455 580 828 11.00 14.15 2115 2385 WA 2565 3125 N/A, 350500
1 87.95 63.20 55.%0 50.05 47.70 45.25 42.3¢ 375 2675 23.40 NIA 12,75 NiA 1035 560 305 560 875 1555 18.45 WA 2025 2585 A 2935 1
12 70.50 65.05 58.75 52.85 5040 4730 44.7% |0 29.55 2830 NA 1585 NA 1285 825 305 3.0% 8.00 12.85 1585 A 17.55 23.00 NIA 2680
13 L7335 68,50 Bi20 5550 £3.20 50.7% 47.70 3325 azio 28.830 NA 1825 NA 1555 11.00 580 205 335 1015 1305 NA 14.75 2025 N/A 2405
134 7840 7185 64.35 58.60 5625 53.80 50.75 42.40 3525 3185 WA 2145 WA 18.60 1415 B7S 8,00 335 705 $0.00 N/A 1170 17.20 WA 21.00
1+ 83.25 78.75 7155 £5.50 6310 60,65 57.60 4960 4230 3885 NZA 2840 WA 25865 2115 1555 1285 10.15 7.05 3.15 MNA 485 10.15 NA 1383
144 8820 81.55 7435 £8.50 615 310 £0.55 52.40 4515 £1.85 NA 325 NA 20.60 2395 1845 1585 1305 10.09 s WA WA KA N/A N/A
4E NIA NIA NA NA WA NA NA NA NIA NA NA NA NIA WA NA N/A NA NiA N/A NA NA 305 8.85 NA 10.70
12 BE.CG &.25 7585 7030 5795 65.50 §2.35 54.00 45,85 4355 NrA 3z.8% NA 30.40 2565 2025 17.55 475 1470 465 NA, 305 560 NIA .40
1E 93.50 8875 81.58 7575 1345 71.00 57.95 50,60 5235 4895 NA 3850 NA 3550 325 2585 2300 2025 17.20 1043 NA 835 580 N/A 465
1644 NA NA NA WA NA NiA NA NiA. NA NA MNIA A NA NA NiA NA NiA NA NA NA NA NA NIA RA 4,65
17 2726 g270 85.30 79.55 745 TAIG 7155 6335 5825 52585 NA 4230 N/A 38,70 3505 2835 28.80 405 21.00 1393 NA 1270 940 AE5 465




A vote by ayes and nays was taken and all Members responded to roll call. The
vote was as follows:

Ayes: Mr. Bergsmark, Mr. Williams, Mr. Wray, Mrs. Leever,
Mr. Fedeli :
Nays: None

The Chairman declared the resolution stood adopted with all Members voting in
the affirmative. The resolution was identified as No. 16-1995.

The Chairman said the report of the Executive Director was accepted as offered.
He said the report of the Development Coordinator would be received.

Mr. Brennan said that, starting at the west, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
was expected to rule soon on the Commission’s wetlands mitigation plan for the new
interchange at State Route 66, County Road 24 in Fulton County.

Mr. Brennan said further that aerial photographs had been taken of the site and
they were being studied for the interchange at State Route 109 in Fulton County. He
said the Chairman had mentioned earlier in the meeting that North Star Steel would be
building a new plant in that area and that construction of a Turnpike interchange had
been instrumental in their decision to build there. He said the possibility of local
opposition to the construction of the steel plant had diminished.

Mr. Brennan said further that design engineering continued for the new
interchange at State Route 51, 5A, in Ottawa/Sandusky Counties.

Mr. Brennan said further that the Executive Director had already brought the
Members up-to-date regarding the legal problems regarding the Baumhart Road
interchange in L.orain County.

Mr. Brennan said further that the Commission was waiting for the Ohio Historical
Society to decide if a detailed review of a railroad’s historical significance at the planned
State Route 58 interchange in Lorain County would be required. He said that, if a study
of that situation was deemed necessary, it would be a financial responsibility of the
Commission.

Mr. Brennan said further that work continued on the access justification study for
the Interstate Route 77 interchange in Summit/Cuyahoga Counties.

Mr. Brennan said further that design engineering continued at the interchange
with County Road 18 in Mahoning County.
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Mr. Brennan said further that the access justification study continued for the
proposed interchange at State Route 11 in Mahoning County.

Mr. Brennan said further that the 44 public meetings for the Great Lakes/Mid-
Atlantic Corridor conducted in March and April had been concluded. He said the status
of the eight tasks assigned prior to OCDC, prior to assigning the ninth task that
morning, were as follows:

Consultant Selection - complete.

Preliminary Corridor Selection - complete.
Preparation of Study Manual - complete.

Traffic and Economic Data - 95 percent.
Communication and Plan Assistance - 60 percent.
Consultant Management - 65 percent.

Public Input - 65 percent.

Determination of Project Feasibility - 5 percent.

PN R WON -

Mr. Brennan said that, again, both sets of public input meetings had been
completed. He said each set consisted of 11 meetings with elected and appointed
officials and 11 with the general public for a total of 44.

Mr. Brennan said further that the first set were held March 6th through March 22
and the second from April 3 through April 19. He said a total of 1,274 people attended
the first set of public meetings and 2,375 attended the second group. He said that,
obviously, the first set elicited interest and brought twice as many people for the second
set.

Mr. Brennan said further that there were 206 attendees at the first set of elected
or appointed officials meetings and 238 for the second set. He said there was not a
dramatic increase at those meetings.

Mr. Brennan said further that there was a tremendous amount of interest on the
part of landowners. He said there were several alternatives in the major metropolitan
areas, including Columbus. He said they were confronted with a significant amount of
the NIMBY (not in my backyard) syndrome. He said most people thought the bypass
was a great idea as long as it didn’t affect their property. He said that those on the east
side were perfectly happy to have any bypass go on the west. He said that those on
the west were happy to have it going east.

Mr. Brennan said further that the financial situation with OCDC at that point,
adding task No. 8, which he mentioned earlier was $121,000, was almost $4,400,000.
He said that the $121,000, which was a wrap-up, was really kind of an insignificant
percentage of the total.

Senator Gaeth asked if there was a completion date for the State Route 109
interchange.
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Mr. Brennan said it would probably be opened in 1996. He said that contrary to
some rumors it would be an interchange that served the general public.

Mr. Johnson said further that the staff would work closely with officials of North
Star Steel to have the interchange open the same time as their plant opened. He said it
would be tough because the staff would be starting from scratch. He said there were
no preliminary plans for the interchange. He said preliminary environmental work was
being done.

Mr. Johnson said further that a design consultant had yet to be hired, but one
would soon be selected. He said he thought the interchange would be opened on the
same day as the steel plant.

The Chairman said that the report of the Development Coordinator was accepted
as offered. He said the report of the Construction Coordinator would be received.

Mr. Arlow said there were presently four construction projects on the Turnpike.
He said there were three resurfacing projects and one bridge rehabilitation. He said all
the mainline projects had to be completed or suspended by the end of June. He said
that they were all on schedule.

The Chairman said the report of the Construction Coordinator was accepted as
offered.

Mr. Johnson said the staff had been conscious and alert to the traffic problems
that had occurred in those zones because of heavy traffic. He said he did think that a
better job was being done that year in alerting the public to traffic problems.

Mr. Johnson said further that there were times over the Easter holiday weekend
when there were significant backups in those resurfacing zones. He said traffic was
taken off the Turnpike at times and diverted over other roads. He said changeable
message signs were used to inform patrons of potential problems. He said the system
appeared to be working better and complaints were way down.

The Chairman said the report of General Counsel would be received.

Mr. Zomparelli said he wanted to update the Commission since the March 31st
report. He said that the Commission had been dismissed as a defendant in a case
brought by the Board of Park Commissioners of the Erie Metroparks. He said the only
remaining defendant in that case was the Wheeling Lake Erie Railroad Company.

Mr. Zomparelli said further that the other big matter was the Brownhelm
Township litigation. He said that case was continued until the day after the Commission
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meeting. He said Brownhelm Township had rested its case and the Commission’s
attorney would present its case the next day.

The Chairman said the report of General Counsel was accepted as offered. He
ascertained there would be no reports from either the trustee or Captain Ash.

Mr. Johnson said he missed one resolution and he would like to present it to the
Commission at that time. He said it was a housekeeping matter. He said it was a
resolution designating certain projects as “Systems Projects” under the Commission's
master trust agreement of 1994. He said it was a routine thing as required under the
trust agreement.

A resolution designating certain projects as “System Projects” under the
Commission’s Master Trust Agreement of 1894 was moved for adoption by Mr.
Bergsmark, seconded by Mr. Wray as follows:

RESOLUTION NO. 17-1995

“WHEREAS, on February 15, 1994, the Ohio Turnpike Commission adopted
the Master Trust Agreement with Huntington National Bank, as trustee, (“Trust
Agreement”) securing State of Ohio, Turnpike Revenue Bonds;

"WHEREAS, the Trust Agreement of 1994 established certain Projects and
certain Project Funds, including System Projects and System Project Funds;

“WHEREAS, the comptroller has reviewed proposed projects and
recommends that certain projects shall be paid from the System Project Fund and
in order to make such payment, these projects must be officially designated by the
Commission as “System Projects”;

“WHEREAS, there is attached hereto “Exhibit A” which lists a number of the
ongoing projects, and the Commission, pursuant to the request of its comptroller,
desires to designate these projects as “System Projects”

“NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT
“RESOLVED that the Commission hereby designates the projects set forth in

“Exhibit A” as System Projects under the terms and provisions of the Commission’s
Master Trust Agreement of 1994 and payable from the System Project Fund.”
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The following projects have been authorized and established as “System Projects” but
have not been officlally designated as "System Projects” prior to the Commission's
April 24, 1995, maeting: )

The projects are as follows:

39-95-02
38-95-04
56-95-01
71-95-02
71-95-03
71-95-04
71-85-05

71-95-06

Microwave Equipment Toll Plazas 14, 14A and 15 |
Instaliation of Vaisala Weather Station

Equipment Storage Buildings for MB-1, 2, 5 and 8
Analysis of Struciure Capacity - Cuyahoga River Bridge

Update inventory of Bridge Rating

* Redesign of |-480 Bridge

Elimination of Glacier Hilis Service Plaza Sewage Plant

Study, State Route 109 interchange, Fulton County
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A vote by ayes and nays was taken and all Members responded to roll call. The
vote was as follows: '

Ayes: Mr. Bergsmark, Mr. Wray, Mr. Williams, Mrs. Leever,
Mr. Fedeli
Nays: None

The Chairman declared the resolution stood adopted with all Members voting in
the affirmative. The resolution was identified as No. 17-1995.

There being no further business to come before the Commission, a motion was
made by Mrs. Leever, seconded by Mr. Bergsmark that the meeting adjourn until the
next meeting on June 12.

A vote by ayes and nays was taken and all Members responded to roll call. The
vote was as follows:

Ayes: Mrs. Leever, Mr. Bergsmark, Mr. Wray, Mr. Williams,
Mr. Fedeli
Nays: None

The Chairman declared the meeting adjourned. Time of adjournment was 11:12
a.m.

Approved as a correct franscript of the
proceedings of the Ohio Turnpike Commission

Assistant Secretary-Treasurer
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