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 MONTAGUE SELECTBOARD MEETING 
Town Hall, 1 Avenue A, Turners Falls, MA 01376 

 
Monday, May 2, 2022 

 
Join Zoom Meeting:    https://us02web.zoom.us/j/83883317945   

  Meeting ID:   838 8331 7945   Password:   275294    Dial into meeting:    +1 646 558 8656   

 
This meeting/hearing of the Selectboard will be held in-person at the location provided on this 
notice. Members of the public are welcome to attend this in-person meeting. Please note that 
while an option for remote attendance and/or participation is being provided as a courtesy to the 
public, the meeting/hearing will not be suspended or terminated if technological problems 
interrupt the virtual broadcast, unless otherwise required by law. Members of the public with 
particular interest in any specific item on this agenda should make plans for in-person vs. virtual 
attendance accordingly. 

 
Topics may start earlier than specified, unless there is a hearing scheduled 

 
Meeting Being Taped            Votes May Be Taken  
 
1. 6:30 PM  Selectboard Chair opens the meeting, including announcing that the meeting is  
  being recorded and roll call taken  

 
2.  6:30  Approve minutes of April 25, 2022  

 
3.  6:31 Public Comment Period:  Individuals will be limited to two (2) minutes each and  
  the Selectboard will strictly adhere to time allotted for public comment   

 
4.  6:33  COVID-19 Updates  

• Review of COVID case counts and trends  
 
5.  6:40 Walter Ramsey, Town Planner 

• Municipal Vulnerabilities Program FY23 Grant Application proposal:  
“Incorporating Climate Resiliency into the Montague Comprehensive Plan”.  
Grant request $80,000.  Local match:  $27,000 provided by in-kind services 
and local cash match across FY23 and FY24 

• Downtown Turners Falls Parking Study updates and survey announcement 
• Canal District Master plan study updates and survey announcement 

6.  6:50 Jan Ameen, FCSWMD and Charlie Alix, Stantec   
• Review Findings of Sludge Composting Feasibility Study Report 

 
7.  7:30 FY23 One-Stop Grant Program Submission 

• Review of Feedback to Expression of Interest 
• Establish Priority for Submission to Rural & Small Town Development Fund 

 
 

MONTAGUE SELECTBOARD  

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/83883317945
https://forms.office.com/pages/responsepage.aspx?id=LG88QZohkkaX0_K02AKB56sYuP7mdKpEh4tE1in3d_FUMjM1OEs2MlBQU0ExWEEzQUc4Rk5URVJORi4u
https://camoin.surveysparrow.com/s/Town-of-Montague-Canal-District-Redevelopment---Resident-Survey/tt-2b6e9e
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1 Avenue A and via ZOOM 
Monday, May 2, 2022 

 
 
8.  7:40 Brian McHugh, FCRHRA 

• Authorize Payment: Invoice for FY20 MONT Avenue A Streetscape from 
Berkshire Design for bidding and construction oversight ($2,526.00) 

• Authorize Payment: Invoice for FY20 MONT Hillcrest Neighborhood Design 
Project from Berkshire Design ($5,040.00) 

• Authorization to execute/sign FY21 MONT contracts with four Social Service 
Agency Programs.  These contracts are DHCD-approved templates. 

 
9. 7:50  Town Administrator’s Business 

• Request permission for Treasurer/Collector to execute a contract with Pitney 
Bowes for a 2-year lease for the shared postage machine.  Total cost of lease 
agreement $9,155.28 

• Consider Increase of Property Insurance Deductible and Strategy to Buffer 
Enterprise Fund Risk 

• Overview of Draft TIP – State and Regional Road and Bridge Projects FY23. 
• Topics not anticipated in the 48 hour posting  

 
Other 

 
• Next Selectboard Meeting:  Monday, May 9, 2022 at 6:30 PM via ZOOM 

































Town of Montague
Composting Facility Feasibility Study

Results of 
Composting Study



Agenda
1. Introduction
2. Regulatory Framework
3. Third Party Disposal 

Options
4. Composting Facility 

Sizing
5. Composting Facility

Options
6. Odor Management
7. Economics
8. Conclusions



Introduction



Goals of Feasibility Study
Drivers for considering composting
• High disposal cost
• Previous history, familiarity with the process
• Beneficial reuse

Goals
• Review potential – environmentally, technically and 

economically
• Compare alternatives – third party vs self managed
• Explore regional solution 
• Determine best site

Introduction



Regulatory Framework



Current Regulations 
Quality of sludge Used
• Limits on heavy metal concentrations

Quality of compost
• Class A – unrestricted use of compost
• Demonstrated pathogen reduction through time and 

temperature targets in process
• Limits on vector attraction (flies, vermon) through additional 

time and temperature targets in process
• These targets are easily achieved when composting sludge

Regulatory 
Famework



Future Regulations 
• Metals, pathogens and vector attraction reduction will not change.
• Rising unknown is Per and Polyfluoroalkyl Substances (PFAS) and 

Perfluorooctanoic Acid (PFOA) 
PFAS & PFOA
• New England States are in forefront of regulations
• Drinking water limits Several compounds with PFOA limits of 2 to 

70 ppt. 
• Limits for biosolids

• Only Maine has enacted limits 
• 2.5 ppb for PFOA
• 5.0 ppb for PFAS

• NH limits due in 2023

Regulatory 
Framework

Maine Bill LD 1911
Bans Land 

Applications of all 
products derived 

from biosolids



Massachusetts Regulations
Drinking water
• Six compounds

• PFOA, PFOS, PFNA, PFHxS, 
PFHpA, PFDA

• Sum of concentration of all six 
limited to 20 ppt

Biosolids 
• Working on limits 
• Basis of limits

• Soil standard, ground water and 
runoff impacts, human exposure

• Timeline unknown

Regulatory 
Framework

Compound CAS 
Number Formula MW

Perfluorodecanoic acid (PFDA) 335-76-
2 C10HF19O2 514.08

perfluoroheptanoic acid (PFHpA) 375-85-
9 C7HF13O2 364.06

Perfluorohexanesulfonic acid 
(PFHxS)

335-46-
4 C6HF13O3S 400.12

Perfluorononanoic acid (PFNA) 375-95-
1 C9HF17O2 464.08

Perfluorooctanesulfonic acid (PFOS) 1763-
23-1 C8HF17O3S 500.13

Perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA) 335-67-
1 C8HF15O2 414.07



Third Party Disposal/Processing



Incinerators Contacted
Third Party 
Disposal/
Processing

Facility Owner Travel Distance 
(miles)

Notes

Cranston, RI Veolia 118 Limited capacity but may accept depending on 
biosolids and economics

Woonsocket, RI Synagro 102 Will only accept biosolids 20% solids or greater, 
loading and quality must be consistent.

Upper Blackstone 
WWTF

Upper Blackstone 
Water Pollution 

Abatement District

75 Currently beginning a study on teaming with other 
utilities on regional facility.

Hartford, CT Harford MDC 66 Currently beginning a study on teaming with other 
utilities on regional facility. Cannot guarantee future 

acceptance 
New Haven, CT Synagro 104 Liquid only limited capacity no long term guarantee

Waterbury, CT Synagro 94 Liquid only limited capacity no long-term guarantee

Naugatuck, CT Veolia 104 Limited capacity cannot guarantee acceptance of new 
biosolids

Mattabassett CT Mattabassett District 79 Cannot accept out of state biosolids



Landfills Contacted
Third Party 
Disposal/
Processing

Facility Owner Distance from 
SRWTF (miles)

Notes

Seneca Meadows, Waterloo, 
NY

Seneca Meadows, Inc. 267 Limiting new biosolids 
customers

RI Central Landfill, RI RI Resource Recovery Corp
Crossroads Norridgewock 
Landfill, Norridgwock, ME

Waste Management 259 Cannot accept of 
state biosolids

Coventry, VT Casella Organics 210 Currently being used 
to deposit SRWTF 

biosolids
Juniper Ridge Landfill Old 

Towne, ME
Casella Organics 249 No information 

provided by facility
Ontario Landfill Stanley, NY Casella Organics 308 Not accepting 

biosolids landfill 
nearing end of use

Highland Landfill, NY Casella Organics 165 No longer accepting 
biosolids

Bethlehem Landfill, NH Casella Organics Not accepting new 
biosolids customers



Reuse Processing Facilities Contacted
Third Party 
Disposal/
Processing

Facility Owner Distance from SRWTF 
(miles)

Notes

Hawk Ridge Composting Facility
Unity, ME

Casella Organics 259 Composting facility
Not accepting new biosolids 

customers

Grasslands Chateaugay, NY Casella Organics 263 Chemical stabilization
not accepting new biosolids 

customers

Soil Preparations Plymouth, ME WeCare 
Environmental

278 Currently not accepting 
biosolids

Merrimack Composting Facility, NH Town of Merrimack, 
NH

94 No new biosolids customers



Third Party Costs
Third Party 
Disposal/
Processing

Tip fees: $100 to $150 per wet ton 
Transportation costs: $500 to $1,300 per trip
Total cost per wet ton: $168 to $215 per wet ton
Estimated annual cost: $170K to 230K per year



Future Incineration Capacity
Third Party 
Disposal/
Processing

Three regional utilities undertaking Study
• Narragansett Bay Commission
• Springfield Water and Sewer Commission
• Upper Blackstone Clean Water



Composting Facility Sizing



Weekly Materials BalancesComposting 
Facility Sizing

Material Volume Total
Weight

Dry
Weight

(CY) (TONS) (TONS)

Mixing Stage
Biosolids 25.0 20.0 4.0
Yard Waste (Processed) 
(Green Waste)

42.4 12.7 7.0 

Screened Recycled 
Bulking Agent

39.8 13.8 7.6 

Active Composting Stage
Mixture 101.8 46.5 18.6 

Composting Losses 32.7 1.5 

Screening Stage
Screen Feed 79.6 31.1 17.1 

Recycled Bulking agent 39.8 13.8 7.6 

Curing Stage

Curing 38.3 17.2 9.5 

Curing Losses 0.6 0.4 

Finished Compost Storage

Compost to Storage 36.8 16.6 9.1 

Volume Total
Weight

Dry
Weight

(CY) (TONS) (TONS)

Mixing Stage
62.5 50.0 10.0

106.1 31.8 17.5 

99.4 34.5 19.0 

Active Composting Stage
254.6 116.4 46.5 

81.8 3.8 
Screening Stage

199.1 77.7 42.7 
99.6 34.6 19.0 

Curing Stage
95.7 43.1 23.7 

1.6 0.9 
Finished Compost Storage

92.1 41.4 22.8 



Composting Facility Options



Eight Options ExaminedComposting 
Facility Options

Location:
WPCF

Size: 
4 dry tons per week
10 dry tons per week

Technology:
Fully enclosed
Roof only with negative Aeration



Eight Options ExaminedComposting 
Facility Options

Location: 
Sandy Lane

Size: 
4 dry tons per week
10 dry tons per week

Technology:
Fully enclosed
Roof only with negative Aeration



Facility ComponentsComposting 
Facility Options

Receiving/mixing
• Blend sludge, new bulking agent (BA) and recycled  BA
Active composting 21 days
• Achieve pathogen and vector reduction targets 
Screening
• Recover BA, size compost for market
Curing 28 days
• Low-rate composting required for product stability
Product Storage 6 months 
• Compost is a seasonal product
Odor control
• Required for mixing/receiving and active composting



WWTP SiteCompost Facility 
Options

Advantages Disadvantages
• At WWTP site limited 

sludge trucking
• Limited to 4 dry ton per week facility
• Widely sperate operation
• No odor control for mixing operation
• Waterways setback permitting issues
• No product storage on site
• Existing odor issues



Compost Facility 
Options Sandy Lane Site

Advantages Disadvantages
• Both 4 and 10 DTPW facility fits 
• No interferences on site
• Remote from residences
• Adjacent to green waste area (BA)
• Ample product storage available
• No waterways setback issues

• Sludge must be trucked 
to site



Odor Management



Odor Control for 2 Composting 
Alternatives

Odor 
Management

Two Composting Technologies
• Totally Enclosed 
• Negative aeration with roof only

FULLY ENCLOSED ACTIVE 
COMPOSTING BUILDING 

6,700 CFM TO BIOFILTER

10% OF ODOR DICHARGED 
TO ATMOSPHERE

ROOF ONLY ACTIVE 
COMPOSTING BLDG

1,400 CFM
TO BIOFILTER



Odor Emissions - Sandy LaneOdor 
Management

Odor Source
Odor 

Concentration
(ou/m3)

Odor 
emission 

Rate
(ou/sec)

Active compost piles 350 52
Curing piles 300 36
Biofilter 300 981
Total Odor Emissions 1,069

Odor Source
Odor 

Concentration
(ou/m3)

Odor 
emission 

Rate
(ou/sec)

Curing piles 300 36
Biofilter 300 981
Total Odor Emissions 1,017

10 DTPW facility roof only configuration

10 DTPW facility fully enclosed



Odor Emissions - WWTPOdor 
Management

4 DTPW facility roof only configuration 4 DTPW facility fully enclosed

Odor Source
Odor 

Concentration
(ou/m3)

Odor 
emission 

Rate
(ou/sec)

Active compost piles 350.0 52 
Curing piles 300.0 36 
Sludge storage 10,000.0 101 
Biofilter 300.0 981 
Total 1,170

Odor Source
Odor 

Concentration
(ou/m3)

Odor 
emission 

Rate
(ou/sec)

Biofilter 300.0 981 
Sludge storage 10,000.0 101 
Curing Pile 1 300.0 22 
Total 1,104



Odor Modeling & TargetsOdor 
Management

SCREEN 3 Model
• Steady state Gaussian plume dispersion model
• Screening level approximation of odors
• Uses actual topography 
• Uses varying winds in all directions
• Tends to over-estimate odors

Target emissions
• State unofficial requirement is < 5 ou/m3 beyond Facility 

Boundary
• This includes treated emissions from biofilter (mulch like 

odor)



Odor Modeling Results – Sandy LaneOdor 
Management



Odor Modeling Results – Sandy LaneOdor 
Management



Odor Modeling ResultsOdor 
Management

Results are much better than they look at first 
glance
• Biofilter is the cause of offsite emissions > 5 ou/m3

• Biofilter exhaust is treated air with mulch like odor
• Screen 3 model is conservative and generally over states odors
• Maximum odors offsite are still relatively low 70 ou/m3 at 50 meters



Odor Modeling ResultsOdor 
Management

How to ensure compliance
• Enclose biofilter
• Exhaust biofilter through upblast fans in the 

roof of the enclosure
• This is a proven successful approach

Calgary Co-Composting 
Facility
510,000 CFM Biofilter 

Nantucket Co-Composting Facility
80,000 CFM Biofilter 

Humber WWTP
30,000 CFM Biofilter Under Parking 
Lot 



Economics



Opinion Of Probable CostEconomics

Capital O&M Total
Construction Mobile 

Equipment
With

Revenue
Without
Revenue

With
Revenue

Without
Revenue

Cost $ 3,132,0001 $ 615,000 $ 220,0002 $ 230,000
Interest Discount 

Rate 2.5% 3.0% 2.5% 2.5%

Term (years) 20 10 20 20
Annualized cost $ 201,000 $ 73,000 $ 220,000 $ 230,000 $ 494,000 $ 504,000

NPV $ 3,132,000 $ 615,000 $ 3,430,000 $ 3,586,000 $ 7,177,000 $ 7,333,000

Capital O&M Total
Constructio

n
Mobile 

Equipment
With

Revenue
Without 
Revenue

With Revenue Without 
Revenue

Cost $ 4,965,0001 $ 615,000 $ 194,0002 $ 452,000 
Interest Discount 

Rate
2.5% 3.0% 2.5% 2.5%

Term (years) 20 10 20 20
Annualized cost $ 319,000 $ 73,000 $ 194,000 $ 452,000 $ 585,000 $ 844,000 

NPV $ 4,965,000 $ 615,000 $ 3,025,000 $7,047,000 $8,605,000 $ 12,627,000 

Economics of 4 DTPW Facility at Sandy Lane

Economics of 10 DTPW Facility at Sandy Lane



Conclusions



Odor Modeling ResultsConclusions

Feasibility of a Montague Compost Facility
• Sandy Lane is the best site
• Odors and nuisance conditions can be 

prevented
• Alternative disposal in the region is needed
• PFAS PFOA Regulation remain and future risk

• If needed compost will be easier to landfill then
dewatered sludge









Rural and Small Town Development Fund Grant Guidelines Page 1 

January 13, 2022 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Rural and Small Town  
Development Fund  

Grant Program 
 

Program Information and Guidelines 
FY2023  

Table of Contents 
Introduction .................................................................................................................................................. 2 

Eligibility and Criteria .................................................................................................................................... 2 

Community One Stop for Growth Application .............................................................................................. 3 

Rural and Small Town Evaluation Criteria ..................................................................................................... 6 

Grant Award Process..................................................................................................................................... 7 

APPENDIX 1: RURAL AND SMALL TOWN EVALUATION CRITERIA AND SCORING ......................................... 8 

APPENDIX 2: RURAL AND SMALL TOWNS DESIGNATIONS ......................................................................... 11 

APPENDIX 3: ACCESSING THE ONLINE APPLICATION .................................................................................. 13 

APPENDIX 4: EQUITY IN RURAL AND SMALL TOWN GRANT PROGRAM ..................................................... 14 

 
 

Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
Charles D. Baker, Governor | Karyn E. Polito, Lt. Governor | Mike Kennealy, Secretary 

  



Rural and Small Town Development Fund Grant Guidelines Page 2 

January 13, 2022 

 
Rural and Small Town Development Fund 

Grant Program  
FY 2023 

Introduction 
The Baker-Polito administration is pleased to provide a grant program to provide communities 
funding for projects in Rural and Small Towns -- towns with populations less than 7,000 or with 
a population density of less than 500 persons per square mile (measured by the 2020 US 
Census). 
 
Rural and Small Town grants may be used for a variety of activities that support economic 
development, job creation and housing and climate resilience initiatives in small towns or rural 
areas of the commonwealth. Activities may include capital projects such as construction, 
modernization, or major repair of physical infrastructure, acquisition of property or interests in 
property; long-lived equipment; feasibility, engineering or schematic designs for capital 
projects. Planning and zoning projects may also be funded by this program. For FY23, 
approximately $3 Million is available in grants. 
 
Grants in this category will likely be $25,000-$400,000. 
 
Examples of these projects include: 

• Rehabilitation of housing in a rural community to bring an underutilized property back 
onto the market. 

• Design or construction of a new water line connection to an adjacent town or making 
plans to consolidate water districts for an area served only by wells. 

• Physical infrastructure improvements to increase safety and mobility between 
residential and commercial areas that increases and promotes alternative modes of 
transportation. 

• Address town infrastructure through public building improvements that addresses a 
local need. 

• Create a housing production plan to better understand housing needs of the community 
and identify strategies to reduce gaps in existing housing relative to identified needs. 

• Create a multi-family zoning district near a transit station to comply with M.G.L. Chapter 
40A, Section 3A “draft guidelines”. 

• Review zoning ordinances and create a plan to update zoning rules to unlock potential 
housing production and economic development growth. 

 
Eligibility and Criteria 
Eligible Applicants: Massachusetts’ municipalities with a population of 7,000 or less as of the 
2020 US Census or towns with less than 500 persons per square mile, and related service 
districts or redevelopment authorities. (See Appendix 2 for a list of qualifying municipalities) 
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Use of Funds: Funding is available through “Planning and Zoning,” “Site Preparation,” “Buildings 
(vertical),” and ”Infrastructure (horizontal)” categories of the One Stop development 
continuum Grants will fund capital projects such as construction, modernization, or major 
repair of physical infrastructure, acquisition of property or interests in property; long-lived 
equipment; feasibility, engineering or schematic designs for capital projects. Funding may also 
be used for planning and zoning projects for a variety of activities related to land use, such as 
the development of a Master Plan, Housing Production Plan, Zoning revisions including for 
MBTA Communities seeking to comply with “draft guidelines” for M.G.L. Chapter 40A, Section 
3A, Urban Renewal Plan, Land Use Plan, Downtown Plan, Parking Management Plan, District 
Improvement Financing (DIF) Plan, Municipal Surplus Property Disposition Plan, or Other 
Strategic Plan. 

Timing: FY23 grants are expected to be awarded in the fall of 2022 and must be completed by 
June 30, 2024. 

Maximum Award Amount: $400,000 is the maximum grant award for projects that fall under 
the site preparation, building, or infrastructure One Stop development continuum categories. 
Projects that fall under the planning and zoning One Stop development continuum category will 
be typically capped at $75,000 and may exceed that amount only if proof of need demonstrates 
the need for additional funding. DHCD reserves the right to reduce the amount of the award 
from the original request, and to deny award to communities who owe funds to DHCD. Funding 
availability is subject to approval of state budgets. 

Community One Stop for Growth Application 
The Community One Stop for Growth is a single online application portal designed to allow 
applicants to apply for consideration of multiple sources of funding to support multiple phases 
and facets of a project. To help guide applicants, the One Stop uses a Development Continuum 
or lifecycle that describes how a typical economic development project moves from concept to 
reality within diverse communities. The One Stop encourages applicants to think about their 
economic development priorities in the context of the Development Continuum, both to guide 
applicants towards best practices and strategies and to help applicants identify the types of 
projects that will help achieve their economic development priorities. Applicants should 
consider this spectrum of activities as it prepares to submit applications to the One Stop, 
thinking fully about the steps necessary for progress in the development of a project. 
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The application is organized into the following sections: 
 

• Core Questions (Sections 1 and 2), plus site information, if applicable, 
• Additional Questions (Sections 3 through 7), based on the development continuum and 

the project components selected by the applicant,  
• Additional Questions for Housing Choice Communities (Sections 8), only for 

communities designated as Housing Choice, 
• Certification of Application Submission Authority (Section 9),  
• Other Attachments (Section 10), for attachments related to special projects. 

 
A full proposal packet for consideration of Rural and Small Town funding must include complete 
responses to all applicable questions in the following sections: 
 
Core Questions (Sections 1 and 2), plus site information, if applicable, 
 

• Section 1 - Applicant Information/Background: Identifying information of the applicant, 
and partners, if applicable. 

• Section 2 - Project Information: In this section, applicants will provide general project 
information, such as the project name, description, leadership and the ability to execute 
the project, timeline and anticipated outcomes. Applicant will indicate the category of 
funding for which they would like the project to be considered in question 2.1, which 

Figure 1: One Stop for Growth Development Continuum. 
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will drive additional questions. Those applying to the Site Preparation, Buildings and 
Infrastructure categories must complete the Site Information questions, which include 
identification of the specific site, ownership, and zoning. 

 
Additional Questions (Sections 3 through 8), based on the development continuum and the 
project components selected by the applicant in Section 2, Question 2.1,  
 

• Section 4 – Planning and Zoning Additional Questions: This section is where applicants 
will provide detail about the proposed planning project, outcomes, leadership and 
implementation.  

• Section 5 – Site Preparation Additional Questions: This section is where applicants will 
provide detail about the specific project site for which funding is requested. Includes 
detailed scope(s) of work, site details, historic environmental reports, and budget. 
Additional questions are required for Brownfields related applications. 

• Section 6 – Building Additional Questions: This section is where applicants will provide 
detail about the specific capital building project for which funding is requested. Includes 
detailed scope(s) of work, public purpose, details about the property, planned use, and 
budget. 

• Section 7 - Infrastructure (Horizontal Construction) Additional Questions: This section is 
where applicants will provide detail about the specific public infrastructure project for 
which funding is requested. Includes detailed scope(s) of work, budget, design and 
permitting status, and for non-Small Town Road Assistance Program (STRAP) requests, 
questions about the specific private development being leveraged. 

 
Certification of Application Submission Authority (Section 9), 
 

• Section 9 - Certification of Application Submission Authority: Signature page certifying 
the authority to submit the application on behalf of the applying entity and attesting 
that all responses are true and accurate. 

 
Other/Optional Attachments (Section 10), 
 

• Section 10 - Other/Optional Attachments: This section allows submit other attachments 
to support the application, including other site images, partner letters or support letters. 
Please note that these items will generally not be scored or assessed as part of the 
formal evaluation of the proposal. 

 
IMPORTANT: The sections outlined above relate only to the Rural and Small Town 
Development Fund category. Applicants may be required to complete other sections of the 
Community One Stop application, depending on the other categories they may have selected. 
Please review the instructions for the One Stop carefully. 
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• All applications must be submitted electronically. The online application portal, IGX, can 
be accessed at https://eohed.intelligrants.com. An online webinar outlining the use of 
the system will be available on the site. (See Appendix 3 for additional guidance on 
accessing online application.)  

• The application form template and link to the portal will also be available on the EOHED 
webpage. Applicants will have at least 12 weeks to review the application questions and 
prepare their project proposal. 

• Eligible applicants may submit funding requests for more than one project in the same 
round. However, a separate application, and completed Section 11, is required for each 
project. Each proposal will be evaluated independently against the criteria and will be 
competing directly with all other proposals. 

• It is the responsibility of the applicant to be aware of all requirements and deadlines, and 
to ensure that their application is complete and submitted on time. All applications will 
be logged as to date and time received and kept on file as public record. Late submissions 
will not be considered.  

• DHCD reserves the right to solicit additional information from applicants in order to 
confirm or clarify factual or procedural responses to application requirements such as 
copies of legal advertisements, minutes, survey instruments, letters, etc. Acceptance of 
these materials is subject to DHCD’s satisfaction that the omitted material was in 
existence at the time of application and submission of the requested documents is made 
within a specified timeframe. 

 

 

As part of the One Stop for Growth Continuum (see figure 1 above), if your 
community is designated as a Housing Choice Community, you are eligible 
to apply for consideration by that grant program. If you choose to do so, 

please review the Housing Choice Grant Program guidelines. 

 
Rural and Small Town Evaluation Criteria 
Grant proposals will be scored for the responsiveness to the following criteria. See Appendix 1 
for full Evaluation Criteria and Scoring: 

• Project Need: What community needs are met by the project? Preference will be given 
to projects that lead to or support housing production; create economic development; 
respond to COVID-19 related need; respond to clearly defined local priority; address a 
need identified in another community based or identified plan; address local 
transportation needs; address local infrastructure needs; lead to, support, or aim to 
identify other needs. 

• Project Readiness: Is the project reasonable and achievable within proposed timeline; 
led by appropriate leadership with the requisite experience and ability to execute the 
project; ready to implement or be executed; feasible and achievable? 

• Project Financial Feasibility: Is the project’s budget reasonable? Preference will be 
given to projects that leverage funding outside of the requested grant funds but is not 

https://eohed.intelligrants.com/
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required. Projects with a cash match over 10% will receive special consideration. In-kind 
contributions are not match eligible. 

• Progress & Commitment to Date: Does the applicant show commitment to the project 
through past activity and investment? 

• Project Outcomes & Impact: What are the projected outcomes of this project and the 
impact this project may have on the community? How is equity included in your 
project? (See appendix 4 for equity information and definitions) 

• Rural and Small Town Bonus Points: The 2019 Rural Policy Plan for the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts, prepared by the Rural Policy Advisory Commission identified several 
core strategies pertinent to this grant program. Scoring will be based on how well the 
project achieves or implements each relevant strategy. 

 
Grant Award Process 
Contract with DHCD and Award of Funds: Successful applicants must be ready to enter into a 
contract with DHCD within 30 days after receiving contract documents. Funding is subject to 
approval of the DHCD operating and capital budgets. Grant projects will begin upon the 
execution of the contract. If selected, the grantee will be required to submit the following forms 
to complete a contract: 

• Commonwealth Standard Contract Form, filled out and signed by the Respondent. 
• Commonwealth Scope and Budget Form (available from DHCD). 
• Completed Contractor Authorized Signature Verification Form. 

 
Grant Distribution and Invoicing: Granted funds will be disbursed on a reimbursement basis. 
Only work completed during the period of the executed contract will be eligible for 
reimbursement. Upon receipt of all required deliverables the community will be reimbursed for 
the balance of any outstanding grant funds.  

https://frcog.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/RPP-Final-Draft-10.10.19.pdf
https://frcog.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/RPP-Final-Draft-10.10.19.pdf
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APPENDIX 1: RURAL AND SMALL TOWN EVALUATION CRITERIA AND SCORING 
 
Applications to the Rural and Small Town grant program will be eligible to receive a maximum 
of 150 points through a panel review process. 
 
Core Rural and Small Town Scoring Criteria (maximum 120 points) 
Project Need (maximum total 30 points) 
Project need is scored based on demonstration of one or more of the following: 

• Project responds to recent 40A reforms (MBTA Communities or simple majority zoning 
votes), results in net new increase in housing units, directly supports an approved 
housing project, or one built within the last 5 years, or ADA accessibility for housing 
and/or clearly relates to a COVID-19 capital need. (25 points) 

• Project responds to pressing local priorities that address a need from COVID-19, or is 
included in or related to an adopted capital improvements plan, capital expenditures 
plan or ADA self-evaluation and transition plan or project included in strategic plan 
(housing, economic development, local transportation options) or other adopted 
method of identifying the particular project as a priority for the applicant community. 
(20 Points) 

• Project responds to other municipally identified and documented need supporting 
housing, economic development, or local transportation options. (15 points) 

• Project responds to other municipally identified need supporting housing, economic 
development, or local transportation options. (10 points) 

• BONUS: The community does not have a full-time planner/project related municipal 
staff and requires consultant/non-municipal staff assistance to complete this project 
and unlock further housing or economic development potential. This bonus point will be 
awarded to communities that describe this need in project background. (5 Points) 

 
Project Readiness (maximum total 20 points): 
Readiness will be scored based on demonstration of the following: 

• Scope and Timeline: 
o Project scope and timeline are feasible and within the grant timeline. (5 points) 
o Project may face scope and timeline challenges. (3 points) 
o Project is not achievable within proposed timeline or goes beyond allowed 

timeline. (0 points) 
• Leadership: 

o Project leadership has requisite experience and ability to execute the project. (5 
points) 

o Project leadership has some experience to lead the project. (3 points) 
o Project leadership has little to no experience leading a similar project. (0 points) 

• Timely project implementation: 
o Project is ready to start and has identified a consultant that provided a cost 

estimate. (5 points) 
o Project is ready to release an RFP upon award. (3 points) 
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o Project is not ready to bid upon award. (0 points) 
• Construction readiness (for site preparation, building, and infrastructure only): 

o Project is eligible for feasibility, design and/or engineering, or construction 
services by a contractor already under contract with the applicant. (5 points) 

o Project can start within 2 months of award using established purchasing 
consortia, municipal material and equipment bid results or other immediately 
available sources for capital items and the project has complete design and/or 
specifications and will proceed to bid upon grant award. (3 points) 

o Project is not ready to commence as steps outside of the scope of this project 
are needed to be completed prior to start. (0 points) 

• Community engagement (for planning and zoning only): 
o Project includes a comprehensive public engagement plan. (5 points) 
o Project includes a limited public engagement plan. (3 points) 
o Project is missing a public engagement plan. (0 points) 

 
Project Financial Feasibility (maximum 20 points): 
Financial Feasibility will be scored based on demonstration of one or more of the following: 

• The project request fully funds the project or fills the last funding gap in an otherwise 
fully funded project (15 points) 

• Project request includes a draft warrant article or other recommended community 
funds request to pursue remaining funding with a funding award schedule that allows 
for project completion by grant deadline. (10 points) 

• The project requests a portion of the funds necessary to complete the project and 
evidence of other grant applications and potential award schedule is provided (5 points) 

• BONUS: The project includes more than 10% local funding match. Note that only cash 
counts as a match, staff time does not count as a match. (5 points) 

 
Progress & Commitment to Date (maximum 15 points): 
Commitment to Date will be scored based on demonstration of one or more of the following: 

• Project is the result of either another previously identified planning document or 
community-based initiative that accomplishes a previously set community goal or is an 
update to a previously completed project that has met some or all its goals. (15 Points) 

• Project responds to a community need that requires further evaluation and planning. 
(10 Points) 

• Project is a new community, housing, or economic development tool being used by the 
community. (5 points) 

 
Project Outcomes & Impact (maximum 35 points):  
Outcomes & Impact will be scored based on demonstration of one or more of the following: 

• Project will result in or directly support increased housing production, economic 
development, or infrastructure improvements that allow for housing, economic 
development, or transportation improvements including multi-modal access. (15 Points) 
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• Project will affect a single property or site. (10 Points) 
• Project will not result in clear and direct improvement to increased housing production, 

economic development, infrastructure improvements, parking, transportation, or 
multimodal access but will improve the quality of life and wellbeing of current residents. 
(5 Points) 

• BONUS: Project will develop materials for compliance with M.G.L. Chapter 40A, Section 
3A “draft guidelines”. (10 Points) 

• BONUS: Project demonstrates a strong equity focus and addresses the Sustainable 
Development Principle to “Advance Equity.” (5 Points) 

• BONUS: Project will impact at least 1 census block group of an Environmental Justice 
Population in Massachusetts. (5 Points) 

 
Rural and Small Town Bonus Point Scoring Criteria (maximum 30 points) 
Rural Policy Plan Core Strategies (maximum 30 points): 
The 2019 Rural Policy Plan for the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, prepared by the Rural 
Policy Advisory Commission identified several core strategies pertinent to this grant program. 
Criteria below will be scored based on how well the project achieves or implements the 
strategy up to 10 points in total each. 
 
Core Strategies For Rural Communities: 

• Project will develop municipal capacity and incentives for service sharing and involve 
more than one community allowing for shared services and peer to peer learning 
opportunities. (up to 10 points) 

• Project will directly relate to water and sewer infrastructure and to the design, 
enhancement or provision of water and sanitary sewer infrastructure. (up to 10 points) 

• Project will develop or implement targeted economic development strategies for rural 
sectors and small towns and support economic development specific to rural 
communities and small towns. (up to 10 points) 

  

https://frcog.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/RPP-Final-Draft-10.10.19.pdf
https://frcog.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/RPP-Final-Draft-10.10.19.pdf
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APPENDIX 2: RURAL AND SMALL TOWNS DESIGNATIONS 
 
The following 181 towns are eligible to apply for the Rural and Small Town grant program: 
 

1. Adams 
2. Alford 
3. Aquinnah 
4. Ashburnham 
5. Ashby 
6. Ashfield 
7. Athol 
8. Avon 
9. Barre 
10. Becket 
11. Belchertown 
12. Berkley 
13. Berlin 
14. Bernardston 
15. Blandford 
16. Bolton 
17. Bourne 
18. Boxborough 
19. Boxford 
20. Boylston 
21. Brewster 
22. Brimfield 
23. Brookfield 
24. Buckland 
25. Carlisle 
26. Carver 
27. Charlemont 
28. Charlton 
29. Chatham 
30. Cheshire 
31. Chester 
32. Chesterfield 

33. Chilmark 
34. Clarksburg 
35. Colrain 
36. Conway 
37. Cummington 
38. Dalton 
39. Deerfield 
40. Dighton 
41. Douglas 
42. Dover 
43. Dunstable 
44. East Brookfield 
45. Eastham 
46. Edgartown 
47. Egremont 
48. Erving 
49. Essex 
50. Florida 
51. Freetown 
52. Gill 
53. Goshen 
54. Gosnold 
55. Granby 
56. Granville 
57. Great Barrington 
58. Groton 
59. Groveland 
60. Hadley 
61. Halifax 
62. Hampden 
63. Hancock 
64. Hardwick 

65. Harvard 
66. Hatfield 
67. Hawley 
68. Heath 
69. Hinsdale 
70. Holland 
71. Hopedale 
72. Hubbardston 
73. Huntington 
74. Ipswich 
75. Lakeville 
76. Lancaster 
77. Lanesborough 
78. Lee 
79. Leicester 
80. Lenox 
81. Leverett 
82. Leyden 
83. Lincoln 
84. Lunenburg 
85. Manchester-By-The-Sea 
86. Marion 
87. Mattapoisett 
88. Mendon 
89. Merrimac 
90. Middleborough 
91. Middlefield 
92. Millville 
93. Monroe 
94. Monson 
95. Montague 
96. Monterey 
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97. Montgomery 
98. Mount Washington 
99. Nahant 
100. Nantucket 
101. New Ashford 
102. New Braintree 
103. New Marlborough 
104. New Salem 
105. Newbury 
106. North Brookfield 
107. Northfield 
108. Oak Bluffs 
109. Oakham 
110. Orange 
111. Orleans 
112. Otis 
113. Oxford 
114. Palmer 
115. Paxton 
116. Pelham 
117. Pepperell 
118. Peru 
119. Petersham 
120. Phillipston 
121. Plainfield 
122. Plympton 
123. Princeton 
124. Provincetown 
125. Rehoboth 

126. Richmond 
127. Rochester 
128. Rockport 
129. Rowe 
130. Rowley 
131. Royalston 
132. Russell 
133. Rutland 
134. Sandisfield 
135. Sandwich 
136. Savoy 
137. Sheffield 
138. Shelburne 
139. Sherborn 
140. Shirley 
141. Shutesbury 
142. Southampton 
143. Southwick 
144. Spencer 
145. Sterling 
146. Stockbridge 
147. Stow 
148. Sturbridge 
149. Sunderland 
150. Sutton 
151. Templeton 
152. Tisbury 
153. Tolland 
154. Topsfield 

155. Townsend 
156. Truro 
157. Tyringham 
158. Upton 
159. Uxbridge 
160. Wales 
161. Ware 
162. Warren 
163. Warwick 
164. Washington 
165. Wellfleet 
166. Wendell 
167. Wenham 
168. West Bridgewater 
169. West Brookfield 
170. West Newbury 
171. West Stockbridge 
172. West Tisbury 
173. Westhampton 
174. Westminster 
175. Westport 
176. Whately 
177. Williamsburg 
178. Williamstown 
179. Winchendon 
180. Windsor 
181. Worthington
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APPENDIX 3: ACCESSING THE ONLINE APPLICATION 
All applications to the Housing Choice Communities Capital Grant Program must be submitted electronically 
through the Community One Stop for Growth application process. The application will be available and 
accepted through the IGX Platform, which is the upgraded version of IntelliGrants. The system can be accessed 
at https://eohed.intelligrants.com. A user account is required. Below are the steps for getting into the system. 
This is the same system that the MassWorks grant program has used since 2018. 
 
The municipality should activate a primary account with the municipal CEO and/or designee(s) as a “Grant 
Administrator”. This person(s) can then add other users, as necessary. Please refer to the IGX Grantee User 
Manual for technical instructions. 
Current Admin Users – Municipal CEOs and/or designees who have used the IntelliGrants system in past 
rounds may be able to use their existing usernames to access the new application as a Grant Administrator in 
the IGX system. However, you must use the "Forgot Username/Password" function to reset your password 
when you first login and/or if you do not remember your username.  
New Admin Users – If your community, or public entity, has not accessed the system in the past, a new 
registration is required. Similarly, this should be done by the municipal CEO and/or a designee. Click the “New 
User? Register Here” link to complete and submit a registration request. When that account is approved by 
EOHED, an email notification will be sent from the system confirming designation as a Grant Administrator. 
NOTE: All new requests for Grant Administrator must be approved by EOHED. These will be reviewed as they 
are received. Applicants will get an email notification from the system confirming the approval. If confirmation 
not received after 48 hours, please contact onestop@mass.gov to request assistance. 
 Other Users – Once a Grant Administrator is established for your organization, that user(s) may then create 
and/or approve additional accounts for municipal staff and/or consultants, such as grant writers, engineers, 
etc. Requests for access to IGX should be made directly to your community’s Grant Administrator. 
Starting an application – Once accounts are registered and/or approved, a Grant Administrator will be able to 
start an application(s), from the “My Opportunities” panel, and following the prompts in the portal. Any 
designated user may access, edit, and/or save an application on behalf of their organization, and are 
encouraged to save their work often, particularly after completing each section. However, only a Grant 
Administrator will be able to formally submit the application(s).  
 
Submitting an application – Applications may be edited in IGX at any time up until the deadline. Official 
submissions to the Community One Stop for Growth will only be accepted during the posted dates. During 
that timeframe, the “Application Submitted” option will become available (to Grant Administrators only), to 
officially submit an application. Applicants will receive an email confirming receipt within 24 hours. If an email 
is not received after 24 hours, please contact onestop@mass.gov for assistance. 
 
NOTE: If an application is erroneously submitted prior to being finished, the applicant may contact EOHED to 
reopen the application for further editing and completion, as long as it is before the deadline. Staff will try to 
accommodate these requests as they are received but may not be able to respond to all requests immediately. 
DHCD is not responsible for delays or missed deadlines due to applicant errors. 

  

https://eohed.intelligrants.com/
mailto:onestop@mass.gov
mailto:onestop@mass.gov
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APPENDIX 4: EQUITY IN RURAL AND SMALL TOWN GRANT PROGRAM 
 
Sustainable Development Principle: Advance Equity 
The Commonwealth’s Sustainable Development Principles define advancing equity as: 
 
Advance Equity: Promote equitable sharing of the benefits and burdens of development. 
Provide technical and strategic support for inclusive community planning and decision making 
to ensure social, economic, and environmental justice. Ensure that the interests of future 
generations are not compromised by today's decisions. 
 
Environmental Justice Population 
The Commonwealth defines a neighborhood as an Environmental Justice Population if one or 
more of the following four criteria are true: 
 

1. the annual median household income is not more than 65 per cent of the statewide 
annual median household income; 

2. minorities comprise 40 per cent or more of the population; 
3. 25 per cent or more of households lack English language proficiency; or 
4. minorities comprise 25 per cent or more of the population and the annual median 

household income of the municipality in which the neighborhood is located does not 
exceed 150 per cent of the statewide annual median household income. 

 
To assess whether at least 1 census tract in your project area is an EJ community you may use 
the following map and community list: 
 

• Environmental Justice Map Viewer 
• List of Massachusetts Cities & Towns with Environmental Justice Populations 

https://www.mass.gov/files/documents/2016/07/rt/sdprinciples.pdf
https://www.mass.gov/info-details/environmental-justice-populations-in-massachusetts
https://mass-eoeea.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=1d6f63e7762a48e5930de84ed4849212
https://www.mass.gov/doc/massachusetts-cities-towns-with-environmental-justice-populations






























































































DRAFT FFY 2023

MassDOT
Project ID

MassDOT
Project Description

District
Funding
Source

Total
Programmed 

Funds

Federal
Funds

Non-Federal
Funds

Other
Information

$4,954,956 $4,208,290 $746,666

$2,943,256 $2,598,930 $344,326

$2,443,256 $2,198,930 $244,326

608414 GREENFIELD- INTERSECTION 
IMPROVEMENTS AT TWO 
LOCATIONS, ROUTE 2 AND 
COLRAIN ROAD & ROUTE 2 AND 
BIG Y ENTRANCE

2 HSIP $2,443,256 $2,198,930 $244,326 Construction. Total project cost 
$2,443,256. TEC 9.2

$500,000 $400,000 $100,000

S12687 Franklin County EV Charging Stations Multiple CMAQ $500,000 $400,000 $100,000 Total project cost $500,000

$2,943,256

$7,621,984

$4,678,728

$2,011,700 $1,609,360 $402,340

$2,011,700 $1,609,360 $402,340

608649 COLRAIN- LEE- STOCKBRIDGE- 
BRIDGE PRESERVATION OF C-18-
010, C-18-012, L-05-045 & S-26-001

1 HIP-BR $2,011,700 $1,609,360 $402,340

Federal Fiscal Year 2023

Intersection Improvements

Franklin County Transportation Planning Organization

Transportation Improvement Program

Section 1A / Regionally Prioritized Projects

Roadway Improvements

Section 1B / Earmark or Discretionary Grant Funded Projects

Bridge Systematic Maintenance

Total Programmed Regional Target Funds

Regional Target

Regional Target Funds Balance

DRAFT May 3, 2021 FCTPO TIP Highway Project List Page 1 of 7



DRAFT FFY 2024

MassDOT
Project ID

MassDOT
Project Description

District
Funding
Source

Total
Programmed 

Funds

Federal
Funds

Non-Federal
Funds

Other
Information

$28,828,333 $22,335,926 $6,492,406

$4,591,249 $3,672,999 $918,250

$4,591,249 $3,672,999 $918,250

603371 ORANGE- RECONSTRUCTION OF 
NORTH MAIN STREET, FROM 
SCHOOL STREET TO LINCOLN 
AVENUE (0.4 MILES) INCL 
RELOCATION OF FALL HILL BROOK 
CULVERT

2 STBG $7,722,290 $6,177,832 $1,544,458 Construction. Total project cost 
$10,648,371. Project is AC'd between 
FFY 2024 ($7,722,290) and FFY 2025 
($2,926,081). TEC 10.3

$7,722,290

$7,722,290
$0

$7,644,825 $6,875,038 $769,786

$3,795,893 $3,795,893 $0

608858 CHARLEMONT- BRIDGE 
REPLACEMENT, C-05-042, EAST 
OXBOW ROAD OVER OXBOW 
BROOK

1 BROFF $3,795,893 $3,795,893 $0

$3,848,932 $3,079,145 $769,786

609082 CONWAY- BRIDGE REPLACEMENT, 
C-20-004, NORTH POLAND ROAD 
OVER POLAND BROOK

1 HIP-BR $3,848,932 $3,079,145 $769,786

Franklin County Transportation Planning Organization

Transportation Improvement Program

Total Programmed Regional Target Funds

Regional Target Funds
Target Funds Balance

Federal Fiscal Year 2024

Roadway Reconstruction

Section 1A / Regionally Prioritized Projects

Section 1B / Earmark or Discretionary Grant Funded Projects

Bridge On-system Non-NHS NB

Bridge Off-system NB

DRAFT May 3, 2021 FCTPO TIP Highway Project List Page 2 of 7



DRAFT FFY 2024

MassDOT
Project ID

MassDOT
Project Description

District
Funding
Source

Total
Programmed 

Funds

Federal
Funds

Non-Federal
Funds

Other
Information

Franklin County Transportation Planning Organization

Transportation Improvement Program

$14,734,861 $11,787,889 $2,946,972

$7,728,836 $6,183,069 $1,545,767

608849 LEVERETT- BRIDGE 
REPLACEMENT, L-09-003, MILLERS 
ROAD OVER ROARING BROOK

2 STBG-BR-
Off

$3,073,613 $2,458,890 $614,723

608855 ROWE- BRIDGE REPLACEMENT, R-
10-008, CYRUS STAGE ROAD OVER 
POTTER BROOK

1 STBG-BR-
Off

$1,938,535 $1,550,828 $387,707

609427 MONTAGUE- BRIDGE 
REPLACEMENT, M-28-026, SOUTH 
STREET OVER SAWMILL RIVER

2 STBG-BR-
Off

$2,716,688 $2,173,350 $543,338

$7,006,025 $5,604,820 $1,401,205

609398 ERVING- RESURFACING AND 
RELATED WORK ON ROUTE 2

2 NHPP $6,746,542 $5,397,234 $1,349,308

$1,857,398 $0 $1,857,398

$1,857,398 $0 $1,857,398

607678 HEATH- BRIDGE REPLACEMENT, H-
14-007, JACKSONVILLE STREET 
(SR 8A) OVER THE WEST BRANCH 
BROOK

1 NGBP $1,857,398 $0 $1,857,398 Next Generation Bridge Program 
(NGBP)

Section 3B / Non-Feredal Aid Funded

Bridge On-system Non-NHS

Section 2A / State Prioritized Reliability Projects

Bridge Off-system

Non-Interstate Pavement

DRAFT May 3, 2021 FCTPO TIP Highway Project List Page 3 of 7



DRAFT FFY 2025

MassDOT
Project ID

MassDOT
Project Description

District
Funding
Source

Total
Programmed 

Funds

Federal
Funds

Non-Federal
Funds

Other
Information

$38,113,947 $30,491,158 $7,622,789

$7,591,106 $6,072,885 $1,518,221

$7,591,106 $6,072,885 $1,518,221

603371 ORANGE- RECONSTRUCTION OF 
NORTH MAIN STREET, FROM 
SCHOOL STREET TO LINCOLN 
AVENUE (0.4 MILES) INCL 
RELOCATION OF FALL HILL BROOK 
CULVERT

2 STBG $2,926,081 $2,340,865 $585,216 Construction. Total project cost 
$10,648,371. Project is AC'd between 
FFY 2024 ($7,722,290) and FFY 2025 
($2,926,081). TEC 10.3

605983 WHATELY- REHABILITATION OF 
HAYDENVILLE ROAD, FROM 
CONWAY ROAD TO THE 
WILLIAMSBURG T.L. (1.7 MILES)

2 STBG $4,665,025 $3,732,020 $933,005 Construction. Total project cost 
$9,638,019. Project is AC'd between 
FFY 2025 ($4,665,025 Section 1A + 
$873,319 Section 2A) and FFY 2026 
($3,732,020 Section 1A). TEC 7.3

$7,591,106
$7,591,106

$0

$4,396,776 $3,517,421 $879,355

$4,396,776 $3,517,421 $879,355

602319 NORTHFIELD- BRIDGE 
REPLACEMENT, N-22-010, BIRNAM 
ROAD OVER MILL BROOK

2 STBG-BR-
Off

$4,396,776 $3,517,421 $879,355

$873,319 $698,655 $174,664

$873,319 $698,655 $174,664

605983 WHATELY- REHABILITATION OF 
HAYDENVILLE ROAD, FROM 
CONWAY ROAD TO THE 
WILLIAMSBURG T.L. (1.7 MILES)

2 STBG $873,319 $698,655 $174,664 See Section 1A

Franklin County Transportation Planning Organization

Transportation Improvement Program

Section 2A / State Prioritized Reliability Projects

Bridge Off-system

Section 2B / State Prioritized Modernization Projects

Bridge Off-system

Total Programmed Regional Target Funds
Regional Target Funds

Target Funds Balance

Federal Fiscal Year 2025

Roadway Reconstruction

Section 1A / Regionally Prioritized Projects

DRAFT May 3, 2021 FCTPO TIP Highway Project List Page 4 of 7



DRAFT FFY 2025

MassDOT
Project ID

MassDOT
Project Description

District
Funding
Source

Total
Programmed 

Funds

Federal
Funds

Non-Federal
Funds

Other
Information

Franklin County Transportation Planning Organization

Transportation Improvement Program

$25,252,746 $20,202,197 $5,050,549

$18,821,823 $15,057,458 $3,764,365

612159 BERNARDSTON- BRIDGE 
REPLACEMENT, B-10-001, ROUTE 
10 OVER FALL RIVER

2 NGBP $18,821,823 $15,057,458 $3,764,365 Next Generation Bridge Program 
(NGBP)

$6,430,923 $5,144,738 $1,286,185

612164 MONTAGUE- BRIDGE 
REPLACEMENT, M-28-034, NORTH 
LEVERETT ROAD OVER SAWMILL 

2 NGBP $6,430,923 $5,144,738 $1,286,185 Next Generation Bridge Program 
(NGBP)

Section 3B / Non-Feredal Aid Funded

Bridge On-system NHS

Bridge On-system Non-NHS

DRAFT May 3, 2021 FCTPO TIP Highway Project List Page 5 of 7



DRAFT FFY 2026

MassDOT
Project ID

MassDOT
Project Description

District
Funding
Source

Total
Programmed 

Funds

Federal
Funds

Non-Federal
Funds

Other
Information

$43,594,707 $34,875,766 $8,718,941

$7,405,389 $5,924,311 $1,481,078

$7,405,389 $5,924,311 $1,481,078

605983 WHATELY- REHABILITATION OF 
HAYDENVILLE ROAD, FROM 
CONWAY ROAD TO THE 
WILLIAMSBURG T.L. (1.7 MILES) 

2 STBG $4,099,675 $3,279,740 $819,935 Construction. Total project cost 
$9,638,019. Project is AC'd between 
FFY 2025 ($4,665,025 Section 1A + 
$873,319 Section 2A) and FFY 2026 
($3,732,020 Section 1A). TEC 7.3

609202 GREENFIELD- RESURFACING AND 
RELATED WORK ON MONTAGUE 
CITY ROAD

2 STBG $3,305,714 $2,644,571 $661,143 Construction. Total project cost 
$3,305,714. TEC 7.3

$7,405,389
$7,405,389

$0

$36,189,318 $28,951,454 $7,237,864

$36,189,318 $28,951,454 $7,237,864

608634 DEERFIELD- BRIDGE 
PRESERVATION D-06-001, UPPER 
ROAD OVER DEERFIELD RIVER

2 STBG-BR-
Off

$22,964,784 $18,371,827 $4,592,957

612083 CHARLEMONT- BRIDGE 
REPLACEMENT, C-05-009, 
CHICKLEY ROAD OVER CHICKLEY 
RIVER

1 STBG-BR-
Off

$4,362,758 $3,490,206 $872,552

612085 MONTAGUE - BRIDGE 
REPLACEMENT, M2816A, SIXTH 
STREET OVER UTILITY CANAL

2 STBG-BR-
Off

$8,861,776 $7,089,421 $1,772,355

Bridge Off-system

Total Programmed Regional Target Funds
Regional Target Funds

Target Funds Balance

Franklin County Transportation Planning Organization

Transportation Improvement Program

Federal Fiscal Year 2026

Roadway Reconstruction

Section 1A / Regionally Prioritized Projects

Section 2A / State Prioritized Reliability Projects

DRAFT May 3, 2021 FCTPO TIP Highway Project List Page 6 of 7



DRAFT FFY 2027

MassDOT
Project ID

MassDOT 
Project Description

District
Funding
Source

Total
Programmed 

Funds

Federal
Funds

Non-Federal
Funds

Other
Information

$29,121,637 $19,997,274 $9,124,363

$6,728,128 $5,382,502 $1,345,626

$6,728,128 $5,382,502 $1,345,626

610921 GREENFIELD- DOWNTOWN 
COMPLETE STREETS 
IMPROVEMENTS ON MAIN STREET 
(ROUTE 2A)

2 STBG $6,728,128 $5,382,502 $1,345,626 Construction. Total project cost 
$6,728,128. TEC 12.3

$6,728,128

$7,804,935
$1,076,807

$10,505,396 $8,404,317 $2,101,079

$10,505,396 $8,404,317 $2,101,079

612517 CHARLEMONT- BRIDGE 
REPLACEMENT, C-05-010, ROUTE 
8A OVER DEERFIELD RIVER

1 HIP-BR $10,505,396 $8,404,317 $2,101,079

$7,763,068 $6,210,454 $1,552,614

$7,763,068 $6,210,454 $1,552,614

604959 ERVING- RECONSTRUCTION & 
IMPROVEMENTS ON ROUTE 2 
(FARLEY AREA) FROM MM 60 TO 
MM 62

1 NHPP $7,763,068 $6,210,454 $1,552,614

$4,125,045 $0 $4,125,045

$4,125,045 $0 $4,125,045

612179 COLRAIN- BRIDGE REPLACEMENT, 
C-18-033, ADAMSVILLE ROAD 
OVER VINCENT BROOK

1 NGBP $4,125,045 $0 $4,125,045

Bridge On-system Non-NHS

Franklin County Transportation Planning Organization

Transportation Improvement Program

Section 1B / Earmark or Discretionary Grant Funded Projects

Bridge On-System NHS NB

Section 3B / Non-Federal Aid Funded

Section 1A / Regionally Prioritized Projects

Total Programmed Regional Target Funds

Regional Target
Regional Target Funds Balance

Federal Fiscal Year 2022

Roadway Reconstruction

Section 2B / State Prioritized Modernization Projects

Roadway Reconstruction
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FFY 2023

MassDOT
Project ID

MassDOT
Project Description

District
Funding
Source

Adjusted
TFPC

Total
Programmed 

Funds

Federal
Funds

Non-Federal
Funds

Other
Information

$9,316,806 $7,697,770 $1,619,036

$2,943,256 $2,598,930 $344,326

608414 GREENFIELD- INTERSECTION 
IMPROVEMENTS AT TWO 
LOCATIONS, ROUTE 2 AND 
COLRAIN ROAD & ROUTE 2 AND 
BIG Y ENTRANCE

2 HSIP $2,443,256 $2,443,256 $2,198,930 $244,326 Programmed

S12687 Franklin County EV Charging Stations Multiple CMAQ $500,000 $500,000 $400,000 $100,000 Programmed

$6,373,550 $5,098,840 $1,274,710

n/a GREENFIELD- LEYDEN ROAD 
SIDEWALK DESIGN

2 STBG $300,000 $300,000 $240,000 $60,000 Design. Listing design project in TIP 
requires commitment to also fund 
construction in future TIP year. 
MassDOT is confirming with FHWA 
that design can be funded with federal 
funds. Question of timing to implement 
design agreement.

612757 BUCKLAND- RECONSTRUCTION OF 
UPPER NORTH STREET

1 STBG $1,451,550 $1,451,550 $1,161,240 $290,310 Construction. Pre-PRC

n/a MONTAGUE- MONTAGUE CITY 
ROAD STORMWATER 
IMPROVEMENTS

2 STBG $500,000 $500,000 $400,000 $100,000 Construction. Pre-PRC

n/a MONTAGUE- FERRY ROAD 
CULVERT REPLACEMENT

2 STBG $422,000 $422,000 $337,600 $84,400 Construction. Pre-PRC

n/a WHATELY- CHRISTIAN LANE 
CULVERT REPLACEMENT

2 STBG $2,000,000 $2,000,000 $1,600,000 $400,000 Construction. Pre-PRC

n/a ERVING- CHURCH STREET BRIDGE 
REPLACEMENT

2 STBG $1,700,000 $1,700,000 $1,360,000 $340,000 Construction. Pre-PRC

$9,316,806

$7,621,984

-$1,694,822

Total Programmed Regional Target Funds

Regional Target

Regional Target Funds Balance

Franklin County Transportation Planning Organization

Transportation Improvement Program - Projects Under Consideration

Federal Fiscal Year 2023

Section 1A / Regionally Prioritized Projects

Current TIP Program

Projects Under Consideration
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