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APP))(B

Project Scoring
Model

From September 15, 2023, through February 2, 2024, a Call
for Projects was issued for WAMPO member jurisdictions
and planning partners to submit projects for Metropolitan
Transportation Plan 2050 (MTP 2050). On October 3, 2024,
the WAMPO Project Selection Committee (PSC) convened to
make recommendations of which of the submitted projegts
to include in the MTP 2050 Fiscally Constrained ProjéctiList
(see Chapter 7). On October 28, 2024, the WAMPO Techhical
Advisory Committee (TAC) recommendéd that the WAMPO
Transportation Policy Body (TPB) apfreve the Fiscally
Constrained Project List, as recommended by the PSC. On
November 12,2024, the TPB voted to approve thePSC- and
TAC-recommended Fiscally Constrained ProjectList.

When the PSC convened to make its recommendations, they
were provided with a variety of information from the project
submitters (e.g., project scope, project location, project cost)
on the basis of which to make decisions. In addition, the PSC
was provided with relative scores for the various
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projects under consideration, calculated according to project
evaluation criteria adopted by the TPB (see below), to serve as
one of the factors in their recommendations. WAMPO staff and
the consulting firm PEC developed a Project Scoring Model to
apply the adopted evaluation criteria to the submitted projects.
Having such a model was intended to serve two purposes:
Speeding up thetprocess of project-scoring and making scoring
more consistént across projects.

The benfefits and disbenefits of improvements to a given

piecé of transportation infrastructure are highly dependent

on its location relativeto the rest of the transportation
system,to'where traffic congestion occurs, to where crashes
occury to where people live, work, shop, and recreate, and

to natural resources and hazards. In light of that, the Project
Scoring Moedel included a Geographic Information Systems
(GIS) c@amponent, using as inputs the intended location of

the project and the locations of homes, employers, schools,
institutions, disadvantaged communities, infrastructure, transit
routes, and natural features that may be affected by it. Another
input to the Project Scoring Model is the relevant facility’s
estimated current and future traffic volumes, as output by

the WAMPO Travel Demand Model (TDM, discussed further in
Appendix F).

Project Evaluation Criteria

The WAMPO Transportation Policy Body approved the
following Project Evaluation Criteria on October 12,2021 (www.
wampo.org/_files/ugd/bbf89d_b7a5a86343144a75905c92d
b52d24391.pdf). They were developed to evaluate regional
transportation projects based on federal and regional goals.
The Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-
21), enacted in 2012, included provisions to make the

D-2



http://www.wampo.org/_files/ugd/bbf89d_b7a5a86343144a75905c92db52d24391.pdf

US surface transportation system more streamlined,
performance-based, and multimodal, and to address
challenges facing the transportation system, including safety,
infrastructure condition, traffic congestion, efficiency of freight
movement, environmental impacts, and delays in project
delivery. The Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST)
Act built on the changes made by MAP-21, including providing
a dedicated source of federal dollars for freight projects.

Project Evaluation Criteria were developed for seven (7) project
types:

1. Bridge Rehabilitation/Replacement

Traffic Management Technologies (Roadways System
Mgmt.)

Roadway Reconstruction/Modernization/Automation
Roadway Expansion

Multiuse Trails & Bicycle Facilities

Pedestrian Facilities/Safe Routes to School

Transit Expansion/Transit Modernization

N

No o bkw

Projects were scored using the Project Evaluation'Criteria
shown on the following pages. These scorespwere provided to
the Project Selection Committee (PSC)t0'help them starttheir
selection discussions.

WAMPO

1. BRIDGE PROJECTS SCORING

Definition: A bridge rehabilitation or replacement project
located on a non-freeway principal arterial or minor arterial
functionally-classified roadway, consistent with the latest
approved functional classification map. Bridge structures that
have a separate span for each direction of travel can apply for
both spans.

The bridge must carry vehicular traffic, but may also include
accommodationsfor other modes. Bridges that are exclusively
for bicycle or pedestrian traffic, are evaluated under one of the
Bicycle and Pedestrian’Facilities categories. Completely new
bridgesginterchanges, or overpasses fall under the Roadway
Expansion scoring evaluation category.

Examplesof Bridge Rehabilitation/Replacement Projects:

2 Bridge rehabilitation of 20 or more feet, with a bridge
condition classified as ‘Poor’, based on ‘lowest condition
rating’ of the primary components of a bridge or culvert.

> Bridge replacement of 20 or more feet, with a bridge
condition classified as ‘Poor’, based on ‘lowest condition
rating’ of the primary components of a bridge or culvert.
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Table D.1: Bridge Project

Bridge Projects Scoring
Criteria and Measures Points %
1 | Role in the Regional Transportation System and Economy 25
l1a | Measure - Distance 1o the nearest altemate crossing bridge 10
b Measure - Project Location Relative to Jobs, Manufacturing, Transit
Routes, and Education 10
e Measure - Transit Routes, Freight, Bike and Trail Comidors, and
Bike/Ped. Network 5
2 | Usage 10
2a | Measure - Current daily traffic 5
2b | Measure - Forecast 2040 average daily traffic volume 5
3 | Equity 5
3 Measure - No disproportionate impacts & connection to
a disadvaniaged populations and project’s benefits, impacts, and 5
mitigation
4 | Infrastructure Condition 204
4a | Measure - Bridge Ratfing 10
4b | Measure - Load-Posting 10
5 | Multimodal Elements and Existing Connecfions I 10
5 Measure - Transit, bicycle, or pedestrian project elements and
9 connections 10
6 | Consistency with Regional Plans d 4w
6a | Consistent with Plans, Studies, Goals, Policies, Sirategies 10
7 Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (ROW acquisition, proximi
historic properties) 10
Measure - Public engagement/municipal support/KDAT
7a Consult/Rairoad Involvement 5
Measure - National Environmental Protection Act, Natiohal Historic
7b | Protection Act (e.g. historic resources area, ROW easements, flood
risk) 5
8 | CostEflectiveness W 10
8a | Measure - Cost effectivensss (total points/total project cost) 10
100
TOTAL 0

Table D.2: Bridge Projec

,coring Breakdown

La. | Rolein Regional Transportation System (Max 10 Pts.) :::::
Greater than 2 miles to nearest alternate bridge. 10Pts.
Within 2 miles of nearest alternate bridge. 8Pts.
Within 1.5 miles of nearest alternate bridge. 6Pts.
Within 1 mile of nearest alternate bridge. 4 Pts.
Within Y2 mileS of nearest alternate bridge. 2Pts.
Y mile of less to nearest alternate bridge. 0 Pts.
Point
L.h« [ Role in Regional Transpertation System (Max 10 Pts.) value
Project s within 0.5 miles of sources of employment, add 2 points. 2Pts.
Project is within 0.5 miles of sources of manufacturing facilities, add 2 points. | 2Pts.
Project is within 0.5 miles of sources of transit routes, add 2 points. 2Pts.
Projectis within 0.5 miles of sources of educational facilities, add 2 points. 2Pts.
If:2 of the above categories are present, add one additional point. 1Pt
If 3 of the above categories are present, add 1.5 additional points. 15Pts.
If 4 of the above categories are present, add two additional points. 2Pts.
Point
Lc. | Rolein Regional Transportation System (Max 5 Pts.) Value
Is the project along or does it intersect any transit routes? 1Pt
Is the project along or does it intersect any freight corridors? 1Pt
Is the project along or does it intersect any multi-use rails? 1Pt
Is the project along or does it intersect any bicycle/pedestrian networks? 1Pt
Does the project connect to or facilitate the use of one of more of these Lt
features/locations? )
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Table D.2: Bridge Proj

<down

2.a. | Usage (Max5Pts.) Point
Value
Project resultsin an overall increase in average daily traffic volumes. 5Pts.
Project has no overall effect on average daily traffic volumes in either positive 25 Pis.
or negative manner.
Project resultsin an overall decrease in average daily traffic volumes. 0Pts.
Point
2.b. | Usage (Max5Pts.) Value
Project results in an overall incregse in forecast 2040 average daily traffic pis
volume.
Project resultsin no change to the forecast 2040 average daily traffic volumes. | 2.5Pts.
Project results in an overall decrease in forecast 2040 average daily traffic 0Ps,
volume.
) Point
3.a. | Equity (Max5Pts.) value
Project creates no disproportionate impacts to minority populations within 2Pts
designated E.J. locations.
Project creates no disproportionate impacts to low-income populationswithin o
designated E.J. locations.
Project creates no disproportionate impacts to LE.PS populations within =
designated E.J. locations.

WAMPO

Point
4.a. | Infrastructure Condition (Max 10 Pts.)
Value
Existing bridge structure is rated structurally deficient and has a sufficiency 0P,
rating of 50 or less.
Existing bridge structure is rated functionally obsolete and has a sufficiency 6 pis.
rating of 80 or less.
Existing bridge striicture has a sufficiency rating of 80 or greater. 0 Pts.
4.b. | InfrastructureCondition (Max 10 Pts.) Point
Value
Bridge has a posted load rating restriction for 10 tons or less. 10 Pts.
Bridge has a posted load rating restriction for 25 tons or less. T.5Pts.
Bridge has a posted load rating restriction for 40 tons or less. 5Pts.
Bridge has a posted load weight limit. 2.5Pts.
Bridge does NOT have a posted load weight limit. 0 Pts.
5.2, Multimodal Elements and Existing Connections (Max 10 Pts.) Point Value
Project includes transit features or connections. 25Pts.
Project increases the population of potential users within a 1/2 mile of a transit 25 Pts.
route.
Project includes bicycle or pedestrian features or connections. 2.5Pts.
Project increases the population of potential users within a 1/2 mile of a bicycle 25 Pts.
or pedestrian network.
. ) . Point
6.a. | Consistency with Regional Plans (Max 10 Pts.) Value
Project is part of established regional plans & goals or has been designed to 10PEs
integrate with it.
Regional plans have been considered & steps taken to integrate the projectinto 7pts.
plans, but some issues or conflicts may exist.
Project doesn’t consider or integrate with regional plans, but it also doesn't 6 pts.
conflict with or affect any existing regional plans or goals.
Project doesn't consider regional plans or goals andfor conflicts with 0Pts,
established plans/goals.
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Table D.2: Bridge Projects Scoring Breakdown

Point
T.a. | Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (Max 5 Pts.) value

Project has been presented to and has support/sign-off by all interested &
relevant parties/groups/stakeholders and is ready to begin if selected for | 5Pts.
inclusion to the TIP.

Some or most affected parties/groups/stakeholders have been
included/consulted on the project discussions and potential problem
resolutions, but some issues remain to be addressed before the project can
begin.

No engagement with parties/groups/stakeholders. Significant work remains to
be completed before the project can commence.

2.5Pts.

0Pts.

Point
Value

T.b. | Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (Max 5 Pts.)

Project has no elements falling under the National Environmental Protection
Act.
Project has no elements falling under the Historic Preservation Acts.

25Pts,

8.a. | CostEffectiveness (Max 10 Pts.)

Project results in maximum efficiency of use of funding and has a hig
this rubric.

Project results in elevated efficiency of use of funding
in this rubric.
Project doesn’t result in most efficient use of funding.
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DGURING
Definition: An Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) or
similar project that primarily benefits roadway users. Traffic
Management Technology projects can include project elements
along a single corridor, multiple corridors, or within a specific
geographic area, such as a downtown. To be eligible, projects
must make improvements to at least one minor arterial or
non-freeway principal arterial. Projects that are more transit-
focused are in the Transit Modernization scoring evaluation
category.

Examples of Traffic Management Technology Projects:

> New/replacement traffic
mgmt. centers

Flashing yellow arrow
traffic signals
Traffic signal retiming > New/replacement traffic

>

>
projects communication

> Integrated corridor signal  2» New/replacemént CCTV
coordination cameras

> Traffic signal control > New/replacement variable
system upgrades message,signs &other info

> New/replacement improvements
detectors > Jncident management

>

Passive detectors for coordination

bicyclists and pedestrians

Table D.3: Traffic Mana
Traffic Management Technology Projects Scoring
Criteria and Measures Points %
1 Role in the Regional Transportation System and Economy 20
Ia Maasure - Functional classification of project,
movement of people and goods 7
b Measure - Tranzit Routes, Freight, Bike and Trail Comidors, and 6
Bike/Ped. Networl
lc| Measurs - Inte@rafion within exising fraffic management systems 7
2 | Usage ‘ 10
2a| Measdfe - Curranbdaily person throughput
2o | Meagsure - Forecaost 2040 average daily fraffic volume
[+ JfEquity
4 M_euwre - Mo dispmporfignuie impm:T_s & connecﬂlon _10
disadw@ntoged populafions and project’s benefits, impacts, and 5
mijigation
Mhucfure Condition/Age 10
4a | Meagsure - Upgrodes fo obsolete equipment 10
8. | Congestion Reduction/Air Quality 10
5| Measure - Congested comidor 5
50 | Meagsure - Emissions and congestion benefifs of project 5
§ | safety 15
6a | Measure - Crashes reduced 15
b Measure - Safety issues in project area (.. signage, facility
geometry] 7.5
7 | Multimodal Elements and Existing Connectfions 10
7a Meosure_— Transit, bicycle, or pedestrian project elements and
connections 10
8 Consistency with Regional Plans 10
§a| Consistent with Plans, Studies, Goals, Policies, Strategies 10
0 Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (ROW acquisition, proximity to
historic properties) 5
o Meosure-P_ublic:engugemenf!municipalsuppod,’KDOT
Consult/Rairoad Involvement 2
Measure - National Environmental Protection Act, National Historic
%0 | Protection Act (e.g. historic resourcas arsa, ROW easements, flood
risk]
10 | Cost Effectiveness
100 | Measure - Cost effectiveness (fotal points/total project cost]
100
TOTAL 0
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Table D.4: Traffic Management Technology Proj

ring Breakdown

La. |Regional Trans. System & Economy (Max T Pts.) Point 2.a. | Usage (Max5Pts.) Point
Value Value
Project is located on the Interstate Roadway system. 3 Pts. Project results in an overall increase in average daily traffic volumes. 5 Pts.
Project is located on an “Arterial” roadway. 2 Pts, Project has no overall effect on average daily traffic volumes in either positive or 95 P
Project is located on a “Collector” roadway. 1Pt negative manner.
Project is located within the WAMPO freight network and will eliminate barriers | 2 Pts. Project results in an overall decrease in average daily traffic volumes. 0 Pts.
to use for freight carriers.
Prtl)ject providles or irT1proves connectivity to the road network for freight | 2 Pts. 2b. | Usage(MaxSPts.) Point
shippers, receivers, or intermodal transfer facilities. Value
Project is located on a “local” roadway and has no effect on freight networks. | 0 Pts. Project results in anoverall increase in forecast 2040 average daily traffic Pt
volume.
. Point Project results in no change to the forecast 2040 average daily traffic volumes. | 2.5 Pts.
Lb. | Regional Trans. System & Economy (Max 6 Pts.) - - ; - ,
Value Project results in an overall decrease in forecast 2040 average daily traffic .
Is the project along or does it intersect any transit routes? 1Pt Volume.
Is the project along or does it intersect any freight corridors? 1Pt
Is the project along or does it intersect any multi-use trails? 1Pt 3.2 | Eduity (Max5Pts.) Point
Is the project along or does it intersect any bicycle/pedestrian networks? LPt. Value
Does the project connect to or facilitate the use of one of more of these 2pts Project creates no disproportionate impacts to minority populations within 3 Pts.
features/locations? ) designated E.J. locations.
Project creates no disproportionate impacts to low-income populations within 2 pts
) Point designated E.J. locations.

Lc. | Regional Trans. System & Economy (MaxT Pts.) Value Project creates no disproportionate impacts to L.E.P. populations within Lt
Project will be fully integrated into the existing traffi€management systems at - designated E.J. locations. .
the project location.

Project will be partially integrated into or accentuate the existing traffic 35 pis.
management systems at the project location.

Project will NOT be integrated into the existing traffic management systems at .
the project location.

WAMPO Metropolitan Transportation Plan 2050 D-8




Table D.4: Traffic Management Technology Project

coring Breakdown

4.a. | Infrastructure Condition/Age (Max 10 Pts.) Point 6.a. |Safety (Max7.5Pts.) Point
Value Value
Existing infrastructure was built more than 25 years ago. 10 Pts. Project is at alocation where 30 or more crashes occurred since 2017. 1.5Pts.
Existing infrastructure was built more than 20 years ago. 7Pts. Project is at alocation where 15 or more crashes occurred since 2017. 4Pts,
Existing infrastructure was built more than 10 years ago. 3 Pts. Project is at a location with no significant history of crashes having occurred OPs.
Existing infrastructure was built less than 10 years ago. 0 Pts. since 2017.
. C Point Point
5.a. | Congestion Reduction/Air Quality (Max 5 Pts.) 6.b. | Safety (Max7.5Pts.)
Value Value
Project results in maximum reduction in vehicle delays for the project area. 5 Pts. Project incorporates tangible safety improvements and is at a location with a -~
Project results in some reduction in vehicle delays for the project area. 2.5 Pts, significant history of crashes more than 25 in any 3-year period). T
Project results in no reduction in vehicle delays for the project area. 0 Pts. Proje€tincorporates tangible safety improvements. 4Pts.
Project does not include any defined safety improvements. 0Pts.
5.b. | Congestion Reduction/Air Quality (Max 5 Pts.) ::::: —w
—— : : , : — 1.3, | Multimodal Elements and Existing Connections (Max 10 Pts.)
Project will result in a lowering of traffic congestion and vehicle emissions P, Value
within the project area. Project includes transit features or connections. 2.5 Pts.
Project will have no result on congestion or emission levels. 0Pts. Project increases the population of potential users within a 1/2 mile of a transit 25 Pts
route.
Project includes bicycle or pedestrian features or connections. 25 Pts,
Project increases the population of potential users within a 1/2 mile of a bicycle 25 Pt
or pedestrian network.
. . . Point
8.a. | Consistency with Regional Plans (Max 10 Pts. Total) Value
Project is part of established regional plans & goals or has been designed to 10Pts
integrate with it.
Regional plans have been considered & steps taken to integrate the project into TP,
plans, but some issues or conflicts may exist.
Project doesn't consider or integrate with regional plans, but it also doesn't -
conflict with or affect any existing regional plans or goals.
Project doesn't consider regional plans or goals andfor conflicts with OPts.
established plans/goals.
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Table D.4: Traffic Management Technology Projects Scoring Breakdown

9.a, | Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (Max 2 Pts.) :::::
Project has been presented to and has support/sign-off by all interested &
relevant parties/groups/stakeholders and is ready to begin if selected for | 2Pts.
inclusion to the TIP.

Some or most affected parties/groups/stakeholders have been
included/consulted on the project discussions and potential problem Lt
resolutions, but some issues remain to be addressed before the project can '
begin.

No engagement with parties/groups/stakeholders. Significant work remains to OPts.
be completed before the project can commence.

9.b. | Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (Max 3 Pts.) Point

Value
Project has no elements falling under the National Environmental Protection L5Pts.
Act.
Project has no elements falling under the Historic Preservation Acts.
10.a. | CostEffectiveness (Max 5 Pts.)
Project results in maximum efficiency of use of funding and ha
this rubric.
Project results in elevated efficiency of use of fundin
score in this rubric.
Project doesn't result in most efficient use of funding. 0Pts.

WAMPO Metropolitan Transportation Plan 2050
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tion/Modernization and

3. ROADWAY RECONSTRUCTION/
MODERNIZATION & SPOT MOBILITY PROJECT

Roadway Reconstruction/Modernization and Spot Mobility Projects Scoring
el . Criteria and Measures Points %
Definition: A roadway project that does not add thru-lane 1| Role in fhe Regional Transportation System and Economy 20
capacity (except for roundabouts), but reconstructs, reclaims, 1a | Measure - Level of Congestion, movement of people and goods 7
modernizes, or adds new spot mobi[ity elements (e.g., new b Measure - Project Location Relative to Jobs, Manufacturing, and
. s . Educafion 7
turn lanes, traffic signals, or roundabouts). Projects must be
L. X . . Measurs - Tranéit Routes, Freight, Bike and Trail Corridors, and Bike/Ped
located on a non-freeway principal arterial or a minor arterial 1C| Network 6
functionally classified roadway, consistent with the latest 2 |usaged 10
functional classification map. 20 | Magsure - Current diliptrafiic 5
?b{fMeasure - Foracast 2040 @verage daily fraffic volume 5
Examples of Roadway Reconstruction/Modernization and Spot FRCTIR _ _ ', : : 2
.- . . " Measufe -No disproporfionate impacts & connection to disadvantaged
Mobi llty PI’OJGCtS. populations and project’s benefils, impacts, and mifigation. 5
> Intersection > Roundabouts |4+ Vlinltashucture Condifion/Age 15
improvements or > Addition or replacement 40 | Megsure - Date of construction 7.5
: : : FP 40 | Measure =>Geometnc, structural, or infrastructure improvements 7.5
alternative intersections of traffic signals 2 fic, shuciurd), or nfrastructure| J
. . . Nzﬁon Reduction 10
such as unsignalized or > Shoulder improvements .

. . . . 50| Measure - Vehicle deloy reduced 10
§|gnal|zefj reduced conflict > Strengthening afion-10- s | safety m
Intersections. ton roadway 4a | Measure - Crash history 5

) Interchange ) Raised media ns, 6b | Measure - Safety issues in project area (e.g. signage, facility geomestry) 5
reconstructions that do frontage roads, actess 7__| Multimodal Elements and Existing Connections 10
not involve new ramp modifications, orother 7a | Measure - Transit, bicycle, or pedestrian project elements and connections 10
movements or added thru agtess management 8| Consistency with Regional Plans 10
lanes ) Roadwav improvements 8a | Consistent with Plans, Studies, Goals, Policias, Strategies 10
y P . 0 Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (ROW acquizifion, proximity to historic
> Turnlanes thatadd multimodal properies) 5
) Two-lane to three-lane elements % Maasure - Public engagement/municipal support/KDOT Consult/Railroad
: : : Involvernent 2
con\{er5|ons (Wlth a ) New allgnmeptg that Measure - Nafional Environmental Protection Act, National Historic
continuous center turn replace an existing | protection Act (e.g. historic resources area, ROW easements, flood risk) 3
lane) alignment and do not 10| Cost Effectiveness 5
) Lane conversion to on expand the number of 10a | Measure - Cost effectiveness (fotal points/total project cost) 5
street parking, or bike lanes 100
l o . TOTAL 0
anes addition > Resurfacing roadway
> Four-lane to three-lane projects

conversions
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vay Reconstruction/Modernization and Spot Mobility

vin
Point
1.a. |Roleinthe Regional Trans. System & Economy (Max 7 Pts.) Value
Project results in maximum reduction in the level of congestion and -
accentuates the movement of people and goods.
Project results in some level of reduction in level of congestion and may 25 Pt
improve the movement of people and goods.
Project results in no appreciable reduction in level of congestion nor facilitates oPLs
the movement of people or goods.
Point
1.b. | Role inthe Regional Trans. System & Economy (Max 7 Pts.) Value
Projectis within 0.5 miles of sources of employment, add 1.25 points. 1.25Pts.
Projectis within 0.5 miles of sources of manufacturing facilities, add 1.25 points. | 1.25 Pts.
Projectis within 0.5 miles of sources of transit routes, add 1.25 points. 1.25Pts.
Projectis within 0.5 miles of sources of educational facilities, add 1.25 points. | 1.25 Pts.
If 2 of the above categories are present, add one additional point. 1Pt
If 3 of the above categories are present, add 1.5 additional points. 15Pts.
If 4 of the above categories are present, add two additional points. 2Pts,
Point
1.c. | Roleinthe Regional Trans. System & Economy (Max 6 Pts,) Value
Is the project along or does it intersect any transit roufés? TPt
Is the project along or does it intersect any freight tarridors? 1Pt
Is the project along or does it intersect any multi-use trails? 1Pt
Is the project along or does it intersect any bicycle/pedestrian networks? 1Pt
Does the project connect to or facilitate the use of one of moré of these 2hte
features/locations?
2.a. |Usage (Max5Pts.) Point
Value
Project average daily traffic volumes are greater than 8,500. 5Pts.
Project average daily traffic volumes are between 5,000 and 8,500. 2.5Pts.
Project average daily traffic volumes are less than 5,000. 0Pts.

Point
2.b. | Usage (Max5Pts.) Value
Project forecast 2040 average daily traffic volumes are greater than 14,000. 5 Pts.
Project forecast 2040 average daily traffic volumes are between 7,600 and
14,000, 2.5Pts.
Project forecast 2040 average daily traffic velumes are less than 7,600. 0Pts.
) Paint
3.a. |Equity (Max5Pts.) Value
Project creates no disproportionate impacts to minority populations
within designated E.J locations. 2Pt
Project creates no disprepertionate impacts to low-income
populations within designated E.J. locations. 2Pt
Project creates no disproportionate impacts to L.E.P. populations
within designated E.J. locations. LRt
Point
4.3, | Infrastructure Condition/Age (Max 7.5 Pts.)
Value
Existing infrastructure was built more than 25 years ago. 7.5Pts.
Existing infrastructure was built more than 20 years ago. 5Pts.
Existing infrastructure was built more than 10 years ago. 2.5Pts.
Existing infrastructure was built less than 10 years ago. 0 Pts.
Paint
4.,b. | Infrastructure Condition/Age (Max 7.5 Pts.)
Value
Project includes improvements in all of the following types of
improvements, which results in improved comfort and safety of the 7.5Pts.
users: Geometric, Structural, and Infrastructure improvements.
Project includes improvements in at least two of the following types of
improvements, which results in improved comfort and safety of the 5.0 Pts.
users: Geometric, Structural, and Infrastructure improvements.
Project includes improvements in at least one of the following types of
improvements, which results in improved comfort and safety of the 2.5Pts.
users: Geometric, Structural, and Infrastructure improvements.
Project doesn't include any Geometric, Structural, or Infrastructure 0Pis

improvements.
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Paint

Point
S.a. | Congestion Reduction (Max 10 Pts.)
Value
Project results in maximum reduction in vehicle delays for the project area. 10 Pts.
Project results in some reduction in vehicle delays for the project area. 5Pts.
Project results in no reduction in vehicle delays for the project area. 0Pts.
6.a. |Safety (Max5Ptis.) Point Value
Project is at a location where 30 or more crashes occurred since 2017. 5Pts.
Project is at a location where 15 or more crashes occurred since 2017, 2.5Pts.
Projectis at a location with no significant history of crashes having occurred since
2017. oPts.
Point
6.b. | Safety (Max5Pts.) Value
Project incorporates tangible safety improvements and is at a location with a
significant history of crashes (more than 25 in any 3 year period). Pt
Project incorporates tangible safety improvements. 25P
Project does not include any defined safety improvements. 0 Ptsy
Point
7.a. | Multimodal Elements and Existing Connections (Max 10.Pts.) Value
Project includes transit features or connections. 2.5Pts
Project increases the population of potential users withina 1/2 mile of a trangit
oute. 2.5Pts.
Project includes bicycle or pedestrian features or connections. 2.5Pts.
Projectincreases the population of potential users within a 1/2 mile'ofa bicycle 25Pts

or pedestrian network.

8.a. | Consistency with Regional Plans (Max 10 Pts.) Value
Project is part of established regional/local plans & goals or has been
designed to integrate with it. 10Pts.
Regional/local plans have been considered & steps taken to integrate Thts,
the project into plans, but some issues or conflicts may exist.
Project doesn't consider or integrate with regional/local plans, but it Pt
also doesn't€onflict with or affect any existing regional plans or goals.
Project doesn't consider regional/local plans or goals and/or conflicts OPts.
with@establishedplans/goals.
Point
9@, | Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (Max 2 Pts.) Value
Project has been presented to and has support/sign-off by all interested
& relevant parties/groups/stakeholders and is ready to begin if selected |2 Pts.
ferinclusion to the TIP.
Someormost affected parties/groups/stakeholders have been
included/consulted on the project discussions and potential problem 1Pt
resolutions, but some issues remain to be addressed before the project
can begin.
No engagement with parties/groups/stakeholders. Significant work
remains to be completed before the project can commence. OPts.
Point
9.b. | Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (Max 3 Pts.) Value
Project has no elements falling under the National Environmental
Protection Act. L3P,
Project has no elements falling under the Historic Preservation Acts. 1.5Pts.
Point
10.a. | Cost Effectiveness (Max 5 Pts.)
Value
Project results in maximum efficiency of use of funding and has a high
score in this rubric. oPs.
Project results in elevated efficiency of use of funding and has a fairly high score
in this rubric. 25Pts
Project doesn’t result in most efficient use of funding. 0Pts.
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CORING (EXISTING ROAD)
Definition: A roadway project that adds thru-lane capacity as a
primary objective. Projects must be located on a minor arterial

or above, functionally-classified roadway, consistent with the
latest functional classification.

Examples of Roadway Expansion Projects:

> Two-lane to four-lane > New interchanges with
expansions or without associated

> Otherthru-lane frontage roads
expansions (excludes > Expanded interchanges
additions of a continuous with either new ramp
center turn lane) movements or added thru

> Four-lane to six-lane lanes
expansions > New bridges, overpasses

and underpasses

Table D.7: Ro

Roadway Expansion Projects Scoring (Existing Road)

Criteria and Measures Points %
1 Role in the Regional Transportation System and Economy 20
la | Measure - Level of Congestion, movement of people and goods 7
b Measure - Project chofion Relative to Jobs, Manufacturing, Transit
Routes, and Education 7
- Measure - Transit Rautes, Freight, Bike and Trail Corriders, and Bike/Ped
Metwark 6
2 | Usage 10
2a | Measuré - Current daily traffic 5
2b | Maasurs - Foracast 2048 average daily fraffic volume 5
3__|dquity 5
Measure - No disproportionafeimpacts & connection to disadvantaged
populgligns and project’s benefits, impacts, and mifigation 5
In Condition/Age 15
40 Measure - Date of construction 7.5
4b | Measre - Geometric, sfructural, orinfraztructure improvements 7.5
Cong&keducﬁon{ﬂr Quality 10
; Measure - Vehicle delay reduced 10
s | safefy 10
éa | Measure - Crash history
&b | Measure - Safety issues in project area (e.g. signage, facility geometry)
7 | Multimodal Elements and Existing Connections 10
7a Meosure - Transit Routes, bicycle, or pedestrian project elements and
connections 10
8 | Consistency with Regional Plans 10
8a | Consistent with Plans, Studies, Goals, Policies, Strategies 10
. Publ'fc Engogerpenf!ﬁak Assessment (ROW acquisition, proximity to
historic properfies) 3
% Measure - Public engagement/municipal suppert/KDOT Consult/Railroad
Involvement 2
% Measure - Mational Er?viro.nmeniczl Protection Act, Mafional Historic _
Protection Act (e.g. historic resources area, ROW easements, flood risk) 3
10 | CostEffectiveness 3
10a | Measure - Cost effectiveness [total points/fotal project cost] 5
100
TOTAL 0
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Table D.8: Roadway Expansion Projects (Exisitng R ring Breakdown
Point
la. |Roleinthe Regional Trans. System & Economy (Max 7 Pts.) Value
Project results in maximum reduction in the level of congestion and 7 Pts.
accentuates the movement of people and goods.
Project results in some level of reduction in level of congestion and 3.5 Pts.
may improve the movement of people and goods.
Project results in no appreciable reduction in level of congestionnor | 0Pis.
facilitates the movement of people or goods.
Point
1.b. | Role inthe Regional Trans. System & Economy (Max 7 Pts.) Value
Project is within 0.5 miles of sources of employment, add 1.25 points. 1.25Pts.
Projectis within 0.5 miles of sources of manufacturing facilities, add 1.25 points. | 125 Pts.
Projectis within 0.5 miles of sources of transit routes, add 1.25 points. 1.25Pts,
Project is within 0.5 miles of sources of educational facilities, add 1.25 points. | 125 Pts.
If 2 of the above categories are present, add one additional point. 1Pt
If 3 of the above categories are present, add 1.5 additional points. 1:5Pts.
If 4 of the above categories are present, add two additional points. 2Pts,
Point
lc. | Roleinthe Regional Trans. System & Economy (Max 6 Pts.) Value
Is the project along or does it intersect any transit routes? 1Pt
Is the project along or does it intersect any freight cafridors? 1Pt
Is the project along or does it intersect any multi-use trails? 1Pt
Is the project along or does it intersect any bicycle/pedestrian networks? 1Pt
Does the project connect to or facilitate the use of one of moref these
features/locations? 27ts
2.a. |Usage (Max5Pts.) Point
Value
Project results in an overallincrease in average daily traffic volumes. 5Pts.
Project has no overall effect on average daily traffic volumes in either positive 25Pts
ornegative manner,

Point
2,b. | Usage (Max5Pts.) Value
Project results in an overall increase in forecast 2040 average daily traffic
volume. Pt
Project results in no change to the forecast 2040 average daily traffic volumes. | 2.5 Pts.
Project results in an overall decrease in forecast 2040 average daily traffic
volume. OPts.
) Paint
3.a. | Equity{Max5Pts.) Value
Broject creates no disproportionate impacts to minority populations within
designated E.J. locations. 2Pt
Project creates no disproportionate impacts to low-income populations within
designated E.J. locations. 2Pt
Project creates no disproportionate impacts to LE.P. populations within
designated E.J. locations. 1Pt
Paint
4.a. |Infrastructure Condition/Age (Max 7.5 Pts.)
Value
Existing infrastructure was built more than 25 years ago. 7.5Pts.
Existing infrastructure was built more than 20 years ago. 5Pts.
Existing infrastructure was built more than 10 years ago. 2.5Pts.
Existing infrastructure was built less than 10 years ago. 0 Pts.
Paint
4.,b. | Infrastructure Condition/Age (Max 7.5 Pts.)
Value
Project includes improvements in all of the following types of
improvements, which results in improved comfort and safety of the 7.5Pts.
users: Geometric, Structural, and Infrastructure improvements.
Project includes improvements in at least two of the following types of
improvements, which results in improved comfort and safety of the 5.0 Pts.
users: Geometric, Structural, and Infrastructure improvements.
Project includes improvements in at least one of the following types of
improvements, which results in improved comfort and safety of the 2.5Pts.
users: Geometric, Structural, and Infrastructure improvements.
Project doesn't include any Geometric, Structural, or Infrastructure 0Pts.

improvements.
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Table D.8: Roadway Expansion Projects (Exisitng ,coring Breakdown Point
5.a. | Congestlon Reduction/Alr Quallty (Max 10 Pts.) Point value 9. | Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (Max 2 Pts.) Value
Project results in maximum reduction in vehicle delays for the project 10Pts, Project has been presented to and has support/sign-off by all interested

area. & relevant parties/groups/stakeholders and is ready to begin if selected | 2 Pts.
Project results in some reduction in vehicle delays for the project area. | 5 Pts. for inclusion to the TIP.
Project results in no reduction in vehicle delays for the projectarea. | 0 Pts. Some or most affected parties/groups/stakeholders have been
included,/consulted on the project discussions and potential problem 1pt
6.a. |Safety (Max5 Pts.) Point Value resolutions, biitsome issues remain to be addressed before the project
Project is at a location where 30 or more crashes occurred since 2017. |5 Pts. can begind
Project is at a location where 15 or more crashes occurred since 2017. | 2.5 Pts. No RPNy th parties/groups/stakeholders. Significant work 0 Pts.
Project is at a location with no significant history of crashes having 0 P, gmains to be cBigipleted before the project can commence.
occurred since 2017,
8.b. |PublicEngagement/Risk Assessment (Max 3 Pis.) :::::
6.b. | Safety (Max5 Pts.) Point Value _ _
Project incorporates tangible safefy improvements and is at a location £ Pis. meeitﬁr;:s:ielements falling under the National Environmental L5 Pts.
with a significant history {_:f{rashes (more than 25 in any 3 years). Prajeet has no elements falling under the Historic Preservation Acts. L5 Ps,
Project incorporates tangible safety improvements. 25Pts.
Project does not include any defined safety improvements. 0 Pts. Solnt
10.a. | CostEffectiveness (Max 5 Pts.) value
T.a. | Multimodal Elementf and Existing Conne-ctlnns (Max 10 Pts.) Polnt Value Broject results In maximum efficiency of use of fanding and has 2 high
Project includes transit features or connections. 25 Pts, score in this rubric. 5 Pis.
Project increases the population of potential users within a 1/2 mile of v Project results In elevated eficiency of se of funding and has a fairly
a transit route. high score in this rubric. 23Ps
Project includes bicycle or pedestrian features or conhections. 2.5 Bts. Project doesn't result in most efficlent use of funding, 0P,
Project increases the population of potential usefswithin a 1/2 mileof ..
a bicycle or pedestrian netwaork.
8.a. | Consistency with Reglonal Plans (Max 10 Pts.) Polnt Value
Project is part of established regional plans & goals or has been 10Pts.
designed to integrate with it.
Regional plans have been considered & steps taken to integrate the —
project into plans, but some issues or conflicts may exist.
Project doesn't consider or integrate with regional plans, butit also € Pre.
doesn't conflict with or affect any existing regional plans or goals.
Project doesn't consider regional plans or goals and/or conflicts with 0Pt

established plans/goals.
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CORING (NEW ROAD)

Definition: New roadways that would be classified as Minor
Arterial or above once the projectis built.

Examples of New Roadway Expansion Projects:

> New roadways connecting » New Bridge connections
communities providing tripconnectivity
between two or more
communities

Table

8 D.9: Re

Roadway Expansion Projects Scoring (New Road)

Criteria and Measures Points %
1 Role in the Regional Transportafion System and Economy 25
1a | Measure - Level of Congestion, movement of people and goods
3
b Measure - Project chco’ricn Relative o Jobs, Manufacturing, Transit
Routes, and Edu€aiicn 10
" Measure - Trdnsit Routes, Freight, Bike and Trail Comridors, and Bike/Ped
Metwork 7
2 Usag 10
2 | Adeasure - Forecast 2040 @verage daily fraffic volums 10
s dleaviy 5
2 Measure€ Mo disproporfionate impacts & connection to disadvantoged
populahions and project's benefits, impacts, and mitigation 5
4 ecting Communities in the region 10
4 | Pramiates regional roadway connections 10
Colmkeducﬁon 10
5a | ‘Wlegsure - Vehicle delay reduced 10
Safety 10
& | Is the project addressing safety concerns 10
7 | Multimodal Elements and Existing Connections 10
70 Meosure_— Transit Routes, bicycle, or pedestrian project elements and
connections 10
8 | Consistency with Regional Plans 10
Ba | Consistent with Plans, Studies, Goals, Policies, Strategies 10
0 Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (ROW acquisition, proximity fo
historic properties) 3
- Measure - Public engagement/municipal suppert/KDOT Consult/Railroad
Involvement 2
o Meosur_e- National Er?virolnmenicnl Protecfion Act, Mational Histeric _
Protection Act (e.g. hisforic rasources area, ROW easements, flood risk]
10 | CostEffectiveness
10a | Measure - Cost effecliveness [total points/total project cost] 5
100
TOTAL 0
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Table D.10: Ro:

y Expansion Proj

. Point
3.a. |[Equity (Max5Pts.) Value
Project creates no disproportionate impacts to minority populations
within designated E.J. locations. 2Pts.
Project creates no disproportionate impacts to low-income
populations within designated E.J. locations. 2Pt
Project creates no disproportionate impacts to L.E.P. populations
within designated E.J. locations. 1Pt
Point
4.a. |Connecting Communities in the Region (Max 10 Pts.) Value
Project connects twa separate pieces of the regional roadway network
that weren't previously eonnected or facilitates the movement of 10 Pts.
people and goods in a way not available without the project present.
Project adds at least one connection to the regional roadway network. | 5Pts.
Project makes no connections to the existing roadway network. 0 Pts.
. . Point
5.a2. | Congestion Reduction (Max 10 Pts.) Value
Project results in maximum reduction in vehicle delays for the project
area. 10 Pts.
Project results in some reduction in vehicle delays for the project area. | 5Pts,
Project results in no reduction in vehicle delays for the project area. 0 Pts.
Point
6.a. |Safety (Max10Pts.) Value
Project incorporates tangible safety improvements and is at a location 10Ps
with a significant history of crashes (more than 25 since 2017).
Project incorporates tangible safety improvements. 5Pts.
Project does not include any defined safety improvements. 0 Pts.

l.a. |Roleinthe Regional Trans. System & Economy (Max 8 Pts.) Value
Project results in maximum reduction in the level of congestion and 8 Pts.
accentuates the movement of people and goods.

Project results in some level of reduction in level of congestion and 4Pts.
may improve the movement of people and goods.
Project results in no appreciable reduction in level of congestionnor | 0 Pts.
facilitates the movement of people or goods.

Point

L.b. | Roleinthe Regional Trans. System & Economy (Max 10 Pts.) Value
Project is within 0.5 miles of sources of employment, add 2 points. 2Pts.
Project is within 0.5 miles of sources of manufacturing facilities, add 2 points. | 2 Pts.
Project is within 0.5 miles of sources of transit routes, add 2 points. 2 Pts.
Project is within 0.5 miles of sources of educational facilities, add 2 points. 2Pts.
If 2 of the above categories are present, add one additional point. 1Pt
If 3 of the above categories are present, add 1.5 additional points. 1.5Pts.
|f 4 of the above categories are present, add two additional points. 2Pts.

Paint

l.c. | Roleinthe Regional Trans. System & Economy (Max 7 Pts.) Valde
Is the project along or does it intersect any transit routes? 1Pt
Is the project along or does it intersect any freight corridors? 1Pt
Is the project along or does it intersect any multi-use trails? 1PL
Is the project along or does it intersect any bicycle/gedestrian networks? 1Pt
Does the project connect to or facilitate the use of one of more of these
features/locations? 2Pt

2.a. | Usage (Max10Pts.) Paint

Value
Project results in an overall increase in forecast 2040 average daily
traffic volume. 10Pts.
Project results in no change to the forecast 2040 average daily traffic
volumes. 3Pt
Project results in an overall decrease in forecast 2040 average daily
traffic volume. OPts.
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Table D.10: Ra

1y Expansion Pra

Point
10.a. | Cost Effectiveness (Max 5 Pts.)

Value
Project results in maximum efficiency of use of funding and has a high score in 5 Pls
this rubric. '
Project results in elevated efficiency of use of funding and has a fairly high score 25 pt
in this rubric. 2T
Project doesn’t result in most efficient use of funding. 0 Pts.

7.a. | Multimodal Elements and Existing Connections (Max 10 Pts.) Value
Project includes transit features or connections. 2.5 Pts.
Project increases the population of potential users within a 1/2 mile of
a transit line. 5Pt
Project includes bicycle or pedestrian features or connections. 2.5 Pts.
Project increases the population of potential users within a 1/2 mile of
a bicycle or pedestrian network. 25Pts.

) ) . Point

8.a. | Consistency with Regional Plans (Max 10 Pts.) Value
Project is part of established regional plans & goals or has been 10 Pts.
designed to integrate with it.

Regional plans have been considered & steps taken to integrate the
project into plans, but some issues or conflicts may exist. TPts.
Project doesn't consider or integrate with regional plans, but it also
doesn’t conflict with or affect any existing regional plans or goals. 5 Pts.
Project doesn't consider regional plans or goals and/or cenflicts with 0PLs.
established plans/goals.

Point

9.a. | PublicEngagement/Risk Assessment (Max 2 Pts.)

Value
Project has been presented to and has support/sign-off by all interested
&relevant parties/groups/stakeholders and is readyt6 begin if selected | 2 Pts.
for inclusion to the TIP.
Some or most affected parties/groups/stakehglders have been
included/consulted on the project discussions and potential problem 1Pt
resolutions, but some issues remain to be addressed befare the praject
can begin.
No engagement with parties/groups/stakeholders. Significant work
remains to be completed before the project can commence. 0Pts.
Paint

9.b. | Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (Max 3 Pts.) Value
Project has no elements falling under the National Environmental
Protection Act. 15 Pts.
Project has no elements falling under the Historic Preservation Acts. 1.5 Pts.
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Table D.11: Multiuse Trails and Bic

b DRING Multivse Trails and Bicycle Facilities Projects Scoring
s one . . . . Criteria and Measures Points %
Definition: A project that benefits bicyclists and/or other
e ° . 5 ojec ﬁ be, efits b cych stsa /O othe . I | Role in the Regional Transportation System and Economy 20
non-motquze Users. A pI’OJECtS must . ave. atra nspor-t-atlon Measure - Level of Congestion, Pancipal Arterial Intersection
purpose (i.e., connecting people to destinations). A facility la| Cenversion Study Pricrities, and Congesfion Management and
may serve both a transportation purpose and a recreational Safety Plan Opportunity Areas _ =
. . . .. . b Measure - Project location relative to the Regional Bicycle
purpose. Multiuse trail bridges or underpasses are eligible in Transportation Nefwerk, Bicycle commufing comidors .
this category. : Measure - Cafinection fo Jobs, Transit Routes and Educational
| Insfitutions 5
Examples of Multiuse Trail and Bicycle Facility Projects: 1g| MegsUre™ connecliyifito Transit Routes, frail connectivty, bike
camdor connectivity, Bike/Ped. Network connectivity 5
> Multiuse trails > On-street bike lanes, 2 JiPStenticl Usage A =
) Trail Brldges/underpasses Improved Slgn?llzatlon % Measuré - Existing population and employment within 1 mile
detectors for blcycleS {poténfial usage), population density and employment density 10
) Fll“ng mUItlple gaps, 2b | Meggure - Snow and ice confrol 5
improving multiple 3 | Equity 5
crossings, or making other sl piizosure W disproporfionate impacts & connecfion fo
.. . disadVantaged populations and project's benefits, impacts, and 5
similar |mprovements itigation
along a trail corridor 4 | Deficiencies and Safety 0
4 Measure - Gaps closed/barmiers removed and/or continuity
a between junsdictions improved by the project 5
4b | Measure - Deficiencies corrected or safety problems addressed 5
5 | Multimodal Elements and Exisfing Connecfions 20
s Measure - Transit or pedestrian/bicycle elements of the
a project and connections, level of traffic stress 20
& | Consistency with Regional Plans 10
ta | Consistent with Plans, Studies, Goals, Policies, Strotegies 10
7 Public Engogement/Risk Assessment (ROW acquisition, proximity to
historic properfies) 10
7 Measure - Public engogement/municipal support/KDOT
“ Consult/Railroad Involvement 5
Measure - Mational Environmental Protection Act, Mational Histonc
7o | Protection Act (e.g. histonic resources area, ROW easements, flood
risk) 5
& | Cost Efectiveness 10
8a | Measure - Cost effectivensss (total pointsftotal project cost] 10
100
TOTAL
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Table D.12: Multiuse Trails and Bicycle Facilities Projec

coring Breakdown

Point Point
%N i i . 4 2.b. | PotentialU Max 5 Pts.
lLa. | Roleinthe Regional Trans. System & Economy (Max 5 Pts.) value otential Usage (Max 5 Pts.) Value
Project in highly congested areas 5 Pts, Project includes provisions for snow & ice removal from project 5Pl
Project in medium congested areas 3Pts. facilities.
- Project does not include provisions for snow & ice removal from
Projectin low congested areas 1Pt 0 Pts.
project facilities.
b. |Role inthe Regional Trans. § &E Max5P Paint Point
1.b. | Role inthe Regional Trans. System & Economy (Max 5 Pts.) Value 3. | Equity (MdXSPts.) _
Project connects two separate pieces of the Regional Bicycle Transportation Project creates n@disproportionate impacts to minority populations
Network or other Bicycle commuting corridor(s) that weren't previously | 5 Pts. within designated EJhocations. 2Pts.
connected. Project creates no disproportionate impacts to low-income 2Pt
Project adds at least one connection to existing bicycle network. 2.5Pts. populations within designated E.J. locations. >
Project makes no connections to existing bicycle network. 0 Pts. Project creates no disproportionate impacts to L.E.P. populations 1pt
within designated E.J. locations. '
. . Point
Lc. |Roleinthe Regional Trans. System & Economy (Max 5 Pts.) Value \ Point
4.a. | Deficiencies & Safety (Max5 Pts.) .
Project is within 0.5 miles of a transit route, add 1 point. 1Pt ) . . - Value
Project is within 0.5 miles of sources of educational facilities, add 2 points. 2 Pts, Project closes a gap or removes a barrier present n the existing 1.5 Pts,
P ) X trail/bike/ped network.
Project is within 0.5 miles of sources of employment, add 2 points. 2Pts, - - -
Project closes a gap, removes a barrier, or adds a connection to the
existing trail/bike/ped network that adds connectivity to the network | 2.5 Pts.
Point L
1.d. | Role inthe Regional Trans. System & Economy (Max 5 Ptsi) . or between jurisdictions.
Project adds connectivity to existing trails/trail netwarks. 1.25Pts. Point
, — —— ) 4.b. | Deficiencies & Safety (Max 5 Pts.)
Project adds connectivity to existing bike corridor. 1.25Pts, Value
Project adds connectivity to existing bicycle/pedestrian netwark. 1.25Pts. Project makes meaningful safety improvements or deficiency
Project adds connectivity to existing transit routes. 1.25 Pts. corrections in a location having had at least one Bike/Ped fatality or 5 Pts.
serious injury and/or 15 of more Bike/Ped crashes since 2017.
Point Project makes meaningful safety improvements or deficiency
2.a. |Potential Usage (Max 10 Pts.) Value corrections in a location having had at least 10 of more Bike/Ped 3Pts.
Sroect s will ool exict l — b crashes or serious injury crashes since 2017.
rojectis within one mile of existing employment opportunitis. oS, Project does not address any safety concerns or deficiencies. 0Pts.
Project is within one mile of existing population centers. 5Pts.
Project is more than one mile from existing employment sources and oPls
population centers, '
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Table D.12: Multiuse Trails and Bicycle Facilities Projec

5.a. | Multimodal Elements and Existing Conditions (Max 20 Pts.) 7.b. | Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (Max 5 Pts.) ::II-::
Project connects with a transit route. Project has no elements falling under the National Environmental Protection
Project is on a Bicycle Level of Traffic Stress (BLTS) of 4 (larger Act. L8Pt
numbers indicate more stress). L3Pt Project has no elements falling under the Historic Preservation Acts. 2.5Pts.
Project is on a Bicycle Level of Traffic Stress (BLTS) of 3. 10 Pts.
Project is on a Bicycle Level of Traffic Stress (BLTS) of 2. 5 Pts. ) Point
Project is on a Bicycle Level of Traffic Stress (BLTS) of 1. 0Pts. 8.a. | CostEffectiveness (Max 10 Pts.) Value
Projectresults inmaximum efficiency of use of funding and has a high score in 10Pis
6.a. | Consistency with Regional Plans (Max 10 Pts.) Point this, ribric. - — . ——
Value Project resultsin elevatedefficiency of use of funding and has a fairly high score
Project is part of established regional plans & goals or has been in this rubric. P
designed to integrate with it. 10Pts Projettdoesn’t result in most efficient use of funding. 0Pts.
Regional plans have been considered & steps taken to integrate the 1Pk,
project into plans, but some issues or conflicts may exist.
Project doesn't consider or integrate with regional plans, but it also
doesn’t conflict with or affect any existing regional plans or goals. SPLs
Project doesn't consider regional plans or goals and/or conflicts with
established plans/goals. OPts.
Point
7.a. | Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (Max 5 Pts.)
Value
Project has been presented to and has support/sign-off-byallinterested
& relevant parties/groups/stakeholders and is ready to begin ifselected |5 Pts.
forinclusion to the TIP.
Some or most affected parties/groups/stakeholders have been
included/consulted on the project discussions and petential problem 55 Prs.
resolutions, but some issues remain to be addressed before the project
can begin.
No engagement with parties/groups/stakeholders. Significant work
remains to be completed before the project can commence. oPts.
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6_ A. PEDESTR' AN FAC"_""ES SCOR|NG Table D.13: Pedestrian Faciliti oring
Definition: A project that primarily benefits pedestrians and Pedestrian Facilities (Sidewalks, Streetscaping, and ADA) Scoring
the mobility impaired. All projects must relate to surface C P &
. .y . I | Role in the Regional Transportation System and E 30
transportation. A facility may serve both a transportation e T=eglone TAmporTon yseh e —conemy
. . - Measure - Project location relative to the Regional Bicycle
purpose and a recreational purpose; a faC|l|ty that connects la | Transportation Metwork, Bicycle Commuting Comidors (BCC), and
people to recreational destinations may be considered to Pedestrian Areas (PA) 10
have a transportation purpose Multi-use trail bridges or b | Measure - Connegtion to Jobs and Educational Institutions 10
d d bi le faciliti hould be in th : Measure - conp@cfivity to Transit Routes, traill connectivity, bike
undaerpasses an ICycle 1acl Ities shou einthe Category €| comdar confectivity, Bike/Ped. Network connectivity 10
of the ‘Multi-use Trail and Bicycle Facilities’ instead of this 2| Potentigiisage 20
Pedestrian Facilities. 5 Measbee - Existing papulation and employment within 1/2 mile
d (ptential usage) 10
£ L f Pedestr; Facility Proiects: 24 Measure - Snow and icecantrol 10
Xamples or Fedestrian racility Frojects: 'Equy‘ Vv 5
) Sidewalks ) Making similar g Meaoudre= No disproportionate impacts & connecfion to
. . . dis@idvantoged populations and project's benefits, impacts, 5
> Stree'.cscapln.g o Improvementsin a . Andritigation
> Americans with Disability concentrated geographic 4 | Deficiencies and Safety 15
Act (ADA) improvements area, such as sidewalk 4o Measure 9Gaps closed/bamers removed and/or continuity
junisdicti im| i 7.5
gap closure throughout 3 beétween junsdictions improved by the project
defined neigh borh®od or 4b | Measure - Deficiencies corected or safety problems addressed 75
downtown area 5 | Consistency with Regional Plans 10
5o | Consistentwith Plans, Studies, Goals, Falicies, Strategies 10
s Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (ROW acquisition, proximity fo
historic properties) 10
Measure - Public engagement/municipal support/KDOT
sa Consult/Railroad Involvement 5
Measure - Mational Environmental Protection Act, Mational Historic
b | Protection Act (e.g. histone resources area, ROW sasements, flood
risk) 5
I | CostEffectiveness 10
Ta | Meaosure — Cost effectiveness (total points/total project cost) 10
100
TOTAL
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Table D.14: Pede:

strian Faciliti

oring Breakdown

Point
l.a. |Regional Transportation System & Economy (Max 10 Pts.) valu
alue
Project connects two separate pieces of the Regional Bicycle Transportation
Network or other Bicycle commuting corridors that weren't previously | 10 Pts.
connected.
Project adds at least one connection to existing bicycle network. 5Pts.
Project makes no connections to existing bicycle network. 0Pts.
. . Point
Lb. | Regional Transportation System & Economy (Max 10 Pts.) Valy
alue
Project is within 0.5 miles of sources of educational facilities, add 5 points. 5Pts.
Project is within 0.5 miles of sources of employment, add 5 points. 5Pts.
. ) Point
Lc. | Regional Transportation System & Economy (Max 10 Pts.) Value
Project adds connectivity to existing trails/trail networks. 2.5Pts.
Project adds connectivity to existing bike corridor. 2.5Pts.
Project adds connectivity to existing bicycle/pedestrian network. 25
Project adds connectivity to existing transit routes. 25Pis
2.a. |Potential Usage (Max 10 Pts.) Lo
.. |Potential Usage (Max 5
’ Value
Project is within 12 mile of existing employment opporfunities. 5Pts,
Projectis within 1/2 mile of existing population centers. 5 Pts.
Project is more than 1/2 mile from existing employment saurtes and oPts
population centers, '
2.b. | Potential U (Max 10 Pts.) Paint
.b. | Potential Usage (Max 5.
§ Value
Project includes provisions for snow & ice removal from project facilities. 10 Pts.
Project does not include provisions for snow & ice removal from project 0Pts
facilities. '

. Point
3.a. |Equity (Max5Pts.) Value
Project creates no disproportionate impacts to minority populations within
designated E.J. locations. 2Pts
Project creates no disproportionate impacts to low-income populations within 2Pts
designated E.J. locations.
Project createsdne disproportionate impacts to LE.P. populations within ™
designated€.)- Tocations.
y . Point
4.a. |Deficiencies & Safety (Max 7.5 Pts.) Value
Project closes a gap, removes a barrier, or adds a connection to the existing
trail/bike/Ped network that adds connectivity to the network or between | 7.5Pts.
jurisdictions.
Project closes a gap or removes a barrier present in the existing trail/bike/Ped 4Pl
network.
L. Point
4.b. | Deficiencies & Safety (Max 7.5 Pts.) Value
Project makes meaningful safety improvements or deficiency corrections in a
location having had at least one Bike/Ped fatality or serious injury and/or 15 of | 7.5 Pts.
more Bike/Ped crashes since 2017,
Project makes meaningful safety improvements or deficiency corrections in a
location having had at least 10 of more Bike/Ped crashes or serious injury | 4 Pts.
crashes since 2017.
Project does not address any safety concerns or deficiencies. 0Pts.
Point
5.a. | Consistency with Regional Plans (Max 10 Pts.)
Value
Project is part of established regional plans & goals or has been designed to
integrate with it. 10Pts.
Regional plans have been considered & steps taken to integrate the projectinto 1Pks.
said plans, but some issues or conflicts may exist.
Project doesn't consider or integrate with regional plans, but it also doesn’t 5 Pls.
conflict with or affect any existing regional plans or goals.
Project doesn't consider regional plans or goals andfor conflicts with 0Pts.

established plans/goals.
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Table D.14: Pedestrian Facilities Scoring Breakdown

Point

6.a. | Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (Max 5 Pts.) Value

Project has been presented to and has support/sign-off by all interested
&relevant parties/groups/stakeholders and is ready to begin if selected | 5Pts.
for inclusion to the TIP.

Some or most affected parties/groups/stakeholders have been
included/consulted on the project discussions and potential problem

2.5Pts.
resolutions, but some issues remain to be addressed before the project >
can begin.
No engagement with parties/groups/stakeholders. Significant work 0Pts
remains to be completed before the project can commence. '
Point
6.b. | PublicEngagement/Risk Assessment {Max 5 Pts.) Value
Project has no elements falling under the National Environmental 25Pt
Protection Act. i
Project has no elements falling under the Historic Preservation Acts. 2.5Pts.

7.a. | CostEffectiveness (Max 10 Pts.)

Project results in maximum efficiency of use of funding and ha
score in this rubric.

Project results in elevated efficiency of use of funding
high score in this rubric.

Project doesn't result in most efficient use of
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Definition: An infrastructure project that is within a two-mile
radius and directly benefiting a primary, middle, or high school
site.

Examples of Safe Routes to School Infrastructure Projects:

> Sidewalks benefiting > Improved crossings
people going to the school benefiting people going to
> Multiuse trails benefiting the school
people going to the > Multiple improvements
school

fe Routes

Safe Routes to School Infrastructure = Scoring

Criteria and Measures Points %
1 | Relationship between Safe Routes fo School Program Elements 25
Measure - Describe how project addresses 5 B (Bvaluation,
la | Enginesnng, Education, Encouragement, and Enforcement] of
SRTS program 15
b Meqsure - cu:unr.e_c!ivi’ry_io Transit Routes, trail conr}e:c:ﬂv]hr. bike
comdaor connegfity, Bike/Ped. Network connectivity 10
2 | Potential 20
% Meosure® Averaoe s_hc:rel of student population that bikes or
walksfarstudent registrations 15
2k | Méasure - Student population within schoaol's walkshed 5
|3 4fEquiy 5
Measure Ablo disproportionate impacts & connection fo
3o disadwaptoged populations and project's benefits, impacts, g
and ptigation
4 ies and Safety 20
4o MMeosure - G-CIF-Z)G v::ID@e:dfburriers remaoved _und,l'or continuity
between jurisdictions improved by the project 10
4| Mesurs - Deficienciss corected or safety problems oddressed 10
V-
5 | Consistency with Regional Plans 10
Ja | Consistentwith Plans, Studies, Goals, Policies, Strategies 10
& | Public Engogement/Risk Assessment 10
4a Meaosurs - F‘_ublic engagemeant/municipal support/KDOT
Consult/Railroad Involement 5
Measure - Mational Envircnmental Protection Act, Mational Historic
4 | Protection Act (e.g. historic resources area, ROW eazements, flood
ik 5
I | Cost Effectiveness 10
To | Meaosure - Cost effectivensss ({totol points/total project cost] 10
100

TOTAL
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Table D.16

Relationship between Safe Routes to School Program Elements (Max 15 | Point
1. Pts.) Value

Addressed all 5 E's (Evaluation, Engineering, Education, 15 pts.

Encouragement, and Enforcement)

Addressed 4 E's (Evaluation, Engineering, Education, Encouragement, | 12 pts

and Enforcement)

Addressed 3 E's (Evaluation, Engineering, Education, Encouragement, | 8 pts

and Enforcement)

Addressed 2 E's (Evaluation, Engineering, Education, Encouragement, | 5pts

and Enforcement)

Addressed 1 E's (Evaluation, Engineering, Education, Encouragement, | 2pts

and Enforcement)

Addressed zero E's (Evaluation, Engineering, Education, 0 pts.

Encouragement, and Enforcement)

Relationship between Safe Routes to School Program Elements [Max 15 | Point
1b. Pts.) Value

Project adds connectivity to existing trails/trail networks. 2.5Pts,

Project adds connectivity to existing bike corridor. 2.5Ps,

Project adds connectivity to existing bicycle/pedestrian network. 2.5Pts.

Project adds connectivity to existing transit routes. 2.5Pts.

. Point

2.a. | Potential Usage [Max 15 Pts.) D

Average share of student population that bikes arwalks; or student

registration is between 75 and 100 percent 15pts

Average share of student population that bikes orwalks; or student

registration is between 50 and 75 percent 10pts.

Average share of student population that bikes or walks; or student 5 pts

registration is between 25 and 50 percent

Average share of student population that bikes or walks; or student

registration is between 0 and 25 percent opts

. Point
2.b. | Potential Usage (Max 15 Pts.) Value
Average share of student population that is within school's walkshed is
between 75 and 100 percent 15pts.
Average share of student population that is within school's walkshed is
between 50 and 75 percent 10pts.
Average share of student population that is within school's walkshed is
between 25 afid 50 percent 2Pt
Average share of student population that is within school's walkshed is
betwéen 0 and25 percent opts
. Point
3.0 [Equity (Max5Pts.) Value
Projéct creates no disproportionate impacts to minerity populations
within designated E.J. locations. 2Pt
Preject creates no disproportionate impacts to low-income
populations within designated E.J. locations. 2Pts.
Project creates no disproportionate impacts to L.E.P. populations
within designated E.J. locations. 1Pt
L. Point
4.a. |Deficiencies & Safety (Max 5Pts.) Value
Project closes a gap or removes a barrier present in the existing
trail/bike/ped network. 25t
Project closes a gap, removes a barrier, or adds a connection to the
existing trail/bike/ped network that adds connectivity to the network | 2.5 Pts.
or between jurisdictions.
L. Point
4.b. | Deficiencies & Safety (Max5Pts.) Value
Project makes meaningful safety improvements or deficiency
corrections in a location having had at least one Bike/Ped fatality or 5Pts.
serious injury and/or 15 of more Bike/Ped crashes since 2017.
Project makes meaningful safety improvements or deficiency
corrections in a location having had at least 10 of more Bike/Ped 3 Pts,
crashes or serious injury crashes since 2017.
Project does not address any safety concerns or deficiencies. 0Pts.
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7.b. | Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (Max 5 Pts.) ::;::
Project has no elements falling under the National Environmental
Protection Act. 25Pts
Project has no elements falling under the Historic Preservation Acts. 2.5Pts.
Point
8.a. | CostEffectiveness(Max 10 Pts.)
Value
Project results in maximum efficiency of use of funding and has a high
scorgfinthis rbric. 10Pts.
Project results inelevated efficiency of use of funding and has a fairly_ 6 Ps.
high score in this rubric,
Project doesn't result in'most efficient use of funding. 0 Pts.

Table D.16 oring Brea
) ) . Point
5.a. | Consistency with Regional Plans (Max 10 Pts.) Value
Project is part of established regional plans & goals or has been
designed to integrate with it. 10Ps.
Regional plans have been considered & steps taken to integrate the
project into plans, but some issues or conflicts may exist. TP,
Project doesn't consider or integrate with regional plans, but it also
doesn’t conflict with or affect any existing regional plans or goals. P
Project doesn't consider regional plans or goals and/or conflicts with 0Pts.
established plans/goals.
) ) . Point
6.a. | Consistency with RegionalPlans (Max 10 Pts.) Value
Project is part of established regional plans & goals or has been 10Pts.
designed to integrate with it.
Regional plans have been considered & steps taken to integrate the
project into plans, but some issues or conflicts may exist. 7P
Project doesn't consider or integrate with regional plans, but it also
doesn't conflict with or affect any existing regional plans or goals. T
Project doesn't consider regional plans or goals and/or conflicts with 0Pts
established plans/goals.
Point
7.a. | Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (Max 5 Pts.)
Value
Project has been presented to and has support/sign-off by all interested
& relevant parties/groups/stakeholders and isready to begin if selected | 5 Pts.
for inclusion to the TIP.
Some or most affected parties/groups/stakeholders have been
included/consulted on the project discussions and potential problem 25 Pt
resolutions, but some issues remain to be addressed before the project
can begin.
No engagement with parties/groups/stakeholders. Significant work 0Pk,
remains to be completed before the project can commence.
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Definition: A transit project that provides new or expanded
transit service/facilities with the intent of attracting new
transit riders to the system. Expansion projects may also
benefit existing or future riders, but the projects are evaluated
primarily on the ability to attract new riders. A transit project
that makes transit more attractive to existing riders by offering
faster travel times between destinations or improving the
customer experience. Modernization projects may also benefit
new or future riders, these projects are evaluated primarily on
the benefit to existing riders. Routine facility maintenance and
upkeep is not an evaluation criterion.

Examples of Transit Expansion and Modernization Projects:

Transit Expansion Projects:  Transit Modernization Projects:

> Operating funds for > Improved boarding areas,
new or expanded lighting, or safety and security
transit service equipment, real-time signage;

» Transit vehicles fornew 2» Passenger waiting facilities;
or expanded service heated facilities or weather

> Customer facilities protection

for new or expanded > New tfansit maintenancéand

service, new transit support facilities/garages or

centers or stations, upgrades to existing facilities

along a route > ITS measutes that improve

Park-and-ride facilities reliability andithe customer

or expansions experience on a specific

> Bus/transit vehicle transit route or in a specific
purchases area

Improved fare collection

systems

> Multiple eligible
improvements along a route

Vv

\

le

D.17: Transit Expansion/Modernization Pro

Transit Expansion and Modernization Projects Scoring

Criteria and Measures Points %
1 | Role in the Regional Transportation System and Economy 15
Measure - Level of Congestion, Princioal Artenal Intersection
la| Conversion Study Prionfiss, and Congestion Management and
Safety Plan Opporturity Areas 5
b Measure - F‘_ru:uject Lot._‘,uﬁon Relafive to Po pLdoﬂor. Density, Jobs,
ManutacturningdTransit Routes, and Education 5
le Meqsure - Donne_cjivi’ry_’ro Tranzit Routes, trail COHI:IE_CHV-IW. bike
comdogGonnegtivity, Bike/Ped. Network connectivity 5
2 | Usagé=Demonstralion of Need 20
2o | Measure - New Annual Riders (for Expansion Projects) 10
2| Measure - Total existing annual riders (for Modermization Projects) 10
(&7 Eauty £ ' 5
I ."u1_susure - Na c:ispr:upcr’r'c_nnm impa :i_s g ccnnecﬂc:"_’ro
disadvantaged populations and project's bensfits, impacts, 5
andnitigation
4 | Air Quality Emissions Reducion 15
Ieasura - Emissions and congestion benefits of project, Kg of
4a -
emisions reduced 15
5 | Mulfimodal Elements and Existing Connections 15
5q Meusure.- Bicycle and pedestrian elements of the project and
connections 15
5 Consistency with Regional Plans — Accessibility & Collaboration of
MPO’s Transit coordinated plan 10
éa | Consistent with Plans, Studies, Goals, Policies, Strategies 10
7 Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (ROW acquisifion, proximity
to historic properties) 10
7a Measure - P_u blic engogement/municipal support/KDOT
Consult/Railroad Invobement 5
Measure - Mational Environmental Protection Act, Mational Histonc
/b | Protection Act (e.g. historic resources area, ROW easements, flood
risk) 5
& | Cost Effectiveness 10
8o | Measure - Cost effectivensss (total points/total project cost] 10
100

TOTAL
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Table D.18: Transit Expansion/Mo

ernization Project

Point
l.a. | Roleinthe Regional Trans. System & Economy (Max 5 Pts.) Value
Project in highly congested areas. 5Pts.
Project in medium congested areas. 3Pts.
Project in low congested areas. 1Pt
) ) Point
1.b. | Rolein the Regional Trans. System & Economy (Max 5 Pts.) Value
Project is within 1 mile of existing employment opportunities. 2Pts.
Project is within 1 mile of existing population centers. 1.5Pts
Project is within 1 mile of existing educational institutions. 1.5Pts
) ) Point
l.c. | Roleinthe Regional Trans. System & Economy (Max 5 Pts.) Value
Project adds connectivity to existing trails/trail networks. 1.25Pts.
Project adds connectivity to existing bike corridor. 1.25 Pts.
Project adds connectivity to existing bicycle/pedestrian network. 1.25Pts.
Project adds connectivity to existing transit routes. 1.25Pts.
2.a. | Usage-Demonstration of Need (Max 10 Pts.) Point
Value
Expansion project results in a 1% increase in potential new annual users. 10 Pts.
Expansion project results in a measurable increase in potentiabnew annual -
users. '
Project does not result in a measurable change in patential new users. 0 Pts.
. Point
2.b. | Usage-Demonstration of Need (Max 10 Pts.)
Value
Project resultsin a 1% increase in total ridership. 10 Pts.
Project results in a measurable increase in total ridership. 5 Pts.
Project does not result in a measurable change in total ridership. 0 Pts.

) Point
3.a. | Equity (Max5 Pts.) Value
Project creates no disproportionate impacts to minority populations within
designated E.J. locations. 2P,
Project creates no disproportionate impacts to low-income populations within 2Pt
designated E.J. locations.
Project creates no disproportionate impacts to LE.P. populations within
designated E.Jdlocations. 1Pt
. N ) Point
4.a. | AirQuality Emissions Reduction (Max 15 Pts.) Value
Project provides a high'emissions reduction. 15Pts.
Project provides a mediunemissions reduction 10Pts.
Projéet provides a low emissions reduction. 5 Pts.
. o ) Point
5.a. | Multimodal Elements and Existing Connections (Max 15 Pts.) Value
Projectincludes bicycle features or connections. 3.75 Pts.
Projectincreases the population of potential users within a 1/2 mile of a bicycle
network. 3.75 Pts.
Projectincludes pedestrian features or connections. 3.75Pts.
Project increases the population of potential users within a 1/2 mile of a
pedestrian network. 315Pts.
Point
6.a. | Consistency with Regional Plans (Max 10 Pts. Total) Value
Project is part of established regional plans & goals or has been designed to 10Pts.
integrate with it.
Regional plans have been considered & steps taken to integrate the projectinto
plans, but some issues or conflicts may exist. TP,
Project doesn't consider or integrate with regional plans, but it also doesn't
conflict with or affect any existing regional plans or goals. SPts
Project doesn’t consider regional plans or goals andfor conflicts with 0Pts

established plans/goals.
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Table D.18: Transit Expansion/Modernization Project Scoring Breakdown

Paint

7.a. | Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (Max 5 Pts.) Value

Project has been presented to and has support/sign-off by all interested
& relevant parties/groups/stakeholders and is ready to begin if selected | 5Pts.
for inclusion to the TIP.

Some or most affected parties/groups/stakeholders have been
included/consulted on the project discussions and potential problem

2.5Pts.
resolutions, but some issues remain to be addressed before the project :
can begin.
Mo engagement with parties/groups/stakeholders. Significant work 0Pls
remains to be completed before the project can commence. '
i . Point
7.b. | Public Engagement/Risk Assessment (Max 5 Pts.) Valu
alue
Project has no elements falling under the National Environmental 25Pt
Protection Act. 2T
Project has no elements falling under the Historic Preservation Acts. 2.5Pts.

8.a. | CostEffectiveness (Max 10 Pts.)

Project results in maximum efficiency of use of funding and ha
score in this rubric.

Project results in elevated efficiency of use of funding and has a fai

high score in this rubric.
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