DISTRICT 7 STP FUNDS

Ranking of City (Urban) Projects

ATP 7, 2015 - 2018

(Applicant name)

(Project Number)

(Project Description)

: Submitters Xthis  TotalPts  MaxPts
Unit Feature Pts Assigned Examples Factor (Ranking) Available Comments
10 Prevent deaths with documented accident
history
, Proactive safety with no accident history (incl.
Traffic Safety an_d 5 hew foariway) X2 20
Hazard Elimination : :
3 Reconstruction — no safety improvement
1 Reconditioning — no safety improvement
10 > 18,000 ADT
9 16,000 - 18,000
8 14,000 - 16,000
Traffic Volume * 7| 12,000 -14,000
Existing/estimated ADT 6 10,000 - 12,000 X1 10
for new constr/reconstr 5 8,000 — 10,000
and reconditioning 4 6,000 — 8,000
3 4,000 - 6,000
2 2,000 - 4,000
1 < 2,000 ADT
RQI (Ride Quality 5 Less than 2.5
Index) — or equivalent 3 2.5-3 X4 20
rating system 1 Greater than 3
. 10 Leads to new business opportunities
Econ?mlc t 5 Creates opportunities for existing businesses X1 10
SUElYpE 1 Maintains status quo
5 Do not have a project in the current STIP
: 4 Have a project in Year 1 of the STIP
szeqentt or Prior 3 Have a project in Year 2 of the STIP X3 15
rojec 2 Have a project in Year 3 of the STIP
1 Have a project in Year 4 of the STIP
10 3 or more entities (each contributing financially
toward the required match)
Multi-jurisdictional 5 2 entities (both contributing financially toward X1 10
the required match)
1 Stand-alone project
Multi- 10 Promotes safe and convenient access and
travel for all users
modal/Complete 5 Provides limited access to some modes/users X1 10
Streets 1 Addresses motor vehicle traffic only
o 5 Project has been identified in a plan that
Identified in a local, involved a robust public input process
regional, or state 3 Project has been identified in a plan, but the X1 5
| plan did not include public input
plan . ST—
1 Project has not been identified in a plan
TOTAL POINTS 100
(100 points possible)

1|Page




DISTRICT 7 STP FUNDS
Ranking of City (Urban) Projects (Applicant name)
ATP 7, 2015 - 2018

(Project Number)

(Project Description)

Risk Screening guestions (avoid project “slippage”):

1. Does the project use Section 4(f) Park Lands or properties?
| Yes | No (lam [725% [/50% [775% [7100% certain)

2. Does the project occur within any areas of effect on properties listed, or eligible for listing, on the National
Register of Historic Places?
] Yes ] No (lam [725% [/50% [775% [7100% certain)

3. Does the project affect species or critical habitat protected by the Endangered Species Act?
] Yes | No (lam [725% [/50% [775% [7100% certain)

4. Does the action require no or minor amounts of new right of way or temporary easement, minor access change,
no relocations, and has low risk of hazardous materials involvement?
] Yes ] No (lam [725% [/50% [775% [7100% certain)

5. Does the project involve placement of fill into Waters of the U.S.?
| Yes | No (lam [725% [/B0% [775% [7100% certain)

6. Does the project encroach into a floodplain?
] Yes | No (lam [725% [/50% [775% [7100% certain)

7. Does the project significantly impact air quality?
| Yes | No (lam [725% [/50% [775% [7100% certain)

8. Is the project anticipated to be controversial?
| Yes | No (lam [725% [/50% [775% [7100% certain)

NOTE:

Right-of-way, preliminary engineering and construction engineering are not eligible for federal funding.
No project $minimum or $maximum are applied

Signature of City Engineer Date of Submittal
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