
APPLICATION

for

Springfield Area Transportation Study (SATS)
ST-U Project Prioritization Review
The Springfield Area Transportation Study has established review criteria for projects that could be considered for inclusion in the Transportation Improvement Program using Surface Transportation Program-Urban (ST-U) funding.  All eligible projects are considered using the same review criteria.  The application form should be completed by the lead agency and should include attachments as required.  The identification of a specific project, rather than the identification of a general need, is required for review
Project Name:      
Lead Agency:      
Proposed TIP Year:        




Submission Date:       
(ex. July 1, 2010 – June 30, 2011 is TIP Year 2011)
· The following types of projects will be considered for ST-U funding by SATS. 

 Check the project type.


 FORMCHECKBOX 
Road Project
 FORMCHECKBOX 
Transit Project
 FORMCHECKBOX 
Transportation Enhancement Project
· To be considered for prioritization for ST-U funding a project must meet the following.  

Check and explain all that apply to this project.

 FORMCHECKBOX 

All Projects – Must be located within the current Metropolitan Planning Area. (See MPA map)


Location:       

 FORMCHECKBOX 

All Projects – Must be consistent with the SATS Long-Range Transportation Plan and any other 



transportation plans adopted by the sponsoring jurisdiction.
 



 (See Draft Long Range Transportation Plan)


Explain:       
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Road Projects – Must be functionally classified as a collector or above, except bridges.
                                    (See Functional Classification Map)


Functional class:       

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Transit Projects – Must demonstrate that the capital needs of the area’s public transit system 


cannot be adequately met from other more direct or traditional transit funding sources.  


Explain:       

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Transportation Enhancement Projects – Must demonstrate that funding normally reserved for 


such projects is insufficient.  


Explain:  

PART I:  PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Project Name:       
Lead Agency:       
Contact Person


Name:       

Title:       

Address:       


City:        FORMTEXT 

     


State:  

Zip Code:       

Phone:       
E-mail:       
Joint Participating Agency:       
Proposed Funding:
	Local Amount
	State Amount
	Federal ST-U Amount
	Total Project Cost

	$     
	     %
	$     
	     %
	$     
	     %
	$     
	100%


If this project is anticipated to be ready for letting within the next year -what is the time frame for letting of this project based on the District 6 – Proposed Schedule for Federally Funded / State Letting Projects – Summary?      
If this project is anticipated to be let within the next year – what is the estimated date of project completion?       
Project Location (Attach location map)

Municipality:       

Jurisdiction(s):       

Termini (road or enhancement project) or Route (transit):       

Intersections Included:       
Detailed Description of Project:       

PART II:  PROJECT SCORING CRITERIA
Eligible projects are prioritized based on two sets of criteria.

1. Significance criteria are intended to assess the project’s ability to address existing and potential transportation problems and to assess project readiness. Each of the five significance criteria is worth up to 30 points, for a possible total of 150 points.
2. Efficiency/Enhancement criteria are intended to assess cost sharing and ability to strengthen and improve aspects of the transportation system.  Each of the six efficiency/enhancement criteria is worth up to 15 points, for a possible total of 90 points.

The grand total possible is 240 points.


Significance Criteria:
Regional Significance.  The project will be scored based on its ability to:

· Provide an important connection between two or more municipalities.

· Serve a regionally significant employment center, transportation facility, or other critical public facility.

· Demonstrate positive cooperation and communication between two or more jurisdictions.

For all roads in project indicate Current ADT       and projected ADT     .

How does this project demonstrate regional significance based upon the above criteria?       
Following is the point scale to be used by the reviewers only.
	Highly Significant
	Largely Significant
	Significant
	Not Significant

	30
	20
	10
	0


Safety Improvement Significance.  The project will be scored based upon its ability to:

· Address an area with high average crash frequency rate or severity.

· Provide grade separation at the intersection of roads/railroads/pedestrian- or bike-ways.

· Have safety improvement as a major objective.

How does this project improve safety based upon the above criteria?       
Following is the point scale to be used by the reviewers only.

	Highly Significant
	Largely Significant
	Significant
	Not Significant

	30
	20
	10
	0


Congestion Reduction and/or Travel Time Improvement Significance.  The project will be scored based on its ability to:

· Provide congestion reduction.

· Provide travel time reduction.

· Enhance the Level of Service (LOS) of the roadway.

How does this project address congestion reduction and/or travel time improvement based upon the above criteria:       
Following is the point scale to be used by the reviewers only.
	Highly Significant
	Largely Significant
	Significant
	Not Significant

	30
	20
	10
	0


Existing Facility Preservation Significance.  The project will be scored based on its ability to:

· Meet transportation needs by using existing transportation facilities more efficiently.

· Demonstrate the ability to reduce the need for costly future transportation infrastructure investments.

· Expand existing transportation infrastructure.

How does this project demonstrate the preservation of an existing facility based upon the above criteria?       
Following is the point scale to be used by the reviewers only.

	Highly Significant
	Largely Significant
	Significant
	Not Significant

	30
	20
	10
	0


Timeliness/Readiness.  The project will be scored based upon its readiness for construction.

What is the time frame for construction of this project?       
Following is the point scale to be used by the reviewers only.
	Ready for Construction Letting
	Ready for Letting within 1 year
	Ready for Letting within 2 years
	Ready for Letting in 3 years or more

	30
	20
	10
	0


Efficiency/Enhancement Criteria
Match Ratio Indicate the percent of cost participation by the local jurisdiction.

What is the proposed percentage of the local match for this project?       
Following is the point scale to be used by the reviewers only.

	>30% Local Match
	26-30% Local Match
	21-25% Local Match
	20% Local Match

	15
	10
	5
	0


Anticipated Economic Benefits.  The project will be scored based upon its ability to benefit economic development or neighborhood revitalization.

How does this project contribute to economic development or neighborhood revitalization?       
Following is the point scale to be used by the reviewers only.

	Significant anticipated benefits
	Large anticipated benefits
	Some anticipated benefits
	No anticipated benefit

	15
	10
	5
	0


Multimodal Characteristics or Transit Benefits.  The project will be scored based upon its ability to:

· Provide or enhance public transit service, facilities or amenities

· Provide or enhance pedestrian-ways, bike-ways, equestrian-ways, or waterways

· Connect one or more modal nodes

· Lead to enhanced multimodal connectivity
What are the multi-modal characteristics or transit benefits of this project?       
Following is the point scale to be used by the reviewers only.

	Significant anticipated benefits
	Large anticipated benefits
	Some anticipated benefits
	No anticipated benefit

	15
	10
	5
	0


Security Improvements.  The project will be scored based upon its ability to provide benefits through:

· Improving access to the Strategic Highway Network

· Improving an emergency route or accessibility to emergency vehicles

· Addressing security vulnerabilities in the transportation network

How does this project improve security based upon the above criteria?       
Following is the point scale to be used by the reviewers only.

	Significant anticipated benefits
	Large anticipated benefits
	Some anticipated benefits
	No anticipated benefit

	15
	10
	5
	0


Promotion/Preservation of Environmental Quality or Community Livability.  The project will be scored based upon its ability to provide a public benefit by:

· Improving air or water quality

· Providing wildlife corridors, habitats, or greenways

· Linking public recreational areas.

· Serving a location within or abutting an area with intense floor-area ratio, residential density, or both.

How does the project promote or preserve environmental quality or community livability based upon the above criteria?       
Following is the point scale to be used by the reviewers only.
	Significant anticipated benefits
	Large anticipated benefits
	Some anticipated benefits
	No anticipated benefit

	15
	10
	5
	0


Serves Previously or Traditionally Underserved or Under-represented Populations.  The project will be scored based upon its ability to demonstrate that it would be beneficial to the special transportation needs of traditionally underserved populations or those that are traditionally under-represented in the development of transportation systems.

How does this project address the special transportation needs of previously or traditionally underserved or under-represented populations?      
Following is the point scale to be used by the reviewers only.

	Significant anticipated benefits
	Large anticipated benefits
	Some anticipated benefits
	No anticipated benefit

	15
	10
	5
	0











TOTAL SCORE ______________
An explanation of how the project addresses each of the criteria should be provided below.  The point scale is included for applicant information only and will be used by the reviewers to rate the project.











