~_ - | Comment [DRCOG6]: Reflects
previous MVIC action. TMOs/TMAs
are only eligible under the TDM Set-

Each municipality and county in the TIP area may submit up to the following number of Aside.
funding requests based on DRCOG's latest estimate of population or employment -| Comment [DRCOG7]: Modified
(200812). Table 3 lists the number of new funding request submittals allowed by 7 Tel ) VS G UG Tie:
jUI’iSdiCtiOﬂZ Further explanation requested per 6/2
TAC:
Staff felt it was prudent to allow
i iriedicti i i smaller communities more than 2
e Two-Five (5) requests for jurisdictions with population or employment up to e
4—2—,49-91 0,000, fundi.ng request minimlums, which in
e FourEight (8) requests for jurisdictions with population or employment between LI (LSS i Sl Gl

request structure.

12.50010.001 and 498;999100.,000;
e Six-Ten (10) requests for jurisdictions with population or employment between

56;006100.001 and 99;999600,000; and

o FEightFifteen (15) requests for communities with a population or employment of
4600,000 or more.

_ - { comment [DRCOGS]: Eliminated. |

Other eligible applicants may submit up to the following number of funding requests:

«Six (6) requests for TMOs/TMAs-{independent—listed-above)tworequests for
TBMprojectsonhasdescribed-turtherinTable 13-

e regional and state agencies, state-ageneies-other than CDOT;

e Eight (8) requests for CDOT (total all regions).




DRAFT

sponsors to complete applications is either noted within the project type tables and/or
embedded within the website application.

Funding request applications, with formal project commitment forms, will be due
approximately eight weeks after the date of the announcement of the solicitation for

funding requests. All Applicants that-desire-firstyear TIP funding-{i-efiscal-year 2012}
must aIso submlt CDOT S deS|gn data form 463 and checkllst W|th the appllcatlon Eoralt

JH—*re—'lilP—Appllcants will also be required to submlt a project |mplementat|on schedule with
their funding requests, which will be available on the website application. All funding
request application forms must be complete when submitted to DRCOG as candidates for
selection. Incomplete applications will NOT be evaluated.

Applications from eligible applicants-sponsors must be prepared by individuals-those that
have been certified as attending requwed tralnlng (see Section I11.B. 2) The appl|cat|on

- Comment [DRCOG15]: Per 6/2
TAC, recommend allowing City or

(Mayor or County Commission Chair) for local governments, or agency directors or

h . County Managers to sign for the
equivalent for other applicants.

submitted requests.

_ - -| Comment [DRCOG16]: No longer
valid since moving to a 4 year TIP.




and—ethe#eemmﬁmems-Once carryover pr0|ects off the top programs and other

commitments are allocated. the remaining fundirgs isare designated for funding-any
carryroverprojests-and-selestion-ef-new projects from the eligible-fundinrg-requests in a two-

phase process.

GFE. First Phase Selection

In the first of the two phases, new projects are selected directly from the ranked lists of
funding requests, to a maximum of 75 percent of not-yet-programmed funding. Funding
targets per project type or groups are established below to implement the objectives in
the 2035-Metro-Vision-RTP. These funding targets are used to establish the maximum
selection in the first phase for each project type. -Fundingrequestsmust scorea
minimum-of- 50-points to-be-selected-in-the first phase- |Project types not listed (Other
Enhancements projects and Studies) are not scored and will be considered in the
second phase selection process only.

_ _ - { Comment [DRCOG22]: Per 6/2

-| Comment [DRCOG21]: All eligible
projects, regardless of score, will be
considered.

STP-Metro TAC recommendation.
Roadway Capacity Projects, includes roadway widening,
new roadways, new interchanges, interchange 60%
reconstruction capacity, HOT/BRT/HOV {see text)
Roadway Operational Improvements 2015%
Roadway Reconstruction 2025%
Studies (C ity, C . m- .

, b Rail/Bus. T ,

CMAQ

— Al Ouality ImorevemenrtPrejesis 90%
Roadway Operational Improvements 40%
Bicycle/Pedestrian Projects 30%
New-and-Expanded-Bus-Service Transit Service Projects | 1020%
Non-FasTracks-Transit Passenger Facilities 010%

STP-EnhancementTransportation Alternatives Program (TAP)
Bicycle/Pedestrian Projects (New-and 100%
l ] !R . } (]

23



Evaluation Criteria

DRAFT Table 4. Roadway Capacity Projects

Scoring Instructions

« Provision of left-turn lanes at signalized intersections

« Provision of infrastructure that implements an approved incident management plan

. PrOV|S|on of bicycle detection at S|gnallzed locations (in- Qavement Ioogs, video, mlcrowave)

Points
« Provision of signal interconnection
« Provision of ITS infrastructure
Multimodal connectivity o
151

the project:

« 48 points for providing a physically- protected tacmtv (mcludes but not I|m|ted to the use of bollards,
Iandscaplnq curb) for blcycle travel A A

- 8 PQ'D!S,fQE §QQ'DQ anew U@YQ‘ J%QQQ[@Q@SQD@“,”,Q,@Q existing general purpose travel lane; for
transit/HOV use {and-turns-by-general-purpose-traffic)-for a continuous distance longer than a
transit/carpool queue jump lane-but-nrot-mere-than1,800-feet.

. 5 points for including major transit/HOV operational features -— transit/carpool queue jump IanesL

« 4 points for adding a new bike lane, erhouIderstf Qrfmyltlqufefgqtht 77777777777777777777777

« 2 points for including transit amenities (e.g., bus shelters, benches, multimodal information kiosks)

« 2 points for a bicycle and/or pedestrian facility directly touching school property; OR 1 point if
facility is within 1/8 mile

«—2 points for a bicycle and/or pedestrian facility directly touching passenger rail, BRT station, park-

N-Ride lot, transit terminal (all currently open on or before 2025), or existing bus stops lserving 3 or

« 2 points for detaching sidewalks to a minimum buffer of 6 feet from the roadway
o 2 points for widening sidewalks to a minimum width of 8 feet
« 2 points for incorporating transit priority at project traffic signals

« 2 points for providing one or more protected roadway crossings for pedestrians (e.g., center
refuge, bump-outs, flashing lights, raised pedestrian crossing on turn lanes, etc.).

« 1 point for building pedestrian linkages to other adjacent land uses (other than schools)

« 1 point for including minor transit operational features - bus pads

« 1 point for providing bike amenities (e.g., bike racks, bike lockers)

« 1 point for installing bicycle counters at newly constructed facilities
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Comment [DRCOG29]: 5/19 TAC
addition credits sponsors who have
exercised “good planning” by
incorporating multimodal connectivity
features prior to funding request.

Comment [DRCOG30]: MVIC
requested TAC to review increasing
the number of points to 8, for
providing a new transit travel lane.

TAC concurred.

| Comment [DRCOG31]: Per 5/19

TAC, increased points to 5 and added
carpool queue jump lanes.

Comment [DRCOG32]: Added per
5/19 TAC and MVIC suggestion.

Comment [DRCOG33]: Per 6/2
TAC, added “or multi-use path”

| Comment [DRCOG34]: MVIC
"| requested TAC review if the total

number of transit riders served could
be used instead of the number of
routes served (3). MVIC also
questioned the “directly touching”
definition and wondered if a specific
distance (e.g., 1/8 mile) maybe better.

TAC was silent on the
transit/routes question, but
concurred with defining distance.
Specifically, TAC recommends 2
points for directly touching and 1
point within 1/8 mile.

Comment [DRCOG35]: MVIC
questioned the value and applicability
of this criterion.

TAC recommended maintaining
the optional point.




DRAFT Table 5. Roadway Operational Improvement Projects

Eligibility Criteria
¢ Projects enanyreadway-shewnshall be located on the 28635-2040 Metro Vision Regional Roadway System-{as-adepted-by-the

__ - | Comment [DRCOG37]: Added per
6/2 TAC.

e Roadway operational projects at interchanges are allowed, with the exception of:
o__New travel movements (e.g., constructing a missing ramp)
o New major flyover (or flvunder) ramps.

. Wlthln the urban growth boundary arterlaI roadway prOJects must adhere to urban desrgn standards and must demonstrate that
sidewalks are present and will be maintained-and-replaced or will be added as part of the project (minimum width of 5 feet). Outside
the urban growth boundary, roadway projects must adhere to non-urban design standards and incorporate a high degree of access
control.

o Any-eurrentExisting bicycle or transit infrastructure must-as-a-minimum-beretaired-inkind-shall not be eliminated as a result of the
proposed project.
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DRAFT Table 5. Roadway Operational Improvement Projects

Evaluation Criteria Scoring Instructions
Points

Current congestion 0-12 | Based on the degree of current (26682011) congestion on the most congested approach or segment
of the project:

12 points will be awarded to projects with eurrent-a congestion score of 3816 or more; 0 points to
projects with eurrent-a congestion score of 64 or less; with straight-line interpolation between.

Sources:

o Roadways Projects: DRCOG congestion management program.

« ForgGrade sSeparations Projects: The DRCOG congestion management program will use the
following data: Number of trains/day: CDOT (divide by 24 for hourly estimate); Default average
closure time = 3 min.; Default estimated recovery time multiplier=1.5. Sponsor may supply
location-specific data to augment DRCOG or default data.

Crash reduction (Safety) 0-57 | Based on the project’s estimated crash reduction and weighted crash rate, up to 5-7 points will be
awarded. Appendix ED explains the point allocation.

Source: DRCOG or sponsor supplied crash data. Spensers-are-enceouraged-to-use-qualified-trattic

Delay reduction [ 0- | ! /-a ! z ! . - { comment [DRCOG38]: MVIC
21 requested TAC to review possibility of
— . s . . . awarding points based on PERSON
Based on the project’s current estimated vehieleperson hours of travel (VPHT) reduced during the AM e gngfaJa (PMT) rather than
peak hour plus the PM peak hour:; VHT reduction. PMT is reflected in

Roadway Capacity and

. . . . . Reconstruction project types, but not

-12-18 points will be awarded to projects reducing 2080XXX ¥PHT or more during the two peak hours; Operational. See below.

0 points to projects reducing 20XXX ¥PHT or less; with straight line interpolation between. .
’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’’ - After 6/2 TAC, revise to reflect

. N, measurement change from VHT to

PHT Calculation: . | PHT.

1. Calculate vehicle hours of travel (VHT) using sponsor-supplied traffic data
a) For intersection eperationsprojects, use intersection operations software (for multiple

Comment [DRCOG39]: To be
determined.

intersections, sum individual intersection improvements).
b) For grade separation projects, compute delay by [(average closure time) * (estimated
recovery multiplier)] * [number of trains per hour] * [total volume in peak hour] /60.
2. Calculate Average Vehicle Occupancy (AVO) = ((# of vehicles in the peak hour - # of buses in
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Evaluation Criteria

DRAFT Table 5. Roadway Operational Improvement Projects

Scoring Instructions
Points

the peak hour) x 1.36) + total transit riders in the peak hour / (# of total vehicles in the peak

hour)
3. Calculate Person Hours Travel (PHT) = VHT x AVO

Source: sponsor computations based on sponsor-supplied traffic data._Use “Max Load” from RTD'’s
Ridecheck data to calculate total transit riders in the peak hour (total all routes that intersect project
location)

Busboardingperhour] | 2 |.—2poin .
GestFunding-effectiveness | - | Based on the project’s eurrentestimated-costrequested federal funds per vehieleperson hour of travel |
1012 | (MPHT) reduced during the AM peak hour plus PM peak hour:

-10-12 points will be awarded to projects with a federal funding eestrequest per VPHT reduced of

$10,000XXX or less; 0 points to projects with a federal funding cestrequest per VPHT reduced of

$210,000XXX or more; with straight line interpolation between.

Source: Sponsor computations
Transportation system 8-5 1 point will be awarded for each of the following features to be added to or newly provided as part of
management the project, up to 5 points (of a possible 67 features):

« Provision of raised, depressed, or barrier medians for the entire length of the project

« Access consolidation (driveways, side streets)

« Provision of left-turn lanes at signalized intersections

« Provision of signal interconnection

« Provision of ITS infrastructure

< Provision of infrastructure that implements an approved incident management plan

« Provision of bicycle detection at signalized locations (in-pavement loops, video, microwave).
Multimodal connectivity 0-18 : : ~Up to 45-18 points (of a possible 3545), will be awarded

for the following features existing and being retained. or being included in and newly constructed by R

the project:
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| Comment [DRCOG40]: Staff

recommendation based on MVIC note
regarding delay reduction.

6/2 TAC due to VHT to PHT
conversation, this criterion is no
longer necessary.

-| Comment [DRCOG41]: After 6/2

TAC, revise to reflect measurement
change from VHT to PHT.

Comment [DRCOG42]: 5/19 TAC
addition credits sponsors who have
exercised “good planning” by
incorporating multimodal connectivity
features prior to funding request.




DRAFT Table 5. Roadway Operational Improvement Projects

Evaluation Criteria Scoring Instructions
Points

« 4 points for adding a new bike lane, ershoulders, or multi-use path ] N - { Comment [DRCOG43]: Added per J

« 2 points for including transit amenities (e.g., bus shelters, benches, multimodal information kiosks) b Lo TAC and MVIC suggestion.

« 2 points for a bicycle and/or pedestrian facility directly touching school property; OR 1 point if ‘{Comment [DRCOG441]: Per 6/2 J
facility is within 1/8 mile TAC, added “or multi-use path”

«—2 points for a bicycle and/or pedestrian facility directly touching passenger rail, BRT station, park-
N-Ride lot, transit terminal (all currently open on or before 2025), or existing bus stops |serving 3 or

7 Comment [DRCOG45]: MVIC

« 2 points for detaching sidewalks to a minimum buffer of 6 feet from the roadway ﬁqnl:g:treg ngsﬁexfgsifggségtiguld
+ 2 points for widening sidewalks to a minimum width of 8 feet B e T TRy e e
« 2 points for incorporating transit priority at project fraffic signals routes served (3). MVIC also

- questioned the “directly touching”

. . . . definition and wondered if a specific
« 2 points for providing one or more protected roadway crossings for pedestrians (e.g., center distance (e.g., 1/8 mile) maybe better.

refuge, bump-outs, flashing lights, raised pedestrian crossing on turn lanes, etc.). )
TAC was silent on the

+ 1 point for building pedestrian linkages to other adjacent Iand uses (other than schools) ensltiroutas qusstionbal

« 1 point for including minor transit operational features - bus pads concurred with defining distance.

« 1 point for providing bike amenities (e.g., bike racks, bike lockers) ey, UG Uk o
points for directly touching and 1

o 1 pomt for mstallmg bicycle counters at newly constructed tfacmtlesL 77777777777777777777777 e point within 1/8 mile.

Comment [DRCOG46]: MVIC
v questioned the value and applicability
. 1 point for prowdmg pedestnan -oriented street lighting for the entlre Iength of the prOJect of this criterion.

+ 1 point for providing street trees and/or a landscaped buffer between the roadway and sidewalk A0 G e ) e
within the street zone for the entire length of the project the optional point.
Environmental justice 0-3 | 3 points will be awarded if 75% or more of the project length is located within a 2040 RTP-defined

environmental justice area-(Figure-34-of the-2035-Metro-Vision RTR). The sponsor must identify the
benefits and dlsadvantages the pr0|ect may have on e#th&prejeett&the enwronmental Justlce

- Comment [DRCOG47]: MVIC
discussed the overall environmental
justice criterion (for all project types)

’ - and questioned the level of

Project-related Metro Vision | 8-178 Up to -1-81 7 pomts will be awarded as descrlbed in Append|x EE documentation to require for “proof’ of

implementation and EJ benefits.
strategic-corridorfocuys TAC affirmed the level of
Sponsor-related Metro 0-8 | Up to 8 points will be awarded for sponsor-actions-implementing-Metro-Visionas described in—A documenmatioapwesisuiliclont
Vision implementation Appendix GF-explains-the-specificcriteria.

Total 100
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Evaluation Criteria

DRAFT Table 6. Roadway Reconstruction Projects

Scoring Instructions

Points

straight line interpolation between.

Source: Sponsor computations:

Usage

Based on current average weekday traffic (AWDT) per lane (average for overall project length):

+Projects with AWDT/lane of 45;5008.000 or more will receive 79 points; projects with AWDT/lane of
52,000 or less will receive 0 points; with straight line interpolation between. Source: Sponsor

data.Seurce-Sponsor-data:

Transportation system
management

0-5

1 point will be awarded for each of the following features to be added to or newly provided as part of
the project, up to 5 points (of a possible 67 features):

Provision of raised, depressed, or barrier medians for the entire length of the project
Access consolidation (driveways, side streets)

Provision of left-turn lanes at signalized intersections

Provision of signal interconnection

Provision of ITS infrastructure

< Provision of infrastructure that implements an approved incident management plan

« Provision of bicycle detection at signalized locations (in-pavement loops, video, microwave).

Multimodal connectivity

Various-points-for-each-of the-followingfeatur-Up to 45-18 points (of a possible 3545), will be awarded
for the following features existing and being retained. or tk;elrjg included in and newly constructed by
the project:

« 48 points for providing a physically- protected tacmty (mcludes but not I|m|ted to the use of bollards,
Iandscaplnq curb) for blcvcle traveI W-m W

transit/HOV use {and-turns-by-general-purpose-traffic)-for a continuous distance longer than a
transit/carpool queue jump lane-but-retmore-than1,800-feet.
. 5 points for including major transit/HOV operational features -— transit/carpool queue jump Ianeﬁ
« 4 points for adding a new bike lane, . or-shoulders, or mylﬁtlqulefgqtbt 777777777777777777777777
« 2 points for including transit amenities (e.g., bus shelters, benches, multimodal information kiosks)
« 2 points for a bicycle and/or pedestrian facility directly touching school property; OR 1 point if

facility is within 1/8 mile
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- Comment [DRCOG48]: 5/19 TAC
addition credits sponsors who have
exercised “good planning” by
incorporating multimodal connectivity
features prior to funding request.

Comment [DRCOG49]: MVIC
requested TAC to review increasing
the number of points to 8, for
providing a new transit travel lane.

TAC concurred.

_ - Comment [DRCOG50]: Per 5/19

TAC, increased points to 5 and added
carpool queue jump lanes.

N - { Comment [DRCOG51]: Added per

5/19 TAC and MVIC suggestion.

|

Comment [DRCOG52]: Per 6/2
TAC, added “or multi-use path”

|




DRAFT Table 87. Transit Passenger Facilities Projects
Eligibility Criteria
e Any stations, transfer facilitiyes, or park-n-Ride lots identified in the Metro Vision RTP{Appendix2-ofthe-amended2035-Metro-Vision

e Only-RTD-andSponsor must obtain concurrence from the appropriate transit agency and/or CDOT are-eligible-as-applicants-for-this
projest-type projects associated with their services or property(ROW). __ - { comment [DRCOG56]: Per 6/2
77777777777777777777777777777777777777777777 TAC, all applicants are eligible to
Evaluation Criteria Scoring Instructions submit projects with the transit

Points agency or CDOT concurrence.

Potential-Usage and : ; Hity—si
Benefits 3044 attemtseempletren Up to 44 pornts erI be awarded based on caIcuIated |nd|cator unlts (to represent

likelihood of ridership) for project benefits:

-Results greater than 100,000 will receive-30 44 points-willbe-awarded-to-projects-serving-more-than
5,000-people; resulis less than 8,000 receive 81 points to-facilities-servingless-than1500; with straight

-line interpolation between.

Source: DRCOG model data and US Census. DRCOG staff will tabulate the project’s indicator units
within a half-mile buffer of the facility. Sponsors wanting to know a project’s possible indicator units
score prior to submittal may request DRCOG to compute indicator units no later than 2 weeks prior
tobefore the application deadline.

SourceSponsorastimates.
Multimodal connectivity o- OBased on the basis-ef-number of modes directly served at the new facility, 3-4 points will be awarded
2428 | for each mode of travel served up to a maximum of 24-28 points.

Modes are defined as: Local or limited bus service, express or regional bus service, mall shuttle or
circulator bus, intra-regional commuter rail, inter-regional commuter rail, light rail, inter-city van/limo
(gaming, ski areas), inter-city rail (AMTRAK, K-ski-train-etc.), private inter-city bus and charter bus
service, bicycle, pedestrian, car sharing, auto parking, and rental car.

Environmental justice 0-3 | 3 points will be awarded if 75% or more of the project length is located within a 2040 RTP-defined
environmental justice area-{Figure-34-of the-2035-Metro-Vision-RTR). The sponsor must identify the
benefits and dlsadvantages the pr0|ect may have on ef—theprefeet—tethe envrronmental Justlce .| Comment [DRCOG57]: MVIC
________ .~ | discussed the overall environmental
MUY oHoTiitiar 7N =it ,,T,,,,,,,,T,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,ﬁ ,,,,,,, -1 justice criterion (for all project types)

and questioned the level of
documentation to require for “proof”’ of
EJ benefits.

TAC affirmed the level of
documentation was sufficient.
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