S. 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Program Specific Questions
Project Screening for Capital Projects

Please respond yes/no (if no, please explain):
1. It this project included in the Regional Bicycle, Pedestrian, & Trails Master Plan as a planned project? 
2. Is this project ready for inclusion into the Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program, with project scope and cost?

Capital Project Performance Outcomes 
Please describe how the project supports one or more of the performance outcomes for the programming round. (Half page per item, maximum)

1. Eliminates barriers

2. Closes gaps

3. Connects to/within activity centers

4. Increases the number of bicycle and walking trips (reduces Vehicles Miles Traveled)

5. Improves safety/security for bicyclists and pedestrians

Selection Considerations 
1. Goals
Please briefly describe how the project supports additional capital or non-capital goals, and how well.  Please refer to Part F.  (Half page per goal, maximum)
2. Project Benefit Estimate 
Please provide a quantitative and/or qualitative benefit analysis.

a.
Quantifiable Benefits Methodology

Estimate of Existing Usage 
=  x (Can be zero)

Estimate of Increase in Usage 
=  y (Can be zero)

Length of Project (miles)
=  a

Quantifiable Benefits
=  (x (a/10 mph) ($5/hr)) + (y(a/10 mph) ($10/hr))


=  $ benefits


b.
Qualitative Benefits Methodology

In one or two paragraphs, please describe benefits to the project that are not measured by the dollar figure above. Qualitative benefits can be measured using various factors. Factors to discuss, as applicable, include:  accident reduction, existing and projected usage/ridership/productivity, increase or decrease in ADT, life cycle cost reduction, VMT decrease, pavement quality index, congestion relief (idle reduction, stop and go reduction, and travel time decrease), reduced operating or maintenance costs, etc.

For safety projects, other methods of demonstrating benefits can be found at:

http://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/hsip/resources/fhwasa09029/sec4.cfm
or
http://onlinemanuals.txdot.gov/txdotmanuals/hsi/using_the_safety_improvement_index.htm

3. Commitment to Project 

Please briefly describe your agency’s commitment to implement the project.  Examples may include governing body approval, approved plan, engineering drawings completed, NEPA/CEQA completion, etc.  (Half page maximum)
Other Considerations 

Below are other considerations that will used to make funding recommendations to the Board. If other considerations relevant to the project are not already addressed earlier in the application, please briefly provide appropriate information. (One page maximum) 

· Analysis of Parts P, Q, R (e.g. project eligibility for federal funds and fund types, schedule, cost, work with conservation corps, risk to project, etc.)

· Project’s air quality benefits

· Application follows Content (Part N) and Format (Part O) requirements 

· Agency’s historical performance in delivering federal aid projects (i.e. following federal rules, STIP guidelines, delivery timeliness, etc.).

· Projects are not serving primarily recreational trips or equestrians, and are not part of developer-funded basic good practices (see footnote 1). 
· Capital projects that support Blueprint implementation will be given priority over non-capital projects and programs, although up to 10 percent of the funding in a round may be used for non-capital projects.
· The project is closely related to local activity center/compact development area, and identified in the local general plan that will be implemented soon but is beyond what is required of the developer to pay for.

· A bicycle or pedestrian project located in an undeveloped area that connects two developed areas with good circulation, particularly in areas with land use planning consistent with Blueprint principles. 

· Projects that benefit both public transit or roadways and bicycling/walking may be funded partially from this funding source with the expectation that transit or roadway funding sources will pay for the remainder.

· The same type of program or project has been implemented successfully elsewhere. 

· For inter-community projects, priority given to those proposals offering evidence of strong support by all local jurisdictions where the project is located.

