Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Performance Measures Criteria and Scoring Questions

Max Points GIS Evaluated Subjective

RTP Goal Area

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Instructions on How to Score

Available in Scored
Question

Question

Review
Question

Question

Equitable ET1. Is the project located in an Equity Focus
d ) In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) proj quity Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation Area (EFA)?
) ) ) Score 1 point f project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ) ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all XIS 1 - o
§ In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) " communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to communi ) ) ) _ - )
Equitable P N ET3. Is project located in tract with a below- |Score 1 point f project tract has walkability score below regional average.
N places for BIPOC, underserved N " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation " regional average walkability score? GIS evaluated.
i Improves access to community i i .
Equitable ET4. Is the project on either the pedestrian or| .
. ) places for BIPOC, underserved § LTy B Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation i bicycle gaps map?
. Improves access to community B §
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a !
d ) places for BIPOC, underserved proJ 8 Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation - frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ET1, ET4 - ETS first. If
. ET1and ET4 are marked "YES" then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does |- o ec TS ther : °
) Improves access to community ! ! ‘ points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR bicycle
Equitable the project close an active transportation © . ===
. places for BIPOC, underserved orte system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation " gaps or upgrades substandard facilities along |” . ! )
es ? fact includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
frequent transit lines and stations in EFAs? © - e L >
elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point f pedestrian or bicycle gap
is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements n area with | ET7. Is project tract area below regional |Score 1 point if project tract has life expectancy score below regional N ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes  |average for life expectancy? average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ET8. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | proje " Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) ¢ higher than regional average diesel ! 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ) 3 regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ETO. Is the project in an area with higher than | Score 1 point if project tract has air toxics level higher than regional . ves No ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | regional average level of air toxics? average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. Is the project located on high injury
Equitable Makes improvements in area with ° project located on high INJUrY )¢ o 4 1oint if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a high
. € corridor or intersection within an Equity > ! N y 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Focus Area?
ET11. Is project in tract with an above-
Equitable Improves access to low-(and middle?)| = - '* P Ve Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
. ! regional average number of jobs within 30 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation wage jobs € evaluated.
mins. (all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and
Equitable 4 ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower
q ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for the proj 2 Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " 2 than regional average vehicle access?
equity
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower
e ation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity i service access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
e, barriers (jobs, transit, services for |longer transit access to jobs travel times | Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
& equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the | points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | project improve travel optionsinan area | lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
T?ans ortation barriers (jobs, transit, services for with lower than regional average vehicle community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service |improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
Removes, reduces disparities and Score 1 if the applicant has clearly identified disparities or barriers beyond
Equitable oy - ET16. What other barriers exist that the L [RERUIEDELLL R ¥
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for ) those listed above and identified how the project is intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation N o project can address? N
equity that barrier.
cauitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o ) of access to vehicle/high housing + | than regional average level of renter housing | Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation i
transportation burden burden?
N Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher | Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
T?ans ortation of access to vehicle/high housing + than regional average cost burdens burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing cost 1 Yes No Yes
. transportation burden (transportation + housing)? burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1 - 5, based on your review of Community
) e Involvement application questions. Has the public been informed of the
) Improvement in area with high lack S ° ) o )
Equitable aren " ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
) of access to vehicle/high housing + - Howhas publi F ‘  Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation ] project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden N . o X !
Score 1-5 if there is public and
of that input.
N ET20. Do you have any comments about any
q ) Reviewer feedback of the topics covered in the Equitable 0 No N/A No
Transportation > §
Transportation section?
Project location is designated as a SS1. Is the project located on a high injun
Safe System ol  ceslg! 15 the proj BRINUTY 1 5core 1 point if project is located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements | corridor?
S Project location is designated asa | SS2.Is the project located on a regional Score 1 point if the project is on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high . ves o ves
44 priority for safety improvements pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor?  |injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
553. Did the project application indicate the
Project location is designated as a - Did the project app Score 1 point if the project is identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System : ) project is included in a locally adopted safety o : . ; 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements action plan? plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
Project location is designated as a SS4. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System ole  ceslg! >4/ any high Injury Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to 5S4. If marked "YES,"
then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the project
_ o 555. Is project addressing a specific area with sd ! Y nigh Injury Inters I the proj
Project location is designated as a area, then review the project scope. In particular review application
Safe System ‘ ) a high level of fatal or severe crashes? How ) ! > 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements i questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are there any
Ve scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If so, score 1
point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review project
) .  |556. Does the project's design classification | PrO1ects scop P P nunct e
Design elements prioritize pedestrian | ! ‘ scope only if response to D1 is one of the following design classifications:
Safe System include prioritized functions for the : ° ! " 1 No Yes Yes
safety L Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street, Community
pedestrian realm? ° d ! .
Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of these design
classifications, please score 0.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Performance Measures Criteria and Scoring Questions

Max Points GIS Evaluated Subjective
RTP Goal Area Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria Instructions on How to Score Available in Scored LEE Question
Question Question Question
Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian priority
Design elements priortize pedestrian | 557+ ATe the preferred design elements being | design according to design classfication. To help, see responses to design
Safe System o felg P! P used for pedestrian functions accordingto | section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian functions for 3 No Yes Yes
v the functional class and design classification? | the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access and mobility
as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section application
question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
- q . ked "YES" th tions SS8 and SS9.
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 558. Does the project address a network |0 ¢ ENEHEHSIBIBEEE
Safe System Trails network g o7 1 No Yes Yes
& B Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial ill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
Fill letely, partially) AT . . . P
Safe System ils (completely, partially) AT or 559. Does the project completely fill the gap? |See instructions in SS8. 1 No Yes Yes
Trails network gap
$510. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is th
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 0- Applicable to Trail Projects: Isthe ¢ o 4 | ointif the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System > project identified as a regional trails major 1 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap ; Investment Strategy.
investment?
safe System Fills (completely, partally AT or 5S11. Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses allin current o o /A Vs
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project application.
Aernfierr i p q . . This is a GIS d dent tion. See GIS 1 tion SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or designated |S512. Does project contain elements that BRI AR SE A R TIEIE (HS eIk
) > 2 ! marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System walking zone) of a K-12 school Safe  |improve active transportation access to a =0 T b N 1 No Yes Yes
s oS school? description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
! leading to the school(s). If 5511 response is "NO" score s 0.
i 1 ) This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or designated X s s 3 515 dependent question. see IS response to question
. 5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System walking zone) of a K-12 school Safe |22~ N " F 1 No Yes Yes
Routes to School identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
$514: Do you have any comments about any
Safe System Reviewer feedback of the topics covered in the Safe System 0 No N/A No
section?
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option | and trails gaps near transit? Does project  |Score 1 point if project is on a tier 1 or 2 priority level on the TriMet . ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connectionto | pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit Score 1 point if the project is categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 RTP. 1 Ves No Ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project is located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option  |CAR3. Is the project included in the Better | Segments, highlighted here: https://nelsonnygaard.shinyapps.io/trimet- . Vs o Vs
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CAR4. Does project include scope elements | transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit point if project includes non-infrastructure modifying elements (i.e. signal , o ves ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https: .gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. Is the project adding new or
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | CARS. Does project increase or add Active  |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or . o Ves ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
CAR6. Does project identify specific Review project scope. Max scor»e Z points av}a‘\\able.lsbcore if the project
. " R N . N scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Managementand | r- 5 < oo
o N N N N intelligent transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing. 2 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the 2 " N A
R capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
e 2 upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR7. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Actionand  |Improves/adds street connectivity | minor or major arterial street according to §
o . . . . Ref ly. N its allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 Ny N/A Ny
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 eterence only. No points allocated. GI> evaluate ° /1 °
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point available if either Part
1 or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1 is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR?. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
CAR. I project likely to encourage local | e (System management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
i : o adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score 1
Climate Actionand  |Improves/adds street connectivity |traffic to use local and collector streets to oint 1 No Ves Ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial s
treets?
EE=E Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilities? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
) ! » CAR9. Does the project include or address | 171 12 GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ETA. Score 1
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity N ¢ : point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion elements.
o - gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian Ak o . N o 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) networks? No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of gap. No
: distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
) ! » CAR10. Does the project include or address | 11 12 GIS dependent question. See G response to question ETA. Score 1
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity - : - point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
o - gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian R P - N - 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) networks? elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
: gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
" N . CAR11. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is th - S N §
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity V- Applicable to Trall Projects: [Sthe g6 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e , project located on the regional trails system 1 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) plan? evaluated.
Climate Actionand | improves/adds street connectivity | CAR12- Applicable o Trail Pojects: s the Ihis xi a GI5 dependent question. See GIS response to SS10. f marked
- N project identified as a regional trails major ~ |"YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trails Major 1 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) L
investment? Strategy. GIS evaluated.
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Max Points
Available in
Question

GIS Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

RTP Goal Area Performance Measure Instructions on How to Score

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Question

Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CARL3. Does the project scope include > points. Review pro) pe, particularly resp "
) A " : Detail question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
Climate Actionand | management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management s =" eI
o * N N N any transportation demand management strategies implementation with 3 No Yes Yes
Resilience TSMO) as part of the project (Climate |strategies to support and compliment the . b >
' ’ ° the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars) infrastructure project? o
applications.
Climate Actionand |In a designated 2040 Land Use center | CAR14. Is project located in a designated )
e 2B (1 & Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) 2040 land use area?
X o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
. CAR15. Is project located in or improves Bty ) ; -
Climate Actionand | In a designated 2040 Land Use center . ! YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score if
"2 : multimodal connections to a designated ° ! core L 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? N .
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree cano reen
) ) ! P, & - ) Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand [infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located inan urban |, b ) ' "
2 infrastr o€ - defined here as ‘project located in census tract in top quartile of tract urban 0 No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ o )
" heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
I [ , This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS to CARLS. If marked
] ] Increases tree canopy, green CARL7. Does the scope adds street trees or |52 615 dependent question. See GIS response to CARI, f marke
Climate Actionand  [infrastructure and decreases * YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project includes
i N h ” other green infrastructure to reduce heat " N 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |, scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green infrastructure) which
" island effects?
climate change address urban heat effects.
Increases tree cano reen
) ) ! P, & - - Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases CARI18. Project s located in a high v ed ¢ ¢ "
2 infrastr o€ ' g hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top 0 No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | environmental hazard potential sk area? ‘ @ here
" quartile of tract hazard index’
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green .
) ) ! Py & ) ) _ |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Actionand  infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with |, Nor " ) /
i . ) ™ defined here as 'project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract 0 No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for  |low canopy coverage? )
N canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
, ) This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CARLS. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes doud U 4 GRS
Increases tree canopy, green e 8 marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point if project scope
_ ) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ' ’ core *
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as green
e ! A e infrastructure to manage stormwater or N " - 2 No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for " ) infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19 is marked
" street trees in areas with lower than average [ o o asec Y marke
climate change YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy mitigation
tree canopy coverage. N
elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR21. Is the project on an Emergenc,
"2 n Emergency © proj gency Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
, This is a triple GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR18, CAR20,
CAR22. Does the project scope elements 2 (xR ) A
) ) h " and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope elements.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of - > A b
" " ! et ) Score 1 point if the scope includes elements that increase resilience of 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, ° e uces o
e smic T infrastructure OR add mobility options/mobility redundancy along an
wildfires) or add mobility options? "
Emergency Transportation Route.
Review project scope. Score 1 point if scope description includes
Climate Action and ) . CAR23. Project scope includes elements to proj P p P P! :
"2 Decreases impervious surface stormwater management features beyond what may be considered 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. y
required.
S CAR24. Do you have any comments about
2 Reviewer feedback any of the topics covered in the Climate No N/A No
Resilience 4 .. :
Action and Resilience section?
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
MO1. Does the project increases street proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for different
Mobility Options o street ivity to support direct and multiple [ modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please reference 1 No Yes Yes
route options? responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1 point. This can
also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths or redundancies
) ) |in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO2. Does the project provide shorter trips | - " o ° CELIBE
Mobility Options |mproves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessing | /<8 Infrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please 1 No Yes Yes
s 5 g reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
. point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
I | MO3. Isthe project located within a % mile :
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity 15 the project ’ i Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of  high injury corridor or
, ) Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! " /21 e gh Injury
Mobility Options ° N ; ° intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or 1 No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? ; " .
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
. design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliabilit
MOS. Does the project include treatments to | & cation. Bas & " oty
) e - treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- . increase reliability and efficiency for all ment " onss ¢
I Increases reliability and efficiency for 2o classification? If so, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street . . . « . - 1 No Yes Yes
all travel modes c e ' Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal timing,
functional classification and design ‘ : e -
ona, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1 point if
classification? ° 2ore P on i > L
treatments are consistent with design classification and increase reliability
and efficiency.
Moblity Options | r0Yides/increases transportation MO Does the project fila gap or deficiency [Tnis i a GIS dependent question. See GISresponses to CARS and CARIJ I . o ves ves
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
) ) MO?. Does the project include elements that proj pe. Scare 1 polnt it proj
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit ! e project toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. 1 No Yes Yes
improve transit reliability? ° !
ps: .or 8 gi transit-strategy
MOS. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 1 No No No
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MO8. If MO8 is a "YES," then review project scope. If scope
MO89. Does the project scope address transit |addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit ne proj P Y using > re 1 point. I 2 No Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
https://trimet.org/about/performance.htméroute
MO10. Does the project improve reliability | This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TE10 and TE12. If
I — by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to TE11
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability 14 B [MELIE DI e ! (&2 : 1 No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or enhancing
system? mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
MO11. Do you have any comments about
Mobility Options | Reviewer feedback any of the topics covered in the Mobility No N/A No
Options section?
Support/provide/increases access to | TEL- 15 the project located i tract with # of
Thriving Economy pRort/provic target industries greater than (>) the regional |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Target Industries D
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RTP Goal Area

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Performance Measures Criteria and Scoring Questions

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Appendix 2

Instructions on How to Score

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIS Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Question

Support/provide/increases access to

TE2. Does project improve access to a tract

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES"
then score.

Thriving E ith # of target industri ional 1 N v v
rVINg ECOMOMY | 7arget Industries g e neustries 7 regiona Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access ° e e
ge? to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/Commercial developability [with # of developable acres > regional Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
TE4. Does project improve access to a tract  |then review project scope and score.
Thriving Economy | Industrial/Commercial developability [with # of developable acres > regional Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
. In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040 )
Thriving Economy |1 2 Co BN e CITAISESEIE |13 B AR A CEEm S Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) land use area?
- 1 designated 2040 Land Use center | TE6: ' Projectlocated in or provides This i a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score 1 point f
Thriving Economy : multimodal connection to a designated 2040 | project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) e .
land use area? within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
) - 167, Does the project scope fl a gapor | 1115152 partal 615 depedent question. Max score availabl: 3. Score 1 point
Increases multimodal mobility and :  |per: 1)if project addresses active transportation on a regional facility; 2)
. mutim: address a substandard active transportation | cresses ¢
Thriving Economy  [access to industrial and transport “ . 219N Nincreases access to industrial and transport facilities (see GIS response to 3 No Yes Yes
o5 facility and/or increases access to transit ) e
facilities ! ” - TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of identified
infrastructure on a regional facility? - ;
(either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a .5
Thriving Economy  [access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4 land use Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities ignati
) " TE9. Does the project scope includ . ) )
Increases multimodal mobility and CEDUIBIE ]SS ANTEUEED This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
. mutim: elements to increase access industrial and oo ° " )
Thriving Economy  [access to industrial and transport ner marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
oss transport facilties (e.g. creates a new ! ore P o
facilities to increase access to industrial and transport facilities?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport 10. Is the project located on the regional g ference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
"SS freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE10, if marked "YES"
Increases multimodal mobility and , ) then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on the
. mutim: TE11. Does project make improvements to ° elements en ! o acce
Thriving Economy  [access to industrial and transport _ roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk nfil, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
o5 freight network? ey ) o
facilities facilities infill or 3 p , infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and
TE12.Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport || -2 ¢ e Projectiocated in a Title Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
> industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TE and TEL2; if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and | TEL3. Does the project increase multimodal | "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point. Score 1 point
Thriving Economy  [access to industrial and transport  [access and options within a Title 4 industrial |if scope elements add new mobility option or enhances existing option (e.g. 1 No Yes Yes
facilities center? upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to protected) in or
connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- I ) )
. ) - an above Score 1 point f project is in an area with an above regional average number
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 | < 1 projectis inan 0 Yes Yes No
€ of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. (all modes)?
TE15. Do you have any comments about any
Thriving Economy  |Reviewer feedback of the topics covered in the Thriving No N/A No
Economy section?
Does the project design represent the |D1. What s the design classification of the
) best possible improvement in project |project roadway?
b Ref ly. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 v N N
sign area, based on functional NOTE: Trails do not have a design eterence only. No points aflocated. GI5 evaluate e ° °
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
) ) ) ) : or 2024/10/25/Designing-
Does the ct d 't the [ D2. Based on the functi te f o " )
0¢s the project design represent the | b2, Based on the functions appropriate for 1, 1o streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1,pdf
besign best possible improvement in project | the design classification, are the design s o ves ves
E area, based on functional recommended prioritized functions being S )
s . Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
! look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
ps: or i 2024/10/25/Designing-
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
De the ject desi it the . .
0¢s the project AesIgn rEpresent € o3 are the preferred designs according to ) N . )
§ best possible improvement in project | -~ o . N Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In particular,
Design ‘ design classification being applied as part of " " ' 3 No Yes Yes
area, based on functional ’ note where questions about preferred design treatments are being used.
( 0ase the scope of work for the project? ° ) are
classification? Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority of the scope
elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where around half of the
scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects where minimal
preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects where no preferred
treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent the | D4. Is the project purpose and scope ps: or i 2024/10/25/Designing-
) best possible improvement in project |elements, i the project consistent with the | Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Design ‘ " o 3 5 No Yes Yes
area, based on functional design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
DS. What constraints were articulated that N . . N N
: ° ) Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
, ) the project faces (geographic, financial, ) onor I
Does the project design represent the of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
g resent !N gow, etc.)? What efforts were made to ! o °Pre) i
) best possible improvement in project | > ! ° a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design ‘ mitigate these constraints? How well did the |° glventhe ec ) ) 3 No Yes Yes
area, based on functional ! ¢ points. An example of this is a project design in a constrained ROW reducing
( 0ase project design adapt and sought to the " ° ol . R
classification? ) N ac ouen! __|vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking facilities,
design classification and prioritized functions !
ces ’ even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design.
in light of these constraints?
D6. Do you ts about any of
Design Reviewer feedback OV O CII S LE e No N/A No

the topics covered in the Design section?
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation
Individual Score Summary Table of Contents

Project ID |Project Name Applicant Page Number
Clackamas Industrial Area Improvements: SE Jennifer
CFP3 . Clackamas County 6
Street Multi-use Path
. Portland Bureau of
CFP5 NE Prescott St: 82nd Ave Multimodal Safety and Access . 10
- Transportation
CFP6 Westside Trail Segment 1 - King City King City 14
OR 212/224 Sunrise Hwy Phase 2: Bike/Ped Facilities and
CFP8 / unri o L s Happy Valley 18
Interchange Improvements (CON)
CFP9 Red Electric Trail East of SW Shattuck Rd Portland Parks 22
. . . . Tualatin Hills Parks and
CFP10 Bridge Crossing of Hwy. 26 by the Westside Trail . . 26
- Recreation District
Railroad Avenue Multiuse Path: 37th Avenue to Linwood ) )
CFP11 Milwaukie 30
- Avenue
CFP12 Gladstone Historic Trolley Trail Bridge Construction Gladstone 34
NE Halsey Street Complete Street: 192nd Avenue - 201st
CFP13 Gresham 38
Avenue
OR99E (McLoughlin Boulevard) 10th Street to Tumwater
CFP14 village: Shared-Use Path and Streetscape Enhancements Oregon City 42
Project Development
NE 223rd Ave: NE Glisan to NE Marine Dr Safety Corridor
CFP15 . Multnomah County 46
Planning
CFP16 Beaverton Creek Trail: Merlo Road Improvements Washington County 50
Beaverton Downtown Loop: SW Hall Blvd — 3rd St to 5th
CFP17 St Beaverton 54
NW Division Street Complete Street: Gresham-Fairview
CFP18 . Gresham 58
. Trail - Birdsdale Avenue
. Portland Bureau of
CFP19 Outer Halsey and Outer Foster (ITS Signal Improvements) . 62
Transportation
CFP21 Smart SW 185th Avenue ITS and Better Bus Project Hillsboro 66
CFP22 North Dakota Street (Fanno Creek) Bridge Replacement Tigard 70
CFP23 NE MLK Jr Blvd Safety and Access to Transit Portland BOT 74
CFP24 NE Glisan St: 82nd Avenue Multimodal Safety and Access Portland BOT 78
CFP25 Lakeview Blvd - Jean Rd to McEwan Rd Lake Oswego 82
CFP26 W Burnside Green Loop Crossing Portland BOT 86
CFP27 SW 175th Design: SW Condor Lane to SW Kemmer Road Washington County 90
CFP28 Cedar Mill Better Bus and Access to Transit Enhancements| Washington County 94
CFP29 Cedar Creek/Ice Age Tonquin Trail: Roy Rogers - OR 99W Sherwood 98
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Clackamas Industrial Area Improvements: SE Jennifer Street Multi-use Path

Project ID: CFP3,
Project Name: Clackamas Industrial Area Improvements: SE Jennifer Street Multi-use Path

GIS e

Subjective .

X PO Evaluated . Scoring

Available in Review

Question 2% question  QUestion
Question

Project Max Points
Application _ Instructions on How to Score
Average Score

RTP Goal Area Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

safety

pedestrian realm?

classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of these
design classifications, please score 0.

Equitable ET1. Is the project located in an Equity Focus
q In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) prof auity 0.00  [Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
Transportation Area (EFA)?
Score 1 point f project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all & L5 " ° "
. In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) °2 0.00 communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
Improves access to communit , . .
Equitable P Y ET3. Is project located in tract with a below- Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average.
places for BIPOC, underserved > ' 1.00 Yes No Yes
Transportation " regional average walkability score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) )
Equitable ET4. Is the project on either the pedestrian
- i places for BIPOC, underserved . proj P Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Transportation or bicycle gaps map?
Improves access to community ) )
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
q places for BIPOC, underserved prol 8 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Transportation - frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ETL, ET4 - ETS first. If
ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES" then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does b anc ed” " ?
Improves access to community ) ! points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation 5 ) N o
places for BIPOC, underserved ore 000 |bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 f project No Yes Yes
Transportation i gaps or upgrades substandard facilties along : ° ! "
communities et includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
frequent transit lines and stations in EFAs? N o o N )
elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET7. Is project tract area below regional Loo |Score 1 point ifproject tract haslfe expectancy score below regional Ve Yo ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? ! average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
) , , | €Ta. s the project located in an area to have . ) :
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |- proje " Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) : higher than regional average diesel 0.00 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes N N regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with  |ET9. Is the project in an area with higher Loo |Score 1 point ifproject tract has air toxics level igher than regional Ve o Ve
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of air toxics? : average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
) ) | €T10.1s the project located on high injui . ,
Equitable Makes improvements in area with 0 ® project locatec on high Injury Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a high
corridor or intersection within an Equity 000 | " Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Focus Area?
ET11. Is project in tract with an above-
Equitable Improves access to low-(and . 1s prol ove Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
. " Ny regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs evaluated.
mins. (all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and -
Equitable ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower
. barriers (jobs, transit, services for o No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Transportation j than regional average vehicle access?
equity
catabte Removes, reduces disparities and | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower
e ration barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
P equity i service access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparities and |ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
Eesiis g barriers (jobs, transit, services for | longer transit access to jobs travel times Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
& equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This s a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points i the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
cauitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options in an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o ation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 200 |community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
Removes, reduces disparities and ) Score 1if the applicant has clearly identified disparities or barriers beyond
Equitable oves, AT ET16. What other barriers exist that the ] CRLEIEED G0 Gl 4
barriers (jobs, transit, services for 100 |those listed above and identified how the project is intended to address No Yes Yes
Transportation N project can address? )
equity that barrier.
. Improvement in area with high lack | ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o ) of access to vehicle/high housing + | than regional average level of renter housing | Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Transportation !
transportation burden burden?
couitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point f the project tract has higher than regional average cost
e of access to vehicle/high housing + | than regional average cost burdens 100 [burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing Yes No Yes
& transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1.- 5, based on your review of Community
) . Involvement application questions. Has the public been informed of the
Improvement in area with high lack ) ° ) b
Equitable aree " ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
of access to vehicle/high housing + s s P 433 |f ) No Yes Yes
Transportation > project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden " ;
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location is designated asa  [SSL. Is the project located on a high injur . i
Safe System oJe ceslgl - 1s the proj gh Injury 000 [Score 1 point if project is located at or on a high injury corridor. Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements | corridor?
Project location is designated asa  |SS2.Is the project located on a regional Score 1 point f the project is on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high
Safe System oI cester prole glon 000 [oret prol s vele regl a Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
553. Did the project application indicate the
Project location is designated as a (L2 Score 1 point if the project is identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System e ) project is included in a locally adopted safety | 0.67 1516 ! ; No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements S plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
Project location s designated asa  |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System oI cester > v high injury No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to 554. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
) - 555 Is project addressing a specific area with > g ' high injury e
Project location is designated as a > project area, then review the project scope. In particular review application
Safe System o ) a highlevel of fatal or severe crashes? How 0.00 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements TR questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are there any
Ve scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If so, score 1
point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project’s scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
Design elements prioritize pedestrian | 55 DoeS the project's design classification rojec scope oy I response to D1 s ane of th following design
Safe System & P P include prioritized functions for the 100 [P pe only If resp: g cesie No Yes Yes
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Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Clackamas Industrial Area Improvements: SE Jennifer Street Multi-use Path

Project ID:

CFP3]

Project Name:

RTP Goal Area

Clackamas Industrial Area Improvements: SE Jennifer Street Multi-use Path

Performance Measure

Design elements prioritize pedestrian

Evaluation Question-Criteria

557. Are the preferred design elements being
used for pedestrian functions according to

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian priority
design according to design classification. To help, see responses to design

Max Points
Available in
Question

Gls
Evaluated

Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Resilience

o corridor (or connects to?)

2040 land use area?

Safe System : i 133 section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian functions for 3 No Yes Yes
safety the functional class and design ; - i i
unetio the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access and mobility
as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section application
question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions S8 and SS9.
Fills (completely, partially) ATor  [SS8. Does the project address a network
Safe System Tra”i "En:mk Va" ) e prol 1.00 1 No Yes Yes
g g Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (58); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap ($59).
Fills (completely, partially) AT or . . a
Safe System ST, pEE) 559. Does the project completely fill the gap?| ~ 0.00 |See instructions in SS8. 1 No Yes Yes
Trails network gap
) , 5510. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the . I .
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 0. Applicab rojects: | Score 1 point if the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ° project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 1 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap ¥ Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) ATor _|SS11. Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System ST, pEE) proj No e DUBEINSCL A 0 No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project application.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or 5512. Does project contain elements that o> cep ques! ponse to que:
) ) h P ) marked "YES, " then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of a K-12  |improve active transportation access to a 0.00 > au 1 No Yes Yes
e Rt e A includes safety elements to the network
! leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
. This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or —— ) ) ponse P
5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12  |>> -~ " 0.00 € ne : 1 No Yes Yes
identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
school Safe Routes to School et o
identified safety hazard. If $$11 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option |and trails gaps near transit? Does project 000 |5core 1 pointifproject is on a tier 1 or 2 priorty level o the Trivet . ves "o ves
Resilience (€SS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to - pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option | CAR. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |Score L point f the project i categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 RTP. . ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? - GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project is located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better 000 |seEments, here: hinyapps.ioftrimet- . Yo o Yo
Resilience (€SS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? - bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CAR4. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option [ to increase the efficiency of transit 000 |Pointifproject includes non-infrastructure moifying elements (.. signal ) o ves ves
Resilience (€SS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or - retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https; ? gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. Is the project adding new o
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases bicycling/walking |CARS. Does project increase or add Active 100 |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or . o ves ves
Resilience (CsS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? ! expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific G G G ¢ (1)
N N N N o N N scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Management and . . . o
ne & © ¢ " 0.67 intelligent systems (ITS) to manage existing 2 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the . ) 3
° capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
project scope? o ] :
upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity minor or major arterial street according to
e Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 'v- No p /
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point available if either Part
Lor Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1 is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR?. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local (& B )
) ’ » ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score 1
Climate Actionand ~ [Improves/adds street connectivity |traffic to use local and collector streets to ’
. N . N N N 0.33 point. 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CsS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial
streets? N "
Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilities? This can include a minor collector making  connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score 1
) | cARS. Does the project include or address o1 P q > resp g '
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity B N N point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
e gap in either the bicycle o pedestrian 1.00 . - 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) O st elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score 1
X § , CAR10. Does the project include or address Is Is a GIS deps a i resp q i
Climate Actionand  [Improves/adds street connectivity N : point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
ne > gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 [nclude an AT - 8 " 5 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CsS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
, | cAr11. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the .
Climate Actionand  |Improves/adds street connectivity RL1. Appl  Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e project located on the regional trails system 0.00 1 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) evaluated.
plan?
i . - CAR12. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to $510. If marked
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity ; b — - o ;
na > project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trails Major 1 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CsS rating = 1 star)
investment? Investment Strategy. GIS evaluated.
] , ) Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand  |CAR13. Does the project scope include °  points. Review proj pe, particularly resp )
: ) " * Detail question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
Climate Actionand | management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management N - PEa
e c 167 [any transportation demand management strategies implementation with 3 No Yes Yes
Resilience TSMO) as part of the project (Climate | strategies to support and compliment the ) ! N
y the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars) infrastructure project? T
applications.
Climate Actionand  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center | CAR14. Is project located in a designated
gl prol 8 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Clackamas Industrial Area Improvements: SE Jennifer Street Multi-use Path

Project ID: CFP3,
Project Name: Clackamas Industrial Area Improvements: SE Jennifer Street Multi-use Path

GIS e

Subjective .

X PO Evaluated . Scoring

Available in Review

Question 2% question  QUestion
Question

Project Max Points
Application _ Instructions on How to Score
Average Score

RTP Goal Area Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Climate Action and

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

CARIS. Is project located in or improves

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
"YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score if

or corridor (or connects to?)

land use area?

e multimodal connections to a designated 1.00 ’ P No Yes Yes
Resilience or coridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? .
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green
X § ! PY; 8 . X Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand [infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban A op "
o N N ™ B No defined here as 'project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? < :
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR16. If marked
§ ! PV, & CAR17. Does the scope adds street trees or sl P q P mar
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases : YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project includes
e ! other green infrastructure to reduce heat 0.00 No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green infrastructure) which
island effects?
climate change address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green )
X § ! PY; 8 i o Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand [infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project i located in a high ° o ¢
o N N ™ N o No hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | environmental hazard potential risk area? .
" quartile of tract hazard index’
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green "
: ! PV & ) ) Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Action and and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with ‘ ! ' ' '
o N Yes defined here as 'project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | low canopy coverage? )
canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR18. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes Soud —— L >
Increases tree canopy, green el ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point if project scope
) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ’ ore
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
e ! infrastructure to manage stormwater or 0.00 ! " No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for . b green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19 is
street trees in areas with lower than average e e
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. L
mitigation elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR21.1s the project on an Emergenc
na T gency e proj gency No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
This is a triple GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR18,
CAR22. Does the project scope elements Gl C g ;
X § ; » CAR20, and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Actionand ~|Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of |ma ! "
n ! ! estie X 0.00 elements. Score 1 point if the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, " oes €2 =
fras il resilience of OR add mobility
wildfires) or add mobility options? .
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
) ) , Review project scope. Score 1 point f scope description includes
Climate Action and . . CAR23. Project scope includes elements to pro} P P P P y
e Decreases impervious surface 033 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. !
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
MO1. Does the project increases street proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for different
Mobility Options P street ivity to support direct and multiple 033 |modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please reference No Yes Yes
route options? responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1 point, This
can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths or redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO?2. Does the project provide shorter trips e ne ° paths pec
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity  for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessin 100 |CYcling infrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
¥ Op! P Y mnps" P 8, bicycle, J : reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
) point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
- [ MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity 15 the project 4 . No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This s a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
) located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of  high injury corridor or
. i Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! v /21 € igh Injury
Mobility Options ° " 067 |intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? ) " _
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliabilty
MOS. Does the project include treatments to 2 cation. Basec & u
! et u treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
) ) increase reliability and efficiency for all " -
I Increases reliability and efficiency for 20l If s0, do the increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 0.00 ! ' . . v No Yes Yes
all travel modes " e ) Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal timing,
functional classification and design - : : P
tional travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1 point if
classification? ’ . e A
treatments are consistent with design classification and increase reliability
and efficiency.
N Provides/increases transportation | MOG. Does the project fill a gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARLO. If
Mobility Options vides/| P ! prol 8P Y 100 : e : P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point f project contains elements from ETC
N i § MO7. Does the project include elements that proj pe. core L paint ff pro}
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit 2 000 |toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
improve transit reliability? P °
ps: 8y
MOS. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This s a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MOS s a "YES, " then review project scope. If scope
. ! MOS. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO? score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit he pro P 0.00 aelay using > re 1 point. | Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliabi delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
ps://tri h
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TE10 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to TELL
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability Y 8 83 1.00 > any P P No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or enhancing
system? mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
SR R TS D TE1. Is the project located in a tract with # of
Thriving Economy e target industries greater than (>) the Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Target Industries €
regional average?
- This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES"
) TE2. Does project improve access to a tract
. Support/provide/increases access to | N then score.
Thriving Economy ‘ with # of target industries > regional 1.00 o , ! No Yes Yes
Target Industries il Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
8 to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy ommercial with # of acres > regional Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
TEA4. Does project improve access to a tract then review project scope and score.
Thriving Economy ommercial with # of acres > regional 100 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy B () e Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Clackamas Industrial Area Improvements: SE Jennifer Street Multi-use Path

Project ID:

CFP3]

Project Name:

RTP Goal Area

Clackamas Industrial Area Improvements: SE Jennifer Street Multi-use Path

Performance Measure

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TEG. Is project located in or provides

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score 1 point if

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy multimodal connection to a designated 2040 | 0.67 | project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) role .
land use area? within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
) This is a partial GIS depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
) . TE7. Does the project scope fill a gap or ; ) ° ’ : ”
Increases multimodal mobility and > ) point per: 1) i project addresses active transportation on a regional facility;
- . ) address a substandard active transportation N N > -
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport o : 300 [2)increases access to industrial and transport facilites (see GIS response 3 No Yes Yes
o facility and/or increases access to transit N N
facilities to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of identified
infrastructure on a regional facility? f ¢
(either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located i o within a .5
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4 land use Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities i
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobility and e CRUREE This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
L . . elements to increase access industrial and P . .
Thriving Economy access to industrial and transport ner 100 [marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
> transport facilities (e.g. creates a new N N N -
faci ' ‘ ) toincrease access to industrial and transport facilities?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
matim: TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ! proj el Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TELO, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and “YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» ! " TE11. Does project make improvements to ! e N F
Thriving Economy access to industrial and transport 100 [the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infill, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
ess freight network? roacue " s
facilities facilities infil or (e.g. separation, infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and
mattm TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport || s the proj No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TES and TE12; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | access and options within a Title 4 industrial 0,00 |Score 1 point if scope elements add new mability option o enhances 1 No Yes Yes
facilities center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TEL4. Is project in tract with an above- . . .
. _ - 2n above Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average number
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 0 Yes Yes No
€ of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. (all modes)?
Does the project design represent the D1. What is the design classification of the
) best possible improvement in project | project roadway? Regional
Design L prove Project {project roadway! § 8 Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
area, based on functional NOTE: Trails do not have a design street
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
. '2024/10/25/Designing-
Does the project design represent the| D2. Based on the functions appropriate for i X
proje Ign repri < e func Ppropria Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
best possible improvement in project |the design classification, are the design
Design : . y : 267 5 No Yes Yes
area, based on functional prioritized functions being - )
/ Dase comr Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? >
look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
ps:) '2024/10/25/Designing-
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Does the project design represent the
(s BN rEPresent (€ 3 Are the preferred designs according to y o .
. best possible improvement in project | bl ) N Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In particular,
Design : design classification being applied as part of 167 " " " 3 No Yes Yes
area, based on functional note where questions about preferred design treatments are being used.
g the scope of work for the project? ° e
classification? Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority of the scope
elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where around half of the
scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects where minimal
preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects where no preferred
treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent the D4, Is the project purpose and scope ps: i files/2024/10/25/Designing-
best possible improvement in project | elements, is the project consistent with the Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Design P P N proj . . p ) N 233 P 5 No Yes Yes
area, based on functional design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
D5. What constraints were articulated that . . N T "
: artieuate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
) the project faces (geographic, financial, ‘ Hon ot P
Does the project design represent the of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
CIE " ROW, etc.)? What efforts were made to ! "o i !
) best possible improvement in project ° a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design ¢ mitigate these constraints? How well did the 2.00 § e ! e ¢ : 3 No Yes Yes
area, based on functional ‘ points. An example of this is a project design in a constrained ROW
e project design adapt and sought to the 3 N ) o " .
classification? ) € uen ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design classification and prioritized functions et L
: facilities, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design.
in light of these constraints?
Project seeks to address well documented problems and clearly
demonstrates most vulnerable and lowest income residents would be
served by project. Clear demonstration of community and business
support. The project speed is very high and would be beneficial to
) Comments provided by reviewers on this edestrian and bicycle safety to consider, but the project does aim to
Feedback Reviewer feedback P v P v v proj No N/A No

project

address safety risks for people walking and biking and the design
classification of the facility willlikely be updated to Industrial Street.
Project only includes basic stormwater management and no green
infrastructure. Concern that segment between 114th and 120th only has
bike lane on one side.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NE Prescott St: 82nd Ave Multimodal Safety and Access

CFP5

RTP Goal Area

NE Prescott St: 82nd Ave Multimodal Safety and Access

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Equitable ) ETL.Is the project located in an Equity Focus o
Trmspontation In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ren (EFAY 100 [Score 1 pointif project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ) ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all Point Fpro) it ° cor
) In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ! 100 [communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
Equitable :;‘;Z"fe; aﬁﬁ:ﬁz‘ﬂ:;;’:;::":‘;y ET3. s project located in tract with a below- Lo Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average. . ves o Vs
Transportation " regional average walkabilty score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) )
Equitable ET4. 1s the project on either the pedestrian
g ) places for BIPOC, underserved ISUISEIE) & Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " or bicycle gaps map?
) Improves access to community . .
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved prolect withing Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation ' frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ETL, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES” then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does b ane ed YES then ?
; Improves access to community 3 . 3 points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation N N ¥ PO
) places for BIPOC, underserved orte 267 |bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation - gaps or pgrades substandard facilities along : ° ! !
communities S S includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
q elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET7. Is project tract area below regional Lop |Score 1 point fproject tract has lfe expectancy score below regional L ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? ! average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ETS. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | GIe: ) Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) . higher than regional average diesel 1.00 " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ‘ ‘ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ET9. Is the project in an area with higher oo |Score L pointif project tract has ai toxicslevel hgher than regional . ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of air toxics? . average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. s the project located on high injur
Equitable Makes improvements in area with °  project focatecion igh inldry, Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
) ‘ corridor or intersection within an Equity 0.00 core 1 L=y ¢ 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |01 ' | high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Equitable Improves access to low-(and ETLL Is project in tract with an above- Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
) i * regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ¢ evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and
Equitable " ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower|
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for SO 2 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation . @ than regional average vehicle access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower,
e vtation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity i service access?
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for  |longer transit access to jobs travel times No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation X - .
equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options i an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o mation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 0.67  |community services access. Total available points s 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
— Removes, reduces disparitiesand L o st that the Score 1 f the applicant has clarly identiied dispariies or bariers beyond
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for ¢ 100 those listed above and identified how the project s intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation N . project can address? N
equity that barrier.
couitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o mation of access to vehicle/high housing + |than regional average level of renter housing| ~ Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P transportation burden burden?
couitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
e of access to vehicle/high housing + [than regional average cost burdens 100 |burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing 1 Yes No Yes
c transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
improvement i area with high lack questions. Has the public been informed of the
Equitable P area with e ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
) of access to vehicle/high housing + I 267 |f ¢ Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation ] project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden . - S
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designated asa |SSL.Is the project located on a high injur
Safe System oJe cesiy - sthepra) g injlry. 0.00  |Score 1 point if project is located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements |corridor?
safe system Project location i designated as 2 | SS2.1s the project located on a regional oo |Score L pointif the project s on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high L ves o ves
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
Aol limbdehEme | e Gere e e Rt Score 1 point if the project s identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System e ) project is included in a locally adopted safety| 0.0 o 1C ! ! ¢ 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements 1 plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location s designated asa  |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System oI cestgl > any high injury No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
_ o 55. Is project addressing a specific area > s question. i vien injdry inters
Project location is designated as a ) . project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System & ) with a high level of fatal or severe crashes? 0.00 et 2 " ) y 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements [ 2 " application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
Vi there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| >0 D°% the project's design classification ro':ctlsco e on’l’ if res ons: toD1is o’;e of the following design
Safe System g P P include prioritized functions for the 000 [P pe only If resp g Cesigl 1 No Yes Yes

safety

pedestrian realm?

classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of
these design classifications, please score 0.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NE Prescott St: 82nd Ave Multimodal Safety and Access

CFP5
NE Prescott St: 82nd Ave Multimodal Safety and Access

Max Points
Available in
Question

Project

Subjective
Review
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Scoring

RTP Goal Area Question

Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria Application  Instructions on How to Score

Average Score

Design elements prioritize pedestrian

557. Are the preferred design elements
being used for pedestrian functions

Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
design section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian

Safe System 3.00 No Yes Yes
U safety according to the functional class and design functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
classification? and mobility as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions SS8 and S59.
safe system iifl;éc::::{\:::\gpanially; ATor 528.?Does the project address a network oo auesti o ves ves
gap 8ap! Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
Fill letely, partially) AT $59. Does th ject letely fill th
Safe System ey pegtialv iAoy UG BRI 067  |Seeinstructions in SS8. No Yes Yes
Trails network gap gap?
5510, Applicable to Trail Projects: I the
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 9. Applican! I"Projects: ls the Score 1 point if the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ' project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap f Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) AT or | SSLL.Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System plecpisisy oty Crey Yes e D UDITARNSELE iy No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project application.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or 5512. Does project contain elements that o ce duestion. Se ponse o duestion
! ; : P ) marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of aK-12  [improve active transportation access to a 1.00 ed 'YES > this question No Yes Yes
description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
school Safe Routes to School school? i BN
leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or ) o ) ) P e on
] ) 5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 |2 1.00 e n : No Yes Yes
e o identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If S511 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Action and  |Provides/increases transit option |and trals gaps near transit? Does project oo |score L pointif project s ona tier Lor 2 priority level on the TriMet ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to } pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |5core L pointif the projectis categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 ves " ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? : RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project i located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better 000 ighlighted here: https: hinyapps.ioftrimet- ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? " bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CARd. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Action and  [Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit o6y |Pointifprojectincludes non-infrastructure modifying elements (i signal o ves Vs
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or g retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https: ’ gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. s the project adding new o
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | CARS. Does project increase or add Active Loo |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or o ves Vs
Resilience (€SS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? ! expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific lew|proj P! '@ Z points ave > proJ
. . L _— . y scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Management and ’ v > e
e > ° © ! 0.00 transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the c ‘ ! ! ’
et capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
& ! upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity | minor or major arterial street according to !
No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 v-Nop /
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point avalable if either Part
L or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR7. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local ° (s 8! , etc) "
) ) » ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score
Climate Actionand  |Improves/adds street connectivity | traffic to use local and collector streets to 0.00 1 point No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial g Gt
e Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilties? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) )  |cAR9. Does the project include o address 152 GI5 dependent question. 3 resp question £
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity oD ° " 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
" ° gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ct Incluc trian ¢ ‘ “ ) No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) s elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
_ ) | cAR10. Does the project include or address IDEEECE I : 2 d )
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity . 5 ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
na ° gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ctincluc trian A L , j No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full flling of
gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
CARLL. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity V1. Appll " Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e ° project located on the regional trails system 0.00 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) s evaluated.
Clmate Actionand | Improves/acids street connectivty | AR12- Applcable to Trail Projects: Isthe Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to S510. f marked
ne ° project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trals Major Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) ;
Strategy. GIS evaluated.
) ] ) Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CAR13. Does the project scope include score 3 points. Review pr g ularly
Climate Actionand [ management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management Detall question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
8 8l pe ge 233 any transportation demand management strategies implementation with No Yes Yes

Resilience

TSMO) as part of the project (Cli

Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars)

to support and the
infrastructure project?

the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
applications.
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Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NE Prescott St: 82nd Ave Multimodal Safety and Access

Project ID:

CFP5

Project Name:

Climate Action and

NE Prescott St: 82nd Ave Multimodal Safety and Access

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

CAR14. Is project located in a designated

Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) 2040 land use area? GLEE /
) . This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
) ) ) CAR1S. Is project located in or improves s penden " )
Climate Action and  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center| “ ! YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score i
" ° multimodal connections to a designated 1.00 ° ! core 1P No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? e :
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green ) )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban ¢ (ARSI t t !
ne infrastr - ) Yes |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ o< ;
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
] ] Increases tree canopy, green CARLY. Does the scope adds street rees or Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to CARIS, If marked
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ] YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project
ne infrastr - other green infrastructure to reduce heat 000 | No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for island effects? includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green
climate change ’ infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green ) -
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project is located in a high V-Sop ed. 6 et "
ne infrastr - 5 MG Yes |hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for  |environmental hazard potential risk area? ¢ ¢ here
" quartile of tract hazard index
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with . V- No p! t t Py 8
ne infrastr - Yes |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? )
" canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CARLS. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes — pendent 4 ponse to
Increases tree canopy, green 20, ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point f project scope
) ) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ' ’ core 1
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
ne infrastr - infrastructure to manage stormwater or 0.00 " " ) No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for ) ! green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19is
" street trees in areas with lower than average e - "y N
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. arked §
elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR2L. Is the project on an Emergenc
"8 " gency @ proJ sency No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
T I —— Thisis atiple IS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR1S,
) ) ! ” CAR20, and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Action and | Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of ma ) )
i " . estie _ 000 |elements. Score 1 point if the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, m ¢ ludes ele !
ras e resilience of infrastructure OR add mobility options/mobility redundancy
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
Climate Action and N CAR23. Project scope includes elements to Review project scope. Score L point if scope description includes
ne Decreases impervious surface 033 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. "
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
o proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MOL. Does the project increases street ' A !
I o¢ ‘ ! different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options street to support direct and multiple 067 : ) ! No Yes Yes
! reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
route options? N . N .
point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths o redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO2. Does the project provide shorter trips in the n reuitous paths pec
Mobility Options | Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessing |~ 1.00 | /cling infrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
e g ' ! reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
: point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity ABUrBHICEE . i No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of a high injury corridor or
. Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! v /2 mile of ef gh Injury
Mobility Options 2 ° " : 067 |intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? N . .
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
- design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliability
MOS. Does the project include treatments ication. Bas " LEALE
° R oe treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- . toincrease reliability and efficiency for all ment " ° &
I Increases reliability and efficiency for el classification? If so, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 0.00 ‘ o mhe ) o No Yes Yes
all travel modes ) e ’ Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design e ‘ L G
s timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
! point f treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
Provides/increases transportation | MOB. Does the project fll a gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARL0. If
Mobility Options vides/i P ’ prol 8P I 100 ’ pencent g : P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
. ) MO7. Does the project include elements ie|pro) pe. Scare - point 1t prol
Mobility Options  |Reduces delay for transit ; sl 033 [toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? N ° !
PS:, a B¢ 31 i it-strategy
MO8. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES, " then review project scope. If scope
MO8. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit ae pro) P! 0.00 celay using: o re £ point. Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
https://tri e
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TEL0 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability oy remaving maiing 2 0.00 ¥, revi P ! po No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight TE11 and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or
system? enhancing mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
Support/provide/increases access to | TEL s the project ocated in a tract with # of
Thriving Economy pPOrY/provic target industries greater than (>) the No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Target Industries ;
regional average?
o 1£2. Does project improve access to s tract This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES
. Support/provide/increases access to | . . N then score.
Thriving Economy ¢ with # of target industries > regional 0.00 - ) ) No Yes Yes
Target Industries B Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
e’ to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NE Prescott St: 82nd Ave Multimodal Safety and Access

CFP5

RTP Goal Area

NE Prescott St: 82nd Ave Multimodal Safety and Access

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE4. Does project improve access to a tract

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
then review project scope and score.

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional 000 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy =B (1% E Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) land use area?
B In'adesignated 2040 Land Use center| TE5-15 Projectocated in or provides This i a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score L point if
Thriving Economy . multimodal connection to a designated 2040| 100 |project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) roe .
land use area? within or to 22040 land use area.
) - N — Thiss 2 parial G15 depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
Increases multimodal mobility and ’ ) point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
. muttim address a substandard active transportation PG ses acti 2!
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport o ! ’ 200 |facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilities (see GIS 3 No Yes Yes
S8 facility and/or increases access to transit "
facilities ! ) - response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? [T ’
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a.5
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4 land use Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities ignati
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobility and = prol pel * This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
. muttim: elements to increase access industrial and o ! 4 >
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ner 100 |marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
eS8 transport facilities (e.g. creates a new " ; - L
facilities ) toincrease access to industrial and transport facilties?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ; proj 8 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL0, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and ) ) "YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» multim TE11. Does project make improvements to e en s ! B,
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport - 000 |[the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infil, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
oS freight network? - oac "
facilities facilities infill or (g , infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) o
TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | s the proj nati No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TE8 and TEL2; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport  |access and options within a Title 4 industrial 000 |Score 1 point f scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
i center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- I ) )
» ) - an abover Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 " Lisinan area wit 0 Yes Yes No
¢ number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Does the project design represent | D1, What is the design classification of the
) the best possible improvementin | project roadway? Community !
Design Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
8! project area, based on functional  |NOTE: Trails do not have a design Street v-Hop
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent  [D2. Based on the functions appropriate for hitps: - -Bov/s 2024/10/ igning-
project design represer - Base © fun ppropriz Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
) the best possible in |the design are the design
Design ) : catio > cesBn 4.67 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | recommended prioritized functions being o )
P, o Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? plication >
look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score s 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
https:, i 2024/10/: igning:
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
PoSEEEERCER IR |[5h s erdmedldesisamEadig X i X o
) the best possible improvement in / LOG ° Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design ! © design classification being applied as part of 267 ‘ ) : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional 4 particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
ect ar the scope of work for the project? ' ¢ ° ore
classification? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. Is the project purpose and scope https; . gov/si 2024/10/25/Designing-
Design the best possible improvementin [elements,is the project consistent with the 0o |LivablesStreets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf s o ves Vs
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
DS. What constraints were articulated that ) - - )
? articulate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
. the project faces (geographic, financial, ) ton ot (2
Does the project design represent [ o0 0 B8R of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
. the best possible improvement in I 3 . a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design ! © mitigate these constraints? How welldid the | 3.0 ' GIENLIDLERIEEE : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional e points. An example of this i a project design in a constrained ROW
ect ar project design adapt and sought to the > An exc ) e ; )
classification? ! 8o ouet ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design classification and prioritized functions facilities, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design
in light of these constraints? > & Y P Ll
Crossings, access to transit, affordable housing access are barriers
) ) ) addressed by project. Project is part of multiple plans and priority of 82nd
Comments provided by reviewers on this
Feedback Reviewer feedback provicec by revi ! Avenue coalition. Bike up and over at transit stops supports transit No N/A No

project

efficiency and reliability by reducing bike/bus conflict. But stop redesign
does not include transit signal priority.

Final Results 4.11.2025

13



Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Westside Trail Segment 1 - King City

CFP6

RTP Goal Area

Westside Trail Segment 1 - King City

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Equitable ) ETL.Is the project located in an Equity Focus o
Trmspontation In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ren (EFAY 100 [Score 1 pointif project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ) ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all Point Fpro) it ° cor
) In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ! 000 |communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
Equitable :;‘;Z"fe; aﬁﬁ:ﬁz‘ﬂ:;;’:;::":‘;y ET3. s project located in tract with a below- Lo Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average. . ves o Vs
Transportation " regional average walkabilty score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) )
Equitable ET4. 1s the project on either the pedestrian
g ) places for BIPOC, underserved ISUISEIE) & Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " or bicycle gaps map?
) Improves access to community . .
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved prolect withing No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation ' frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ETL, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES” then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does b ane ed YES then ?
; Improves access to community 3 . 3 points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation N N ¥ PO
) places for BIPOC, underserved orte 200 |bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation - gaps or pgrades substandard facilities along : ° ! !
communities S S includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
q elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET7. Is project tract area below regional Lop |Score 1 point fproject tract has lfe expectancy score below regional L ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? ! average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ETS. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | GIe: ) Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) . higher than regional average diesel 0.00 " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ‘ ‘ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ET9. Is the project in an area with higher 00o |5core 1 pointif project tract has air toxics level higher than regional . ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of air toxics? g average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. s the project located on high injur
Equitable Makes improvements in area with °  project focatecion igh inldry, Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
) ‘ corridor or intersection within an Equity 0.00 core 1 L=y ¢ 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |01 ' | high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Equitable Improves access to low-(and ETLL Is project in tract with an above- Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
) i * regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ¢ evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and
Equitable " ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower|
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for SO 2 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation . @ than regional average vehicle access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower,
e vtation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity i service access?
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
e barriers (jobs, transit, services for  |longer transit access to jobs travel times Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options i an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o mation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 133 |community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
— Removes, reduces disparitiesand L o st that the Score 1 f the applicant has clarly identiied dispariies or bariers beyond
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for ¢ 100 those listed above and identified how the project s intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation N . project can address? N
equity that barrier.
couitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o mation of access to vehicle/high housing + |than regional average level of renter housing No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P transportation burden burden?
couitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
e of access to vehicle/high housing + [than regional average cost burdens 100 |burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing 1 Yes No Yes
c transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
improvement i area with high lack questions. Has the public been informed of the
Equitable P area with e ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
) of access to vehicle/high housing + I 433 |f ¢ Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation ] project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden . - S
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designated asa |SSL.Is the project located on a high injur
Safe System oJe cesiy - sthepra) g injlry. 0.00  |Score 1 point if project is located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements |corridor?
safe system Project location i designated as 2 | SS2.1s the project located on a regional oo |Score L pointif the project s on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high L ves o ves
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
Aol limbdehEme | e Gere e e Rt Score 1 point if the project s identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System e ) project is included in a locally adopted safety| 0.0 o 1C ! ! ¢ 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements 1 plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location s designated asa  |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System oI cestgl > any high injury No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
_ o 55. Is project addressing a specific area > s question. i vien injdry inters
Project location is designated as a ) . project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System & ) with a high level of fatal or severe crashes? 0.00 et 2 " ) y 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements [ 2 " application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
Vi there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| >0 D°% the project's design classification ro':ctlsco e on’l’ if res ons: toD1is o’;e of the following design
Safe System g P P include prioritized functions for the 067 |P pe only If resp g Cesigl 1 No Yes Yes

safety

pedestrian realm?

classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of
these design classifications, please score 0.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Westside Trail Segment 1 - King City

Project ID: CFP6
Westside Trail Segment 1 - King City

Max Points
Available in
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Project

Scoring

RTP Goal Area Question

Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria Application  Instructions on How to Score

Average Score

Design elements prioritize pedestrian

557. Are the preferred design elements
being used for pedestrian functions

Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
design section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian

Safe System 233 No Yes Yes
U safety according to the functional class and design functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
classification? and mobility as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions SS8 and S59.
safe system iifl;éc::::{\:::\gpanially; ATor 528.?Does the project address a network oo auesti o ves ves
gap 8ap! Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
Fill letely, partially) AT $59. Does th ject letely fill th
Safe System ey pegtialv iAoy UG BRI 067  |Seeinstructions in SS8. No Yes Yes
Trails network gap gap?
5510, Applicable to Trail Projects: I the
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 9. Applican! I"Projects: ls the Score 1 point if the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ' project identified as a regional trails major 1.00 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap f Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) AT or | SSLL.Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System plecpisisy oty Crey Yes e D UDITARNSELE iy No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project application.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or 5512. Does project contain elements that o ce duestion. Se ponse o duestion
! ; : P ) marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of aK-12  [improve active transportation access to a 1.00 ed 'YES > this question No Yes Yes
description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
school Safe Routes to School school? i BN
leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or ) o ) ) P e on
] ) 5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 |2 067 e n : No Yes Yes
e o identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If S511 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Action and  |Provides/increases transit option |and trals gaps near transit? Does project 000 |Score 1 pointif projectis on atier Lor 2 prioritylevel on the TriMet ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to ) pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |5core L pointif the projectis categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 ves " ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? : RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project i located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better 000 ighlighted here: https: hinyapps.ioftrimet- ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? " bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CARd. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Action and  [Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit o000 |Pointifprojectincludes non-infrastructure modifying elements (i signal o ves Vs
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or g retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https: ’ gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. s the project adding new o
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | CARS. Does project increase or add Active Loo |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or o ves Vs
Resilience (€SS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? ! expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific lew|proj P! '@ Z points ave > proJ
. . L _— . y scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Management and ’ v > e
e > ° © ! 0.00 transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the c ‘ ! ! ’
et capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
& ! upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity | minor or major arterial street according to !
No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 v-Nop /
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point avalable if either Part
L or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR7. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local ° (s 8! , etc) "
) ) » ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score
Climate Actionand  |Improves/adds street connectivity | traffic to use local and collector streets to 067 1 point No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial g Gt
e Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilties? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) )  |cAR9. Does the project include o address 152 GI5 dependent question. 3 resp question £
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity oD ° " 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
" ° gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ct Incluc trian ¢ ‘ “ ) No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) s elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
_ ) | cAR10. Does the project include or address IDEEECE I : 2 d )
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity . 5 ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
na ° gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ctincluc trian A L , j No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full flling of
gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
CARLL. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity V1. Appll " Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e ° project located on the regional trails system 1.00 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) s evaluated.
Clmate Actionand | Improves/acids street connectivty | AR12- Applcable to Trail Projects: Isthe Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to S510. f marked
ne ° project identified as a regional trails major 1.00 YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trals Major Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) ;
Strategy. GIS evaluated.
) ] ) Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CAR13. Does the project scope include score 3 points. Review pr g ularly
Climate Actionand [ management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management Detall question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
8 8l pe ge 2.00 any transportation demand management strategies implementation with No Yes Yes

Resilience

TSMO) as part of the project (Cli

Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars)

to support and the
infrastructure project?

the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
applications.
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Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Westside Trail Segment 1 - King City

Project ID:

CFP6

Project Name:

Climate Action and

Westside Trail Segment 1 - King City

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

CAR14. Is project located in a designated

No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) 2040 land use area? v-Hop /
) . This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
) ) ) CAR1S. Is project located in or improves s penden " )
Climate Action and  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center| “ ! YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score i
" ° multimodal connections to a designated 0.00 ° ! core 1P No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? e :
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green ) )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban . (ARSI t t !
ne infrastr - ) No |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ o< ;
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
] ] Increases tree canopy, green CARLY. Does the scope adds street rees or Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to CARIS, If marked
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ] YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project
ne infrastr - other green infrastructure to reduce heat 000 | No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for island effects? includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green
climate change ’ infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green ) -
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project is located in a high V-Sop ed. 6 et "
ne infrastr - 5 MG No |hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for  |environmental hazard potential risk area? ¢ ¢ here
" quartile of tract hazard index
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with ‘ V- No p! t t Py 8
ne infrastr - No |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? )
" canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CARLS. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes — pendent 4 ponse to
Increases tree canopy, green 20, ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point f project scope
) ) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ' ’ core 1
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
ne infrastr - infrastructure to manage stormwater or 0.00 " " ) No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for ) ! green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19is
" street trees in areas with lower than average e - "y N
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. §
elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR2L. Is the project on an Emergenc
"8 " gency @ proJ sency No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
T I —— Thisis atiple IS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR1S,
) ) ! ” CAR20, and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Action and | Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of ma ) )
i " . estie _ 000 |elements. Score 1 point if the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, m ¢ ludes ele !
ras e resilience of infrastructure OR add mobility options/mobility redundancy
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
Climate Action and N CAR23. Project scope includes elements to Review project scope. Score L point if scope description includes
ne Decreases impervious surface 100 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. "
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
o proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MOL. Does the project increases street ' A !
I o¢ ‘ ! different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options street to support direct and multiple 033 : ) ! No Yes Yes
! reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
route options? erence s .
point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths o redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO2. Does the project provide shorter trips in the n reuitous paths pec
Mobility Options | Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessing |~ 1.00 | /cling infrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
e g ' ! reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
: point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity ABUrBHICEE . i No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of a high injury corridor or
. Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! v /2 mile of ef gh Injury
Mobility Options 2 ° " : 000 |intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? N . .
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
- design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliability
MOS. Does the project include treatments ication. Bas " LEALE
° R oe treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- . toincrease reliability and efficiency for all ment " ° &
I Increases reliability and efficiency for el classification? If so, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 0.67 ‘ o mhe ) o No Yes Yes
all travel modes ) e ’ Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design e ‘ L G
s timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
! point f treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
Provides/increases transportation | MOB. Does the project fll a gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARL0. If
Mobility Options vides/i P ’ prol 8P I 100 ’ pencent g : P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
. ) MO7. Does the project include elements ie|pro) pe. Scare - point 1t prol
Mobility Options  |Reduces delay for transit ; sl 000 [toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? N ° !
PS:, a B¢ 31 i it-strategy
MO8. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES, " then review project scope. If scope
MO8. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit ae pro) P! 0.00 celay using: o re £ point. Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
https://tri e
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TEL0 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability oy remaving maiing 2 0.00 ¥, revi P ! po No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight TE11 and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or
system? enhancing mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
Support/provide/increases access to | TEL s the project ocated in a tract with # of
Thriving Economy pPOrY/provic target industries greater than (>) the No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Target Industries ;
regional average?
o 1£2. Does project improve access to s tract This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES
. Support/provide/increases access to | . . N then score.
Thriving Economy ¢ with # of target industries > regional 0.00 - ) ) No Yes Yes
Target Industries B Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
e’ to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Westside Trail Segment 1 - King City

CFP6

RTP Goal Area

Westside Trail Segment 1 - King City

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE4. Does project improve access to a tract

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
then review project scope and score.

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional 000 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy =B (1% E No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) land use area?
B In'adesignated 2040 Land Use center| TE5-15 Projectocated in or provides This i a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score L point if
Thriving Economy . multimodal connection to a designated 2040| ~ 0.00 |project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) roe .
land use area? within or to 22040 land use area.
) - N — Thiss 2 parial G15 depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
Increases multimodal mobility and ’ ) point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
. muttim address a substandard active transportation PG ses acti 2!
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport o ! ’ 067 |facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilties (see GIS 3 No Yes Yes
S8 facility and/or increases access to transit "
facilities ! ) - response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? [T ’
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a.5
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4 land use No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities ignati
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobility and = prol pel * This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
. muttim: elements to increase access industrial and o ! 4 >
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ner 000 | marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
eS8 transport facilities (e.g. creates a new " ; - L
facilities ) toincrease access to industrial and transport facilties?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ; proj 8 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL0, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and ) ) "YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» muttim TE11. Does project make improvements to e en s ! B,
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport - 000 |[the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infil, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
oS freight network? - oac "
facilities facilities infill or (g , infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) o
TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | s the proj nati No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TE8 and TEL2; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport  |access and options within a Title 4 industrial 000 |Score 1 point f scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
i center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- I ) )
» ) - an abover Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 " Lisinan area wit 0 Yes Yes No
¢ number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Does the project design represent | D1, What is the design classification of the
) the best possible improvementin | project roadway? Trail/Multi- !
Design Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
8! project area, based on functional  |NOTE: Trails do not have a design Use Path v-Hop
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent  [D2. Based on the functions appropriate for hitps: - -Bov/s 2024/10/ igning-
project design represer - Base © fun ppropriz Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
) the best possible in |the design are the design
Design ) : catio > cesBn 367 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | recommended prioritized functions being o )
P, o Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? ' " >
look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score s 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
https:, i 2024/10/: igning:
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
PoSEEEERCER IR |[5h s erdmedldesisamEadig X i X o
) the best possible improvement in / LOG ° Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design ! © design classification being applied as part of 233 ‘ ) : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional 4 particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
ect ar the scope of work for the project? ' ) ° ore
classification? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. Is the project purpose and scope https; . gov/si 2024/10/25/Designing-
Design the best possible improvementin [elements,is the project consistent with the w00 |Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf s o ves Vs
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
DS. What constraints were articulated that ) ) ) - )
? articulate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
’ ) the project faces (geographic, financial, : ) : s
Does the project design represent [ o0 0 B8R of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
. the best possible improvement in I 3 . a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design ! © mitigate these constraints? How welldidthe | 2.0 '  — ed : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional ! © points. An example of this i a project design in a constrained ROW
ect ar project design adapt and sought to the > An exc ) e ; )
classification? ! 8o ouet ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design classification and prioritized functions ies, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design.
in light of these constraints? > & Y P Ll
Comments provided by reviewers on ths Social vulnerability index disparity identifies proximity of 3 mobile home
Feedback Reviewer feedback P v locations. Great public engagement and documentation. Project provides No N/A No

project

redundant route in event of flooding.
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28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 O

Appendix 2

| Score y:

OR 212/224 Sunrise Hwy Phase 2: Bike/Ped Facilities and Interchange Improvements (CON)

[Project ip:

[crps

Project Name:

RTP Goal Area

OR 212/224 Sunrise Hwy Phase 2: Bike/Ped Facilities and Interchange Improvements (CON)

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max Points
Available in
Question

Gl
Evaluated
res

Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

safety

according to the functional class and design
classification?

functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
and mobility as "Priority?" Also ook at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.

Equitable N ET1. Is the project located in an Equity Focus L L
- § In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) proj quity 100 [Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation Area (EFA)?
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three f ities. F
Equitable § ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all S 2 (I AR E10 A ST Rl 1D G RS
§ In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) o 0.00 communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
" Improves access to communit, . N N L N . "
Equitable P Y ET3. Is project located in tract with a below- Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average.
N places for BIPOC, underserved N . 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation "t regional average walkability score? GIS evaluated
communities
) Improves access to community ) ) .
Equitable ETA. Is the project on either the pedestrian
i . places for BIPOC, underserved SRR = Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " or bicycle gaps map?
i Improves access to community . i
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
d ) places for BIPOC, underserved prol ® No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " frequent transit route or stop?
communities
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to T, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES" then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does e ol Yo e :
’ Improves access to community ! ) ! points is 3. Score 1 point f project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation 5 N N O
. places for BIPOC, underserved o 2.00 bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation " gaps or upgrades substandard faciities along h c ! >
communities . B includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
frequent transit lines and stations in EFAs? N - v P )
elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ET7. Is project tract area below regional 100 Score 1 point if project tract has life expectancy score below regional A Yes o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? . average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ET8. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |- proje " Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
! ‘ higher than regional average diesel 0.00 " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ) ¢ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ETS. Is the project in an area with higher Loo |Score 1 pointif project tract has ir toxics level higher than regional . Vs o Vs
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of ar toxics? average (0.57 ug/ms3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. Is the project located on high inj
Equitable Makes improvements in area with b BHEEE) IR M E R Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
§ © corridor or intersection within an Equity 1.00 core - ! g’ N 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |77 07 ¥ high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
" ET11. Is project in tract with an above- L L N N
Equitable Improves access to low-(and . 1s prol 3 above Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
§ i s regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ¢ evaluated,
mins. (all modes)?
i Removes, reduces disparities and e _
Equitable O . § ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower :
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for : : No [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. o No N/A No
Transportation — ! than regional average vehicle access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparities and | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower
o eation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity communities) community service access?
T Removes, reduces disparitiesand  |ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
T‘:ans o ration barriers (jobs, transit, services for |longer transit access to jobs travel times Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
‘marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options in an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o tation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 300 |community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, andor transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
) Removes, reduces disparities and o Score 1 if the applicant has clearly identified disparities or barriers beyond
Equitable oves AL ET16. What other barriers exist that the " CLEIBIEDCEENY L &
: barriers (jobs, transit, services for ; 0.67 |those listed above and identified how the project s intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation b s project can address? .
equity communities) that barrier.
couitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
4 ) of access to vehicle/high housing + | than regional average level of renter housing| ~ Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation :
transportation burden burden?
cauitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
T‘:ans oation of access to vehicle/high housing + |than regional average cost burdens 1.00 burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing 1 Yes No Yes
P transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
, . Involvement application questions. Has the public been informed of the
) Improvement in area with high lack S e b ‘
Equitable ares ’ ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
: of access to vehicle/high housing + |-~ 1o o P2 333 | ‘ Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation d project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden N " o
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designated asa | SSI. Is the project located on a high injun
Safe System ole  desigl . proj gh Injury 1.00 Score 1 point if project is located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements | corridor?
Project location is designated as a $S2.1s the project located on a regional Score 1 point if the project is on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high
Safe System ol desie ne prole ed on areglon: 000  |>oretpor prol P velereg! ¢ 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
) o $53. Did the project application indicate the . e )
Project location is designated as a - Did the project app Score 1 point if the project s identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System o ; project is included in a locally adopted safety| 067 1o 1¢ ! ! ¢ 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements ) plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location is designated as a SS4. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System ol desie > any high injury No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
§ N $55. Is project addressing a specific area with > K . IS
Project location is designated as a > project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System & : a high level of fatal or severe crashes? How 0.00 ect " ) ° 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements many? application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
s there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
§ - |s6. Does the project’s design classification proj pe | P ed p i °
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| e ’ project scope only if response to D1 is one of the following design
Safe System include prioritized functions for the 0.67 o s ! ' ! 1 No Yes Yes
safety it classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
P ! Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of these
design classifications, please score 0.
Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
$57. Are the preferred design elements priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
Design elements prioritize pedestrian [ being used for pedestrian functions design section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian
Safe System 3 B s g & 1.00 & o G o 3 No Yes Yes

Final Results 4.11.2025

18



28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 O

Appendix 2

| Score y:

OR 212/224 Sunrise Hwy Phase 2: Bike/Ped Facilities and Interchange Improvements (CON)

[Project ip:

[crps

Project Name:
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Performance Measure

Fills (completely, partially) AT or

Evaluation Question-Criteria

558. Does the project address a network

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions S8 and SS9.

Max Points
Available in
Question

Gl
Evaluated
res

Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Resilience

impervious surfaces to mitigate for

climate change

island effects?

includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green

infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.

Safe System Trails network gai ap? 1.00 1 No Yes Yes
eap gape Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
- Fils completely, partaly) AT or |59 Does the project completely fil the 000 |see metructions in 558, B o e e
Trails network gap gap?
) ) $510. Applicable to Trail Projects: s the " - ) o
Fills (completely, partially) AT or pplica rojects: s the Score 1 point if the project s identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System > project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 1 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap F Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) ATor | SS11. Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses allin current
Safe System Sty L) prol Yes rer . No points allo Biliyess 0 No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project applicat
N . . N This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or $512. Does project contain elements that oty ! " ! 2 SO
) ) : ‘ , marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 |improve active transportation access to a 0.67 ee TES > this qu . 1 No Yes Yes
o eafe b e e description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
! leading to the school(s). If 511 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or ’ s o ponse o e en
d ) $513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of aK-12 |y 0.00 e " P 1 No Yes Yes
et o e identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If 5511 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option  |and trails gaps near transit? Does project 100 Score 1 point if project is on a tier 1 or 2 priority level on the TriMet N ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |5core 1 pointifthe project is categorized as an ETC project n the 2023 B Ves o Ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? 8 RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project is located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Actionand  |Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better Loo  |Sesments highlighted here: hinyapps.io/trimet- . ‘s o ‘s
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CAR. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit 067 point if project includes non-infrastructure modifying elements (i.e. signal ) o ves ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or - retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https://wwiw.s fonal-transit-strateg
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. Is the project adding new or
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases bicycling/walking |CARS. Does project increase or add Active 100 expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or N o ves ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CAR6. Does project identify specific prol P & 2 § ¢ prol
) ’ . o ) I scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and Provides/increases bicycling/walking |Transportation System Management and P . N e
. - N N N 0.00 intelligent transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing 2 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the _ . 8 g
S capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
proj pe? upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on  planned
Clirv‘ale Action and \mproV§s/adds street connectivity | minor or major arteria}l street ?ccarding to ves Reference only. No points allocated, GIS evaluated. o No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point available if either Part
1 or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1 is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR?. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local (v 8 ) r
) ’ . 8 adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity traffic to use local and collector streets to N
e ° atics ! ‘ : 067 |ipoint. 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial
streets? ) ) :
Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilities? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) : _|cARs. Does the project include or address 152 615 dependent q h resp N :
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity o ° ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
ne * gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 et Inclue ran © “ . X 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) BV elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project s in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) : | cAR10. Does the project include or address EAECEEIERI] : R d )
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity - ’ , 1 point f project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
e ° gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ct Inelu trian AND Bicy ' ' 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or fullfilling of
: gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
CAR11. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity pplicable to Trall Projects: Is the Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e ° project located on the regional trails system 0.00 1 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) i evaluated.
, , | cAR12. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to SS10. If marked
Climate Action and | Improves/adds street connectivity e A Pl e s GRS o6 G5 response ! e
ne * project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 'VES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trails Major 1 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) g
investment? Investment Strategy. GIS evaluated.
M: 3 points. Revit ject , particularl to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CAR13. Does the project scope include jax score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Projec
) ) ) " y Detail question 11 in application. Score f the project includes or speaks to
Climate Actionand | management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management § ect ®
ne N ¢ N © 0.33 any demand strategies with 3 No Yes Yes
Resilience ' TSMO) as part of the project (Climate [strategies to support and compliment the the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars) infrastructure project? compl project. proj P
Climate Actionand  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center [CAR14. Is project located in a designated
na 518 Prol 8 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects t0?) 2040 land use area?
CARS. 15 project located in or imoroves This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
Climate Actionand  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center| > & Project oc i “YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score if
. N multimodal connections to a designated 0.67 N N N 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects t0?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? e :
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green ) .
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand | infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban © iy N N !
ne ! * 'S¢ N No defined here as 'project located in census tract in top quartile of tract 0 No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ oot :
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
limate Actonand [ mamocre nd desrommes | |CARL7: Do the scope s et reesor Ve hen et et o e sere it
other green infrastructure to reduce heat 0.00 g pro P . point I pro 1 No Yes Yes
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Project Name:

RTP Goal Area

Climate Action and
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Performance Measure

Increases tree canopy, green
infrastructure and decreases

Evaluation Question-Criteria

CAR18. Project is located in a high

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental

Max Points
Available in
Question

Gl
Evaluated
res

Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

facilities

mile distance to a Title 4 land use

na ! " 15€ N e No hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top 0 No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for  |environmental hazard potential risk area? ‘ @ here
" quartile of tract hazard index
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green .
i § ! Py, & . . § Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with \ Nop ‘ " /
na infrastr e Yes |defined here as 'project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract 0 No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? )
" canopy coverage percentage'.
dlimate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR18. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes coudt —— LEIESD
Increases tree canopy, green ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point if project scope
) ) ! element? Examples include green i ' o
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ' elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
. N N . infrastructure to manage stormwater or 033 N N . 2 No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for i p green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19 is
) street trees in areas with lower than average wpc 1 S o B
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point f scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. P "
mitigation elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Acti d Add E CAR21. Is the ject E
Imate Action an resses an Emergency s the project on an Emergency Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
This is a triple GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR18,
CAR22. Does the project scope elements E = P LELETEA
) ) ! ) CAR20, and CAR2L. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergency ook to increase the resilience of ma) ) )
na ! ! estie X 0.67 elements. Score 1 point if the scope includes elements that increase 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, o N e o
! Ll resilience of infrastructure OR add mobility options/mability redundancy
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
) ) ) ) Review project scope. Score 1 point if scope description includes
Climate Action and . . CAR23. Project scope includes elements to pro P P P P §
na Decreases impervious surface 067 [stormwater management features beyond what may be considered 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. i
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
o proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MO1. Does the project increases street y ) 5
I ) : different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options street to support direct and multiple 0.00 2 ) ! 1 No Yes Yes
s reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
’ point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths or redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO?2. Does the project provide shorter trips he n s paths ped
Mobility Options | Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessiny 033 |ovcling nfrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please 1 No Yes Yes
¥ Ot P 4 tm:’m P 8, bicycle, J . reference responses to MO1 and CAR8 to help inform scoring. Score 1
B point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity 15 the project | . . Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
of a high injury corridor o intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
’ ’ , located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of a high injury corridor or
o Project area has a high number of | MOA4. Does the project provide a safer ! /2 igh Injury
Mobility Options o7 © r : 0.00 then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or 1 No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? I > :
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
- design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliabilty
MOS5. Does the project include treatments to [aron. Be N . /
! ! v treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- - increase reliability and efficiency for all ment " o o
- Increases reliability and efficiency for abilit dlassification? If s0, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 0.00 ‘ o the ; e 1 No Yes Yes
al travel modes ° e " Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design ar . 1 JEEh
tional timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
dlassification? e > and eadine o ;
point if treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
I Provides/increases transportation | MOG. Does the project fil a gap or This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARLO. If
Mobility Options vides/ P 6. Does the proj &P 100 | e ’ i 1 No Yes Yes
option deficiency in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
- ) ) S Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit : lect Incu 000 [toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. 1 No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? ° °
ps; gy
MOS. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES," then review project scope. If scope
MO39. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit DL 2 067 P 1 > " 2 Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
ps://tri htmftroute
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TE10 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to TE11
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability b4 8 maling 2 067 > any, P " resp X 1 No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight and TEL3. If project scope appears to be removing a barier or enhancing
system? mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
- TEL. Is the project located i a tract with # of
» Support/provide/increases access to RBLT :
Thriving Economy | oreet VBt target industries greater than (>) the Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
8 regional average?
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES"
Support/provide/increases access to || D0¢S Project improve access to a tract then score.
Thriving Economy Pport/provic with # of target industries > regional 1.00 - . : 1 No Yes Yes
Target Industries e Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
8e’ to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/Commercial developability | with # of developable acres > regional Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
TEA. Does project improve access to a tract then review project scope and score.
Thriving Economy | Industrial/Commercial developability |with # of developable acres > regional 100 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
. In a designated 2040 Land Use center| TES. Is project located in a designated 2040 :
Thriving Economy > Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) land use area?
) TE6. Is project located in or provides This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score 1 point if
» In a designated 2040 Land Use center| |- '* P ° prov ep: a pons : [
Thriving Economy * multimodal connection to a designated 2040 |  0.67  |project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) role .
land use area? within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
This is a partial GIS depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
) . TEZADoes e B oiect seope Il IE2E O IDBOIEEIEDAR L ANCTER : )
Increases multimodal mobility and g ) point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
- muttim address a substandard active transportation it per ses act i
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ar . ? 267 |facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilities (see GIS 3 No Yes Yes
- facility and/or increases access to transit N
facilities : - - response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? T '
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a .5
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
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28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 O

Appendix 2

| Score y:

OR 212/224 Sunrise Hwy Phase 2: Bike/Ped Facilities and Interchange Improvements (CON)

[Project ip:

[crps

Project Name:

RTP Goal Area

OR 212/224 Sunrise Hwy Phase 2: Bike/Ped Facilities and Interchange Improvements (CON)

Performance Measure

Increases multimodal mobility and

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE9. Does the project scope includes
elements to increase access industrial and

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if

Max Points
Available in
Question

Gls
Evaluated
ore

Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

project

Consideration or discussion of tradeoffs of the following design and safety
features were not presented in the proposal:

sffarrowing traffic lanes to add more separation

efeading pedestrian interval

oHiigh visibility crosswalks

Lastly, the project did not indicate results of a safety audit indicating that
turn lanes are the best solution to improve safety (e.g. speed could be a
major factor).

Could not find any public input specific to this project. Based on material
provided and described, there appeared to be strong opposition to bike
elements in general.

Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ner 1.00 ‘marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
e transport facilities (e.g. creates a new N 3 -
facilties ' ¢ : to increase access to industrial and transport fa
connection and/or multimodal connection).
Increases multimodal mobility and , )
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ! pro 8 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
ess freight network
facilties
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE10, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and : , “YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» ! " TE11. Does project make improvements to . e . AP
Thriving Economy  [access to industrial and transport [+ %> PO 100 |the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infil, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
facilties € ! facilties infill or enhancement (e.g. separation, protection), infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) o
TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport || s the pro Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilties
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TES and TE12; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport | access and options within a Title 4 industrial 100 |Score 1 point if scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
facilties center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- o . .
- ) - 2n above Score 1 point if project s in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 " Hisin an area wit 0 Yes Yes No
¢ number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. (all modes)?
Does the project design represent | D1. What s the design classification of the
) the best possible improvementin | project roadway? Regional )
Design ; e ; ) Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
8 project area, based on functional | NOTE: Trails do not have a design street v-Nop
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
: 10/25/Designing-
Does the project desig t  |D2. Based on the functi iate fo "
0¢s the project design represen ased on the functions appropriate for Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
) the best possible improvementin | the design classification, are the design
Design : e > cesien 167 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | recommended prioritized functions being S )
e eation W Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
fon? prioritized? look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
ps: 2024/10/25/Designing-
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Does the project design represent
(R S T D3. Are the preferred designs according to y § § -
§ the best possible improvement in ! Ll * Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design i ¢ design classification being applied as part of 133 € § : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional the scope of work for the project? particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
classification? P project? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. Is the project purpose and scope ps; 10/25/Designing-
. the best possible improvement in  |elements, is the project consistent with the Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1. pdf
Design N N X > e F " 167 s No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
D5. What constraints were articulated that N N " P "
N ST Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
o the project faces (geographic, financial, : e o
Does the project design represent of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
L N ROW, etc.)? What efforts were made to . N N N . N
) the best possible improvementin |\ " ° a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design i © mitigate these constraints? How well did the 1.00 - e ! e ! 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional gate fhe points. An example of this s a project design in a constrained ROW.
ot are project design adapt and sought to the > An ex: . ol ° )
classification? ! o e o8 ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
e G o A R S e ens ies, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design
in light of these constraints? b g Y o L
Added turn lanes are predicted to reduce delay by 5 seconds, could lead to
an improvement for transit mobility, increased access to various 2040
designations and access for people living in the five identified mobile
home parks.
Pedestrian and bike gaps remain on either end of project extent and no
clear vision for active transportation in the corridor.
Project may increase traffic volumes and will increase crossing width by
adding turn lanes. Some of the project’s bike and pedestrian elements do
not have enough vertical separation for a highway facility this project is
located on.
Comments provided by reviewers on this
Feedback Reviewer feedback P 4 No N/A No

Final Results 4.11.2025

21



Red Elect

Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:

Trail East of SW Shattuck Rd

CFP9

RTP Goal Area

Red Electric Trail East of SW Shattuck Rd

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Equitable ) ETL.Is the project located in an Equity Focus o
Trmspontation In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ren (EFAY 000 |Score 1 point f project s in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ) ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all Point Fpro) it ° cor
) In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ! 000 |communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
Equitable :;‘;Z"fe; aﬁﬁ:ﬁz‘ﬂ:;;’:;::":‘;y ET3. s project located in tract with a below- Lo Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average. . ves o Vs
Transportation " regional average walkabilty score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) )
Equitable ET4. 1s the project on either the pedestrian
g ) places for BIPOC, underserved ISUISEIE) & Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " or bicycle gaps map?
) Improves access to community . .
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved prolect withing No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation ' frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ETL, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES” then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does b ane ed YES then ?
; Improves access to community 3 . 3 points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation N N ¥ PO
) places for BIPOC, underserved orte 000 |bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation - gaps or pgrades substandard facilities along : ° ! !
communities S S includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
q elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET7. Is project tract area below regional Lop |Score 1 point fproject tract has lfe expectancy score below regional L ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? ! average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ETS. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | GIe: ) Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) . higher than regional average diesel 0.00 " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ‘ ‘ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ET9. Is the project in an area with higher 00o |5core 1 pointif project tract has air toxics level higher than regional . ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of air toxics? g average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. s the project located on high injur
Equitable Makes improvements in area with °  project focatecion igh inldry, Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
) ‘ corridor or intersection within an Equity 0.00 core 1 L=y ¢ 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |01 ' | high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Equitable Improves access to low-(and ETLL Is project in tract with an above- Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
) i * regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ¢ evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and
Equitable " ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower|
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for SO 2 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation . @ than regional average vehicle access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower,
e vtation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity i service access?
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for  |longer transit access to jobs travel times No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation X - .
equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options i an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o mation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 100 |community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
— Removes, reduces disparitiesand L o st that the Score 1 f the applicant has clarly identiied dispariies or bariers beyond
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for ¢ 100 those listed above and identified how the project s intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation N . project can address? N
equity that barrier.
couitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o mation of access to vehicle/high housing + |than regional average level of renter housing No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P transportation burden burden?
couitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
e of access to vehicle/high housing + [than regional average cost burdens 000 |burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing 1 Yes No Yes
c transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
improvement i area with high lack questions. Has the public been informed of the
Equitable P area with e ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
) of access to vehicle/high housing + I 433 |f ¢ Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation ] project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden . - S
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designated asa |SSL.Is the project located on a high injur
Safe System oJe cesiy - sthepra) g injlry. 0.00  |Score 1 point if project is located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements |corridor?
safe system Project location i designated as 2 | SS2.1s the project located on a regional oo |Score L pointif the project s on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high L ves o ves
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
Aol limbdehEme | e Gere e e Rt Score 1 point if the project s identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System e ) project is included in a locally adopted safety| 0.0 o 1C ! ! ¢ 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements 1 plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location s designated asa  |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System oI cestgl > any high injury No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
_ o 55. Is project addressing a specific area > s question. i vien injdry inters
Project location is designated as a ) . project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System & ) with a high level of fatal or severe crashes? 0.00 et 2 " ) y 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements [ 2 " application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
Vi there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| >0 D°% the project's design classification ro':ctlsco e on’l’ if res ons: toD1is o’;e of the following design
Safe System g P P include prioritized functions for the 100 | pe only If resp g Cesigl 1 No Yes Yes

safety

pedestrian realm?

classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of
these design classifications, please score 0.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Red Electric Trail East of SW Shattuck Rd

CFP9
Red Electric Trail East of SW Shattuck Rd

Project Max Points
Application  Instructions on How to Score
Average Score

Gis
Subjective .
XTOINS  Evaluated ) Scoring
Available in Review
Scored Question
Question 5 Question
Question

RTP Goal Area Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria

557. Are the preferred design elements
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| being used for pedestrian functions

Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
design section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian

Safe System 3.00 No Yes Yes
U safety according to the functional class and design functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
classification? and mobility as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions SS8 and S59.
safe system iifl;éc::::{\:::\gpanially; ATor 528.?Does the project address a network oo auesti o ves ves
gap 8ap! Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
Fill letely, partially) AT $59. Does th ject letely fill th
Safe System ey pegtialv iAoy UG BRI 000 [Seeinstructions in SS8. No Yes Yes
Trails network gap gap?
5510, Applicable to Trail Projects: I the
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 9. Applican! I"Projects: ls the Score 1 point if the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ' project identified as a regional trails major 1.00 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap f Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) AT or | SSLL.Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System plecpisisy oty Crey Yes e D UDITARNSELE iy No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project application.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or 5512. Does project contain elements that o ce duestion. Se ponse o duestion
! ; : P ) marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of aK-12  [improve active transportation access to a 1.00 ed 'YES > this question No Yes Yes
description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
school Safe Routes to School school? i BN
leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or ) o ) ) P e on
] ) 5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 |2 1.00 e n : No Yes Yes
e o identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If S511 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Action and  |Provides/increases transit option |and trals gaps near transit? Does project 000 |Score 1 pointif projectis on atier Lor 2 prioritylevel on the TriMet ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to ) pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |5core L pointif the projectis categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 ves " ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? : RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project i located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better 000 ighlighted here: https: hinyapps.ioftrimet- ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? " bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CARd. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Action and  [Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit o000 |Pointifprojectincludes non-infrastructure modifying elements (i signal o ves Vs
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or g retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https: ’ gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. s the project adding new o
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | CARS. Does project increase or add Active Loo |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or o ves Vs
Resilience (€SS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? ! expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific lew|proj P! '@ Z points ave > proJ
. . L _— . y scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Management and ’ v > e
e > ° © ! 0.00 transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the c ‘ ! ! ’
et capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
& ! upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity | minor or major arterial street according to !
No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 v-Nop /
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point avalable if either Part
L or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR7. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local ° (s 8! , etc) "
) ) » ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score
Climate Actionand  |Improves/adds street connectivity | traffic to use local and collector streets to 067 1 point No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial g Gt
e Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilties? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) )  |cAR9. Does the project include o address 152 GI5 dependent question. 3 resp question £
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity oD ° " 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
" ° gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ct Incluc trian ¢ ‘ “ ) No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) s elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
_ ) | cAR10. Does the project include or address IDEEECE I : 2 d )
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity . 5 ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
na ° gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ctincluc trian A L , j No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full flling of
gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
CARLL. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity V1. Appll " Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e ° project located on the regional trails system 1.00 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) s evaluated.
Clmate Actionand | Improves/acids street connectivty | AR12- Applcable to Trail Projects: Isthe Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to S510. f marked
ne ° project identified as a regional trails major 1.00 YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trals Major Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) ;
Strategy. GIS evaluated.
) ] ) Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CAR13. Does the project scope include score 3 points. Review pr g ularly
Climate Actionand [ management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management Detall question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
8 8l pe ge 033 any transportation demand management strategies implementation with No Yes Yes

Resilience

TSMO) as part of the project (Cli
Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars)

infrastructure project?

to support and the

the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
applications.
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Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:

Red Elect

Trail East of SW Shattuck Rd

Project ID:

CFP9

Project Name:

Climate Action and

Red Electric Trail East of SW Shattuck Rd

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

CAR14. Is project located in a designated

No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) 2040 land use area? v-Hop /
) . This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
) ) ) CAR1S. Is project located in or improves s penden " )
Climate Action and  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center| “ ! YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score i
" ° multimodal connections to a designated 0.00 ° ! core 1P No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? e :
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green ) )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban . (ARSI t t !
ne infrastr - ) No |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ o< ;
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
] ] Increases tree canopy, green CARLY. Does the scope adds street rees or Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to CARIS, If marked
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ] YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project
ne infrastr - other green infrastructure to reduce heat 000 | No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for island effects? includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green
climate change ’ infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green ) -
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project is located in a high V-Sop ed. 6 et "
ne infrastr - 5 MG No |hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for  |environmental hazard potential risk area? ¢ ¢ here
" quartile of tract hazard index
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with ‘ V- No p! t t Py 8
ne infrastr - No |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? )
" canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CARLS. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes — pendent 4 ponse to
Increases tree canopy, green 20, ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point f project scope
) ) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ' ’ core 1
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
ne infrastr - infrastructure to manage stormwater or 0.00 " " ) No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for ) ! green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19is
" street trees in areas with lower than average e - "y N
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. §
elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR2L. Is the project on an Emergenc
"8 " gency @ proJ sency No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
T I —— Thisis atiple IS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR1S,
) ) ! ” CAR20, and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Action and | Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of ma ) )
i " . estie _ 000 |elements. Score 1 point if the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, m ¢ ludes ele !
ras e resilience of infrastructure OR add mobility options/mobility redundancy
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
Climate Action and N CAR23. Project scope includes elements to Review project scope. Score L point if scope description includes
ne Decreases impervious surface 100 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. "
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
o proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MOL. Does the project increases street ' A !
I o¢ ‘ ! different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options street to support direct and multiple 067 : ) ! No Yes Yes
! reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
route options? erence s .
point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths o redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO2. Does the project provide shorter trips in the n reuitous paths pec
Mobility Options | Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessing |~ 1.00 | /cling infrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
e g ' ! reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
: point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity ABUrBHICEE . i No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of a high injury corridor or
. Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! v /2 mile of ef gh Injury
Mobility Options 2 ° " : 000 |intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? N . .
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
- design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliability
MOS. Does the project include treatments ication. Bas " LEALE
° R oe treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- . toincrease reliability and efficiency for all ment " ° &
I Increases reliability and efficiency for el classification? If so, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 0.00 ‘ o mhe ) o No Yes Yes
all travel modes ) e ’ Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design e ‘ L G
s timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
! point f treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
Provides/increases transportation | MOB. Does the project fll a gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARL0. If
Mobility Options vides/i P ’ prol 8P I 100 ’ pencent g : P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
. ) MO7. Does the project include elements ie|pro) pe. Scare - point 1t prol
Mobility Options  |Reduces delay for transit ; sl 000 [toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? N ° !
PS:, a B¢ 31 i it-strategy
MO8. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES, " then review project scope. If scope
MO8. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit ae pro) P! 0.00 celay using: o re £ point. Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
https://tri e
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TEL0 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability oy remaving maiing 2 0.00 ¥, revi P ! po No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight TE11 and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or
system? enhancing mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
Support/provide/increases access to | TEL s the project ocated in a tract with # of
Thriving Economy pPOrY/provic target industries greater than (>) the No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Target Industries ;
regional average?
o 1£2. Does project improve access to s tract This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES
. Support/provide/increases access to | . . N then score.
Thriving Economy ¢ with # of target industries > regional 0.00 - ) ) No Yes Yes
Target Industries B Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
e’ to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:

Trail East of SW Shattuck Rd

CFP9

RTP Goal Area

Red Electric Trail East of SW Shattuck Rd

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE4. Does project improve access to a tract

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
then review project scope and score.

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional 000 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy =B (1% E No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) land use area?
B In'adesignated 2040 Land Use center| TE5-15 Projectocated in or provides This i a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score L point if
Thriving Economy . multimodal connection to a designated 2040| ~ 0.00 |project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) roe .
land use area? within or to 22040 land use area.
) - N — Thiss 2 parial G15 depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
Increases multimodal mobility and ’ ) point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
. muttim address a substandard active transportation PG ses acti 2!
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport o ! ’ 100 |facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilities (see GIS 3 No Yes Yes
S8 facility and/or increases access to transit "
facilities ! ) - response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? [T ’
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a.5
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4 land use No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities ignati
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobility and = prol pel * This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
. muttim: elements to increase access industrial and o ! 4 >
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ner 000 | marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
eS8 transport facilities (e.g. creates a new > . ¢ "l
facilities ) toincrease access to industrial and transport facilties?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ; proj 8 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
ess freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL0, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and ) ) "YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» muttim TE11. Does project make improvements to e en s ! B,
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport - 000 |[the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infil, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
oS freight network? - oac "
facilities facilities infill or (g , infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) o
TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | s the proj nati No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TE8 and TEL2; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport  |access and options within a Title 4 industrial 000 |Score 1 point f scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
i center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- I ) )
» ) - an abover Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 " Lisinan area wit 0 Yes Yes No
¢ number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Does the project design represent | D1, What is the design classification of the
) the best possible improvementin | project roadway? Trail/Multi- !
Design Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
8! project area, based on functional  |NOTE: Trails do not have a design Use Path v-Hop
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent  [D2. Based on the functions appropriate for hitps: - -Bov/s 2024/10/ igning-
project design represer - Base © fun ppropriz Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
) the best possible in |the design are the design
Design ) : catio > cesBn 4.00 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | recommended prioritized functions being o )
P, o Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? ' " >
look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score s 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
https:, i 2024/10/: igning:
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
PoSEEEERCER IR |[5h s erdmedldesisamEadig X i X o
) the best possible improvement in / LOG ° Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design ! © design classification being applied as part of 267 ‘ ) : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional 4 particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
ect ar the scope of work for the project? ' ) ° ore
classification? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. Is the project purpose and scope https; . gov/si 2024/10/25/Designing-
Design the best possible improvementin [elements,is the project consistent with the w00 |Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf s o ves Vs
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
DS. What constraints were articulated that ) ) ) - )
? articulate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
’ ) the project faces (geographic, financial, ) " " (2
Does the project design represent [ o0 0 B8R of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
. the best possible improvement in I 3 . a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design ! © mitigate these constraints? How well didthe | 233 '  — ed : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional ! © points. An example of this i a project design in a constrained ROW
ect ar project design adapt and sought to the > An exc ) e ; )
classification? ! 8o ouet ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design classification and prioritized functions ies, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design.
in light of these constraints? > & Y P Ll
Comments provided by reviewers on ths Identified as priority in Transportation System Plan. Makes improvements
Feedback Reviewer feedback P v to address mobility barriers for seniors and people with disabilities. Is a No N/A No

project

safe routes to school project. Lots of public engagement.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Bridge Crossing of Hwy. 26 by the Westside Trail

CFP10

RTP Goal Area

Bridge Crossing of Hwy. 26 by the Westside Trail

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Equitable ) ETL.Is the project located in an Equity Focus o
Trmspontation In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ren (EFAY 100 [Score 1 pointif project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ) ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all Point Fpro) it ° cor
) In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ! 100 [communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
Equitable :;‘;Z"fe; aﬁﬁ:ﬁz‘ﬂ:;;’:;::":‘;y ET3. s project located in tract with a below- Lo Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average. . ves o Vs
Transportation " regional average walkabilty score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) )
Equitable ET4. 1s the project on either the pedestrian
g ) places for BIPOC, underserved ISUISEIE) & Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " or bicycle gaps map?
) Improves access to community . .
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved prolect withing Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation ' frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ETL, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES” then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does b ane ed YES then ?
; Improves access to community 3 . 3 points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation N N ¥ PO
) places for BIPOC, underserved orte 267 |bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation - gaps or pgrades substandard facilities along : ° ! !
communities S S includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
q elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET7. Is project tract area below regional 000 |Score 1 pointif project tract has fe expectancy score below regional L ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? g average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ETS. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | GIe: ) Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) . higher than regional average diesel 1.00 " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ‘ ‘ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ET9. Is the project in an area with higher 00o |5core 1 pointif project tract has air toxics level higher than regional . ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of air toxics? g average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. s the project located on high injur
Equitable Makes improvements in area with °  project focatecion igh inldry, Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
) ‘ corridor or intersection within an Equity 0.00 core 1 L=y ¢ 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |01 ' | high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Equitable Improves access to low-(and ETLL Is project in tract with an above- Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
) i * regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ¢ evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and
Equitable " ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower|
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for SO 2 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation . @ than regional average vehicle access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower,
e vtation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity i service access?
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for  |longer transit access to jobs travel times No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation X - .
equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options i an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o mation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 0.67  |community services access. Total available points s 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
— Removes, reduces disparitiesand L o st that the Score 1 f the applicant has clarly identiied dispariies or bariers beyond
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for ¢ 067 [those listed above and identified how the project is intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation N . project can address? N
equity that barrier.
couitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o mation of access to vehicle/high housing + |than regional average level of renter housing| ~ Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P transportation burden burden?
couitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
e of access to vehicle/high housing + [than regional average cost burdens 000 |burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing 1 Yes No Yes
c transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
improvement i area with high lack questions. Has the public been informed of the
Equitable P area with e ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
) of access to vehicle/high housing + I 267 |f ¢ Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation ] project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden . - S
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designated asa |SSL.Is the project located on a high injur
Safe System oJe cesiy - sthepra) g injlry. 0.00  |Score 1 point if project is located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements |corridor?
safe system Project location i designated as 2 | SS2.1s the project located on a regional oo |Score L pointif the project s on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high L ves o ves
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
Aol limbdehEme | e Gere e e Rt Score 1 point if the project s identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System e ) project is included in a locally adopted safety| 1.0 o 1C ! ! ¢ 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements 1 plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location s designated asa  |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System oI cestgl > any high injury No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
_ o 55. Is project addressing a specific area > s question. i vien injdry inters
Project location is designated as a ) . project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System & ) with a high level of fatal or severe crashes? 0.00 et 2 " ) y 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements [ 2 " application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
Vi there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| >0 D°% the project's design classification ro':ctlsco e on’l’ if res ons: toD1is o’;e of the following design
Safe System g P P include prioritized functions for the 100 | pe only If resp g Cesigl 1 No Yes Yes

safety

pedestrian realm?

classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of
these design classifications, please score 0.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Bridge Crossing of Hwy. 26 by the Westside Trail

CFP10

Bridge Crossing of Hwy. 26 by the Westside Trail

ais
Project Maxpoints | % | Subjective (.
RTP Goal Area Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria Application  Instructions on How to Score Availablein “ @ Review Quml:"
Average Score Question : Question
Question
Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
557. Are the preferred design elements priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
—— Design elements prioritize pedestrian) being used for pedestrian functions 233 |desien section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian o ves Vs
safety according to the functional class and design functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
classification? and mobility as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions SS8 and S59.
safe system :i:l;‘(sc:::;\:::w;panially| ATor 528.?Does the project address a network oo auesti o ves ves
gap 8ap! Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
Fill letely, partially) AT $59. Does th ject letely fill th
Safe System ey pegtialv iAoy UG BRI 033 [Seeinstructions in SS8. No Yes Yes
Trails network gap gap?
5510, Applicable to Trail Projects: I the
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 9. Applican! I"Projects: ls the Score 1 point if the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ' project identified as a regional trails major 1.00 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap f Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) AT or | SSLL.Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System plecpisisy oty Crey Yes e D UDITARNSELE iy No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project application.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or 5512. Does project contain elements that o ce duestion. Se ponse o duestion
! ; : P ) marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of aK-12  [improve active transportation access to a 1.00 ed 'YES > this question No Yes Yes
description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
school Safe Routes to School school? i BN
leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or ) o ) ) P e on
] ) 5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 |2 033 e n : No Yes Yes
e o identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If S511 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Action and  |Provides/increases transit option |and trals gaps near transit? Does project 000 |Score 1 pointif projectis on atier Lor 2 prioritylevel on the TriMet ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to ) pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |5core L pointif the projectis categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 ves " ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? : RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project i located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better 000 ighlighted here: https: hinyapps.ioftrimet- ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? " bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CARd. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Action and  [Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit o000 |Pointifprojectincludes non-infrastructure modifying elements (i signal o ves Vs
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or g retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https: ’ gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. s the project adding new o
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | CARS. Does project increase or add Active Loo |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or o ves Vs
Resilience (€SS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? ! expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific lew|proj P! '@ Z points ave > proJ
. . L _— . y scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Management and ’ v > e
. . y N N 0.00 transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the c ‘ ! ! ’
et capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
& ! upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity | minor or major arterial street according to !
No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 v-Nop /
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point avalable if either Part
L or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR7. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local ° (s 8! , etc) "
) ) » ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity  |traffic to use local and collector streets to N
e ° amie ! ‘ : 033 [1point. 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial
e Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilties? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) )  |cAR9. Does the project include o address 152 GI5 dependent question. 3 resp question £
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity oD ° " 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
" ° gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ct Incluc trian ¢ ‘ “ ) 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) s elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
_ ) | cAR10. Does the project include or address IDEEECE I : 2 d )
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity . 5 ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
na ° gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ctincluc trian A L , j 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full flling of
gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
CARLL. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity V1. Appll " Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e ° project located on the regional trails system 1.00 1 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) s evaluated.
Clmate Actionand | Improves/acids street connectivty | AR12- Applcable to Trail Projects: Isthe Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to S510. f marked
ne ° project identified as a regional trails major 1.00 YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trals Major 1 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) ;
Strategy. GIS evaluated.
) ] ) Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CAR13. Does the project scope include score 3 points. Review pr g ularly
) ) ! " ° Detail question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
Climate Actionand | management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management ; o A
" outside ° ° 133 |anytransportation demand management strategies implementation with No Yes Yes
Resilience TSMO) as part of the project (Cl to support and the r ) °
! ’ ¢ the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars) infrastructure project? applications
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Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Bridge Crossing of Hwy. 26 by the Westside Trail

Project ID:

CFP10

Project Name:

Climate Action and

Bridge Crossing of Hwy. 26 by the Westside Trail

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

CAR14. Is project located in a designated

Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) 2040 land use area? v-Hop /
) . This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
) ) ) CAR1S. Is project located in or improves — penden " )
Climate Action and  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center| “ ! YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score i
" ° multimodal connections to a designated 1.00 ° ! core 1P No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? e :
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green ) )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban . (ARSI t t !
ne infrastr - ) No |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ o< ;
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
] ] Increases tree canopy, green CARLY. Does the scope adds street rees or Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to CARIS, If marked
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ] YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project
ne infrastr - other green infrastructure to reduce heat 000 | No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for island effects? includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green
climate change ’ infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green ) -
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project is located in a high V-Sop ed. 6 et "
ne infrastr - 5 MG No |hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for  |environmental hazard potential risk area? ¢ ¢ here
" quartile of tract hazard index
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with ‘ V- No p! t t Py 8
ne infrastr - No |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? )
" canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CARLS. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes — pendent 4 ponse to
Increases tree canopy, green 20, ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point f project scope
) ) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ' ’ core 1
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
ne infrastr - infrastructure to manage stormwater or 0.00 " " ) No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for ) ! green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19is
" street trees in areas with lower than average e - "y N
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. L "
elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR2L. Is the project on an Emergenc
"8 " gency @ proJ sency No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
T I —— Thisis atiple IS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR1S,
) ) ! ” CAR20, and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Action and | Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of ma ) )
i " . estie _ 000 |elements. Score 1 point if the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, m ¢ ludes ele !
ras e resilience of infrastructure OR add mobility options/mobility redundancy
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
Climate Action and N CAR23. Project scope includes elements to Review project scope. Score L point if scope description includes
ne Decreases impervious surface 100 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. "
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
o proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MOL. Does the project increases street ' A !
I o¢ ‘ ! different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options street to support direct and multiple 067 : ) ! No Yes Yes
! reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
route options? N . N .
point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths o redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO2. Does the project provide shorter trips in the n reuitous paths pec
Mobility Options [ Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessin 100  |Cvelinginfrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
v OP P v mn"s,‘t P & picyele, e ! reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
: point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity ABUrBHICEE . i No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of a high injury corridor or
. Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! v /2 mile of ef gh Injury
Mobility Options 2 ° " : 067 |intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? N . .
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
- design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliability
MOS. Does the project include treatments ication. Bas " LEALE
° R oe treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- . toincrease reliability and efficiency for all ment " ° &
I Increases reliability and efficiency for el classification? If so, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 0.00 ‘ o mhe ) o No Yes Yes
all travel modes ) e ’ Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design e ‘ L G
s timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
! point f treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
Provides/increases transportation | MOB. Does the project fll a gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARL0. If
Mobility Options vides/i P ’ prol 8P I 100 ’ pencent g : P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
. ) MO7. Does the project include elements ie|pro) pe. Scare - point 1t prol
Mobility Options  |Reduces delay for transit ; sl 000 [toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? N ° !
PS:, a B¢ 31 i it-strategy
MO8. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES, " then review project scope. If scope
MO8. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit ae pro) P! 0.00 celay using: o re £ point. Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
https://tri e
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TEL0 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability oy remaving maiing 2 0.00 ¥, revi P ! po No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight TE11 and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or
system? enhancing mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
Support/provide/increases access to | TEL s the project ocated in a tract with # of
Thriving Economy pPOrY/provic target industries greater than (>) the No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Target Industries ;
regional average?
o 1£2. Does project improve access to s tract This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES
. Support/provide/increases access to | . . N then score.
Thriving Economy ¢ with # of target industries > regional 0.00 - ) ) No Yes Yes
Target Industries B Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
e’ to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
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divid.

ion |

Eval

| Score y:

Bridge Crossing of Hwy. 26 by the Westside Trail

CFP10

RTP Goal Area

Bridge Crossing of Hwy. 26 by the Westside Trail

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE4. Does project improve access to a tract

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
then review project scope and score.

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional 000 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy =B (1% E Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) land use area?
B In'adesignated 2040 Land Use center| TE5-15 Projectocated in or provides This i a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score L point if
Thriving Economy . multimodal connection to a designated 2040| 100 |project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) roe .
land use area? within or to 22040 land use area.
) - N — Thiss 2 parial G15 depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
Increases multimodal mobility and ’ ) point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
. muttim address a substandard active transportation PG ses acti 2!
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport o ! ’ 200 |facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilities (see GIS 3 No Yes Yes
S8 facility and/or increases access to transit "
facilities ! ) - response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? [T ’
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a.5
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4land use Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities ignati
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobility and = prol pel * This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
. muttim: elements to increase access industrial and o ! 4 >
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ner 100 |marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
eS8 transport facilities (e.g. creates a new " ; - L
facilities ) toincrease access to industrial and transport facilties?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ; proj 8 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL0, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and ) ) "YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» muttim TE11. Does project make improvements to e en s ! B,
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport - 000 |[the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infil, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
oS freight network? - oac "
facilities facilities infill or (g , infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) o
TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | s the proj nati No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TE8 and TEL2; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport  |access and options within a Title 4 industrial 000 |Score 1 point f scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
i center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- I ) )
» ) - an abover Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 " Lisinan area wit 0 Yes Yes No
¢ number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Does the project design represent | D1, What is the design classification of the
) the best possible improvementin | project roadway? Trail/Multi- !
Design Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
8! project area, based on functional  |NOTE: Trails do not have a design Use Path v-Hop
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent  [D2. Based on the functions appropriate for hitps: - -Bov/s 2024/10/ igning-
project design represer - Base © fun ppropriz Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
) the best possible in |the design are the design
Design ) : catio > cesBn 5.00 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | recommended prioritized functions being o )
P, o Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? plication >
look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score s 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
ps: i 2024/10/: igning:
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
PoSEEEERCER IR |[5h s erdmedldesisamEadig X i X o
) the best possible improvement in / LOG ° Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design ! © design classification being applied as part of 3.00 ‘ ) : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional 4 particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
ect ar the scope of work for the project? ' ¢ ° ore
classification? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. Is the project purpose and scope https; . gov/si 2024/10/25/Designing-
) the best possible improvementin  |elements, is the project consistent with the Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Design ) c j e ’ 5.00 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
DS. What constraints were articulated that ) - - )
? articulate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
. the project faces (geographic, financial, : o s
Does the project design represent [ o0 0 B8R of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
. the best possible improvement in I 3 . a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design ! © mitigate these constraints? How well didthe | 233 ' GIENLIDLERIEEE : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional e points. An example of this i a project design in a constrained ROW
ect ar project design adapt and sought to the > An exc ) e ; )
classification? ! 8o ouet ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design clasification and prioritized functions facilities, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design
in light of these constraints? > & Y P Ll
Comments provided by reviewers on this
Feedback Reviewer feedback P v No evaluators comments No N/A No

project
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Railroad Avenue Multiuse Path: 37th Avenue to Linwood Avenue

CFP11

Railroad Avenue Multiuse Path: 37th Avenue to Linwood Avenue

ais
Project Maxpoints | % | Subjective (.
RTP Goal Area Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria Application  Instructions on How to Score Availablein “ @ Review Quesﬂ:"
Average Score Question : Question
Question
Equitable ) ETL.Is the project located in an Equity Focus o
Trmspontation In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ren (EFAY 100 [Score 1 pointif project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ) ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all Point Fpro) it ° cor
) In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ! 000 |communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
Equitable :;‘;Z"fe; aﬁﬁ:ﬁz‘ﬂ:;;’:;::":‘;y ET3. s project located in tract with a below- Lo Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average. . ves o Vs
Transportation " regional average walkabilty score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) )
Equitable ET4. 1s the project on either the pedestrian
g ) places for BIPOC, underserved ISUISEIE) & Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " or bicycle gaps map?
) Improves access to community . .
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved prolect withing Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation ' frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ETL, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES” then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does - ane ec e e :
; Improves access to community 3 . 3 points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation N N ¥ PO
) places for BIPOC, underserved orte 300 |bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation - gaps or pgrades substandard facilities along : ° ! !
communities S S includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
q elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET7. Is project tract area below regional Lop |Score 1 point fproject tract has lfe expectancy score below regional L ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? ! average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ETS. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | - Gl " Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) . higher than regional average diesel 1.00 " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ‘ ‘ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ET9. Is the project in an area with higher oo |Score L pointif project tract has ai toxicslevel hgher than regional . ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of air toxics? . average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. s the project located on high injur
Equitable Makes improvements in area with °  project focatecion igh inldry, Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
) ‘ corridor or intersection within an Equity 0.00 core 1 L=y ¢ 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |01 ' | high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Equitable Improves access to low-(and ETLL Is project in tract with an above- Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
) i * regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ¢ evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and
Equitable " ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower|
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for SO 2 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation . @ than regional average vehicle access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower,
e vtation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity i service access?
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for  |longer transit access to jobs travel times No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation X - .
equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options i an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o mation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 100 |community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
— Removes, reduces disparitiesand L o st that the Score 1 f the applicant has clarly identiied dispariies or bariers beyond
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for ¢ 067 [those listed above and identified how the project is intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation X . project can address? N
equity that barrier.
couitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o mation of access to vehicle/high housing + |than regional average level of renter housing| ~ Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P transportation burden burden?
couitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
e of access to vehicle/high housing + [than regional average cost burdens 100 |burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing 1 Yes No Yes
c transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
improvement i area with high lack questions. Has the public been informed of the
Equitable P area with e ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
) of access to vehicle/high housing + o e 300 | ¢ Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation ] project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden . - S
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designated asa |SSL.Is the project located on a high injur
Safe System oJe cesiy - sthepra) g injlry. 0.00  |Score 1 point if project is located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements |corridor?
safe system Project location i designated as 2 | SS2.1s the project located on a regional oo |Score L pointifthe project is on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high L ves o ves
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
Aol limbdehEme | e Gere e e Rt Score 1 point if the project s identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System e ) project is included in a locally adopted safety| 1.0 o 1C ! ! ¢ 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements 1 plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location s designated asa  |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System oI cestgl > any high injury No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
_ o 55. Is project addressing a specific area > s question. i vien injdry inters
Project location is designated as a ) . project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System & ) with a high level of fatal or severe crashes? 0.00 et 2 " ) y 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements [ 2 " application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
Vi there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
) o _|556. Does the project's design classification Proj pe. P edp ! e
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| e y project scope only if response to D1 is one of the following design
Safe System include prioritized functions for the 1.00 ot s ! ' ! 1 No Yes Yes
safety i classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
P Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of
these design classifications, please score 0.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Railroad Avenue Multiuse Path: 37th Avenue to Linwood Avenue

CFP11
Railroad Avenue Multiuse Path: 37th Avenue to Linwood Avenue

Max Points
Available in
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Project

Scoring

RTP Goal Area Question

Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria Application  Instructions on How to Score

Average Score

Design elements prioritize pedestrian

557. Are the preferred design elements
being used for pedestrian functions

Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
design section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian

Safe System 3.00 No Yes Yes
U safety according to the functional class and design functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
classification? and mobility as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions SS8 and S59.
safe system iifl;éc::::{\:::\gpanially; ATor 528.?Does the project address a network oo auesti o ves ves
gap 8ap! Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
Fill letely, partially) AT $59. Does th ject letely fill th
Safe System ey pegtialv iAoy UG BRI 067  |Seeinstructions in SS8. No Yes Yes
Trails network gap gap?
5510, Applicable to Trail Projects: I the
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 9. Applican! I"Projects: ls the Score 1 point if the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ' project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap f Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) AT or | SSLL.Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System plecpisisy oty Crey Yes e D UDITARNSELE iy No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project application.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or 5512. Does project contain elements that o ce duestion. Se ponse o duestion
! ; : P ) marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of aK-12  [improve active transportation access to a 1.00 ed 'YES > this question No Yes Yes
description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
school Safe Routes to School school? i BN
leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or ) o ) ) P e on
] ) 5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 |2 067 e n : No Yes Yes
e o identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If S511 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Action and  |Provides/increases transit option |and trals gaps near transit? Does project 000 |Score 1 pointif projectis on atier Lor 2 prioritylevel on the TriMet ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to ) pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |5core L pointif the projectis categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 ves " ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? : RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project i located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better 000 ighlighted here: https: hinyapps.ioftrimet- ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? " bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CARd. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Action and  [Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit 033 |Pointifprojectincludes non-infrastructure modifying elements (i signal o ves Vs
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or - retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https: ’ gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. s the project adding new o
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | CARS. Does project increase or add Active Loo |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or o ves Vs
Resilience (€SS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? ! expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific lew|proj P! '@ Z points ave > proJ
. . L _— . y scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Management and ’ v > e
e > ° © ! 033 transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the c ‘ ! ! ’
et capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
& ! upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity | minor or major arterial street according to !
Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 v-Nop /
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point avalable if either Part
L or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR7. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local ° (s 8! , etc) "
) ) » ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score
Climate Actionand  |Improves/adds street connectivity | traffic to use local and collector streets to 067 1 point No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial g Gt
e Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilties? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) )  |cAR9. Does the project include o address 152 GI5 dependent question. 3 resp question £
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity oD ° " 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
" ° gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ct Incluc trian ¢ ‘ “ ) No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) s elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
_ ) | cAR10. Does the project include or address IDEEECE I : 2 d )
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity . 5 ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
na ° gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ctincluc trian A L , j No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full flling of
gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
CARLL. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity V1. Appll " Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e ° project located on the regional trails system 1.00 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) s evaluated.
Clmate Actionand | Improves/acids street connectivty | AR12- Applcable to Trail Projects: Isthe Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to S510. f marked
ne ° project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trals Major Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) ;
Strategy. GIS evaluated.
) ] ) Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CAR13. Does the project scope include score 3 points. Review pr g ularly
Climate Actionand [ management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management Detall question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
8 8l pe ge 033 any transportation demand management strategies implementation with No Yes Yes

Resilience

TSMO) as part of the project (Cli

Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars)

to support and the
infrastructure project?

the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
applications.
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Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Railroad Avenue Multiuse Path: 37th Avenue to Linwood Avenue

Project ID:

CFP11

Project Name:

Climate Action and

Railroad Avenue Multiuse Path: 37th Avenue to Linwood Avenue

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

CAR14. Is project located in a designated

Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) 2040 land use area? v-Hop /
) . This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
) ) ) CAR1S. Is project located in or improves s penden " )
Climate Action and  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center| “ ! YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score i
" ° multimodal connections to a designated 1.00 ° ! core 1P No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? e :
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green ) )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban . (ARSI t t !
ne infrastr - ) No |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ o< ;
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
] ] Increases tree canopy, green CARLY. Does the scope adds street rees or Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to CARIS, If marked
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ] YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project
ne infrastr - other green infrastructure to reduce heat 000 | No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for island effects? includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green
climate change ’ infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green ) -
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project is located in a high V-Sop ed. 6 et "
ne infrastr - 5 MG No |hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for  |environmental hazard potential risk area? ¢ ¢ here
" quartile of tract hazard index
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with ‘ V- No p! t t Py 8
ne infrastr - No |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? )
" canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CARLS. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes — pendent 4 ponse to
Increases tree canopy, green 20, ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point f project scope
) ) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ' ’ core 1
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
ne infrastr - infrastructure to manage stormwater or 0.00 " " ) No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for ) ! green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19is
" street trees in areas with lower than average e - "y N
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. arked §
elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR2L. Is the project on an Emergenc
"8 " gency @ proJ sency No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
T I —— Thisis atiple IS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR1S,
) ) ! ” CAR20, and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Action and | Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of ma ) )
i " . estie _ 000 |elements. Score 1 point if the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, m ¢ ludes ele !
ras e resilience of infrastructure OR add mobility options/mobility redundancy
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
Climate Action and N CAR23. Project scope includes elements to Review project scope. Score L point if scope description includes
ne Decreases impervious surface 100 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. i
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
. N proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MOL. Does the project increases street ' A !
I o¢ ‘ ! different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options street to support direct and multiple 033 : ) ! No Yes Yes
! reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
route options? N . N .
point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths o redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO2. Does the project provide shorter trips in the n reuitous paths pec
Mobility Options | Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessing | 0.67 | /cliné infrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
e g ' g reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
: point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity ABUrBHICEE . i No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of a high injury corridor or
. Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! v /2 mile of ef gh Injury
Mobility Options 2 ° " : 033 |intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? N . .
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
- design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliability
MOS. Does the project include treatments ication. Bas " LEALE
° R oe treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- . toincrease reliability and efficiency for all ment " ° &
I Increases reliability and efficiency for el classification? If so, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 0.67 ‘ o mhe ) o No Yes Yes
all travel modes ) e ’ Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design e ‘ L G
s timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
! point f treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
Provides/increases transportation | MOB. Does the project fll a gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARL0. If
Mobility Options vides/i P ’ prol 8P I 100 ’ pencent g : P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
. ) MO7. Does the project include elements ie|pro) pe. Scare - point 1t prol
Mobility Options  |Reduces delay for transit ; sl 000 [toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? N ° !
PS:, a B¢ 31 i it-strategy
MO8. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES, " then review project scope. If scope
MO8. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit ae pro) P! 0.00 celay using: o re £ point. Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
https://tri p
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TEL0 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability oy remaving maiing 2 0.00 ¥, revi P ! po No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight TE11 and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or
system? enhancing mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
Support/provide/increases access to | TEL s the project ocated in a tract with # of
Thriving Economy T;pet lngusmes target industries greater than (>) the Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
B regional average?
o 1£2. Does project improve access to s tract This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES
. Support/provide/increases access to | . . N then score.
Thriving Economy ¢ with # of target industries > regional 1.00 - ) ) No Yes Yes
Target Industries B Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
e’ to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Railroad Avenue Multiuse Path: 37th Avenue to Linwood Avenue

CFP11

RTP Goal Area

Railroad Avenue Multiuse Path: 37th Avenue to Linwood Avenue

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE4. Does project improve access to a tract

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
then review project scope and score.

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional 000 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy =B (1% E Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) land use area?
B In'adesignated 2040 Land Use center| TE5-15 Projectocated in or provides This i a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score L point if
Thriving Economy . multimodal connection to a designated 2040| 100 |project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) roe .
land use area? within or to 22040 land use area.
) - N — Thiss 2 parial G15 depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
Increases multimodal mobility and ’ ) point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
. muttim address a substandard active transportation PG ses acti 2!
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport o ! ’ 167 |facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilities (see GIS 3 No Yes Yes
S8 facility and/or increases access to transit "
facilities ! ) - response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? [T ’
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a.5
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4 land use Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities ignati
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobility and = prol pel * This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
. muttim: elements to increase access industrial and o ! 4 >
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ner 100 |marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
eS8 transport facilities (e.g. creates a new > . ¢ "l
facilities ) toincrease access to industrial and transport facilties?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ; proj 8 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL0, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and ) ) "YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» muttim TE11. Does project make improvements to e en s ! B,
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport - 000 |[the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infil, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
oS freight network? - oac "
facilities facilities infill or (g , infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) o
TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | s the proj nati No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TE8 and TEL2; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport  |access and options within a Title 4 industrial 000 |Score 1 point f scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
i center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- I ) )
» ) - an abover Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 " Lisinan area wit 0 Yes Yes No
¢ number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Does the project design represent | D1, What is the design classification of the
) the best possible improvementin | project roadway? Community !
Design Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
8! project area, based on functional  |NOTE: Trails do not have a design street v-Hop
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent  [D2. Based on the functions appropriate for hitps: - -Bov/s 2024/10/ igning-
project design represer - Base © fun ppropriz Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
) the best possible in |the design are the design
Design ) : e - cesen n/a 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | recommended prioritized functions being o )
P, o Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? ' " >
look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score s 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
ps: i 2024/10/ igning:
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
PoSEEEERCER IR |[5h s erdmedldesisamEadig X i X -
) the best possible improvement in / LOG ° Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design ! © design classification being applied as part of n/a ‘ ) : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional 4 particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
ect ar the scope of work for the project? ' ¢ ° ore
classification? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. Is the project purpose and scope https; . gov/si 2024/10/25/Designing-
) the best possible improvementin  |elements, is the project consistent with the Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Design ) c j ek ° n/a 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
DS. What constraints were articulated that ) ) ) - )
? articulate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
’ ) the project faces (geographic, financial, : ) : s
Does the project design represent [ o0 0 B8R of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
. the best possible improvement in I 3 . a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design . ) mitigate these constraints? How well did the n/a 3 = 5 o . 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional ! © points. An example of this i a project design in a constrained ROW
ect ar project design adapt and sought to the > An exc ) e ; )
classification? ! 8o ouet ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design classification and prioritized functions ies, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design.
in light of these constraints? > & Y P Ll
Liked the ties between the project and building future transit service and
Comments provided by reviewers on this how the project will serve students who use the corridor for bus service.
Feedback Reviewer feedback providedbyrevi " project wi ! No N/A No

project

‘While the project is not located on/as high injury corridor, recognition
there are injuries/crashes in the proximity.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Gladstone Historic Trolley Trail Bridge Construction

[Project ip:

CFP12

Project Name:

RTP Goal Area

Gladstone Historic Trolley Trail Bridge Construction

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max Points
Available in
Question

Gl
Evaluated
res

Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

safety

according to the functional class and design
classification?

functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
and mobility as "Priority?" Also ook at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.

Equitable N ET1. Is the project located in an Equity Focus L L
- § In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) proj quity 100 [Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation Area (EFA)?
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three f ities. F
Equitable § ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all S 2 (I AR E10 A ST Rl 1D G RS
§ In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) o 0.00 communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
" Improves access to communit, . N N L N . "
Equitable P Y ET3. Is project located in tract with a below- Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average.
N places for BIPOC, underserved N . 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation "t regional average walkability score? GIS evaluated
communities
) Improves access to community ) ) .
Equitable ETA. Is the project on either the pedestrian
i . places for BIPOC, underserved SRR = Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " or bicycle gaps map?
i Improves access to community . i
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
d ) places for BIPOC, underserved prol ® No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " frequent transit route or stop?
communities
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to T, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES" then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does e ol Yo e :
’ Improves access to community ! ) ! points is 3. Score 1 point f project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation 5 N N O
. places for BIPOC, underserved o 2.00 bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation " gaps or upgrades substandard faciities along h c ! >
communities . B includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
frequent transit lines and stations in EFAs? N - v P )
elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ET7. Is project tract area below regional 100 Score 1 point if project tract has life expectancy score below regional A Yes o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? . average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ET8. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |- proje " Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
! ‘ higher than regional average diesel 1.00 " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ) ¢ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ETS. Is the project in an area with higher Loo |Score 1 pointif project tract has ir toxics level higher than regional . Vs o Vs
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of ar toxics? average (0.57 ug/ms3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. Is the project located on high inj
Equitable Makes improvements in area with b BHEEE) IR M E R Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
§ © corridor or intersection within an Equity 0.00 core - ! g’ N 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |77 07 ¥ high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
" ET11. Is project in tract with an above- L L N N
Equitable Improves access to low-(and . 1s prol 3 above Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
§ i s regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ¢ evaluated,
mins. (all modes)?
i Removes, reduces disparities and e _
Equitable O . § ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower :
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for : : No [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. o No N/A No
Transportation — ! than regional average vehicle access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparities and | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower
o eation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity communities) community service access?
T Removes, reduces disparitiesand  |ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
T‘:ans o ration barriers (jobs, transit, services for |longer transit access to jobs travel times Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
‘marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options in an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o tation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 200 |community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, andor transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
) Removes, reduces disparities and o Score 1 if the applicant has clearly identified disparities or barriers beyond
Equitable oves AL ET16. What other barriers exist that the " CLEIBIEDCEENY L &
: barriers (jobs, transit, services for ; 100 |those listed above and identified how the project is intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation b s project can address? .
equity communities) that barrier.
couitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
4 ) of access to vehicle/high housing + | than regional average level of renter housing| ~ Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation :
transportation burden burden?
cauitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
T‘:ans oation of access to vehicle/high housing + |than regional average cost burdens 1.00 burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing 1 Yes No Yes
P transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
, . Involvement application questions. Has the public been informed of the
) Improvement in area with high lack S e b ‘
Equitable ares ’ ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
: of access to vehicle/high housing + |-~ 1o o P2 400 |f ‘ Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation d project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden N " o
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designated asa | SSI. Is the project located on a high injun
Safe System ole  desigl . proj gh Injury 0.00 Score 1 point if project is located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements | corridor?
Project location is designated as a $S2.1s the project located on a regional Score 1 point if the project is on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high
Safe System ol desie ne prole ed on areglon: 000  |>oretpor prol P velereg! ¢ 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
) o $53. Did the project application indicate the . e )
Project location is designated as a - Did the project app Score 1 point if the project s identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System o ; project is included in a locally adopted safety| 0.0 1o 1¢ ! ! ¢ 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements ) plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location is designated as a SS4. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System ol desie > any high injury No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
§ N $55. Is project addressing a specific area with > K . IS
Project location is designated as a > project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System & : a high level of fatal or severe crashes? How 0.00 ect " ) ° 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements many? application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
s there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
§ - |s6. Does the project’s design classification proj pe | P ed p i °
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| e ’ project scope only if response to D1 is one of the following design
Safe System include prioritized functions for the 1.00 o s ! ' ! 1 No Yes Yes
safety it classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
P ! Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of these
design classifications, please score 0.
Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
$57. Are the preferred design elements priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
Design elements prioritize pedestrian [ being used for pedestrian functions design section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian
Safe System 3 B s g & 3.00 & o G o 3 No Yes Yes
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Gladstone Historic Trolley Trail Bridge Construction

[Project ip:

CFP12

Project Name:

RTP Goal Area

Gladstone Historic Trolley Trail Bridge Construction

Performance Measure

Fills (completely, partially) AT or

Evaluation Question-Criteria

558. Does the project address a network

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions S8 and SS9.

Max Points
Available in
Question

Gl
Evaluated
res

Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Resilience

impervious surfaces to mitigate for

climate change

island effects?

includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green

infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.

Safe System Trails network gai ap? 1.00 1 No Yes Yes
eap gape Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
- Fils completely, partaly) AT or |59 Does the project completely fil the 100 |see mstractions in 558, B o e e
Trails network gap gap?
) ) $510. Applicable to Trail Projects: s the " - ) o
Fills (completely, partially) AT or pplica rojects: s the Score 1 point if the project s identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System > project identified as a regional trails major 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap F Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) ATor | SS11. Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses allin current
Safe System Sty L) prol Yes rer . No points allo Biliyess 0 No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project applicat
N . . N This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or $512. Does project contain elements that s ! " ! 2 SO
) ) : ‘ , marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 |improve active transportation access to a 1.00 ee TES > this qu . 1 No Yes Yes
o eafe b e e description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
! leading to the school(s). If 511 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or ’ s o ponse o e en
d ) $513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of aK-12 |y 0.00 e " P 1 No Yes Yes
et o e identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If 5511 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option  |and trails gaps near transit? Does project 000 Score 1 point if project is on a tier 1 or 2 priority level on the TriMet N ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |5core 1 pointifthe project is categorized as an ETC project n the 2023 B Ves o Ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? 8 RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project is located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Actionand  |Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better 000 |seEments, highlighted here: hinyapps.io/trimet- . ‘s o ‘s
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CAR. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit 000 point if project includes non-infrastructure modifying elements (i.e. signal ) o ves ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or . retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https://wwiw.s fonal-transit-strateg
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. Is the project adding new or
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases bicycling/walking |CARS. Does project increase or add Active 100 expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or N o ves ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CAR6. Does project identify specific prol P & 2 § ¢ prol
) ’ . o ) I scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and Provides/increases bicycling/walking |Transportation System Management and P . N e
. - N N N 0.00 intelligent transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing 2 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the _ . 8 g
S capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
proj pe? upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on  planned
Clirv‘ale Action and \mproV§s/adds street connectivity | minor or major arteria}l street ?ccarding to No Reference only. No points allocated, G1S evaluated. o No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point available if either Part
1 or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1 is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR?. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local (v 8 ) r
) ’ . 8 adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity traffic to use local and collector streets to N
e ° afic ! ¢ : 100 |1point. 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial
streets? ) ) :
Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilities? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) : _|cARs. Does the project include or address 152 615 dependent q h resp N :
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity o ° ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
ne * gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 et Inclue ran © “ . X 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) BV elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project s in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) : | cAR10. Does the project include or address EAECEEIERI] : R d )
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity - ’ , 1 point f project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
e ° gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ct Inelu trian AND Bicy ' ' 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or fullfilling of
: gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
CAR11. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity pplicable to Trall Projects: Is the Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e ° project located on the regional trails system 1.00 1 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) i evaluated.
, , | cAR12. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to SS10. If marked
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity AT P e aypen penden v e o respomee ! s
ne * project identified as a regional trails major 1.00 'VES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trails Major 1 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) g
investment? Investment Strategy. GIS evaluated.
M: 3 points. Revit ject , particularl to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CAR13. Does the project scope include jax score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Projec
) ) ) " y Detail question 11 in application. Score f the project includes or speaks to
Climate Actionand | management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management § ect ®
ne N ¢ N © 0.00 any demand strategies with 3 No Yes Yes
Resilience ' TSMO) as part of the project (Climate [strategies to support and compliment the the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars) infrastructure project? comp project prol P
Climate Actionand  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center [CAR14. Is project located in a designated
na 518 Prol 8 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects t0?) 2040 land use area?
CARS. 15 project located in or imoroves This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
Climate Actionand  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center| > & Project oc i “YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score if
. N multimodal connections to a designated 1.00 N N N 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects t0?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? e :
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green ) .
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand | infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban © iy N N !
ne ! * 'S¢ N Yes defined here as 'project located in census tract in top quartile of tract 0 No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ oot :
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
limate Actonand [ mamocre nd desrommes | |CARL7: Do the scope s et reesor Ve hen et et o e sere it
other green infrastructure to reduce heat 0.00 g pro P . point I pro 1 No Yes Yes
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Gladstone Historic Trolley Trail Bridge Construction

[Project ip:

CFP12

Project Name:

RTP Goal Area

Climate Action and

Gladstone Historic Trolley Trail Bridge Construction

Performance Measure

Increases tree canopy, green
infrastructure and decreases

Evaluation Question-Criteria

CAR18. Project is located in a high

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental

Max Points
Available in
Question

Gl
Evaluated
res

Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

facilities

mile distance to a Title 4 land use

na ! " 15€ N e Yes hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top 0 No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | environmental hazard potential risk area? ‘ @ here
" quartile of tract hazard index
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green .
i § ! Py, & . . § Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with \ Nop ‘ " /
na infrastr e No |defined here as project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract 0 No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? )
" canopy coverage percentage'.
dlimate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR18. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes coudt —— LEIESD
Increases tree canopy, green ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point if project scope
) ) ! element? Examples include green i ' o
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ' elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
. N N . infrastructure to manage stormwater or 1.00 N N . 2 No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for i " green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19 is
) street trees in areas with lower than average wpc 1 S o B
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point f scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. P "
mitigation elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Acti d Add E CAR21. Is the ject E
Imate Action an resses an Emergency s the project on an Emergency No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
This is a triple GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR18,
CAR22. Does the project scope elements E = P LELETEA
) ' ! ) CAR20, and CAR2L. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergency ook to increase the resilience of ma) ) )
na . ! estie X 1.00 elements. Score 1 point if the scope includes elements that increase 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, o N e o
! Ll resilience of infrastructure OR add mobility options/mability redundancy
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
) ) ) ) Review project scope. Score 1 point if scope description includes
Climate Action and . . CAR23. Project scope includes elements to pro P P P P §
na Decreases impervious surface 100 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. i
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
o proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MO1. Does the project increases street y ) 5
I ) : different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options street to support direct and multiple 1.00 2 ) ! 1 No Yes Yes
s reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
’ point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths or redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO?2. Does the project provide shorter trips he n s paths ped
Mobility Options | Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessiny 100 |eling infrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please 1 No Yes Yes
¥ Ot P 4 tm:’m P 8, bicycle, J . reference responses to MO1 and CAR8 to help inform scoring. Score 1
B point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity 15 the project | . . No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
of a high injury corridor o intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
’ ’ , located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of a high injury corridor or
o Project area has a high number of | MOA4. Does the project provide a safer ! /2 igh Injury
Mobility Options o7 © r : 1.00 then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or 1 No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? I > :
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
- design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliabilty
MOS5. Does the project include treatments to [aron. Be N . /
! ! v treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- - increase reliability and efficiency for all ment " o o
- Increases reliability and efficiency for abilit dlassification? If s0, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 0.00 ‘ o the ; e 1 No Yes Yes
al travel modes ° e " Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design ar . 1 JEEh
tional timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
classification? e > and eadine o ;
point if treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
I Provides/increases transportation | MOG. Does the project fil a gap or This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARLO. If
Mobility Options vides/ P 6. Does the proj &P 100 | e ’ i 1 No Yes Yes
option deficiency in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
- ) ) S Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit : lect Incu 000 [toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. 1 No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? ° °
ps; gy
MOS. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and No [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES," then review project scope. If scope
MO39. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit DL 2 0.00 P 1 > " 2 Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
ps://tri htmé#route
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TE10 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to TE11
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability b4 8 maling 2 0.00 > any, P " resp X 1 No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight and TEL3. If project scope appears to be removing a barier or enhancing
system? mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
- TEL. Is the project located i a tract with # of
» Support/provide/increases access to RBLT :
Thriving Economy N target industries greater than (>) the No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Target Industries E
regional average?
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES"
Support/provide/increases access to || D0¢S Project improve access to a tract then score.
Thriving Economy Pport/provid with # of target industries > regional 0.00 - . : 1 No Yes Yes
Target Industries e Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
8 to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/Commercial developability | with # of developable acres > regional Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
TEA. Does project improve access to a tract then review project scope and score.
Thriving Economy | Industrial/Commercial developability |with # of developable acres > regional 100 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
. In a designated 2040 Land Use center| TES. Is project located in a designated 2040 :
Thriving Economy > Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) and use area?
) TE6. Is project located in or provides This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score 1 point if
» In a designated 2040 Land Use center| |- '* P ° prov ep: a pons : [
Thriving Economy * multimodal connection to a designated 2040|  1.00  |project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) role .
land use area? within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
This is a partial GIS depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
X " TE7. Does the project scope fill a gap or Is s a partial GI depedent questio 2 N
Increases multimodal mobility and g ) point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
- mam address a substandard active transportation it per ses act i
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ar . ? 100 |facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilities (see GIS 3 No Yes Yes
- facility and/or increases access to transit N
facilities : - - response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? T '
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a .5
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport No [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Gladstone Historic Trolley Trail Bridge Construction

[Project ip:

CFP12

Project Name:

RTP Goal Area

Gladstone Historic Trolley Trail Bridge Construction

Performance Measure

Increases multimodal mobility and

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE9. Does the project scope includes
elements to increase access industrial and

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if

Max Points
Available in
Question

Gls
Evaluated
ore

Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

project

width requirements generally, but could be better in path design and
completing gaps. Portland Avenue is still missing facilities so gap not totally|
closed. Ideally would connect to bike facilities on the north side, to the
trail to the east, or at least some on-street treatments (e.g. striping,
sharrow, signage) on Clackamas Boulevard to the west or Portland Avenue
to the north. Not clear on the landing designs. Identified and mitigated
environmental concern, and design within constraints. Demonstrates good
financial stewardship.

Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ner 0.00 ‘marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
e transport facilities (e.g. creates a new N 3 -
facilties ' ¢ : to increase access to industrial and transport fa
connection and/or multimodal connection).
Increases multimodal mobility and , )
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ! pro 8 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
ess freight network
facilties
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE10, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and : , “YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» ! " TE11. Does project make improvements to . e . AP
Thriving Economy  [access to industrial and transport [+ %> PO 000 |the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infill, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
facilties € ! facilties infill or enhancement (e.g. separation, protection), infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) o
TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport || s the pro No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilties
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TES and TE12; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy [ access to industrial and transport |access and options within a Title 4 industrial | 000 [Score 1 point if scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
facilties center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- o . .
- ) - 2n above Score 1 point if project s in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 " Hisin an area wit 0 Yes Yes No
¢ number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. (all modes)?
Does the project design represent | D1. What s the design classification of the
) the best possible improvementin | project roadway? Trail/Multi- )
Design ; e ; ) Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
8 project area, based on functional | NOTE: Trails do not have a design Use Path v-Nop
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
9 10/25/Designing-
Does the project desig t  |D2. Based on the functi iate fo "
0¢s the project design represen ased on the functions appropriate for Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
) the best possible improvementin | the design classification, are the design
Design y o - " 4.00 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | recommended prioritized functions being S )
e eation W Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
fon? prioritized? look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
ps: 2024/10/25/Designing-
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Does the project design represent
(R S T D3. Are the preferred designs according to y § § -
§ the best possible improvement in ! Ll * Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design i ¢ design classification being applied as part of 233 € § : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional the scope of work for the project? particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
classification? P project? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. Is the project purpose and scope ps; 10/25/Designing-
. the best possible improvement in  |elements, is the project consistent with the Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1. pdf
Design N N X > e F " 367 s No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
D5. What constraints were articulated that N N " P "
N ST Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
. the project faces (geographic, financial, : ton of th B2
Does the project design represent of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
L N ROW, etc.)? What efforts were made to . N N N . N
) the best possible improvementin |\ " ° a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design i © mitigate these constraints? How well did the 267 - e ! e ! 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional gate fhe points. An example of this s a project design in a constrained ROW.
ot are project design adapt and sought to the > An ex: . ol ° )
classification? ! o e o8 ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
e G o A R S e ens ies, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design
in light of these constraints? b g Y o L
There was extensive involvement of a Community Advisory Committee and
Technical Advisory Committee, as well as clear changes to the project
design from ity i related to the Hits all
priorities. This project does create more access to jobs and a regional
center for an equity focus area by active transportation. While no local
TSAP, the project provides a safe alternative to avoid two separate high
injury intersections for active transportation users. Meets standards for
, Comments provided by reviewers on this ical rail path. Ideally would be wider and have mode separation. Meets
Feedback Reviewer feedback P v e P v ! paratl No N/A No
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NE Halsey Street Complete Street: 192nd Avenue - 201st Avenue

CFP13

RTP Goal Area

NE Halsey Street Complete Street: 192nd Avenue - 201st Avenue

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Equitable ) ETL.Is the project located in an Equity Focus o
Trmspontation In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ren (EFAY 100 [Score 1 pointif project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ) ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all Point Fpro) it ° cor
) In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ! 100 [communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
Equitable :;‘;Z"fe; aﬁﬁ:ﬁz‘ﬂ:;;’:;::":‘;y ET3. s project located in tract with a below- Lo Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average. . ves o Vs
Transportation " regional average walkabilty score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) )
Equitable ET4. 1s the project on either the pedestrian
g ) places for BIPOC, underserved ISUISEIE) & Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " or bicycle gaps map?
) Improves access to community . .
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved prolect withing No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation ' frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ETL, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES” then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does b ane ed YES then ?
; Improves access to community 3 . 3 points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation N N ¥ PO
) places for BIPOC, underserved orte 200 |bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation - gaps or pgrades substandard facilities along : ° ! !
communities S S includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
q elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET7. Is project tract area below regional Lop |Score 1 point fproject tract has lfe expectancy score below regional L ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? ! average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ETS. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | GIe: ) Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) . higher than regional average diesel 0.00 " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ‘ ‘ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ET9. Is the project in an area with higher 00o |5core 1 pointif project tract has air toxics level higher than regional . ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of air toxics? g average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. s the project located on high injur
Equitable Makes improvements in area with °  project focatecion igh inldry, Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
) ‘ corridor or intersection within an Equity 1.00 core 1 L=y ¢ 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |01 ' | high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Equitable Improves access to low-(and ETLL Is project in tract with an above- Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
) i * regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ¢ evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and
Equitable " ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower|
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for SO 2 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation . @ than regional average vehicle access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower,
e vtation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity i service access?
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
e barriers (jobs, transit, services for  |longer transit access to jobs travel times Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options i an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o mation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 0.67  |community services access. Total available points s 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
— Removes, reduces disparitiesand L o st that the Score 1 f the applicant has clarly identiied dispariies or bariers beyond
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for ¢ 033 [those listed above and identified how the project is intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation N . project can address? N
equity that barrier.
couitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o mation of access to vehicle/high housing + |than regional average level of renter housing| ~ Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P transportation burden burden?
couitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
e of access to vehicle/high housing + [than regional average cost burdens 100 |burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing 1 Yes No Yes
c transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
improvement i area with high lack questions. Has the public been informed of the
Equitable P area with e ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
) of access to vehicle/high housing + o e 300 | ¢ Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation ] project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden . - S
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designated asa |SSL.Is the project located on a high injur
Safe System oJe cesiy - sthepra) g injlry. 100  |Score1 pointif project s located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements |corridor?
safe system Project location i designated as 2 | SS2.1s the project located on a regional oo |Score L pointif the project s on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high L ves o ves
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
Aol limbdehEme | e Gere e e Rt Score 1 point if the project s identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System e ) project is included in a locally adopted safety| 1.0 o 1C ! ! ¢ 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements 1 plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location s designated asa  |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System oI cestgl > any high injury Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
_ o 55. Is project addressing a specific area > s question. i vien injdry inters
Project location is designated as a ) . project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System & ) with a high level of fatal or severe crashes? 1.00 et 2 " ) y 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements [ 2 " application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
Vi there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| >0 D°% the project's design classification ro':ctlsco e on’l’ if res ons: toD1is o’;e of the following design
Safe System g P P include prioritized functions for the 100 | pe only If resp g Cesigl 1 No Yes Yes

safety

pedestrian realm?

classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of
these design classifications, please score 0.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NE Halsey Street Complete Street: 192nd Avenue - 201st Avenue

CFP13
NE Halsey Street Complete Street: 192nd Avenue - 201st Avenue

Max Points
Available in
Question

Project

Subjective
Review
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Scoring

RTP Goal Area Question

Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria Application  Instructions on How to Score

Average Score

Design elements prioritize pedestrian

557. Are the preferred design elements
being used for pedestrian functions

Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
design section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian

Safe System 2.00 No Yes Yes
U safety according to the functional class and design functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
classification? and mobility as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions SS8 and S59.
safe system iifl;éc::::{\:::\gpanially; ATor 528.?Does the project address a network oo auesti o ves ves
gap 8ap! Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
Fill letely, partially) AT $59. Does th ject letely fill th
Safe System ey pegtialv iAoy UG BRI 033 [Seeinstructions in SS8. No Yes Yes
Trails network gap gap?
5510, Applicable to Trail Projects: I the
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 9. Applican! I"Projects: ls the Score 1 point if the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ' project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap f Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) AT or | SSLL.Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System plecpisisy oty Crey Yes e D UDITARNSELE iy No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project application.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or 5512. Does project contain elements that o ce duestion. Se ponse o duestion
! ; : P ) marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of aK-12  [improve active transportation access to a 1.00 ed 'YES > this question No Yes Yes
description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
school Safe Routes to School school? i BN
leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or ) o ) ) P e on
] ) 5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 |2 1.00 e n : No Yes Yes
e o identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If S511 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Action and  |Provides/increases transit option |and trals gaps near transit? Does project 000 |Score 1 pointif projectis on atier Lor 2 prioritylevel on the TriMet ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to ) pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |5core L pointif the projectis categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 ves " ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? : RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project i located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better 000 ighlighted here: https: hinyapps.ioftrimet- ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? " bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CARd. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Action and  [Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit o000 |Pointifprojectincludes non-infrastructure modifying elements (i signal o ves Vs
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or g retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https: ’ gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. s the project adding new o
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | CARS. Does project increase or add Active Loo |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or o ves Vs
Resilience (€SS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? ! expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific lew|proj P! '@ Z points ave > proJ
. . L _— . y scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Management and ’ v > e
e > ° © ! 0.67 transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the c ‘ ! ! ’
et capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
& ! upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity | minor or major arterial street according to !
Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 v-Nop /
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point avalable if either Part
L or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR7. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local ° (s 8! , etc) "
) ) » ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score
Climate Actionand  |Improves/adds street connectivity | traffic to use local and collector streets to 033 1 point No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial - Gt
e Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilties? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) )  |cAR9. Does the project include o address 152 GI5 dependent question. 3 resp question £
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity oD ° " 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
" ° gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ct Incluc trian ¢ ‘ “ ) No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) s elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
_ ) | cAR10. Does the project include or address IDEEECE I : 2 d )
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity . 5 ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
na ° gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 067 ctincluc trian A L , j No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full flling of
gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
CARLL. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity V1. Appll " Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e ° project located on the regional trails system 0.00 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) s evaluated.
Clmate Actionand | Improves/acids street connectivty | AR12- Applcable to Trail Projects: Isthe Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to S510. f marked
ne ° project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trals Major Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) ;
Strategy. GIS evaluated.
) ] ) Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CAR13. Does the project scope include score 3 points. Review pr g ularly
Climate Actionand [ management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management Detall question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
8 8l pe ge 1.00 any transportation demand management strategies implementation with No Yes Yes

Resilience

TSMO) as part of the project (Cli

Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars)

to support and the
infrastructure project?

the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
applications.
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Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NE Halsey Street Complete Street: 192nd Avenue - 201st Avenue

Project ID:

CFP13

Project Name:

Climate Action and

NE Halsey Street Complete Street: 192nd Avenue - 201st Avenue

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

CAR14. Is project located in a designated

Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) 2040 land use area? GLEE /
) . This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
) ) ) CAR1S. Is project located in or improves s penden " )
Climate Action and  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center| “ ! YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score i
" ° multimodal connections to a designated 067 ° ! core 1P No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? e :
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green ) )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban ¢ (ARSI t t !
ne infrastr - ) Yes |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ o< ;
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
] ] Increases tree canopy, green CARLY. Does the scope adds street rees or Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to CARIS, If marked
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ] YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project
ne infrastr - other green infrastructure to reduce heat 067 | No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for island effects? includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green
climate change ’ infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green ) -
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project is located in a high V-Sop ed. 6 et "
ne infrastr - 5 MG Yes |hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for  |environmental hazard potential risk area? ¢ ¢ here
" quartile of tract hazard index
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with . V- No p! t t Py 8
ne infrastr - Yes |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? )
" canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CARLS. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes — pendent 4 ponse to
Increases tree canopy, green 20, ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point f project scope
) ) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ' ’ core 1
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
ne infrastr - infrastructure to manage stormwater or 1.00 " " ) No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for ) ! green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19is
" street trees in areas with lower than average e - "y N
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. arked §
elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR2L. Is the project on an Emergenc
"8 " gency @ proJ sency No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
T I —— Thisis atiple IS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR1S,
) ) ! ” CAR20, and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Action and | Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of ma ) )
i " . estie _ 033 |elements. Score 1 point if the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, m ¢ ludes ele !
ras e resilience of infrastructure OR add mobility options/mobility redundancy
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
Climate Action and _ ) CAR23. Project scope includes elements to Review project scope. Score 1 point if scope description includes
ne Decreases impervious surface 067 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. i
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
. N proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MOL. Does the project increases street ' A !
I o¢ ‘ ! different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options street to support direct and multiple 033 : ) ! No Yes Yes
! reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
route options? N . N .
point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths o redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO2. Does the project provide shorter trips in the n reuitous paths pec
Mobility Options | Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessing |~ 1.00 | /cling infrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
e g ' ! reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
: point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity ABUrBHICEE . i Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of a high injury corridor or
. Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! v /2 mile of ef gh Injury
Mobility Options 2 ° " : 067 |intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? N . .
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
- design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliability
MOS. Does the project include treatments ication. Bas " LEALE
° R oe treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- . toincrease reliability and efficiency for all ment " ° &
I Increases reliability and efficiency for el classification? If so, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 0.67 ‘ o mhe ) o No Yes Yes
all travel modes ) e ’ Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design e ‘ L G
s timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
! point f treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
Provides/increases transportation | MOB. Does the project fll a gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARL0. If
Mobility Options vides/i P ’ prol 8P I 100 ’ pencent g : P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
. ) MO7. Does the project include elements ie|pro) pe. Scare - point 1t prol
Mobility Options  |Reduces delay for transit ; sl 000 [toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? N ° !
PS:, a B¢ 31 i it-strategy
MO8. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES, " then review project scope. If scope
MO8. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit ae pro) P! 0.00 celay using: o re £ point. Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
https://tri p
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TEL0 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability oy remaving maiing 2 0.00 ¥, revi P ! po No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight TE11 and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or
system? enhancing mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
Support/provide/increases access to | TEL s the project ocated in a tract with # of
Thriving Economy T;pet lngusmes target industries greater than (>) the Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
B regional average?
o 1£2. Does project improve access to s tract This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES
. Support/provide/increases access to | . . N then score.
Thriving Economy ¢ with # of target industries > regional 033 - ) ) No Yes Yes
Target Industries B Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
e’ to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NE Halsey Street Complete Street: 192nd Avenue - 201st Avenue

CFP13

RTP Goal Area

NE Halsey Street Complete Street: 192nd Avenue - 201st Avenue

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE4. Does project improve access to a tract

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
then review project scope and score.

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional 000 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy =B (1% E Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) land use area?
B In'adesignated 2040 Land Use center| TE5-15 Projectocated in or provides This i a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score L point if
Thriving Economy . multimodal connection to a designated 2040| 100 |project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) roe .
land use area? within or to 22040 land use area.
) - N — Thiss 2 parial G15 depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
Increases multimodal mobility and ’ ) point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
. muttim address a substandard active transportation PG ses acti 2!
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport o ! ’ 167 |facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilities (see GIS 3 No Yes Yes
S8 facility and/or increases access to transit "
facilities ! ) - response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? [T ’
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a.5
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4 land use Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities ignati
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobility and = prol pel * This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
. muttim: elements to increase access industrial and o ! 4 >
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ner 067 | marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
eS8 transport facilities (e.g. creates a new " ; - L
facilities ) toincrease access to industrial and transport facilties?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ; proj 8 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL0, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and ) ) "YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» muttim TE11. Does project make improvements to e en s ! B,
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport - 000 |[the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infil, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
oS freight network? - oac "
facilities facilities infill or (g , infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) o
TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | s the proj nati No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TE8 and TEL2; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport  |access and options within a Title 4 industrial 000 |Score 1 point f scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
i center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- I ) )
» ) - an abover Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 " Lisinan area wit 0 Yes Yes No
¢ number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Does the project design represent | D1, What is the design classification of the
) the best possible improvementin | project roadway? Community !
Design Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
8! project area, based on functional  |NOTE: Trails do not have a design street v-Hop
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent  [D2. Based on the functions appropriate for hitps: - -Bov/s 2024/10/ igning-
project design represer - Base © fun ppropriz Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
) the best possible in |the design are the design
Design ) : catio > cesBn 267 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | recommended prioritized functions being o )
P, o Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? plication >
look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score s 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
https:, i 2024/10/: igning:
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
PoSEEEERCER IR |[5h s erdmedldesisamEadig X i X o
) the best possible improvement in / LOG ° Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design ! © design classification being applied as part of 2.00 ‘ ) : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional 4 particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
ect ar the scope of work for the project? ' ¢ ° ore
classification? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. Is the project purpose and scope https; . gov/si 2024/10/25/Designing-
Design the best possible improvementin [elements,is the project consistent with the ey |LivablesStreets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf s o ves Vs
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
DS. What constraints were articulated that ) - - )
? articulate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
. the project faces (geographic, financial, ) ton ot (2
Does the project design represent [ o0 0 B8R of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
. the best possible improvement in I 3 . a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design ! © mitigate these constraints? How well didthe | 033 ' GIENLIDLERIEEE : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional e points. An example of this i a project design in a constrained ROW
ect ar project design adapt and sought to the > An exc ) e ; )
classification? ! 8o ouet ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design classification and prioritized functions facilities, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design
in light of these constraints? > & Y P Ll
Comments provided by reviewers on this
Feedback Reviewer feedback P v No evaluators comments. No N/A No

project
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
OR99E (McLoughlin Boulevard) 10th Street to Tumwater village

[cFp14

RTP Goal Area

OR99E (McLoughlin Boulevard) 10th Street to Tumwater village: Shared-Use Path and Streetscape Enhancements Project Development

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Equitable ) ETL.Is the project located in an Equity Focus o
Trmspontation In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ren (EFAY 100 [Score 1 pointif project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ) ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all Point Fpro) it ° cor
) In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ! 000 |communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) , ) o - )
Equitable ET3.1s project located in tract with a below- Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average.
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved - s proj - 0.00 point i proj ¥ & 8 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation " regional average walkabilty score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) )
Equitable ET4. 1s the project on either the pedestrian
g ) places for BIPOC, underserved ISUISEIE) & Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " or bicycle gaps map?
) Improves access to community . .
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved prolect withing Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation ' frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ETL, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES” then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does b ane ed YES then ?
; Improves access to community 3 . 3 points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation N N ¥ PO
) places for BIPOC, underserved orte 300 |bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation - gaps or pgrades substandard facilities along : ° ! !
communities S S includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
q elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET7. Is project tract area below regional Lop |Score 1 point fproject tract has lfe expectancy score below regional L ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? ! average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ETS. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | GIe: ) Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) . higher than regional average diesel 1.00 " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ‘ ‘ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ET9. Is the project in an area with higher oo |Score L pointif project tract has ai toxicslevel hgher than regional . ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of air toxics? . average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. s the project located on high injur
Equitable Makes improvements in area with °  project focatecion igh inldry, Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
) ‘ corridor or intersection within an Equity 0.00 core 1 L=y ¢ 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |01 ' | high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Equitable Improves access to low-(and ETLL. Is project in tract with an above- Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
) i * regional average number of jobs within 30 0.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ¢ evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and
Equitable " ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower|
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for SO 2 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation e el than regional average vehicle access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower,
e vtation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity i service access?
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
e barriers (jobs, transit, services for  |longer transit access to jobs travel times Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options i an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o mation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 100 |community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
Gepfitin Kem‘ovest reduces d_lSparll!es and ET16. What other barriers exist that the Score 1 if the appllcar\l‘has c!e_arlv identified d}lspa‘rll‘les or barriers beyond
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for ¢ 100 those listed above and identified how the project s intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation N . project can address? N
equity that barrier.
couitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o mation of access to vehicle/high housing + |than regional average level of renter housing| ~ Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P transportation burden burden?
couitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
e of access to vehicle/high housing + [than regional average cost burdens 100 |burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing 1 Yes No Yes
c transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
improvement i area with high lack questions. Has the public been informed of the
Equitable P area with e ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
) of access to vehicle/high housing + o e 200 | ¢ Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation ] project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden . - S
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designated asa |SSL.Is the project located on a high injur
Safe System oJe cesiy - sthepra) g injlry. 0.00  |Score 1 point if project is located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements |corridor?
safe system Project location i designated as 2 | SS2.1s the project located on a regional oo |Score L pointif the project s on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high L ves o ves
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
Aol limbdehEme | e Gere e e Rt Score 1 point if the project s identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System e ) project is included in a locally adopted safety| 0.0 o 1C ! ! ¢ 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements 1 plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location s designated asa  |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System oI cestgl > any high injury No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
_ o 55. Is project addressing a specific area > s question. i vien injdry inters
Project location is designated as a ) . project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System & ) with a high level of fatal or severe crashes? 0.00 et 2 " ) y 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements [ 2 " application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
Vi there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| >0 D°% the project's design classification ro':ctlsco e on’l’ if res ons: toD1is o’;e of the following design
Safe System g P P include prioritized functions for the 100 | pe only If resp g Cesigl 1 No Yes Yes

safety

pedestrian realm?

classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of
these design classifications, please score 0.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
OR99E (McLoughlin Boulevard) 10th Street to Tumwater village

Project ID:

[cFp14

RTP Goal Area

OR99E (McLoughlin Boulevard) 10th Street to Tumwater village: Shared-Use Path and Streetscape Enhancements Project Development

Performance Measure

Design elements prioritize pedestrian

Evaluation Question-Criteria

557. Are the preferred design elements
being used for pedestrian functions

Project

Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
design section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Safe System 267 3 No Yes Yes
U safety according to the functional class and design functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
classification? and mobility as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions SS8 and S59.
safe system :i:l;‘(sc:::;\:::\v;partiallyi ATor 528.?Does the project address a network oo auesti L o ves ves
gap 8ap! Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
Fill letely, partially) AT $59. Does th ject letely fill th
Safe System ills (completely, partially) AT or MR AR E LT 100 |seeinstructionsin SS8. 1 No Yes Yes
Trails network gap gap?
5510, Applicable to Trail Projects: I the
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 9. Applican! I"Projects: ls the Score 1 point if the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ' project identified as a regional trails major 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap f Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) AT or | SSLL.Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System plecpisisy oty Crey Yes e D UDITARNSELE iy o No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? | conditions question #7 in project application.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or 5512. Does project contain elements that o ce duestion. Se ponse o duestion
! ; : P ) marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of aK-12  [improve active transportation access to a 1.00 ed 'YES > this question 1 No Yes Yes
e e o ey description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or . P . ) . . . .
] ) 5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 |2 0.00 e n : 1 No Yes Yes
e o identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If S511 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Action and  |Provides/increases transit option |and trals gaps near transit? Does project oo |score L pointif project s ona tier Lor 2 priority level on the TriMet L ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to } pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |5core L pointif the projectis categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 L ves " ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? : RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project i located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better Loo |seements, highlighted here: https: hinyapps.ioftrimet- . ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? ! bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CARd. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Action and  [Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit o000 |Pointifprojectincludes non-infrastructure modifying elements (i signal ) o ves Vs
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or g retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https: ’ gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. s the project adding new o
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | CARS. Does project increase or add Active Loo |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or . o ves Vs
Resilience (€SS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? ! expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific lew|proj P! '@ Z points ave >core Ifthe proj
. . L _— . y scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Management and ’ v > e
ne ; ° ¢ " 0.00 transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing 2 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the c ‘ ! ! ’
et capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
& ! upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity | minor or major arterial street according to !
Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 v-Nop /
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point avalable if either Part
L or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR7. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local ° (s 8! , etc) "
) ) » ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity  |traffic to use local and collector streets to N
e ° amie ! ‘ : 000  |1point. 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial
e Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilties? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) )  |cAR9. Does the project include o address 152 GI5 dependent question. 3 resp question £
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity oD ° " 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
" ° gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ct Incluc trian ¢ ‘ “ ) 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) s elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) ) | CAR10. Does the project include or address 152 815 cepencentq : 5P g "
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity . 5 ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
na ° gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ctincluc trian A L , j 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full flling of
gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
CARLL. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity V1. Appll " Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e ° project located on the regional trails system 1.00 1 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) s evaluated.
Clmate Actionand | Improves/acids street connectivty | AR12- Applcable to Trail Projects: Isthe Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to S510. f marked
ne ° project identified as a regional trails major 1.00 YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trals Major 1 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) ;
Strategy. GIS evaluated.
Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CAR13. Does the project scope include )  points. Review praj Pe, particularly resp 4
Climate Actionand [ management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management Detall question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
8 8l P 8 2.00 any transportation demand management strategies implementation with 3 No Yes Yes

Resilience

TSMO) as part of the project (Climate
Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars)

strategies to support and compliment the
infrastructure project?

the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
applications.
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Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
OR99E (McLoughlin Boulevard) 10th Street to Tumwater village

Project ID:

[cFp14

Project Name:

Climate Action and

OR99E (McLoughlin Boulevard) 10th Street to Tumwater village: Shared-Use Path and Streetscape Enhancements Project Development

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

CAR14. Is project located in a designated

Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) 2040 land use area? v-Hop /
) . This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
) ) ) CAR1S. Is project located in or improves s penden " )
Climate Action and  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center| “ ! YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score i
" ° multimodal connections to a designated 1.00 ° ! core 1P No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? e :
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green ) )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban . (ARSI t t !
ne infrastr - ) No |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ o< ;
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
] ] Increases tree canopy, green CARLY. Does the scope adds street rees or Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to CARIS, If marked
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ] YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project
ne infrastr - other green infrastructure to reduce heat 000 | No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for island effects? includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green
climate change ’ infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green ) -
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project is located in a high V-Sop ed. 6 et "
ne infrastr - 5 MG No |hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for  |environmental hazard potential risk area? ¢ ¢ here
" quartile of tract hazard index
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with ‘ V- No p! t t Py 8
ne infrastr - No |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? )
" canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CARLS. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes — pendent 4 ponse to
Increases tree canopy, green 20, ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point f project scope
) ) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ' ’ core 1
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
ne infrastr - infrastructure to manage stormwater or 0.00 " " ) No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for ) ! green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19is
" street trees in areas with lower than average e - "y N
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. §
elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR2L. Is the project on an Emergenc
"8 " gency @ proJ sency No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
T I —— Thisis atiple IS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR1S,
) ) ! ” CAR20, and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Action and | Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of ma ) )
i " . estie _ 000 |elements. Score 1 point if the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, m ¢ ludes ele !
ras e resilience of infrastructure OR add mobility options/mobility redundancy
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
Climate Action and N CAR23. Project scope includes elements to Review project scope. Score L point if scope description includes
ne Decreases impervious surface 067 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. "
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
o proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MOL. Does the project increases street ' A !
I o¢ ‘ ! different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options street to support direct and multiple 1.00 : ) ! No Yes Yes
! reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
route options? N . N .
point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths o redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO2. Does the project provide shorter trips in the n reuitous paths pec
Mobility Options | Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessing | 0.33 | /cling infrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
e g ' - reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
: point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity ABUrBHICEE . i No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of a high injury corridor or
. Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! v /2 mile of ef gh Injury
Mobility Options 2 ° " : 000 |intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? N . .
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
- design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliability
MOS. Does the project include treatments ication. Bas " LEALE
° R oe treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- . toincrease reliability and efficiency for all ment " ° &
I Increases reliability and efficiency for el classification? If so, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 1.00 ‘ o mhe ) o No Yes Yes
all travel modes ) e ’ Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design e ‘ L G
s timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
! point f treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
Provides/increases transportation | MOB. Does the project fll a gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARL0. If
Mobility Options vides/i P ’ prol 8P I 100 ’ pencent g : P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
. ) MO7. Does the project include elements ie|pro) pe. Scare - point 1t prol
Mobility Options  |Reduces delay for transit ; sl 000 [toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? N ° !
PS:, a B¢ 31 i it-strategy
MO8. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES, " then review project scope. If scope
MO8. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit ae pro) P! 0.00 celay using: o re £ point. Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
https://tri e
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TEL0 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability oy remaving maiing 2 1.00 ¥, revi P ! po No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight TE11 and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or
system? enhancing mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
Support/provide/increases access to | TEL s the project ocated in a tract with # of
Thriving Economy pPOrY/provic target industries greater than (>) the No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Target Industries ;
regional average?
o 1£2. Does project improve access to s tract This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES
. Support/provide/increases access to | . . N then score.
Thriving Economy ¢ with # of target industries > regional 0.00 - ) ) No Yes Yes
Target Industries B Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
e’ to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
OR99E (McLoughlin Boulevard) 10th Street to Tumwater village

[cFp14

RTP Goal Area

OR99E (McLoughlin Boulevard) 10th Street to Tumwater village: Shared-Use Path and Streetscape Enhancements Project Development

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE4. Does project improve access to a tract

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
then review project scope and score.

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional 000 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy =B (1% E Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) land use area?
B In'adesignated 2040 Land Use center| TE5-15 Projectocated in or provides This i a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score L point if
Thriving Economy . multimodal connection to a designated 2040| 100 |project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) roe .
land use area? within or to 22040 land use area.
) - N — Thiss 2 parial G15 depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
Increases multimodal mobility and ’ ) point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
. muttim address a substandard active transportation PG ses acti 2!
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport o ! ’ 200 |facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilities (see GIS 3 No Yes Yes
S8 facility and/or increases access to transit "
facilities ! ) - response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? [T ’
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a.5
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4 land use No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities ignati
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobility and = prol pel * This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
. muttim: elements to increase access industrial and o ! 4 >
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ner 000 | marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
eS8 transport facilities (e.g. creates a new > . ¢ "l
facilities ) toincrease access to industrial and transport facilties?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ; proj 8 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
ess freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL0, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and ) ) "YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» muttim TE11. Does project make improvements to e en s ! B,
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport - 100 [the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk nfil, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
oS freight network? - oac "
facilities facilities infill or (g , infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) o
TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | s the proj nati No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TE8 and TEL2; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport  |access and options within a Title 4 industrial 000 |Score 1 point f scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
i center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- I ) )
» ) - an abover Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 0.00 " Lisinan area wit 0 Yes Yes No
¢ number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Highwa
Does the project design represent | D1. What s the design classification of the Cwimun‘:;y
Design e e mErc L= eI I Pioiecticadyaviy i boulevard, |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
project area, based on functional [NOTE: Trails do not have a design o
classification? classification. g
boulevard
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent  [D2. Based on the functions appropriate for hitps: - -Bov/s 2024/10/ igning-
project design represer - Base © fun ppropriz Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
) the best possible in |the design are the design
Design ; : e - cesen n/a 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | recommended prioritized functions being o )
P, o Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? ' " >
look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score s 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
ps: i 2024/10/ igning:
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
PoSEEEERCER IR |[5h s erdmedldesisamEadig X i X -
) the best possible improvement in / LOG ° Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design ! © design classification being applied as part of n/a ‘ ) : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional 4 particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
ect ar the scope of work for the project? ' ) ° ore
classification? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. Is the project purpose and scope https; . gov/si 2024/10/25/Designing-
) the best possible improvementin  |elements, is the project consistent with the Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Design ; c j ek ° n/a 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
DS. What constraints were articulated that ) ) ) - )
? articulate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
’ ) the project faces (geographic, financial, : ) : s
Does the project design represent [ o0 0 B8R of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
. the best possible improvement in I 3 . a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design . ) mitigate these constraints? How well did the n/a 3 = 5 o . 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional ! © points. An example of this i a project design in a constrained ROW
ect ar project design adapt and sought to the > An exc ) e ; )
classification? ! 8o ouet ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design classification and prioritized functions facilities, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design
in light of these constraints? > & Y P Ll
Comments provided by reviewers on this
Feedback Reviewer feedback P v No evaluators comments. No N/A No

project
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NE 223rd Ave: NE Glisan to NE Marine Dr Safety Corridor Planning

CFP15

RTP Goal Area

NE 223rd Ave: NE Glisan to NE Marine Dr Safety Corridor Planning

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Equitable ) ETL.Is the project located in an Equity Focus o
Trmspontation In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ren (EFAY 100 [Score 1 pointif project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ) ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all Point Fpro) it ° cor
) In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ! 100 [communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
Equitable :;‘;Z"fe; aﬁﬁ:ﬁz‘ﬂ:;;’:;::":‘;y ET3. s project located in tract with a below- Lo Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average. . ves o Vs
Transportation " regional average walkabilty score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) )
Equitable ET4. 1s the project on either the pedestrian
g ) places for BIPOC, underserved ISUISEIE) & Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " or bicycle gaps map?
) Improves access to community . .
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved prolect withing No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation ' frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ETL, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES” then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does b ane ed YES then ?
; Improves access to community 3 . 3 points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation N N ¥ PO
) places for BIPOC, underserved orte 200 |bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation - gaps or pgrades substandard facilities along : ° ! !
communities S S includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
q elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET7. Is project tract area below regional Lop |Score 1 point fproject tract has lfe expectancy score below regional L ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? ! average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ETS. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | GIe: ) Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) . higher than regional average diesel 0.00 " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ‘ ‘ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ET9. Is the project in an area with higher 00o |5core 1 pointif project tract has air toxics level higher than regional . ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of air toxics? g average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. s the project located on high injur
Equitable Makes improvements in area with °  project focatecion igh inldry, Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
) ‘ corridor or intersection within an Equity 1.00 core 1 L=y ¢ 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |01 ' | high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Equitable Improves access to low-(and ETLL Is project in tract with an above- Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
) i * regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ¢ evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and
Equitable " ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower|
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for SO 2 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation . @ than regional average vehicle access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower,
e vtation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity i service access?
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
e barriers (jobs, transit, services for  |longer transit access to jobs travel times Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options i an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o mation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 267 |community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
— Removes, reduces disparitiesand L o st that the Score 1 f the applicant has clarly identiied dispariies or bariers beyond
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for ¢ 100 those listed above and identified how the project s intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation N . project can address? N
equity that barrier.
couitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o mation of access to vehicle/high housing + |than regional average level of renter housing| ~ Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P transportation burden burden?
couitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
e of access to vehicle/high housing + [than regional average cost burdens 100 |burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing 1 Yes No Yes
c transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
improvement i area with high lack questions. Has the public been informed of the
Equitable P area with e ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
) of access to vehicle/high housing + I 433 |f ¢ Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation ] project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden . - S
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designated asa |SSL.Is the project located on a high injur
Safe System oJe cesiy - sthepra) g injlry. 100  |Score1 pointif project s located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements |corridor?
safe system Project location i designated as 2 | SS2.1s the project located on a regional oo |Score L pointifthe project is on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high L ves o ves
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
Aol limbdehEme | e Gere e e Rt Score 1 point if the project s identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System e ) project is included in a locally adopted safety| 1.0 o 1C ! ! ¢ 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements 1 plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location s designated asa  |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System oI cestgl > any high injury No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
_ o 55. Is project addressing a specific area > s question. i vien injdry inters
Project location is designated as a ) . project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System & ) with a high level of fatal or severe crashes? 0.00 et 2 " ) y 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements [ 2 " application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
Vi there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| >0 D°% the project's design classification ro':ctlsco e on’l’ if res ons: toD1is o’;e of the following design
Safe System g P P include prioritized functions for the 100 | pe only If resp g Cesigl 1 No Yes Yes

safety

pedestrian realm?

classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of
these design classifications, please score 0.
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CFP15
NE 223rd Ave: NE Glisan to NE Marine Dr Safety Corridor Planning

Max Points
Available in
Question

Project

Subjective
Review
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Scoring

RTP Goal Area Question

Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria Application  Instructions on How to Score

Average Score

Design elements prioritize pedestrian

557. Are the preferred design elements
being used for pedestrian functions

Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
design section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian

Safe System 267 No Yes Yes
U safety according to the functional class and design functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
classification? and mobility as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions SS8 and S59.
safe system iifl;éc::::{\:::\gpanially; ATor 528.?Does the project address a network oo auesti o ves ves
gap 8ap! Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
Fill letely, partially) AT $59. Does th ject letely fill th
Safe System ey pegtialv iAoy UG BRI 100 |Seeinstructions in SS8. No Yes Yes
Trails network gap gap?
5510, Applicable to Trail Projects: I the
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 9. Applican! I"Projects: ls the Score 1 point if the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ' project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap f Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) AT or | SSLL.Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System plecpisisy oty Crey Yes e D UDITARNSELE iy No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project application.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or 5512. Does project contain elements that o ce duestion. Se ponse o duestion
! ; : P ) marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of aK-12  [improve active transportation access to a 1.00 ed 'YES > this question No Yes Yes
description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
school Safe Routes to School school? i BN
leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or ) o ) ) P e on
] ) 5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 |2 067 e n : No Yes Yes
e o identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If S511 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Action and  |Provides/increases transit option |and trals gaps near transit? Does project oo |score L pointif project s ona tier Lor 2 priority level on the TriMet ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to } pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |5core L pointif the projectis categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 ves " ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? : RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project i located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better oo ighlighted here: https: hinyapps.ioftrimet- ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? ! bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CARd. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Action and  [Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit e |pointif projectincludes non-ifrastructure modifying elements .. signal o ves Vs
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or ! retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https: ’ gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. s the project adding new o
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | CARS. Does project increase or add Active Loo |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or o ves Vs
Resilience (€SS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? ! expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific lew|proj P! '@ Z points ave > proJ
. . L _— . y scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Management and ’ v > e
e > ° © ! 1.00 transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the c ‘ ! ! ’
et capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
& ! upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity | minor or major arterial street according to !
No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 v-Nop /
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point avalable if either Part
L or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR7. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local ° (s 8! , etc) "
) ) » ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score
Climate Actionand  |Improves/adds street connectivity | traffic to use local and collector streets to 067 1 point No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial g Gt
e Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilties? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) )  |cAR9. Does the project include o address 152 GI5 dependent question. 3 resp question £
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity oD ° " 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
" ° gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ct Incluc trian ¢ ‘ “ ) No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) s elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
_ ) | cAR10. Does the project include or address IDEEECE I : 2 d )
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity . 5 ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
na ° gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ctincluc trian A L , j No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full flling of
gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
CARLL. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity V1. Appll " Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e ° project located on the regional trails system 0.00 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) s evaluated.
Clmate Actionand | Improves/acids street connectivty | AR12- Applcable to Trail Projects: Isthe Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to S510. f marked
ne ° project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trals Major Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) ;
Strategy. GIS evaluated.
) ] ) Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CAR13. Does the project scope include score 3 points. Review pr g ularly
Climate Actionand [ management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management Detall question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
8 8l pe ge 167 any transportation demand management strategies implementation with No Yes Yes

Resilience

TSMO) as part of the project (Cli

Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars)

to support and the
infrastructure project?

the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
applications.
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Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NE 223rd Ave: NE Glisan to NE Marine Dr Safety Corridor Planning

Project ID:

CFP15

Project Name:

Climate Action and

NE 223rd Ave: NE Glisan to NE Marine Dr Safety Corridor Planning

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

CAR14. Is project located in a designated

Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) 2040 land use area? GLEE /
) . This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
) ) ) CAR1S. Is project located in or improves — penden " )
Climate Action and  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center| “ ! YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score i
" ° multimodal connections to a designated 1.00 ° ! core 1P No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? e :
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green ) )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban \ v top . ; :
ne infrastr - ) No |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ o< ;
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
] ] Increases tree canopy, green CARLY. Does the scope adds street rees or Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to CARIS, If marked
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ] YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project
ne infrastr - other green infrastructure to reduce heat 000 | No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for island effects? includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green
climate change ’ infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green ) -
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project is located in a high V-Sop ed. 6 et "
ne infrastr - 5 MG Yes |hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for  |environmental hazard potential risk area? ¢ ¢ here
" quartile of tract hazard index
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with . V- No p! t t Py 8
ne infrastr - Yes |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? )
" canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CARLS. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes — pendent 4 ponse to
Increases tree canopy, green 20, ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point f project scope
) ) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ' ’ core 1
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
ne infrastr - infrastructure to manage stormwater or 1.00 " " ) No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for ) ! green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19is
" street trees in areas with lower than average e - "y N
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. arked §
elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR2L. Is the project on an Emergenc
"8 " gency @ proJ sency Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
T I —— Thisis atiple IS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR1S,
) ) ! ” CAR20, and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Action and | Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of ma ) )
i " . estie _ 100 [elements. Score 1 point f the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, m ¢ ludes ele !
ras e resilience of infrastructure OR add mobility options/mobility redundancy
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
Climate Action and _ ) CAR23. Project scope includes elements to Review project scope. Score 1 point if scope description includes
ne Decreases impervious surface 033 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. i
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
. N proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MOL. Does the project increases street ' A !
I o¢ ‘ ! different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options street to support direct and multiple 067 : ) ! No Yes Yes
! reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
route options? N . N .
point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths o redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO2. Does the project provide shorter trips in the n reuitous paths pec
Mobility Options [ Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessin 067 | cYcling infrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
v OP P v mn"s,‘t P & picyele, e - reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
: point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity ABUrBHICEE . i Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of a high injury corridor or
. Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! v /2 mile of ef gh Injury
Mobility Options 2 ° " : 100 |intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? N . .
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
- design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliability
MOS. Does the project include treatments ication. Bas " LEALE
° R oe treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- . toincrease reliability and efficiency for all ment " ° &
I Increases reliability and efficiency for el classification? If so, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 1.00 ‘ o mhe ) o No Yes Yes
all travel modes ) e ’ Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design e ‘ L G
s timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
! point f treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
Provides/increases transportation | MOB. Does the project fll a gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARL0. If
Mobility Options vides/i P ’ prol 8P I 100 ’ pencent g : P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
. ) MO7. Does the project include elements ie|pro) pe. Scare - point 1t prol
Mobility Options  |Reduces delay for transit ; sl 100 [toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? N ° !
PS:, a B¢ 31 i it-strategy
MO8. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES, " then review project scope. If scope
MO8. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit ae pro) P! 133 celay using: o re £ point. Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
https://tri p
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TEL0 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability oy remaving maiing 2 1.00 ¥, revi P ! po No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight TE11 and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or
system? enhancing mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
Support/provide/increases access to | TEL s the project ocated in a tract with # of
Thriving Economy T;pet lngusmes target industries greater than (>) the Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
B regional average?
o 1£2. Does project improve access to s tract This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES
. Support/provide/increases access to | . . N then score.
Thriving Economy ¢ with # of target industries > regional 1.00 - ) ) No Yes Yes
Target Industries B Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
e’ to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NE 223rd Ave: NE Glisan to NE Marine Dr Safety Corridor Planning

CFP15

RTP Goal Area

NE 223rd Ave: NE Glisan to NE Marine Dr Safety Corridor Planning

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE4. Does project improve access to a tract

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
then review project scope and score.

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional 100 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy =B (1% E Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) land use area?
B In'adesignated 2040 Land Use center| TE5-15 Projectocated in or provides This i a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score L point if
Thriving Economy . multimodal connection to a designated 2040| 100 |project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) roe .
land use area? within or to 22040 land use area.
) - N — Thiss 2 parial G15 depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
Increases multimodal mobility and ’ ) point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
. muttim address a substandard active transportation PG ses acti 2!
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport o ! ’ 300 [facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilities (see GIS 3 No Yes Yes
S8 facility and/or increases access to transit "
facilities ! ) - response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? [T ’
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a.5
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4 land use Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities ignati
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobility and = prol pel * This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
. muttim: elements to increase access industrial and o ! 4 >
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ner 100 |marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
eS8 transport facilities (e.g. creates a new > . ¢ "l
facilities ) toincrease access to industrial and transport facilties?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ; proj 8 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL0, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and ) ) "YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» muttim TE11. Does project make improvements to e en s ! B,
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport - 100 [the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk nfil, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
oS freight network? - oac "
facilities facilities infill or (g , infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) o
TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | s the proj nati Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TE8 and TEL2; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport  |access and options within a Title 4 industrial 100 [Score 1 pointif scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
i center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- I ) )
» ) - an abover Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 " Lisinan area wit 0 Yes Yes No
¢ number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Does the project design represent | D1, What is the design classification of the
) the best possible improvementin | project roadway? Community !
Design Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
8! project area, based on functional  |NOTE: Trails do not have a design boulevard v-Hop
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent  [D2. Based on the functions appropriate for hitps: - -Bov/s 2024/10/ igning-
project design represer - Base © fun ppropriz Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
) the best possible in |the design are the design
Design ; : e - cesen n/a 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | recommended prioritized functions being o )
P, o Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? ' " >
look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score s 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
ps: i 2024/10/ igning:
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
PoSEEEERCER IR |[5h s erdmedldesisamEadig X i X -
) the best possible improvement in / LOG ° Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design ! © design classification being applied as part of n/a ‘ ) : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional 4 particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
ect ar the scope of work for the project? ' ) ° ore
classification? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. Is the project purpose and scope https; . gov/si 2024/10/25/Designing-
) the best possible improvementin  |elements, is the project consistent with the Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Design ; c j ek ° n/a 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
DS. What constraints were articulated that ) ) ) - )
? articulate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
’ ) the project faces (geographic, financial, : ) : s
Does the project design represent [ o0 0 B8R of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
. the best possible improvement in I 3 . a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design . ) mitigate these constraints? How well did the n/a 3 = 5 o . 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional ! © points. An example of this i a project design in a constrained ROW
ect ar project design adapt and sought to the > An exc ) e ; )
classification? ! 8o ouet ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design classification and prioritized functions facilities, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design
in light of these constraints? > & Y P Ll
Comments arovided by reviewers on this As a project development application, was scored for activities mentioned
Feedback Reviewer feedback P v in the application but understand that these may not be actualized in the No N/A No

project

final design.
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Beaverton Creek Tr:

Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:

Merlo Road Improvements

CFP16

RTP Goal Area

Beaverton Creek Trail: Merlo Road Improvements

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Equitable ) ETL.Is the project located in an Equity Focus o
Trmspontation In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ren (EFAY 100 [Score 1 pointif project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ) ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all Point Fpro) it ° cor
) In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ! 100 [communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
Equitable :;‘;Z"fe; aﬁﬁ:ﬁz‘ﬂ:;;’:;::":‘;y ET3. s project located in tract with a below- Lo Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average. . ves o Vs
Transportation " regional average walkabilty score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) )
Equitable ET4. 1s the project on either the pedestrian
g ) places for BIPOC, underserved ISUISEIE) & Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " or bicycle gaps map?
) Improves access to community . .
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved prolect withing Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation ' frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ETL, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES” then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does b ane ed YES then ?
; Improves access to community 3 . 3 points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation N N ¥ PO
) places for BIPOC, underserved orte 300 |bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation - gaps or pgrades substandard facilities along : ° ! !
communities S S includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
q elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET7. Is project tract area below regional Lop |Score 1 point fproject tract has lfe expectancy score below regional L ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? ! average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ETS. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | GIe: ) Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) . higher than regional average diesel 0.00 " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ‘ ‘ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ET9. Is the project in an area with higher 00o |5core 1 pointif project tract has air toxics level higher than regional . ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of air toxics? g average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. s the project located on high injur
Equitable Makes improvements in area with °  project focatecion igh inldry, Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
) ‘ corridor or intersection within an Equity 0.00 core 1 L=y ¢ 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |01 ' | high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Equitable Improves access to low-(and ETLL Is project in tract with an above- Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
) i * regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ¢ evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and
Equitable " ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower|
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for SO 2 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation . @ than regional average vehicle access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower,
e vtation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity i service access?
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for  |longer transit access to jobs travel times No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation X - .
equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options i an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o mation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 100 |community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
— Removes, reduces disparitiesand L o st that the Score 1 f the applicant has clarly identiied dispariies or bariers beyond
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for ¢ 100 those listed above and identified how the project s intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation N . project can address? N
equity that barrier.
couitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o mation of access to vehicle/high housing + |than regional average level of renter housing No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P transportation burden burden?
couitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
e of access to vehicle/high housing + [than regional average cost burdens 000 |burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing 1 Yes No Yes
c transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
improvement i area with high lack questions. Has the public been informed of the
Equitable P area with e ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
) of access to vehicle/high housing + o e 200 | ¢ Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation ] project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden . - S
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designated asa |SSL.Is the project located on a high injur
Safe System oJe cesiy - sthepra) g injlry. 0.00  |Score 1 point if project is located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements |corridor?
safe system Project location i designated as 2 | SS2.1s the project located on a regional oo |Score L pointif the project s on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high L ves o ves
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
Aol limbdehEme | e Gere e e Rt Score 1 point if the project s identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System e ) project is included in a locally adopted safety| 1.0 o 1C ! ! ¢ 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements 1 plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location s designated asa  |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System oI cestgl > any high injury No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
_ o 55. Is project addressing a specific area > s question. i vien injdry inters
Project location is designated as a ) . project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System & ) with a high level of fatal or severe crashes? 0.00 et 2 " ) y 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements [ 2 " application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
Vi there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| >0 D°% the project's design classification ro':ctlsco e on’l’ if res ons: toD1is o’;e of the following design
Safe System g P P include prioritized functions for the 100 | pe only If resp g Cesigl 1 No Yes Yes

safety

pedestrian realm?

classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of
these design classifications, please score 0.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Beaverton Creek Trail: Merlo Road Improvements

CFP16
Beaverton Creek Trail: Merlo Road Improvements

Project Max Points
Application  Instructions on How to Score
Average Score

Gis
Subjective .
XTOINS  Evaluated ) Scoring
Available in Review
Scored Question
Question 5 Question
Question

RTP Goal Area Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria

Design elements prioritize pedestrian

557. Are the preferred design elements
being used for pedestrian functions

Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
design section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian

Safe System 3.00 No Yes Yes
U safety according to the functional class and design functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
classification? and mobility as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions SS8 and S59.
safe system iifl;éc::::{\:::\gpanially; ATor 528.?Does the project address a network oo auesti o ves ves
gap 8ap! Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
Fill letely, partially) AT $59. Does th ject letely fill th
Safe System ey pegtialv iAoy UG BRI 100 |Seeinstructions in SS8. No Yes Yes
Trails network gap gap?
5510, Applicable to Trail Projects: I the
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 9. Applican! I"Projects: ls the Score 1 point if the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ' project identified as a regional trails major 1.00 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap f Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) AT or | SSLL.Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System plecpisisy oty Crey Yes e D UDITARNSELE iy No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project application.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or 5512. Does project contain elements that o ce duestion. Se ponse o duestion
! ; : P ) marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of aK-12  [improve active transportation access to a 1.00 ed 'YES > this question No Yes Yes
description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
school Safe Routes to School school? i BN
leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or ) o ) ) P e on
] ) 5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 |2 1.00 e n : No Yes Yes
e o identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If S511 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Action and  |Provides/increases transit option |and trals gaps near transit? Does project oo |score L pointif project s ona tier Lor 2 priority level on the TriMet ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to } pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |5core L pointif the projectis categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 ves " ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? : RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project i located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better 000 ighlighted here: https: hinyapps.ioftrimet- ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? " bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CARd. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Action and  [Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit o000 |Pointifprojectincludes non-infrastructure modifying elements (i signal o ves Vs
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or g retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https: ’ gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. s the project adding new o
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | CARS. Does project increase or add Active Loo |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or o ves Vs
Resilience (€SS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? ! expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific lew|proj P! '@ Z points ave > proJ
. . L _— . y scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Management and ’ v > e
e > ° © ! 0.00 transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the c ‘ ! ! ’
et capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
& ! upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity | minor or major arterial street according to !
Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 v-Nop /
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point avalable if either Part
L or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR7. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local ° (s 8! , etc) "
) ) » ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score
Climate Actionand  |Improves/adds street connectivity | traffic to use local and collector streets to 0.00 1 point No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial g Gt
e Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilties? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) )  |cAR9. Does the project include o address 152 GI5 dependent question. 3 resp question £
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity oD ° " 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
" ° gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ct Incluc trian ¢ ‘ “ ) No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) s elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
_ ) | cAR10. Does the project include or address IDEEECE I : 2 d )
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity . 5 ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
na ° gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ctincluc trian A L , j No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full flling of
gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
CARLL. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity V1. Appll " Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e ° project located on the regional trails system 1.00 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) s evaluated.
Clmate Actionand | Improves/acids street connectivty | AR12- Applcable to Trail Projects: Isthe Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to S510. f marked
ne ° project identified as a regional trails major 1.00 YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trals Major Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) ;
Strategy. GIS evaluated.
) ] ) Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CAR13. Does the project scope include score 3 points. Review pr g ularly
Climate Actionand [ management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management Detall question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
8 8l pe ge 133 any transportation demand management strategies implementation with No Yes Yes

Resilience

TSMO) as part of the project (Cli

Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars)

to support and the
infrastructure project?

the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
applications.
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Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:

Beaverton Creek Tr:

Merlo Road Improvements

Project ID:

CFP16

Project Name:

Climate Action and

Beaverton Creek Trail: Merlo Road Improvements

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

CAR14. Is project located in a designated

No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) 2040 land use area? GLEE /
) . This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
) ) ) CAR1S. Is project located in or improves — penden " )
Climate Action and  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center| “ ! YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score i
" ° multimodal connections to a designated 0.00 ° ! core 1P No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? e :
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green ) )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban . (ARSI t t !
ne infrastr - ) No |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ o< ;
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
] ] Increases tree canopy, green CARLY. Does the scope adds street rees or Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to CARIS, If marked
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ] YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project
ne infrastr - other green infrastructure to reduce heat 000 | No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for island effects? includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green
climate change ’ infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green ) -
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project is located in a high V-Sop ed. 6 et "
ne infrastr - 5 MG No |hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for  |environmental hazard potential risk area? ¢ ¢ here
" quartile of tract hazard index
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with ‘ V- No p! t t Py 8
ne infrastr - No |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? )
" canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CARLS. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes — pendent 4 ponse to
Increases tree canopy, green 20, ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point f project scope
) ) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ' ’ core 1
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
ne infrastr - infrastructure to manage stormwater or 0.00 " " ) No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for ) ! green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19is
" street trees in areas with lower than average e - "y N
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. §
elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR2L. Is the project on an Emergenc
"8 " gency @ proJ sency Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
T I —— Thisis atiple IS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR1S,
) ) ! ” CAR20, and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Action and | Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of ma ) )
i " . estie _ 100 [elements. Score 1 point f the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, m ¢ ludes ele !
ras e resilience of infrastructure OR add mobility options/mobility redundancy
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
Climate Action and N CAR23. Project scope includes elements to Review project scope. Score L point if scope description includes
ne Decreases impervious surface 100 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. "
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
o proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MOL. Does the project increases street ' A !
I o¢ ‘ ! different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options street to support direct and multiple 1.00 : ) ! No Yes Yes
! reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
route options? N . N .
point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths o redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO2. Does the project provide shorter trips in the n reuitous paths pec
Mobility Options [ Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessin 100  |Cvelinginfrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
v OP P v mn"s,‘t P & picyele, e ! reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
: point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity ABUrBHICEE . i Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of a high injury corridor or
. Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! v /2 mile of ef gh Injury
Mobility Options 2 ° " : 100 |intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? N . .
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
- design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliability
MOS. Does the project include treatments ication. Bas " LEALE
° R oe treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- . toincrease reliability and efficiency for all ment " ° &
I Increases reliability and efficiency for el classification? If so, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 1.00 ‘ o mhe ) o No Yes Yes
all travel modes ) e ’ Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design e ‘ L G
s timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
! point f treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
Provides/increases transportation | MOB. Does the project fll a gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARL0. If
Mobility Options vides/i P ’ prol 8P I 100 ’ pencent g : P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
. ) MO7. Does the project include elements ie|pro) pe. Scare - point 1t prol
Mobility Options  |Reduces delay for transit ; sl 000 [toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? N ° !
PS:, a B¢ 31 i it-strategy
MO8. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES, " then review project scope. If scope
MO8. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit ae pro) P! 0.00 celay using: o re £ point. Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
https://tri e
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TEL0 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability oy remaving maiing 2 0.00 ¥, revi P ! po No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight TE11 and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or
system? enhancing mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
Support/provide/increases access to | TEL s the project ocated in a tract with # of
Thriving Economy pPOrY/provic target industries greater than (>) the No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Target Industries ;
regional average?
o 1£2. Does project improve access to s tract This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES
. Support/provide/increases access to | . . N then score.
Thriving Economy ¢ with # of target industries > regional 0.00 - ) ) No Yes Yes
Target Industries B Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
e’ to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
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RTP Goal Area

Beaverton Creek Trail: Merlo Road Improvements

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE4. Does project improve access to a tract

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
then review project scope and score.

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional 100 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy =B (1% E No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) land use area?
B In'adesignated 2040 Land Use center| TE5-15 Projectocated in or provides This i a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score L point if
Thriving Economy . multimodal connection to a designated 2040| ~ 0.00 |project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) roe .
land use area? within or to 22040 land use area.
) - N — Thiss 2 parial G15 depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
Increases multimodal mobility and ’ ) point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
. muttim address a substandard active transportation PG ses acti 2!
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport o ! ’ 167 |facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilities (see GIS 3 No Yes Yes
S8 facility and/or increases access to transit "
facilities ! ) - response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? [T ’
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a.5
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4land use Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities ignati
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobility and = prol pel * This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
. muttim: elements to increase access industrial and o ! 4 >
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ner 100 |marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
eS8 transport facilities (e.g. creates a new " ; - L
facilities ) toincrease access to industrial and transport facilties?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ; proj 8 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL0, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and ) ) "YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» muttim TE11. Does project make improvements to e en s ! B,
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport - 000 |[the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infil, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
oS freight network? - oac "
facilities facilities infill or (g , infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) o
TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | s the proj nati No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TE8 and TEL2; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport  |access and options within a Title 4 industrial 000 |Score 1 point f scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
i center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- I ) )
» ) - an abover Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 " Lisinan area wit 0 Yes Yes No
¢ number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Does the project design represent | D1, What is the design classification of the
) the best possible improvementin | project roadway? Trail/Multi- !
Design Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
8! project area, based on functional  |NOTE: Trails do not have a design Use Path v-Hop
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent  [D2. Based on the functions appropriate for hitps: - -Bov/s 2024/10/ igning-
project design represer - Base © fun ppropriz Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
) the best possible in |the design are the design
Design ) : catio > cesBn 4.33 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | recommended prioritized functions being o )
P, o Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? plication >
look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score s 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
ps: i 2024/10/: igning:
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
PoSEEEERCER IR |[5h s erdmedldesisamEadig X i X o
) the best possible improvement in / LOG ° Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design ! © design classification being applied as part of 267 ‘ ) : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional 4 particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
ect ar the scope of work for the project? ' ¢ ° ore
classification? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. Is the project purpose and scope https; . gov/si 2024/10/25/Designing-
Design the best possible improvementin [elements,is the project consistent with the sey |tivable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf s o ves Vs
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
DS. What constraints were articulated that ) - - )
? articulate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
. the project faces (geographic, financial, : o s
Does the project design represent [ o0 0 B8R of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
. the best possible improvement in I 3 . a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design ! © mitigate these constraints? How well didthe | 133 ' GIENLIDLERIEEE : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional e points. An example of this i a project design in a constrained ROW
ect ar project design adapt and sought to the > An exc ) e ; )
classification? ! 8o ouet ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design clasification and prioritized functions facilities, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design
in light of these constraints? > & Y P Ll
Comments provided by reviewers on this
Feedback Reviewer feedback P v No evaluators comments. No N/A No

project
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Beaverton Downtown Loop: SW Hall Blvd - 3rd St to 5th St

CFP17

RTP Goal Area

Beaverton Downtown Loop: SW Hall Blvd — 3rd St to 5th St

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Equitable ) ETL.Is the project located in an Equity Focus o
Trmspontation In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ren (EFAY 100 [Score 1 pointif project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ) ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all Point Fpro) it ° cor
) In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ! 100 [communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) ) o - )
Equitable ET3.1s project located in tract with a below- Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average.
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved - s proj - 0.00 point i proj ¥ & 8 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation " regional average walkabilty score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) )
Equitable ET4. 1s the project on either the pedestrian
g ) places for BIPOC, underserved ISUISEIE) & No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " or bicycle gaps map?
) Improves access to community . .
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved prolect withing Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation ' frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ETL, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES” then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does b ane ed YES then ?
; Improves access to community 3 . 3 points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation N N ¥ P
) places for BIPOC, underserved orte 000 |bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation - gaps or pgrades substandard facilities along : ° ! !
communities S S includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
q elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET7. Is project tract area below regional Lop |Score 1 point fproject tract has lfe expectancy score below regional L ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? ! average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ETS. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | GIe: ) Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) . higher than regional average diesel 1.00 " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ‘ ‘ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ET9. Is the project in an area with higher 00o |5core 1 pointif project tract has air toxics level higher than regional . ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of air toxics? g average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. s the project located on high injur
Equitable Makes improvements in area with °  project focatecion igh inldry, Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
) ‘ corridor or intersection within an Equity 0.00 core 1 L=y ¢ 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |01 ' | high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Equitable Improves access to low-(and ETLL. Is project in tract with an above- Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
) i * regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ¢ evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and
Equitable " ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower|
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for SO 2 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation e el than regional average vehicle access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower,
e vtation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity i service access?
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
N ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for  |longer transit access to jobs travel times No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation X - .
equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options i an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o mation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 100 |community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
Gepfitin Kem‘ovest reduces d_lSparll!es and ET16. What other barriers exist that the Score 1 if the appllcar\l‘has c!e_arlv identified d}lspa‘rll‘les or barriers beyond
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for ¢ 100 those listed above and identified how the project s intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation N . project can address? N
equity that barrier.
couitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o mation of access to vehicle/high housing + |than regional average level of renter housing| ~ Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P transportation burden burden?
couitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
e of access to vehicle/high housing + [than regional average cost burdens 100 |burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing 1 Yes No Yes
c transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
improvement i area with high lack questions. Has the public been informed of the
Equitable P area with e ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
) of access to vehicle/high housing + o e 433 |f ¢ Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation ] project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden . - S
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designated asa |SSL.Is the project located on a high injur
Safe System oJe cesiy - sthepra) g injlry. 0.00  |Score 1 point if project is located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements |corridor?
safe system Project location i designated as 2 | SS2.1s the project located on a regional oo |Score L pointifthe project is on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high L ves o ves
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
Aol limbdehEme | e Gere e e Rt Score 1 point if the project s identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System e ) project is included in a locally adopted safety| 0.0 o 1C ! ! ¢ 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements 1 plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location s designated asa  |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System oI cestgl > any high injury No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
_ o 55. Is project addressing a specific area > s question. i vien injdry inters
Project location is designated as a ) . project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System & ) with a high level of fatal or severe crashes? 0.00 et 2 " ) y 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements [ 2 " application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
Vi there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| >0 D°% the project's design classification ro':ctlsco e on’l’ if res ons: toD1is o’;e of the following design
Safe System g P P include prioritized functions for the 100 | pe only If resp g Cesigl 1 No Yes Yes

safety

pedestrian realm?

classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of
these design classifications, please score 0.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Beaverton Downtown Loop: SW Hall Blvd - 3rd St to 5th St

CFP17
Beaverton Downtown Loop: SW Hall Blvd — 3rd St to 5th St

Max Points
Available in
Question

Project

Subjective
Review
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Scoring

RTP Goal Area Question

Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria Application  Instructions on How to Score

Average Score

Design elements prioritize pedestrian

557. Are the preferred design elements
being used for pedestrian functions

Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
design section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian

Safe System 233 No Yes Yes
U safety according to the functional class and design functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
classification? and mobility as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions SS8 and S59.
safe system iifl;éc::::{\:::\gpanially; ATor 528.?Does the project address a network 000 auesti o ves ves
gap 8ap! Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
Fill letely, partially) AT $59. Does th ject letely fill th
Safe System ey pegtialv iAoy UG BRI 000 [Seeinstructions in SS8. No Yes Yes
Trails network gap gap?
5510, Applicable to Trail Projects: I the
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 9. Applican! I"Projects: ls the Score 1 point if the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ' project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap f Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) AT or | SSLL.Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System plecpisisy oty Crey Yes e D UDITARNSELE iy No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project application.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or 5512. Does project contain elements that o ce duestion. Se ponse o duestion
! ; : P ) marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of aK-12  [improve active transportation access to a 1.00 ed 'YES > this question No Yes Yes
description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
school Safe Routes to School school? i BN
leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or ) o ) ) P e on
] ) 5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 |2 067 e n : No Yes Yes
e o identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If S511 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Action and  |Provides/increases transit option |and trals gaps near transit? Does project 000 |Score 1 pointif projectis on atier Lor 2 prioritylevel on the TriMet ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to ) pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |5core L pointif the projectis categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 ves " ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? : RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project i located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better oo ighlighted here: https: hinyapps.ioftrimet- ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? ! bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CARd. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Action and  [Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit 00 |Pointifproject includes non-infrastructure modifying elements .. signal o ves Vs
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or . retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https: ’ gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. s the project adding new o
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | CARS. Does project increase or add Active Loo |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or o ves Vs
Resilience (€SS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? ! expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific lew|proj P! '@ Z points ave > proJ
. . L _— . y scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Management and ’ v > e
e > ° © ! 133 transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the c ‘ ! ! ’
et capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
& ! upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity | minor or major arterial street according to !
Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 v-Nop /
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point avalable if either Part
L or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR7. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local ° (s 8! , etc) "
) ) » ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score
Climate Actionand  |Improves/adds street connectivity | traffic to use local and collector streets to 100 1 point No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial ! Gt
e Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilties? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) )  |cAR9. Does the project include o address 152 GI5 dependent question. 3 resp question £
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity oD ° " 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
" ° gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 0.00 ct Incluc trian ¢ ‘ “ ) No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) s elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
_ ) | cAR10. Does the project include or address IDEEECE I : 2 d )
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity . 5 ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
na ° gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 0.00 ctincluc trian A L , j No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full flling of
gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
CARLL. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity V1. Appll " Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e ° project located on the regional trails system 0.00 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) s evaluated.
Clmate Actionand | Improves/acids street connectivty | AR12- Applcable to Trail Projects: Isthe Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to S510. f marked
ne ° project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trals Major Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) ;
Strategy. GIS evaluated.
) ] ) Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CAR13. Does the project scope include score 3 points. Review pr g ularly
Climate Actionand [ management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management Detall question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
8 8l pe ge 033 any transportation demand management strategies implementation with No Yes Yes

Resilience

TSMO) as part of the project (Cli

Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars)

to support and the
infrastructure project?

the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
applications.
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Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Beaverton Downtown Loop: SW Hall Blvd - 3rd St to 5th St

Project ID:

CFP17

Project Name:

Climate Action and

Beaverton Downtown Loop: SW Hall Blvd — 3rd St to 5th St

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

CAR14. Is project located in a designated

Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) 2040 land use area? GLEE /
) . This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
) ) ) CAR1S. Is project located in or improves — penden " )
Climate Action and  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center| “ ! YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score i
" ° multimodal connections to a designated 1.00 ° ! core 1P No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? e :
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green ) )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban ¢ (ARSI t t !
ne infrastr - ) Yes |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ o< ;
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
] ] Increases tree canopy, green CARLY. Does the scope adds street rees or Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to CARIS, If marked
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ] YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project
ne infrastr - other green infrastructure to reduce heat 000 | No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for island effects? includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green
climate change ’ infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green ) -
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project is located in a high V-Sop ed. 6 et "
ne infrastr - 5 MG Yes |hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for  |environmental hazard potential risk area? ¢ ¢ here
" quartile of tract hazard index
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with ‘ V- No p! t t Py 8
ne infrastr - No |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? )
" canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CARLS. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes — pendent 4 ponse to
Increases tree canopy, green 20, ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point f project scope
) ) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ' ’ core 1
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
ne infrastr - infrastructure to manage stormwater or 0.00 " " ) No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for ) ! green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19is
" street trees in areas with lower than average e - "y N
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. arked §
elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR2L. Is the project on an Emergenc
"8 " gency @ proJ sency No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
T I —— Thisis atiple IS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR1S,
) ) ! ” CAR20, and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Action and | Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of ma ) )
i " . estie _ 000 |elements. Score 1 point if the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, m ¢ ludes ele !
ras e resilience of infrastructure OR add mobility options/mobility redundancy
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
Climate Action and N CAR23. Project scope includes elements to Review project scope. Score L point if scope description includes
ne Decreases impervious surface 000 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. "
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
o proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MOL. Does the project increases street ' A !
I o¢ ‘ ! different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options street to support direct and multiple 1.00 : ) ! No Yes Yes
! reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
route options? N . N .
point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths o redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO2. Does the project provide shorter trips in the n reuitous paths pec
Mobility Options [ Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessin 067 | cYcling infrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
v OP P v mn"s,‘t P & picyele, e - reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
: point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity ABUrBHICEE . i No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of a high injury corridor or
. Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! v /2 mile of ef gh Injury
Mobility Options 2 ° " : 000 |intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? N . .
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
- design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliability
MOS. Does the project include treatments ication. Bas " LEALE
° R oe treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- . toincrease reliability and efficiency for all ment " ° &
I Increases reliability and efficiency for el classification? If so, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 1.00 ‘ o mhe ) o No Yes Yes
all travel modes ) e ’ Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design e ‘ L G
s timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
! point f treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
Provides/increases transportation | MOB. Does the project fll a gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARL0. If
Mobility Options vides/i P ’ prol 8P I o000 ’ pencent g : P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
. ) MO7. Does the project include elements ie|pro) pe. Scare - point 1t prol
Mobility Options  |Reduces delay for transit ; sl 100 [toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? N ° !
PS:, a B¢ 31 i it-strategy
MO8. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES, " then review project scope. If scope
MO8. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit ae pro) P! 200 celay using: o re £ point. Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
https://tri e
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TEL0 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability oy remaving maiing 2 0.00 ¥, revi P ! po No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight TE11 and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or
system? enhancing mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
Support/provide/increases access to | TEL s the project ocated in a tract with # of
Thriving Economy pPOrY/provic target industries greater than (>) the No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Target Industries ;
regional average?
o 1£2. Does project improve access to s tract This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES
. Support/provide/increases access to | . . N then score.
Thriving Economy ¢ with # of target industries > regional 0.00 - ) ) No Yes Yes
Target Industries B Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
e’ to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Beaverton Downtown Loop: SW Hall Blvd - 3rd St to 5th St

CFP17

RTP Goal Area

Beaverton Downtown Loop: SW Hall Blvd — 3rd St to 5th St

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE4. Does project improve access to a tract

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
then review project scope and score.

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional 000 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy =B (1% E Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) land use area?
B In'adesignated 2040 Land Use center| TE5-15 Projectocated in or provides This i a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score L point if
Thriving Economy . multimodal connection to a designated 2040| 100 |project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) roe .
land use area? within or to 22040 land use area.
) - N — Thiss 2 parial G15 depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
Increases multimodal mobility and ’ ) point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
. muttim address a substandard active transportation PG ses acti 2!
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport o ! ’ 200 |facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilities (see GIS 3 No Yes Yes
S8 facility and/or increases access to transit "
facilities ! ) - response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? [T ’
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a.5
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4 land use Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities ignati
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobility and = prol pel * This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
. muttim: elements to increase access industrial and o ! 4 >
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ner 100 |marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
eS8 transport facilities (e.g. creates a new " ; - L
facilities ) toincrease access to industrial and transport facilties?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ; proj 8 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL0, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and ) ) "YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» muttim TE11. Does project make improvements to e en s ! B,
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport - 000 |[the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infil, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
oS freight network? - oac "
facilities facilities infill or (g , infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) o
TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | s the proj nati No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TE8 and TEL2; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport  |access and options within a Title 4 industrial 000 |Score 1 point f scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
i center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- I ) )
» ) - an abover Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 " Lisinan area wit 0 Yes Yes No
¢ number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Does the project design represent | D1, What is the design classification of the
) the best possible improvementin | project roadway? Regional ,
Design Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
8! project area, based on functional  |NOTE: Trails do not have a design boulevard v-Hop
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent  [D2. Based on the functions appropriate for hitps: - -Bov/s 2024/10/ igning-
project design represer - Base © fun ppropriz Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
) the best possible in |the design are the design
Design ) : catio > cesBn 4.33 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | recommended prioritized functions being o )
P, o Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? ' " >
look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score s 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
https:, i 2024/10/: igning:
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
PoSEEEERCER IR |[5h s erdmedldesisamEadig X i X o
) the best possible improvement in / LOG ° Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design ! © design classification being applied as part of 233 ‘ ) : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional 4 particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
ect ar the scope of work for the project? ' ) ° ore
classification? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. Is the project purpose and scope https; . gov/si 2024/10/25/Designing-
Design the best possible improvementin [elements,is the project consistent with the ey |LivablesStreets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf s o ves Vs
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
DS. What constraints were articulated that ) ) ) - )
? articulate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
’ ) the project faces (geographic, financial, ) " " (2
Does the project design represent [ o0 0 B8R of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
. the best possible improvement in P 3 y a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design ! © mitigate these constraints? How well didthe |~ 1.67 '  — ed : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional ! © points. An example of this i a project design in a constrained ROW
ect ar project design adapt and sought to the > An exc ) e ; )
classification? ! 8o ouet ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design classification and prioritized functions facilities, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design
in light of these constraints? > & Y P Ll
) ) ) Would like to see more transit priority on a high capacity transit route.
Comments provided by reviewers on this
Feedback Reviewer feedback provided by revi Would like to see more discussion of why the project scope includes more No N/A No

project

landscaping instead of more bus priority.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NW Division Street Complete Street: Gresham-Fairview Trail - Birdsdale Avenue

CFP18

RTP Goal Area

NW Division Street Complete Street: Gresham-Fairview Trail - Birdsdale Avenue

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Equitable ) ETL.Is the project located in an Equity Focus o
Trmspontation In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ren (EFAY 100 [Score 1 pointif project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ) ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all Point Fpro) it ° cor
) In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ! 100 [communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
Equitable :;‘;Z"fe; aﬁﬁ:ﬁz‘ﬂ:;;’:;::":‘;y ET3. s project located in tract with a below- Lo Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average. . ves o Vs
Transportation " regional average walkabilty score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) )
Equitable ET4. 1s the project on either the pedestrian
g ) places for BIPOC, underserved ISUISEIE) & Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " or bicycle gaps map?
) Improves access to community . .
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved prolect withing Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation ' frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ETL, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES” then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does b ane ed YES then ?
; Improves access to community 3 . 3 points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation N N ¥ PO
) places for BIPOC, underserved orte 300 |bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation - gaps or pgrades substandard facilities along : ° ! !
communities S S includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
q elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET7. Is project tract area below regional Lop |Score 1 point fproject tract has lfe expectancy score below regional L ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? ! average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ETS. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | GIe: ) Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) . higher than regional average diesel 0.00 " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ‘ ‘ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ET9. Is the project in an area with higher oo |Score L pointif project tract has ai toxicslevel hgher than regional . ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of air toxics? . average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. s the project located on high injur
Equitable Makes improvements in area with °  project focatecion igh inldry, Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
) ‘ corridor or intersection within an Equity 1.00 core 1 L=y ¢ 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |01 ' | high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Equitable Improves access to low-(and ETLL Is project in tract with an above- Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
) i * regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ¢ evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and
Equitable " ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower|
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for SO 2 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation . @ than regional average vehicle access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower,
e vtation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity i service access?
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
e barriers (jobs, transit, services for  |longer transit access to jobs travel times Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options i an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o mation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 200 |community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
— Removes, reduces disparitiesand L o st that the Score 1 f the applicant has clarly identiied dispariies or bariers beyond
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for ¢ 100 those listed above and identified how the project s intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation N . project can address? N
equity that barrier.
couitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o mation of access to vehicle/high housing + |than regional average level of renter housing| ~ Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P transportation burden burden?
couitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
e of access to vehicle/high housing + [than regional average cost burdens 100 |burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing 1 Yes No Yes
c transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
improvement i area with high lack questions. Has the public been informed of the
Equitable P area with e ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
) of access to vehicle/high housing + o e 333 | ¢ Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation ] project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden . - S
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designated asa |SSL.Is the project located on a high injur
Safe System oJe cesiy - sthepra) g injlry. 100  |Score1 pointif project s located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements |corridor?
safe system Project location i designated as 2 | SS2.1s the project located on a regional oo |Score L pointif the project s on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high L ves o ves
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
Aol limbdehEme | e Gere e e Rt Score 1 point if the project s identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System e ) project is included in a locally adopted safety| 1.0 o 1C ! ! ¢ 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements 1 plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location s designated asa  |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System oI cestgl > any high injury No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
_ o 55. Is project addressing a specific area > s question. i vien injdry inters
Project location is designated as a ) . project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System & ) with a high level of fatal or severe crashes? 0.00 et 2 " ) y 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements [ 2 " application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
Vi there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| >0 D°% the project's design classification ro':ctlsco e on’l’ if res ons: toD1is o’;e of the following design
Safe System g P P include prioritized functions for the 100 | pe only If resp g Cesigl 1 No Yes Yes

safety

pedestrian realm?

classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of
these design classifications, please score 0.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NW Division Street Complete Street: Gresham-Fairview Trail - Birdsdale Avenue

Project ID:

CFP18

NW Division Street Complete Street: Gresham-Fairview Trail - Birdsdale Avenue

ais
Project Maxpoints | % | Subjective (.
RTP Goal Area Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria Application  Instructions on How to Score Availablein “ @ Review Qum:"
Average Score Question : Question
Question
Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
557. Are the preferred design elements priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
—— Design elements prioritize pedestrian) being used for pedestrian functions 267 |desien section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian 5 o ves Vs
safety according to the functional class and design functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
classification? and mobility as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions SS8 and S59.
safe system :i:l;‘(sc:::;\:::\v;part‘\allyi ATor 528.?Does the project address a network oo auesti L o ves ves
gap 8ap! Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
Fill letely, partially) AT $59. Does th ject letely fill th
Safe System ey pegtialv iAoy UG BRI 033 [Seeinstructions in SS8. 1 No Yes Yes
Trails network gap gap?
5510, Applicable to Trail Projects: I the
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 9. Applican! I"Projects: ls the Score 1 point if the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ' project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 1 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap f Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) AT or | SSLL.Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System plecpisisy oty Crey Yes e D UDITARNSELE iy o No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? | conditions question #7 in project application.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or 5512. Does project contain elements that o ce duestion. Se ponse o duestion
! ; : P ) marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of aK-12  [improve active transportation access to a 1.00 ed 'YES > this question 1 No Yes Yes
e e o ey description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or . P . ) . . . .
] ) 5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 |2 0.00 e n : 1 No Yes Yes
e o identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If S511 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Action and  |Provides/increases transit option |and trals gaps near transit? Does project 000 |Score 1 pointif projectis on atier Lor 2 prioritylevel on the TriMet L ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to ) pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |5core L pointif the projectis categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 L ves " ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? : RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project i located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better 000 |seements, highlighted here: https; hinyapps.ioftrimet- . ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? " bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CARd. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Action and  [Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit o000 |Pointifprojectincludes non-infrastructure modifying elements (i signal ) o ves Vs
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or g retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https: ’ gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. s the project adding new o
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | CARS. Does project increase or add Active Loo |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or . o ves Vs
Resilience (€SS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? ! expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific lew|proj P! '@ Z points ave >core Ifthe proj
. . L _— . y scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Management and ’ v > e
ne ; ° ¢ " 0.00 transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing 2 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the c ‘ ! ! ’
et capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
& ! upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity | minor or major arterial street according to !
Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 v-Nop /
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point avalable if either Part
L or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR7. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local ° (s 8! , etc) "
) ) » ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity  |traffic to use local and collector streets to N
e ° amie ! ‘ : 000  |1point. 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial
e Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilties? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) )  |cAR9. Does the project include o address 152 GI5 dependent question. 3 resp question £
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity oD ° " 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
" ° gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ct Incluc trian ¢ ‘ “ ) 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) s elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
_ ) | cAR10. Does the project include or address IDEEECE I : 2 d )
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity . 5 ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
na ° gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ctincluc trian A L , j 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full flling of
gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
CARLL. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity V1. Appll " Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e ° project located on the regional trails system 0.00 1 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) s evaluated.
Clmate Actionand | Improves/acids street connectivty | AR12- Applcable to Trail Projects: Isthe Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to S510. f marked
ne ° project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trals Major 1 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) ;
Strategy. GIS evaluated.
Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CAR13. Does the project scope include )  points. Review praj Pe, particularly resp 4
) ) ! " ° Detail question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
Climate Actionand | management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management N o A
" outside ° ° 267 |anytransportation demand management strategies implementation with 3 No Yes Yes
Resilience TSMO) as part of the project (Climate | strategies to support and compliment the r ) °
! ’ ¢ the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars) infrastructure project? applications
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Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NW Division Street Complete Street: Gresham-Fairview Trail - Birdsdale Avenue

Project ID:

CFP18

Project Name:

Climate Action and

NW Division Street Complete Street: Gresham-Fairview Trail - Birdsdale Avenue

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

CAR14. Is project located in a designated

Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) 2040 land use area? GLEE /
) . This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
) ) ) CAR1S. Is project located in or improves — penden " )
Climate Action and  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center| “ ! YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score i
" ° multimodal connections to a designated 1.00 ° ! core 1P No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? e :
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green ) )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban . (ARSI t t !
ne infrastr - ) No |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ o< ;
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
] ] Increases tree canopy, green CARLY. Does the scope adds street rees or Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to CARIS, If marked
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ] YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project
ne infrastr - other green infrastructure to reduce heat 000 | No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for island effects? includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green
climate change ’ infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green ) -
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project is located in a high V-Sop ed. 6 et "
ne infrastr - 5 MG Yes |hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for  |environmental hazard potential risk area? ¢ ¢ here
" quartile of tract hazard index
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with . V- No p! t t Py 8
ne infrastr - Yes |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? )
" canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CARLS. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes — pendent 4 ponse to
Increases tree canopy, green 20, ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point f project scope
) ) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ' ’ core 1
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
ne infrastr - infrastructure to manage stormwater or 2.00 " " ) No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for ) ! green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19is
" street trees in areas with lower than average e - "y N
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. arked §
elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR2L. Is the project on an Emergenc
"8 " gency @ proJ sency No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
T I —— Thisis atiple IS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR1S,
) ) ! ” CAR20, and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Action and | Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of ma ) )
i " . estie _ 100 [elements. Score 1 point f the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, m ¢ ludes ele !
ras e resilience of infrastructure OR add mobility options/mobility redundancy
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
Climate Action and N CAR23. Project scope includes elements to Review project scope. Score L point if scope description includes
ne Decreases impervious surface 100 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. "
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
o proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MOL. Does the project increases street ' A !
I o¢ ‘ ! different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options street to support direct and multiple 067 : ) ! No Yes Yes
! reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
route options? N . N .
point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths o redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO2. Does the project provide shorter trips in the n reuitous paths pec
Mobility Options [ Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessin 000 |cYcling infrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
v OP P v mn"s,‘t P & picyele, e - reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
: point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity ABUrBHICEE . i Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of a high injury corridor or
. Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! v /2 mile of ef gh Injury
Mobility Options 2 ° " : 067 |intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? N . .
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
- design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliability
MOS. Does the project include treatments ication. Bas " LEALE
° R oe treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- . toincrease reliability and efficiency for all ment " ° &
I Increases reliability and efficiency for el classification? If so, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 0.00 ‘ o mhe ) o No Yes Yes
all travel modes ) e ’ Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design e ‘ L G
s timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
! point f treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
Provides/increases transportation | MOB. Does the project fll a gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARL0. If
Mobility Options vides/i P ’ prol 8P I 100 ’ pencent g : P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
. ) MO7. Does the project include elements ie|pro) pe. Scare - point 1t prol
Mobility Options  |Reduces delay for transit ; sl 000 [toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? N ° !
PS:, a B¢ 31 i it-strategy
MO8. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES, " then review project scope. If scope
MO8. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit ae pro) P! 0.00 celay using: o re £ point. Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
https://tri e
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TEL0 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability oy remaving maiing 2 0.00 ¥, revi P ! po No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight TE11 and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or
system? enhancing mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
Support/provide/increases access to | TEL s the project ocated in a tract with # of
Thriving Economy pPOrY/provic target industries greater than (>) the No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Target Industries ;
regional average?
o 1£2. Does project improve access to s tract This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES
. Support/provide/increases access to | . . N then score.
Thriving Economy ¢ with # of target industries > regional 0.00 - ) ) No Yes Yes
Target Industries B Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
e’ to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NW Division Street Complete Street: Gresham-Fairview Trail - Birdsdale Avenue

CFP18

RTP Goal Area

NW Division Street Complete Street: Gresham-Fairview Trail - Birdsdale Avenue

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE4. Does project improve access to a tract

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
then review project scope and score.

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional 100 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy =B (1% E Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) land use area?
B In'adesignated 2040 Land Use center| TE5-15 Projectocated in or provides This i a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score L point if
Thriving Economy . multimodal connection to a designated 2040| 100 |project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) roe .
land use area? within or to 22040 land use area.
) - N — Thiss 2 parial G15 depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
Increases multimodal mobility and ’ ) point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
. muttim address a substandard active transportation PG ses acti 2!
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport o ! ’ 133 |facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilities (see GIS 3 No Yes Yes
S8 facility and/or increases access to transit "
facilities ! ) - response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? [T ’
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a.5
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4 land use Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities ignati
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobility and = prol pel * This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
. muttim: elements to increase access industrial and o ! 4 >
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ner 100 |marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
eS8 transport facilities (e.g. creates a new > . ¢ "l
facilities ) toincrease access to industrial and transport facilties?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ; proj 8 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
ess freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL0, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and ) ) "YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» muttim TE11. Does project make improvements to e en s ! B,
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport - 000 |[the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infil, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
oS freight network? - oac "
facilities facilities infill or (g , infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) o
TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | s the proj nati No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TE8 and TEL2; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport  |access and options within a Title 4 industrial 000 |Score 1 point f scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
i center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- I ) )
» ) - an abover Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 " Lisinan area wit 0 Yes Yes No
¢ number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Does the project design represent | D1, What is the design classification of the
) the best possible improvementin | project roadway? Community !
Design Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
8! project area, based on functional  |NOTE: Trails do not have a design street v-Hop
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent  [D2. Based on the functions appropriate for hitps: - -Bov/s 2024/10/ igning-
project design represer - Base © fun ppropriz Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
) the best possible in |the design are the design
Design ) : catio > cesBn 4.67 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | recommended prioritized functions being o )
P, o Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? ' " >
look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score s 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
https:, i 2024/10/: igning:
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
PoSEEEERCER IR |[5h s erdmedldesisamEadig X i X o
) the best possible improvement in / LOG ° Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design ! © design classification being applied as part of 267 ‘ ) : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional 4 particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
ect ar the scope of work for the project? ' ) ° ore
classification? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. Is the project purpose and scope https; . gov/si 2024/10/25/Designing-
) the best possible improvementin  |elements, is the project consistent with the Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Design ) c j e ’ 4.33 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
DS. What constraints were articulated that ) ) ) - )
? articulate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
’ ) the project faces (geographic, financial, ) " " (2
Does the project design represent [ o0 0 B8R of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
. the best possible improvement in I 3 . a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design ! © mitigate these constraints? How welldid the | 3.0 '  — ed : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional ! © points. An example of this i a project design in a constrained ROW
ect ar project design adapt and sought to the > An exc ) e ; )
classification? ! 8o ouet ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design classification and prioritized functions ies, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design.
in light of these constraints? > & Y P Ll
Comments provided by reviewers on ths Project fills critical gap. Identified in Active Transportation Plan which
Feedback Reviewer feedback P v included equity and safety measures. Health disparities identified, No N/A No

project

including high levels of diabetes. Fills gap to improve access to transit.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Outer Halsey and Outer Foster (ITS Signal Improvements)

[Project ip:

CFP19

Project Name:

RTP Goal Area

Outer Halsey and Outer Foster (ITS Signal Improvements)

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max Points
Available in
Question

Gl
Evaluated
res

Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

safety

according to the functional class and design
classification?

functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
and mobility as "Priority?" Also ook at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.

Equitable N ET1. Is the project located in an Equity Focus L L
- § In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) proj quity 100 [Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation Area (EFA)?
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three f ities. F
Equitable § ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all S 2 (I AR E10 A ST Rl 1D G RS
§ In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) o 1.00 communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
" Improves access to communit, . N N L N . "
Equitable P Y ET3. Is project located in tract with a below- Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average.
N places for BIPOC, underserved N . 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation "t regional average walkability score? GIS evaluated
communities
) Improves access to community ) ) .
Equitable ETA. Is the project on either the pedestrian
i . places for BIPOC, underserved SRR = Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " or bicycle gaps map?
i Improves access to community . i
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
d ) places for BIPOC, underserved prol ® Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " frequent transit route or stop?
communities
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to T, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES" then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does e ol Yo e :
’ Improves access to community ! ) ! points is 3. Score 1 point f project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation 5 N N O
. places for BIPOC, underserved o 033 bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation " gaps or upgrades substandard faciities along h c ! >
communities . B includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
frequent transit lines and stations in EFAs? N - v P )
elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ET7. Is project tract area below regional 100 Score 1 point if project tract has life expectancy score below regional A Yes o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? . average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ET8. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |- proje " Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
! ‘ higher than regional average diesel 1.00 " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ) ¢ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ETS. Is the project in an area with higher Loo |Score 1 pointif project tract has ir toxics level higher than regional . Vs o Vs
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of ar toxics? average (0.57 ug/ms3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. Is the project located on high inj
Equitable Makes improvements in area with b BHEEE) IR M E R Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
§ © corridor or intersection within an Equity 1.00 core - ! g’ N 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |77 07 ¥ high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
" ET11. Is project in tract with an above- L L N N
Equitable Improves access to low-(and . 1s prol 3 above Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
§ i s regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ¢ evaluated,
mins. (all modes)?
i Removes, reduces disparities and e _
Equitable O . § ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower :
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for : : Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation — ! than regional average vehicle access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparities and | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower
o eation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity communities) community service access?
T Removes, reduces disparitiesand  |ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
T‘:ans o ration barriers (jobs, transit, services for |longer transit access to jobs travel times Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
‘marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options in an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o tation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 067 |community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, andor transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
) Removes, reduces disparities and o Score 1 if the applicant has clearly identified disparities or barriers beyond
Equitable oves AL ET16. What other barriers exist that the " CLEIBIEDCEENY L &
: barriers (jobs, transit, services for ; 033 |those listed above and identified how the project s intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation b s project can address? .
equity communities) that barrier.
couitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
4 ) of access to vehicle/high housing + | than regional average level of renter housing| ~ Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation :
transportation burden burden?
cauitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
T‘:ans oation of access to vehicle/high housing + |than regional average cost burdens 1.00 burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing 1 Yes No Yes
P transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
, . Involvement application questions. Has the public been informed of the
) Improvement in area with high lack S e b ‘
Equitable ares ’ ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
: of access to vehicle/high housing + |-~ 1o o P2 200 | ‘ Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation d project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden N " o
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designated asa | SSI. Is the project located on a high injun
Safe System ole  desigl . proj gh Injury 1.00 Score 1 point if project is located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements | corridor?
safe System Project location s designated asa [52.1s the project located on a regional 100 Score 1 point if the project is on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high A ves o ves
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
) o $53. Did the project application indicate the . e )
Project location is designated as a - Did the project app Score 1 point if the project s identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System o ; project is included in a locally adopted safety| 067 1o 1¢ ! ! ¢ 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements ) plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location is designated as a SS4. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System ol desie > any high injury Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
§ N $55. Is project addressing a specific area with > K . IS
Project location is designated as a > project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System & : a high level of fatal or severe crashes? How 1.00 ect " ) ° 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements many? application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
s there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
§ - |s6. Does the project’s design classification proj pe | P ed p i °
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| e ’ project scope only if response to D1 is one of the following design
Safe System include prioritized functions for the 0.67 o s ! ' ! 1 No Yes Yes
safety it classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
P ! Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of these
design classifications, please score 0.
Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
$57. Are the preferred design elements priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
- Design elements prioritize pedestrian| being used for pedestrian functions 100 design section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian 5 o ves ves
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Outer Halsey and Outer Foster (ITS Signal Improvements)

[Project ip: CFP19
Project Name: Outer Halsey and Outer Foster (ITS Signal Improvements)

Project Max Points
Application  Instructions on How to Score Available in
Average Score Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

RTP Goal Area Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria

Gl
Evaluated
res

Question

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
’ ' ’ marked "YES" then score questions SS8 and SS9.
Fills (completely, partially) AT or  [SS8. Does the project address a network q
Safe System Trails network gai ap? 0.67 No Yes Yes
eap gape Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
Fill letely, partially) AT $59. Does the project completely fill th
Safe System ills (completely, partially) AT or SR R 0.00 See instructions in SS8. No Yes Yes
Trails network gap gap?
) ) $510. Applicable to Trail Projects: s the " - ] o
Fills (completely, partially) AT or pplica rojects: s the Score 1 point if the project s identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System > project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap F Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) ATor | SS11. Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses allin current
Safe System Sty L) prol Yes rer . No points allo Biliyess No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project applicat
o : X This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or $512. Does project contain elements that s ! " ! 2 SO
) ) : ‘ , marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 |improve active transportation access to a 1.00 ee TES > this qu . No Yes Yes
o eafe b e e description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
! leading to the school(s). If 511 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or ’ s o ponse o e en
d ) $513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of aK-12 |y 1.00 e " P No Yes Yes
et o e identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If 5511 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option  |and trails gaps near transit? Does project 100 Score 1 point if project is on a tier 1 or 2 priority level on the TriMet ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |5core 1 pointifthe project is categorized as an ETC project n the 2023 Ves o Ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? 8 RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project is located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Actionand  |Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better Loo  |Sesments highlighted here: hinyapps.io/trimet- e o e
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CAR. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit 067 point if project includes non-infrastructure modifying elements (i.e. signal o ves ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or - retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https://wwiw.s fonal-transit-strateg
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. Is the project adding new or
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases bicycling/walking |CARS. Does project increase or add Active 000 expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or o ves ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CAR6. Does project identify specific prol P & 2 § ¢ prol
) ’ . o ) I scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and Provides/increases bicycling/walking |Transportation System Management and P . N e
. - N N N 1.67 intelligent transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the _ . 8 g
S capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
proj pe? upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on  planned
Clirv‘ale Action and \mproV§s/adds street connectivity | minor or major arteria}l street ?ccarding to ves Reference only. No points allocated, GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point available if either Part
1 or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1 is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR?. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local (v 8 ) r
) ’ . 8 adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity traffic to use local and collector streets to N
e ° atics ! ‘ : 033 |1point. No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial
streets? : ) :
Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilities? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) : _|cARs. Does the project include or address 152 615 dependent q h resp N :
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity o ° ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
ne * gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 0.67 et Inclue ran © “ . X No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) o ter elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project s in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) : | cAR10. Does the project include or address EAECEEIERI] : R d )
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity - ’ , 1 point f project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
e ° gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 033 ct Inelu trian AND Bicy ' ' No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or fullfilling of
: gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
CAR11. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity pplicable to Trall Projects: Is the Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e ° project located on the regional trails system 0.00 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) i evaluated.
, , | cAR12. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to SS10. If marked
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity AT P e aypen penden v e o respomee ! s
ne * project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 'VES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trails Major Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) g
investment? Investment Strategy. GIS evaluated.
M: 3 points. Revit ject , particularl to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CAR13. Does the project scope include jax score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Projec
) : ) " y Detail question 11 in application. Score f the project includes or speaks to
Climate Action and management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management N T . N
ne N ¢ N © 0.67 any demand strategies with No Yes Yes
Resilience ' TSMO) as part of the project (Climate [strategies to support and compliment the the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars) infrastructure project? compl project. proj P
Climate Actionand  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center [CAR14. Is project located in a designated
na 518 Prol 8 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects t0?) 2040 land use area?
CARS. 15 project located in or imoroves This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
Climate Actionand  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center| > & Project oc i “YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score if
ne ® multimodal connections to a designated 1.00 ! * P No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects t0?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? e :
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green ) .
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand | infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban © iy N N !
ne ! * 'S¢ N Yes defined here as 'project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ oot :
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
] ] Increases ree canopy, green CARLY. Does the scope adds street trees or Ihis sacis dependent question. See GIS response to CARIG. If marked
Climate Actionand  [infrastructure and decreases > YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project
e nfrastr e other green infrastructure to reduce heat 000 | No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for island effects? includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green
climate change ! infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Outer Halsey and Outer Foster (ITS Signal Improvements)

[Project ip: CFP19
Outer Halsey and Outer Foster (ITS Signal Improvements)

Project Name:

Gl
Project Max Points Subjective
Evaluated Scoring
RTP Goal Area Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria Application  Instructions on How to Score Available in o Review | o™
Average Score Question Question
Question
Increases tree canopy, green ) o
i § ! PY; &t - o Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases CAR1S. Project i located in a high (OO ed: G ¢ !
na inrastr e ) e Yes |hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for  |environmental hazard potential risk area? ‘ @ here
" quartile of tract hazard index
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green .
i § ! Py, & . . § Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with \ Nop ‘ " /
na infrastr e Yes |defined here as 'project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? )
" canopy coverage percentage'.
dlimate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR18. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes coudt —— LEIESD
Increases tree canopy, green ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point if project scope
) ) ! element? Examples include green i ' o
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ' elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
. N N . infrastructure to manage stormwater or 0.00 N N . No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for i p green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19 is
) street trees in areas with lower than average wpc 1 S o B
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point f scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. P "
mitigation elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Acti d Add E CAR21. Is the ject E
Imate Action an resses an Emergency s the project on an Emergency Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
This is a triple GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR18,
CAR22. Does the project scope elements E = P LELETEA
) ) ! ) CAR20, and CAR2L. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergency ook to increase the resilience of ma) ) )
na ! ! estie X 0.00 elements. Score 1 point if the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, o N e o
! Ll resilience of infrastructure OR add mobility options/mability redundancy
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
) ) ) ) Review project scope. Score 1 point if scope description includes
Climate Action and . . CAR23. Project scope includes elements to pro P P P P §
na Decreases impervious surface 000 [stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. i
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
o proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MO1. Does the project increases street y ) 5
I ) : different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options street to support direct and multiple 0.00 2 ) ! No Yes Yes
s reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
’ point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths or redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO?2. Does the project provide shorter trips he n y s paths ped
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessing 000  |c¥elinginfrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
transit g v - reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
B point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity 15 the project | . . Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor o intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
’ ’ , located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of a high injury corridor or
o Project area has a high number of | MOA4. Does the project provide a safer ! /2 igh Injury
Mobility Options o7 © r : 0.67 then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? I > :
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
- design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliabilty
MOS5. Does the project include treatments to [aron. Be N . /
! ! v treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- - increase reliability and efficiency for all ment " o o
- Increases reliability and efficiency for abilit dlassification? If s0, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 1.00 ‘ o the ; e No Yes Yes
al travel modes ° e " Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design ar . 1 JEEh
tional timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
dlassification? e > and eadine o ;
point if treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
I Provides/increases transportation | MOG. Does the project fil a gap or This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARLO. If
Mobility Options vides/ P 6. Does the proj &P 067 ) e ’ i No Yes Yes
option deficiency in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
- ) ) S Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit : lect Incu 067 |toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? ° °
ps; gy
MOS. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES," then review project scope. If scope
MO39. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit DL 2 067 P 1 > " Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
ps://tri htmftroute
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TE10 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to TE11
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability b4 8 maling 2 1.00 > any, P " resp X No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight and TEL3. If project scope appears to be removing a barier or enhancing
system? mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
- TEL. Is the project located i a tract with # of
» Support/provide/increases access to RBLT :
Thriving Economy N target industries greater than (>) the No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Target Industries E
regional average?
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES"
o TE2. Does project improve access to a tract
- Support/provide/increases access to || et impro ° then score.
Thriving Economy ‘ with # of target industries > regional 0.00 - ) ) No Yes Yes
Target Industries e Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
8 to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/Commercial developabilty |with # of developable acres > regional Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
TEA. Does project improve access to a tract then review project scope and score.
Thriving Economy | Industrial/Commercial developability |with # of developable acres > regional 067 [Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
. In a designated 2040 Land Use center| TES. Is project located in a designated 2040 :
Thriving Economy > Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) and use area?
) TE6. Is project located in or provides This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score 1 point if
Ny In a designated 2040 Land Use center| |- '* P i prov ep a pons : P
Thriving Economy * multimodal connection to a designated 2040 |  0.67  |project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) role .
land use area? within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
This is a partial GIS depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
) . TEZADoes e B oiect seope Il IE2E O IDBOIEEIEDAR L ANCTER : )
Increases multimodal mobility and g ) point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
- mam address a substandard active transportation it per ses act i
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ar . ? 167 |facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilities (see GIS No Yes Yes
- facility and/or increases access to transit N
facilities : - - response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? T '
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a .5
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4 Iand use Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
facilities i i
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Outer Halsey and Outer Foster (ITS Signal Improvements)

[Project ip:

CFP19

Project Name:

RTP Goal Area

Outer Halsey and Outer Foster (ITS Signal Improvements)

Performance Measure

Increases multimodal mobility and

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE9. Does the project scope includes
elements to increase access industrial and

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if

Max Points
Available in
Question

Gls
Evaluated
ore

Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

project

portion. Intelligent Transportation Systems is focus of Halsey project.
Documentation of community comments would have been helpful to
provide support to either. Includes pedestrian features but not of highest
design according to classification and does not include bike or transit
features. Responses to design questions indicate pedestrian priority, but
not bike or transit, reduces speed of vehicles but increases reliability
though not focus of classification. Would've liked to know why no bike or
transit signal priority features and further discussion of tradeoffs.

Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ner 0.00 ‘marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
e transport facilities (e.g. creates a new N 3 -
facilties ' ¢ : to increase access to industrial and transport fa
connection and/or multimodal connection).
Increases multimodal mobility and , )
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ! pro 8 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
ess freight network
facilties
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE10, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and : , “YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
L N N TE11. Does project make improvements to - N N N PP
Thriving Economy  [access to industrial and transport [+ %> PO 0.67 |the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infill, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
facilties € ! facilties infill or enhancement (e.g. separation, protection), infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) o
TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport || s the pro Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilties
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TES and TE12; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy [ access to industrial and transport |access and options within a Title 4 industrial | 067 [Score 1 point if scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
facilties center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- o . .
- ) - 2n above Score 1 point if project s in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 " Hisin an area wit 0 Yes Yes No
¢ number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. (all modes)?
Does the project design represent | D1. What s the design classification of the
) the best possible improvementin | project roadway? Regional )
Design ; e ; ) Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
8 project area, based on functional | NOTE: Trails do not have a design street v-Nop
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
9 10/25/Designing-
Does the project desig t  |D2. Based on the functi iate fo "
oes the project design represent ased on the functions appropriate for Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1. pdf
) the best possible improvementin | the design classification, are the design
Design : e > cesien 133 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | recommended prioritized functions being S )
classification? rioritized? Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
fon? prioritized? look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
ps: 2024/10/25/Designing-
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Does the project design represent
(R S T D3. Are the preferred designs according to y § § -
§ the best possible improvement in ! Ll * Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design i ¢ design classification being applied as part of 0.67 € § : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | *~E" “5#51eAton hE 1B 2PRICC particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
classification? P project? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. Is the project purpose and scope ps; 10/25/Designing-
. the best possible improvement in  |elements, is the project consistent with the Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1. pdf
Design ; e " e ! 2.00 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
D5. What constraints were articulated that N N " P "
N ST Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
o the project faces (geographic, financial, : pon et o
Does the project design represent of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
L N ROW, etc.)? What efforts were made to . N N N . N
) the best possible improvementin |\ " ° a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design i © mitigate these constraints? How well did the 0.00 - e ! e ! 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional gate fhe points. An example of this s a project design in a constrained ROW.
ectare project design adapt and sought to the > fin & ) e ‘ )
classification? ! o e o8 ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
e G o A R S e ens ies, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design
in light of these constraints? b g Y o L
While transit signal priority is noted as a possible next step, these areas are
not noted in the cities Enhance Transit Concept Plan (except for a segment
on Foster from 82nd to 122nd). This is a vehicle improvement project that
could potentially be used for transit in the future. Narrative says project
came from community comments and is in RTP and Transportation System
Plan (TSP). Signals are in TSP but unconstrained for outer Halsey and
Foster. These projects and description in RTP are more around active
Comments provided by reviewers on this transportation improvements not part of this project for the Foster
Feedback Reviewer feedback P v P P P proi No N/A No
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Smart SW 185th Avenue ITS and Better Bus Project

Project ID: CFP21
Project Name: Smart SW 185th Avenue ITS and Better Bus Project

GIS e

Subjective .

X PO Evaluated . Scoring

Available in Review

Question 2% question  QUestion
Question

Project Max Points
Application _ Instructions on How to Score
Average Score

RTP Goal Area Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

safety

pedestrian realm?

classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of these
design classifications, please score 0.

Equitable ET1. Is the project located in an Equity Focus
q In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) prof auity 100 |Score 1 point if project is in o touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
Transportation Area (EFA)?
Score 1 point f project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all & L5 " ° "
. In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) °2 1.00 communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
Improves access to communit , . .
Equitable P Y ET3. Is project located in tract with a below- Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average.
places for BIPOC, underserved > ' 1.00 Yes No Yes
Transportation " regional average walkability score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) )
Equitable ET4. Is the project on either the pedestrian
- i places for BIPOC, underserved . proj P No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Transportation or bicycle gaps map?
Improves access to community ) )
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
q places for BIPOC, underserved prol 8 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Transportation - frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ETL, ET4 - ETS first. If
ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES" then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does b anc ed” " ?
Improves access to community ) ! points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation 5 ) N o
places for BIPOC, underserved ore 000 |bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 f project No Yes Yes
Transportation i gaps or upgrades substandard facilties along : ° ! "
communities et includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
frequent transit lines and stations in EFAs? N o o N )
elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET7. Is project tract area below regional Loo |Score 1 point ifproject tract haslfe expectancy score below regional Ve Yo ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? ! average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
) , , | €Ta. s the project located in an area to have . ) :
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |- proje " Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) : higher than regional average diesel 0.00 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes N N regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with  |ET9. Is the project in an area with higher 000 |5core 1 pointifproject tract has ai toxics level higher than regional Ve o Ve
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of air toxics? g average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
) ) | €T10.1s the project located on high injui . ,
Equitable Makes improvements in area with 0 ® project locatec on high Injury Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a high
corridor or intersection within an Equity 100 [ " Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Focus Area?
ET11. Is project in tract with an above-
Equitable Improves access to low-(and . 1s prol ove Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
. " Ny regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs evaluated.
mins. (all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and -
Equitable ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower
. barriers (jobs, transit, services for o Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Transportation j than regional average vehicle access?
equity
catabte Removes, reduces disparities and | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower
e ation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
P equity i service access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparities and |ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
Eesiis g barriers (jobs, transit, services for | longer transit access to jobs travel times No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
& equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This s a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points i the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
cauitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options in an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o ation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 067 |community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
Removes, reduces disparities and ) Score 1if the applicant has clearly identified disparities or barriers beyond
Equitable oves, AT ET16. What other barriers exist that the ] CRLEIEED G0 Gl 4
barriers (jobs, transit, services for 100 |those listed above and identified how the project is intended to address No Yes Yes
Transportation N project can address? )
equity that barrier.
. Improvement in area with high lack | ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o ) of access to vehicle/high housing + | than regional average level of renter housing No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Transportation !
transportation burden burden?
cauitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point f the project tract has higher than regional average cost
et of access to vehicle/high housing + | than regional average cost burdens 0,00 |burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing Yes No Yes
& transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1.- 5, based on your review of Community
) . Involvement application questions. Has the public been informed of the
Improvement in area with high lack ) ° ) b
Equitable aree " ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
of access to vehicle/high housing + s s P 267 f ) No Yes Yes
Transportation > project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden " ;
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location is designated asa  [SSL. Is the project located on a high injur . i
Safe System oJe ceslgl - 1s the proj gh Injury 100 |Score 1 point if project is located at or on a high injury corridor. Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements | corridor?
Project location is designated asa  |SS2.Is the project located on a regional Score 1 point f the project is on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high
Safe System oI cester prole glon 100  [OrelP prol s vele regl a Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
553. Did the project application indicate the
Project location is designated as a (L2 Score 1 point if the project is identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System e ) project is included in a locally adopted safety | 1.00 1516 ! ; No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements S plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
Project location s designated asa  |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System oI cester > v high injury Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to 554. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
) - 555 Is project addressing a specific area with > g ' high injury e
Project location is designated as a > project area, then review the project scope. In particular review application
Safe System o ) a highlevel of fatal or severe crashes? How 1.00 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements TR questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are there any
Ve scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If so, score 1
point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project’s scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
Design elements prioritize pedestrian | 55 DoeS the project's design classification rojec scope oy I response to D1 s ane of th following design
Safe System & P P include prioritized functions for the 0.67 prof pe only If resp: g cesie No Yes Yes
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Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Smart SW 185th Avenue ITS and Better Bus Project

Project ID:

CFP21

Project Name:

RTP Goal Area

Smart SW 185th Avenue ITS and Better Bus Project

Performance Measure

Design elements prioritize pedestrian

Evaluation Question-Criteria

557. Are the preferred design elements being
used for pedestrian functions according to

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian priority
design according to design classification. To help, see responses to design

Max Points
Available in
Question

Gls
Evaluated

Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Resilience

o corridor (or connects to?)

2040 land use area?

Safe System : i 1.00 section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian functions for 3 No Yes Yes
safety the functional class and design ; - i i
unetio the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access and mobility
as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section application
question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions S8 and SS9.
Fills (completely, partially) ATor  [SS8. Does the project address a network
Safe System Tra”i "En:mk Va" ) e prol 0.00 1 No Yes Yes
g g Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (58); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap ($59).
Fills (completely, partially) AT or . . a
Safe System ST, pEE) 559. Does the project completely fill the gap?| ~ 0.00 |See instructions in SS8. 1 No Yes Yes
Trails network gap
) , 5510. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the . I .
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 0. Applicab rojects: | Score 1 point if the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ° project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 1 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap ¥ Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) ATor _|SS11. Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System ST, pEE) proj Yes rer 'v- No paints alo verily resp 0 No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project application.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or 5512. Does project contain elements that o> cep ques! ponse to que:
) ) h P ) marked "YES, " then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of a K-12  |improve active transportation access to a 067 > au 1 No Yes Yes
e Rt e A includes safety elements to the network
! leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
. This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or —— ) ) ponse P
5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12  |>> -~ " 0.00 € ne : 1 No Yes Yes
identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
school Safe Routes to School et o
identified safety hazard. If $$11 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option |and trails gaps near transit? Does project 000 |5core 1 pointifproject is on a tier 1 or 2 priorty level o the Trivet . ves "o ves
Resilience (€SS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to - pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option | CAR. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 100 |Score 1 pointifthe project i categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 RTP. . ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? : GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project is located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better 1oo [seements, here: hinyapps.ioftrimet- . Yo o Yo
Resilience (€SS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? ! bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CAR4. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option [ to increase the efficiency of transit 200 |Peintifproject includes non-infrastructure modifying elements (e. sgnal ) o ves ves
Resilience (€SS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or ! retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https; ? gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. Is the project adding new o
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases bicycling/walking |CARS. Does project increase or add Active 033 |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or . o ves ves
Resilience (CsS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? - expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific G G G ¢ (1)
N N N N o N N scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Management and . . . o
ne & © ¢ " 2.00 intelligent systems (ITS) to manage existing 2 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the . ) 3
° capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
project scope? o ] :
upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity minor or major arterial street according to
e Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 'v- No p /
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point available if either Part
Lor Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1 is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR?. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local (& B )
) ’ » ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score 1
Climate Actionand ~ [Improves/adds street connectivity |traffic to use local and collector streets to ’
. N . N N N 0.33 point. 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CsS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial
streets? N "
Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilities? This can include a minor collector making  connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score 1
) | cARS. Does the project include or address o1 P q > resp g '
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity B N N point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
e gap in either the bicycle o pedestrian 0.00 . - 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) O st elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score 1
X § , CAR10. Does the project include or address Is Is a GIS deps a i resp q i
Climate Actionand  [Improves/adds street connectivity N : point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
ne > gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 0.00 [nclude an AT - 8 " 5 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CsS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
, | cAr11. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the .
Climate Actionand  |Improves/adds street connectivity RL1. Appl  Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e project located on the regional trails system 0.00 1 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) evaluated.
plan?
i . - CAR12. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to $510. If marked
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity ; b e - o ;
na > project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trails Major 1 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CsS rating = 1 star)
investment? Investment Strategy. GIS evaluated.
] , ) Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand  |CAR13. Does the project scope include °  points. Review proj pe, particularly resp )
: A " * Detail question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
Climate Actionand | management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management N - PEa
e c 033 |any transportation demand management strategies implementation with 3 No Yes Yes
Resilience TSMO) as part of the project (Climate | strategies to support and compliment the ) ! N
y the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars) infrastructure project? T
applications.
Climate Actionand  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center | CAR14. Is project located in a designated
gl prol 8 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Smart SW 185th Avenue ITS and Better Bus Project

Project ID: CFP21
Project Name: Smart SW 185th Avenue ITS and Better Bus Project

GIS e

Subjective .

X PO Evaluated . Scoring

Available in Review

Question 2% question  QUestion
Question

Project Max Points
Application _ Instructions on How to Score
Average Score

RTP Goal Area Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Climate Action and

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

CARIS. Is project located in or improves

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
"YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score if

or corridor (or connects to?)

land use area?

e multimodal connections to a designated 1.00 ! P No Yes Yes
Resilience or coridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? .
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green
X § ! PY; 8 . X Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand [infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban A op "
o N N ™ B Yes defined here as 'project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? < :
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR16. If marked
: ! PY. 8 CAR17. Does the scope adds street trees or s P 9 P mar
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases : YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project includes
e ! other green infrastructure to reduce heat 0.00 No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green infrastructure) which
island effects?
climate change address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green )
X § ! PY; 8 i o Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand [infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project i located in a high ° o ¢
o N N ™ N o Yes hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | environmental hazard potential risk area? .
" quartile of tract hazard index’
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green "
: ! PV & ) ) Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Action and and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with ‘ ! ' ' '
o N No defined here as 'project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | low canopy coverage? )
canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR18. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes Soud —— L >
Increases tree canopy, green el ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point if project scope
) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ’ ore
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
e ! infrastructure to manage stormwater or 033 " " No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for . b green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19 is
street trees in areas with lower than average e e
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. L
mitigation elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR21.1s the project on an Emergenc
na T gency e proj gency Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
This is a triple GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR18,
CAR22. Does the project scope elements Gl G g ;
X § ; " CAR20, and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Actionand ~|Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of Lma ! "
na ! ! estie X 0.67 elements. Score 1 point if the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, " res €2 -
fras Ll resilience of OR add mobility
wildfires) or add mobility options? :
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
) ) , Review project scope. Score 1 point f scope description includes
Climate Action and . . CAR23. Project scope includes elements to pro} P P P P y
e Decreases impervious surface 033 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. !
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
MO1. Does the project increases street proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for different
Mobility Options P street ivity to support direct and multiple 000 |modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please reference No Yes Yes
route options? responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1 point, This
can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths or redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO?2. Does the project provide shorter trips e ne ° paths pec
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity  for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessin 033 |cling infrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
¥ Op! P Y mnps" P 8, bicycle, J g reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
g point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
- [ MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity 15 the project 4 . Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This s a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
) located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of  high injury corridor or
. i Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! v /21 € igh Injury
Mobility Options ° " 067 |intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? ) " _
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliabilty
MOS. Does the project include treatments to 2 cation. Basec & u
! et u treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
) ) increase reliability and efficiency for all " -
I Increases reliability and efficiency for 20l If s0, do the increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 0.67 ! ' . . v No Yes Yes
all travel modes " e ) Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal timing,
functional classification and design - : : P
tional travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1 point if
classification? ’ . e A
treatments are consistent with design classification and increase reliability
and efficiency.
" Provides/increases transportation | MOG. Does the project fill a gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARLO. If
Mobility Options vides/| P ! prol 8P Yl o000 : e : P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point f project contains elements from ETC
N i § MO7. Does the project include elements that proj pe. core L paint ff pro}
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit 2 100 |toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
improve transit reliability? P °
ps: 8y
MOS. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This s a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MOS s a "YES, " then review project scope. If scope
. ’ MOS. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO? score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit he pro P 133 aelay using > re 1 point. | Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliabi delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
ps://tri h
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TE10 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to TELL
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability Y 8 83 0.00 > any P P No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or enhancing
system? mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
SR R TS D TE1. Is the project located in a tract with # of
Thriving Economy e target industries greater than (>) the Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Target Industries €
regional average?
- This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES"
) TE2. Does project improve access to a tract
. Support/provide/increases access to | N then score.
Thriving Economy ‘ with # of target industries > regional 1.00 o , ! No Yes Yes
Target Industries il Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
8 to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy ommercial with # of acres > regional Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
TEA4. Does project improve access to a tract then review project scope and score.
Thriving Economy ommercial with # of acres > regional 067 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy B () e Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Smart SW 185th Avenue ITS and Better Bus Project

Project ID:

CFP21

Project Name:

RTP Goal Area

Smart SW 185th Avenue ITS and Better Bus Project

Performance Measure

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TEG. Is project located in or provides

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score 1 point if

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy multimodal connection to a designated 2040 | 1.00 [ project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) role .
land use area? within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
) This is a partial GIS depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
) . TE7. Does the project scope fill a gap or ; ) ° ’ : ”
Increases multimodal mobility and > ) point per: 1) i project addresses active transportation on a regional facility;
- . ) address a substandard active transportation N N > -
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport o : 100 [2)increases access to industrial and transport facilites (see GIS response 3 No Yes Yes
o facility and/or increases access to transit N N
facilities to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of identified
infrastructure on a regional facility? f ¢
(either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located i o within a .5
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4 land use No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities i
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobility and e COUETE This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
- . . elements to increase access industrial and P . .
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ner 000 | marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
> transport facilities (e.g. creates a new N N N -
facil ' ‘ ) toincrease access to industrial and transport facilities?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
matim: TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ! proj el No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TELO, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and “YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» ! " TE11. Does project make improvements to ! e N F
Thriving Economy access to industrial and transport 000 |the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infill, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
ess freight network? roacue " s
facilities facilities infil or (e.g. separation, infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and
mattm TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport || s the proj No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TES and TE12; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | access and options within a Title 4 industrial 0,00 |Score 1 point if scope elements add new mability option o enhances 1 No Yes Yes
facilities center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TEL4. Is project in tract with an above- . . .
. _ - 2n above Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average number
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 0 Yes Yes No
€ of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. (all modes)?
Does the project design represent the D1. What is the design classification of the
) best possible improvement in project | project roadway? Regional
Design L prove Project {project roadway! § 8 Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
area, based on functional NOTE: Trails do not have a design street
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
. '2024/10/25/Designing-
Does the project design represent the| D2. Based on the functions appropriate for i X
proje Ign repri < e func Ppropria Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
best possible improvement in project |the design classification, are the design
Design : . y : 2.00 5 No Yes Yes
area, based on functional prioritized functions being - )
/ Dase comr Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? >
look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
ps:) '2024/10/25/Designing-
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Does the project design represent the
(s BN rEPresent (€ 3 Are the preferred designs according to y o .
. best possible improvement in project | bl ) N Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In particular,
Design : design classification being applied as part of 133 " " " 3 No Yes Yes
area, based on functional note where questions about preferred design treatments are being used.
g the scope of work for the project? ° e
classification? Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority of the scope
elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where around half of the
scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects where minimal
preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects where no preferred
treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent the D4, Is the project purpose and scope ps: i files/2024/10/25/Designing-
best possible improvement in project | elements, is the project consistent with the Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Design P P N proj . . p ) N 233 P 5 No Yes Yes
area, based on functional design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
D5. What constraints were articulated that . . N T "
: artieuate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
) the project faces (geographic, financial, ‘ Hon ot P
Does the project design represent the of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
CIE " ROW, etc.)? What efforts were made to ! "o i !
) best possible improvement in project ° a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design ¢ mitigate these constraints? How well did the 0.00 § e ! e ¢ : 3 No Yes Yes
area, based on functional ‘ points. An example of this is a project design in a constrained ROW
e project design adapt and sought to the 3 N ) o " .
classification? ) € uen ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design classification and prioritized functions et L
: facilities, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design.
in light of these constraints?
Provided a discretionary transit point. Public involved in prioritizing
corridor for improvements for Washington County Transit Study and
Regional HCT Strategy. Baseline/185th identified in the TSAP and project
does include one section of protected bike intersection. Project replaces
Comments provided by reviewers on this existing facilities when redoing the existing curbs. While there are transit
Feedback Reviewer feedback P v signal priority elements and a one-side protected bike intersection, the vast No N/A No

project

majority of this project i signal timing to reduce delay for vehicles. The
bicycle facility remains substandard and the sidewalk the bare minimum.
Responses to design questions and reference to design classification
indicates vehicles should be accommodated but are currently prioritized.
Cost is due to not making trade-offs.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
North Dakota Street (Fanno Creek) Bridge Replacement

CFP22

RTP Goal Area

North Dakota Street (Fanno Creek) Bridge Replacement

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Equitable ) ETL.Is the project located in an Equity Focus o
Trmspontation In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ren (EFAY 100 [Score 1 pointif project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ) ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all Point Fpro) it ° cor
) In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ! 000 |communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
Equitable :;‘;Z"fe; aﬁﬁ:ﬁz‘ﬂ:;;’:;::":‘;y ET3. s project located in tract with a below- Lo Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average. . ves o Vs
Transportation " regional average walkabilty score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) )
Equitable ET4. 1s the project on either the pedestrian
g ) places for BIPOC, underserved ISUISEIE) & No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " or bicycle gaps map?
) Improves access to community . .
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved prolect withing Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation ' frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ETL, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES” then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does b ane ed YES then ?
; Improves access to community 3 . 3 points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation N N ¥ PO
) places for BIPOC, underserved orte 300 |bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation - gaps or pgrades substandard facilities along : ° ! !
communities S S includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
q elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET7. Is project tract area below regional Lop |Score 1 point fproject tract has lfe expectancy score below regional L ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? ! average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ETS. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | GIe: ) Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) . higher than regional average diesel 1.00 " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ‘ ‘ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ET9. Is the project in an area with higher oo |Score L pointif project tract has ai toxicslevel hgher than regional . ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of air toxics? . average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. s the project located on high injur
Equitable Makes improvements in area with °  project focatecion igh inldry, Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
) ‘ corridor or intersection within an Equity 0.00 core 1 L=y ¢ 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |01 ' | high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Equitable Improves access to low-(and ETLL Is project in tract with an above- Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
) i * regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ¢ evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and
Equitable " ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower|
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for SO 2 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation . @ than regional average vehicle access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower,
e vtation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity i service access?
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for  |longer transit access to jobs travel times No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation X - .
equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options i an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o mation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 100 |community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
— Removes, reduces disparitiesand L o st that the Score 1 f the applicant has clarly identiied dispariies or bariers beyond
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for ¢ 067 [those listed above and identified how the project is intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation N . project can address? N
equity that barrier.
couitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o mation of access to vehicle/high housing + |than regional average level of renter housing| ~ Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P transportation burden burden?
couitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
e of access to vehicle/high housing + [than regional average cost burdens 100 |burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing 1 Yes No Yes
c transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
improvement i area with high lack questions. Has the public been informed of the
Equitable P area with e ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
) of access to vehicle/high housing + I 200 | ¢ Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation ] project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden . - S
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designated asa |SSL.Is the project located on a high injur
Safe System oJe cesiy - sthepra) g injlry. 0.00  |Score 1 point if project is located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements |corridor?
safe system Project location i designated as 2 | SS2.1s the project located on a regional oo |Score L pointif the project s on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high L ves o ves
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
Aol limbdehEme | e Gere e e Rt Score 1 point if the project s identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System e ) project is included in a locally adopted safety| 0.0 o 1C ! ! ¢ 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements 1 plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location s designated asa  |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System oI cestgl > any high injury No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
_ o 55. Is project addressing a specific area > s question. i vien injdry inters
Project location is designated as a ) . project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System & ) with a high level of fatal or severe crashes? 0.00 et 2 " ) y 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements [ 2 " application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
Vi there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| >0 D°% the project's design classification ro':ctlsco e on’l’ if res ons: toD1is o’;e of the following design
Safe System g P P include prioritized functions for the 067 |P pe only If resp g Cesigl 1 No Yes Yes

safety

pedestrian realm?

classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of
these design classifications, please score 0.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
North Dakota Street (Fanno Creek) Bridge Replacement

CFP22
North Dakota Street (Fanno Creek) Bridge Replacement

Max Points
Available in
Question

Project

Subjective
Review
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Scoring

RTP Goal Area Question

Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria Application  Instructions on How to Score

Average Score

Design elements prioritize pedestrian

557. Are the preferred design elements
being used for pedestrian functions

Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
design section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian

Safe System 2.00 No Yes Yes
U safety according to the functional class and design functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
classification? and mobility as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions SS8 and S59.
safe system iifl;éc::::{\:::\gpanially; ATor 528.?Does the project address a network oo auesti o ves ves
gap 8ap! Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
Fill letely, partially) AT $59. Does th ject letely fill th
Safe System ey pegtialv iAoy UG BRI 100 |Seeinstructions in SS8. No Yes Yes
Trails network gap gap?
5510, Applicable to Trail Projects: I the
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 9. Applican! I"Projects: ls the Score 1 point if the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ' project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap f Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) AT or | SSLL.Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System plecpisisy oty Crey Yes e D UDITARNSELE iy No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project application.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or 5512. Does project contain elements that o ce duestion. Se ponse o duestion
! ; : P ) marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of aK-12  [improve active transportation access to a 1.00 ed 'YES > this question No Yes Yes
description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
school Safe Routes to School school? i BN
leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or ) o ) ) P e on
] ) 5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 |2 067 e n : No Yes Yes
e o identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If S511 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Action and  |Provides/increases transit option |and trals gaps near transit? Does project oo |score L pointif project s ona tier Lor 2 priority level on the TriMet ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to } pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |5core L pointif the projectis categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 ves " ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? : RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project i located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better 000 ighlighted here: https: hinyapps.ioftrimet- ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? " bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CARd. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Action and  [Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit 033 |Pointifprojectincludes non-infrastructure modifying elements (i signal o ves Vs
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or - retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https: ’ gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. s the project adding new o
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | CARS. Does project increase or add Active Loo |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or o ves Vs
Resilience (€SS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? ! expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific lew|proj P! '@ Z points ave > proJ
. . L _— . y scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Management and ’ v > e
e > ° © ! 033 transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the c ‘ ! ! ’
et capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
& ! upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity | minor or major arterial street according to !
No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 v-Nop /
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point avalable if either Part
L or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR7. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local ° (s 8! , etc) "
) ) » ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score
Climate Actionand  |Improves/adds street connectivity | traffic to use local and collector streets to 0.00 1 point No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial g Gt
e Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilties? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) )  |cAR9. Does the project include o address 152 GI5 dependent question. 3 resp question £
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity oD ° " 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
" ° gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ct Incluc trian ¢ ‘ “ ) No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) s elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
_ ) | cAR10. Does the project include or address IDEEECE I : 2 d )
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity . 5 ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
na ° gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ctincluc trian A L , j No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full flling of
gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
CARLL. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity V1. Appll " Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e ° project located on the regional trails system 1.00 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) s evaluated.
Clmate Actionand | Improves/acids street connectivty | AR12- Applcable to Trail Projects: Isthe Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to S510. f marked
ne ° project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trals Major Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) ;
Strategy. GIS evaluated.
) ] ) Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CAR13. Does the project scope include score 3 points. Review pr g ularly
Climate Actionand [ management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management Detall question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
8 8l pe ge 1.00 any transportation demand management strategies implementation with No Yes Yes

Resilience

TSMO) as part of the project (Cli

Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars)

to support and the
infrastructure project?

the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
applications.
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28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
North Dakota Street (Fanno Creek) Bridge Replacement

Project ID:

CFP22

Project Name:

Climate Action and

North Dakota Street (Fanno Creek) Bridge Replacement

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

CAR14. Is project located in a designated

No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) 2040 land use area? v-Hop /
) . This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
) ) ) CAR1S. Is project located in or improves — penden " )
Climate Action and  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center| “ ! YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score i
" ° multimodal connections to a designated 0.00 ° ! core 1P No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? e :
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green ) )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban ¢ (ARSI t t !
ne infrastr - ) Yes |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ o< ;
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
] ] Increases tree canopy, green CARLY. Does the scope adds street rees or Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to CARIS, If marked
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ] YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project
ne infrastr - other green infrastructure to reduce heat 000 | No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for island effects? includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green
climate change ’ infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green ) -
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project is located in a high V-Sop ed. 6 et "
ne infrastr - 5 MG No |hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for  |environmental hazard potential risk area? ¢ ¢ here
" quartile of tract hazard index
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with ‘ V- No p! t t Py 8
ne infrastr - No |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? )
" canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CARLS. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes — pendent 4 ponse to
Increases tree canopy, green 20, ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point f project scope
) ) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ' ’ core 1
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
ne infrastr - infrastructure to manage stormwater or 1.00 " " ) No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for ) ! green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19is
" street trees in areas with lower than average e - "y N
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. §
elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR2L. Is the project on an Emergenc
"8 " gency @ proJ sency No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
T I —— Thisis atiple IS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR1S,
) ) ! ” CAR20, and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Action and | Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of ma ) )
i " . estie _ 100 [elements. Score 1 point f the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, m ¢ ludes ele !
ras e resilience of infrastructure OR add mobility options/mobility redundancy
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
Climate Action and N CAR23. Project scope includes elements to Review project scope. Score L point if scope description includes
ne Decreases impervious surface 100 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. i
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
. N proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MOL. Does the project increases street ' A !
I o¢ ‘ ! different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options street to support direct and multiple 0.00 : ) ! No Yes Yes
! reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
route options? N . N .
point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths o redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO2. Does the project provide shorter trips in the n reuitous paths pec
Mobility Options [ Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessin 033 |cYcling infrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
¥ Op P ¥ mn"s,‘t P '8, bicycle, 8 g reference responses to MO1 and CAR8 to help inform scoring. Score 1
: point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity ABUrBHICEE . i No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of a high injury corridor or
. Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! v /2 mile of ef gh Injury
Mobility Options 2 ° " : 033 |intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? N . .
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
- design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliability
MOS. Does the project include treatments ication. Bas " LEALE
° R oe treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- . toincrease reliability and efficiency for all ment " ° &
I Increases reliability and efficiency for el classification? If so, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 033 ‘ o mhe ) o No Yes Yes
all travel modes ) e ’ Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design e ‘ L G
s timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
! point f treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
Provides/increases transportation | MOB. Does the project fll a gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARL0. If
Mobility Options vides/i P ’ prol 8P I 100 ’ pencent g : P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
. ) MO7. Does the project include elements ie|pro) pe. Scare - point 1t prol
Mobility Options  |Reduces delay for transit ; sl 033 [toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? N ° !
PS:, a B¢ 31 i it-strategy
MO8. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES, " then review project scope. If scope
MO8. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit ae pro) P! 0.00 celay using: o re £ point. Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
https://tri p
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TEL0 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability oy remaving maiing 2 0.00 ¥, revi P ! po No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight TE11 and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or
system? enhancing mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
Support/provide/increases access to | TEL s the project ocated in a tract with # of
Thriving Economy T;pet lngusmes target industries greater than (>) the Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
B regional average?
o 1£2. Does project improve access to s tract This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES
. Support/provide/increases access to | . . N then score.
Thriving Economy ¢ with # of target industries > regional 0.67 - ) ) No Yes Yes
Target Industries B Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
e’ to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
North Dakota Street (Fanno Creek) Bridge Replacement

CFP22

RTP Goal Area

North Dakota Street (Fanno Creek) Bridge Replacement

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE4. Does project improve access to a tract

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
then review project scope and score.

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional 000 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy =B (1% E No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) land use area?
B In'adesignated 2040 Land Use center| TE5-15 Projectocated in or provides This i a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score L point if
Thriving Economy . multimodal connection to a designated 2040| 033 | project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) roe .
land use area? within or to 22040 land use area.
) - N — Thiss 2 parial G15 depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
Increases multimodal mobility and ’ ) point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
. muttim address a substandard active transportation PG ses acti 2!
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport o ! ’ 200 |facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilities (see GIS 3 No Yes Yes
S8 facility and/or increases access to transit "
facilities ! ) - response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? [T ’
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a.5
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4 land use Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities ignati
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobility and = prol pel * This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
. muttim: elements to increase access industrial and o ! 4 >
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ner 100 |marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
eS8 transport facilities (e.g. creates a new " ; - L
facilities ) toincrease access to industrial and transport facilties?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ; proj 8 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL0, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and ) ) "YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» muttim TE11. Does project make improvements to e en s ! B,
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport - 000 |[the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infil, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
oS freight network? - oac "
facilities facilities infill or (g , infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) o
TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | s the proj nati No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TE8 and TEL2; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport  |access and options within a Title 4 industrial 000 |Score 1 point f scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
i center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- I ) )
» ) - an abover Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 " Lisinan area wit 0 Yes Yes No
¢ number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Does the project design represent | D1, What is the design classification of the
) the best possible improvementin | project roadway? Trail/Multi- !
Design Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
8! project area, based on functional  |NOTE: Trails do not have a design Use Path v-Hop
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent  [D2. Based on the functions appropriate for hitps: - -Bov/s 2024/10/ igning-
project design represer - Base © fun ppropriz Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
) the best possible in |the design are the design
Design ) : catio > cesBn 367 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | recommended prioritized functions being o )
P, o Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? ' " >
look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score s 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
https:, i 2024/10/: igning:
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
PoSEEEERCER IR |[5h s erdmedldesisamEadig X i X o
) the best possible improvement in / LOG ° Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design ! © design classification being applied as part of 233 ‘ ) : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional 4 particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
ect ar the scope of work for the project? ' ) ° ore
classification? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. Is the project purpose and scope https; . gov/si 2024/10/25/Designing-
) the best possible improvementin  |elements, is the project consistent with the Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Design ) c j e ’ 333 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
DS. What constraints were articulated that ) ) ) - )
? articulate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
’ ) the project faces (geographic, financial, : ) : s
Does the project design represent [ o0 0 B8R of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
. the best possible improvement in I 3 . a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design ! © mitigate these constraints? How welldidthe | 2.0 '  — ed : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional ! © points. An example of this i a project design in a constrained ROW
ect ar project design adapt and sought to the > An exc ) e ; )
classification? ! 8o ouet ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design classification and prioritized functions facilities, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design
in light of these constraints? > & Y P Ll
Safe Routes to School priority investment routes were informed by a huge
reedback Reviewer feedback Comments provided by reviewers on this engagement effort and identified by schools themselves. Project o WA o

project

represents the value of investing in crossing improvements on high crash
network for pedestrians.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NE MLK Jr Blvd Safety and Access to Transit

Project ID: CFP23
Project Name: NE MLK Jr Blvd Safety and Access to Transit

Glis

Subjective -
Jriirnaendig S —— Available i Evaluated L Scoring
pplication  Instructions on How to Score vailablein| " 0 eview 1 o

Average Score Question . Question
Question

Project Max Points

RTP Goal Area Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria

Equitable ) ETL. Is the project located in an Equity Focus I
rmsportation In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) fren (EFAD 100 |Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ) ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all pointirpro} ith ° o1
) In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ! 100 |communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community _ ] ) o N )
Equitable ET3.1s project located in tract with a below- Score 1 point if project tract has walkabilty score below regional average.
o ) places for BIPOC, underserved - 1= proj in tract wi 0.00 point If pro ity = 8 Yes No Yes
Transportation i regional average walkability score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) )
Equitable ET4.Is the project on either the pedestrian
tJ ) places for BIPOC, underserved BUIB Y B Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Transportation i or bicycle gaps map?
) Improves access to community I .
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
o ) places for BIPOC, underserved proj ing .25 mi Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Transportation ' frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ET, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ETLand ET4 are marked "YES” then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does - and e YES” then :
) Improves access to community ! ) ! pointsis 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation N | - P
) places for BIPOC, underserved ort: 267 [bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project No Yes Yes
Transportation i gaps or upgrades substandard facilites along, : ° ! !
communities A A includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
q elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with  |ET7. Is project tract area below regional oo |score L point if project tract has life expectancy score below regional ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes |average for life expectancy? 8 average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ET8.Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | . [ " Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) € higher than regional average diesel 100 " Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ‘ ‘ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET9. Is the project in an area with higher Loo |Score Lpoint ifproject tract has air toxicslevel higher than regional ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes [ than regional average level of air toxics? } average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. Is the project located on high injun
Equitable Makes improvements in area with ° | projectiocatecionihign initiry. Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
) ‘ corridor or intersection within an Equity 1.00 core LIchs ¢ Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |19 ' | high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Equitable Improves access to low-(and ETLL Is project in tract with an above- Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
) " * regional average number of jobs within 30 100 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ; evaluated.
mins. (all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and
Equitable oves P ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower _
. barriers (jobs, transit, services for . . Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Transportation e e than regional average vehicle access?
i
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower
o tation barriers (jobs, transit, services for |than regional average walkability and No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
P equity community service access?
ceuitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand |ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
o ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for longer transit access to jobs travel times No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Transportation X - .
equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
coutable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | project improve travel options in an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o oation barriers (jobs, transit, services for |with lower than regional average vehicle 033 [community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
ot Rem_c'vesf reduces d‘lspamfes and ET16. What other barriers exist that the Score 1 ifthe apphcam_has c_learly identified d.lsparll.les or barriers beyond
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for ) 100 |those listed above and identified how the project is intended to address No Yes Yes
Transportation . " project can address? N
equity that barrier.
coutable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o ation of access to vehicle/high housing +  [than regional average level of renter housing| ~ Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
P transportation burden burden?
cauitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point i the project tract has higher than regional average cost
e . of access to vehicle/high housing + [than regional average cost burdens 100 |burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing Yes No Yes
& transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
Improvement in area with high lack Involvement application questions. Has the public been informed of the
Equitable P L area with e ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
) of access to vehicle/high housing + e e 367 |° ¢ Has ) No Yes Yes
Transportation f project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden N . o
Score 1-5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location is designated asa |SSL. Is the project located on a high injury
Safe System ole Cesig - =ithepro) ghifnjucy 100 |Score 1 point if project is located at or on a high injury corridor. Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements |corridor?
safe System Project ocation i designated asa  |SS2.I the project located on a regional Lo |seere Tpointif the project s on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high ves o ves
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
Crrslasinbdahrdme oo inpeERaiEitmE =R Score 1 point if the project is identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System o : project is included in a locally adopted safety|  1.00 o1 ! ! © No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements i plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location is designated asa |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System hos cesie > any high Injury Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
) S $S5.Is project addressing a specific area > h ) o
Project location is designated as a ) . project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System R ) with a high level of fatal or severe crashes? 1.00 ect e " ) y No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements |12 1" application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
Ve there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| 0 D0¢S the project's design classification m'thJscn e nn;\J if res on:e toD1is opne of the following design
Safe System ! L Ly include prioritized functions for the 1.00 prof pe only ff resp! g cesig No Yes Yes

safety

pedestrian realm?

classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of
these design classifications, please score 0.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NE MLK Jr Blvd Safety and Access to Transit

Project ID: CFP23
Project Name: NE MLK Jr Blvd Safety and Access to Transit

Max Points
Available in
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Project
Application  Instructions on How to Score
Average Score

Scoring

RTP Goal Area Question

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Design elements prioritize pedestrian

$57. Are the preferred design elements
being used for pedestrian functions

Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
design section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian

Safe System 267 3 No Yes Yes
u safety according to the functional class and design functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
classification? and mobility as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET41s
marked "YES" then score questions SS8 and SS9.
safe System :r\:“gc:zalz::wa partially) AT or S:S.?Does the project address a network 033 d . o ves ves
8ap 8ap Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (S59).
Fill letely, partially) AT $59. Does th ject letely fill th
Safe System (S feniAtat= T T er SBUBFREECE BRI 000  |Seeinstructions in SS8. 1 No Yes Yes
Trails network gap gap?
$510. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Fills (completely, partially) AT or O Applicad fsniiiviio Score 1 point if the project s identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ’ project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 1 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap f Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) AT or _|SSLL. Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System (et Crl) 0% Yes re P GEMBELE UG 0 No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or $512. Does project contain elements that Is1s 2 GIS dep aues A pponse 1o question
! ) h " ) marked "YES, " then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of a K-12 |improve active transportation access to a 1.00 ed YES > ths question. 1 No Yes Yes
description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
school Safe Routes to School school? - oy
leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or v b . : ponse o dueson
; ) $513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 | >>->- 100 e n : 1 No Yes Yes
identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
school Safe Routes to School e NG
identified safety hazard. If $S11 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option |and trails gaps near transit? Does project g0 |Score L pointif project s on a tier L or 2 priority level on the TriMet . ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to : pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |Score Lpointif the project s categorized as an ETC project n the 2023 B ves © ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? ) RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point i the project s located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better 100 ighlighted here: https: hinyapps.ioftrimet- . ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? ! bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CARA. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Action and reases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit 000 |Pointif projectincludes non-infrastructure modifying elements (. signal ) o Vs ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or i retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https; . gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. Is the project adding new or
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking |CARS. Does project increase or add Active Loo |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point i project adds or ) o Vs ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? 8 expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific proj P e 2p vailable. ¢ prol
. ) A . ) ! scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking |Transportation System Management and ’ v > 2
ne ; ° © " 133 transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing 2 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the : ‘ ! ! °
et capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
e ! upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity | minor or major arterial street according to v
Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 v-Nop /1
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point available if either Part
Lor Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR?. If the response s "YES, " review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local ° (v 8 , etc) "
) ) . ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score.
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity ~ |traffic to use local and collector streets to )
ne * atic c ’ 033 [1point. 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial
El=ety Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilities? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) ) | cARs. Does the project include or address s 52 Gl dependent qu : resp au :
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity . ) N 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
na * gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 033 ctincluc trian ¢ ‘ i i 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) o ke elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial o full filling of
gap. No distinguishment if project s in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) ) | cAR10. Does the project include or address [saals cependent h s 9 "
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity N . ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
ne * gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 0.00 ctincluc trian A ) _ on 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial o full illing of
gap. No distinguishment if project s in an EFA.
CAR1L. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity AL Aop Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e * project located on the regional trails system 0.00 1 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) b evaluated.
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectvity _|CAR12- ABPlicable to TrailProjects: s the This s  GIS dependent question. See GISresponse to S510. f marked
ne " project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 YES," then score 1 point f the project is on the Regional Trails Major 1 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) L
Strategy. GIS evaluated.
Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CARL3. Does the project scope include :  points. Review proj pe, particularly resp )
Climate Actionand | management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management Detall question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
8 8 P 8 0.67 any transportation demand management strategies implementation with 3 No Yes Yes

Resilience

TSMO) as part of the project (Climate
Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars)

strategies to support and compliment the
infrastructure project?

the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
applications.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NE MLK Jr Blvd Safety and Access to Transit

Project ID:

CFP23

Project Name:

NE MLK Jr Blvd Safety and Access to Transit

Climate Actionand  |In a designated 2040 Land Use center | CAR14. Is project located in a designated
'me 2 (el g Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) 2040 land use area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
) ) ) CAR1S. Is project located i or improves Pty pendent q 4 " )
Climate Action and  |In a designated 2040 Land Use center| ° " YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score if
na ° multimodal connections to a designated 1.00 ° A eore 1D No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? o v
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green . )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases CARZ16. Is the project is located in an urban \ V.o ; . ;
. . ) o ) Yes defined here as 'project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |heat island? . e Y
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
] ] Increases tree canopy, green CARLY. Does the scope adds street trees or This s  GIS dependent question. See GIS response o CARL.If marked
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases 4 YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project
ne infrastr 156 other green infrastructure to reduce heat w0 | No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for [ LT 7 includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green
climate change ! infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green . -
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project is located in a high V-hap ed. € e "
. . ) . ) o Yes hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |environmental hazard potential sk area? ‘ @ nere
" quartile of tract hazard index’
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR19. s the project located in an area with ‘ ¥ No pol h t Py 8!
o . ) . Yes defined here as 'project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? :
" canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR1S. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes — pencent a ponse to
Increases tree canopy, green 20 ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point if project scope
_ ) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ' ! core
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
ne infrastr 156 infrastructure to manage stormwater or 067 " " ) No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for " ) green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19 is
" street trees in areas with lower than average e o e N
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. arked .
elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Action and | Addresses an Emergenc) CAR21. Is the project on an Emergenc
e ! sency © prol gency Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
T S —— This s a triple GIS dependent question.See GIS responses to CAR1,
) ) ) " CAR20, and CAR2L. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope.
Climate Action and | Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of ma ) )
e ! , estie ) 033 [elements. Score 1 point if the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, m ¢ luces ele !
iras o resilience of OR add mobility "
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
Climate Action and R CAR23. Project scope includes elements to Review project scope. Score 1 point f scope description includes
ne Decreases impervious surface 000 [stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. "
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
- proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MOL. Does the project increases street ' ! !
I °¢ " ] different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options P street to support direct and multiple 033 : ) ! No Yes Yes
! reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
route options? y - . ;
point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths or redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO2. Does the project provide shorter trips he n reuttous paths pecestri
Mobility Options | Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessing |~ 1,00 | VeI infrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
ol g g 8 reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
it.
point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity ADEEIC]E . i Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of  high injury corridor or
o Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! vithin a 1/2 n ® recti gh Injury corri
Mobility Options o ° " : 100 [intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? ) ° °
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
T NS e N design clasifcation. Based on the design classfcation, are relabilty
° I °e treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
. - toincrease reliability and efficiency for all ment " ones o
I Increases reliability and efficiency for elen classification? If so, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 100 ‘ oo e . o No Yes Yes
all travel modes ° e ' Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design e " L g
sl timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
! point if treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
Provides/increases transportation | MOG. Does the project fill a gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CAR10. If
Mobility Options vides/! P : prol 6P Y o33 ! pencentq ; P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
o ) MO?7. Does the project include elements prol pe- Scorei= pont Fpro)
Mobility Options ~ |Reduces delay for transit " P 000 [toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? ° !
Ps:, A £ B! 1 it-strategy
MO8 Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options ~ |Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES," then review project scope. If scope
MO9. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit ne prol P 0.00 iEcetaylising : e Sipoint Yes Yes Yes
delay and relability? delay segment being served s one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
https://tri for
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TEL0 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability hed 8 ler or making 2 0.00 V. ! P Vi por No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight TE11 and TE13. f project scope appears to be removing a barrier or
system? enhancing mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
Support/provide/increases access to | TE1 15 the project located in. tract with # of
Thriving Economy. Ta:’pe! InZus!ries target industries greater than (>) the Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
E regional average?
- 2. Does project improve access o a tract This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES
» Support/provide/increases access to | - ctimpro ¢ then score.
Thriving Economy ‘ with # of target industries > regional 067 o ) ) No Yes Yes
Target Industries s Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
gt to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/Commercial developability |with # of developable acres > regional Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
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28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:

Appendix 2

NE MLK Jr Blvd Safety and Access to Transit

Project ID:

CFP23

Project Name:

RTP Goal Area

NE MLK Jr Blvd Safety and Access to Transit

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE4. Does project improve access to a tract

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
then review project scope and score.

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy | Industrial/Commercial developability |with # of developable acres > regional 067 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy 3B (e g Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o corridor (or connects t0?) land use area?
- 1 designated 2040 Land Use center | TE6-15 Project located inor provides This i 2 GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score 1 point
Thriving Economy : multimodal connection to a designated 2040| 100 |project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) o )
land use area? within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
‘ - S — This i 2 partil GIS depedent question. Max score avaiable: 3. Score 1
Increases multimodal mobility and . : point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
. multim address a substandard active transportation int per: ses acti 2
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport °r ! : 200 |facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilties (see GIS 3 No Yes Yes
o8 facility and/or increases access to transit "
facilties J - i response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? response to | )
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE8. Is the project located in or within a 5
Thriving Economy  [access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4 land use Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. o No N/A No
facilties ignati
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobilty and |1 20 7 i":re; - me"ss st and This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
Thriving Economy [ access to industrial and transport ner 100 [marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
oS transport facilities (e.g. creates a new N ¢ N -
facilties ) to increase access to industrial and transport facilties?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
TE10. s the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy  |access to industrial and transport : proj 8 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o freight network
facilties
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL0, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and ) _ "YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
- multim TE11. Does project make improvements to ope € ements ! B
Thriving Economy  [access to industrial and transport ' 000 |the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infil, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
o freight network? - roaawe) " "
facilties facilties infill or (e , b ), infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) -
TE12. s the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy  [access to industrial and transport |11 ! 1" PO No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. o No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilties
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response o TES and TEL2; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy  [access to industrial and transport |access and options within a Title 4 industrial 000 |Score 1 point if scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
inor ing to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- o ) )
» ) - an above Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 100 " tisin an area wit o Yes Yes No
; number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. (all modes)?
Does the project design represent | D1. What is the design classification of the
) the best possible improvementin | project roadway? Regional _
Design Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
8 project area, based on functional | NOTE: Trails do not have a design boulevard v-a pal
classification? dlassification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
. ) ) : or gov/si 2024/10/25/Designing-
Does the project design represent  [D2. Based on the functions appropriate for o
project design represel ; e fun PPropriz Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
) the best possible impt i |the design are the design
Design ) ° cato - desien 333 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional |recommended prioritized functions being o )
o ar com’ Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? plicatior *
ook at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score s 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
ps:/ fwww. i 2024/10/25/Designing-
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Does the project design represent |3 s oy preferred designs according to ) S .
) the best possible improvement in / preferred designs a Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design ! ° design classification being applied as part of 233 ) ; ° 3 No Yes Yes
project are, based on functional ; particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
cctar the scope of work for the project? " ¢ ° are
classification? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. s the project purpose and scope ps: or gov/si 2024/10/25/Designing-
pesign the best possible improvementin [ elements, isthe project consistent with the oo |Hvable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf s o ves ves
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score s 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
DS. What constraints were articulated that ) S - )
° articulate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
. the project faces (geographic, financial, : one e
Does the project design represent | o “F19/% B EESPE TR of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
) the best possible improvementin | v <)’ " ° a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design ! ° mitigate these constraints? How well did the | 2.00 ! given the identified « ; 3 No Yes Yes
project are, based on functional CIEHE points. An example of this is a project design in a constrained ROW
cctar project design adapt and sought to the > An exa A en i ; )
classification? ) an s o8t ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design classification and prioritized functions )
oo . faciliies, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design.
in light of these constraints?
Demonstrated the project is in a high equity needs area, good public
) ) ) engagement and connects people to jobs. Considered a gap in the regional
Comments provided by reviewers on this
Feedback Reviewer feedback P v trail because it is a substandard facilty and does not provide safe bike and No N/A No

project

pedestrian crossing of the trail. The project increases resilience for both
seismic and flooding.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NE Glisan St: 82nd Avenue Multimodal Safety and Access

CFP24

RTP Goal Area

NE Glisan St: 82nd Avenue Multimodal Safety and Access

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Equitable ) ETL.Is the project located in an Equity Focus o
Trmspontation In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ren (EFAY 100 [Score 1 pointif project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ) ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all Point Fpro) it ° cor
) In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ! 100 [communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) ) o - )
Equitable ET3.1s project located in tract with a below- Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average.
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved - s proj - 0.00 point i proj ¥ & 8 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation " regional average walkabilty score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) )
Equitable ET4. 1s the project on either the pedestrian
g ) places for BIPOC, underserved ISUISEIE) & Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " or bicycle gaps map?
) Improves access to community . .
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved prolect withing Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation ' frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ETL, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES” then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does b ane ed YES then ?
; Improves access to community 3 . 3 points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation N N ¥ P
) places for BIPOC, underserved orte 200 |bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation - gaps or pgrades substandard facilities along : ° ! !
communities S S includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
q elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET7. Is project tract area below regional Lop |Score 1 point fproject tract has lfe expectancy score below regional L ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? ! average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ETS. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | GIe: ) Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) . higher than regional average diesel 1.00 " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ‘ ‘ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ET9. Is the project in an area with higher oo |Score L pointif project tract has ai toxicslevel hgher than regional . ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of air toxics? . average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. s the project located on high injur
Equitable Makes improvements in area with °  project focatecion igh inldry, Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
) ‘ corridor or intersection within an Equity 1.00 core 1 L=y ¢ 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |01 ' | high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Equitable Improves access to low-(and ETLL. Is project in tract with an above- Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
) i * regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ¢ evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and
Equitable " ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower|
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for SO 2 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation e el than regional average vehicle access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower,
e vtation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity i service access?
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
N ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for  |longer transit access to jobs travel times No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation X - .
equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options i an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o mation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 0.67  |community services access. Total available points s 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
Gepfitin Kem‘ovest reduces d_lSparll!es and ET16. What other barriers exist that the Score 1 if the appllcar\l‘has c!e_arlv identified d}lspa‘rll‘les or barriers beyond
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for ¢ 100 those listed above and identified how the project s intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation N . project can address? N
equity that barrier.
couitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o mation of access to vehicle/high housing + |than regional average level of renter housing| ~ Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P transportation burden burden?
couitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
e of access to vehicle/high housing + [than regional average cost burdens 100 |burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing 1 Yes No Yes
c transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
improvement i area with high lack questions. Has the public been informed of the
Equitable P area with e ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
) of access to vehicle/high housing + o e 267 |f ¢ Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation ] project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden . - S
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designated asa |SSL.Is the project located on a high injur
Safe System oJe cesiy - sthepra) g injlry. 100  |Score1 pointif project s located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements |corridor?
safe system Project location i designated as 2 | SS2.1s the project located on a regional oo |Score L pointifthe project is on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high L ves o ves
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
Aol limbdehEme | e Gere e e Rt Score 1 point if the project s identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System e ) project is included in a locally adopted safety| 1.0 o 1C ! ! ¢ 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements 1 plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location s designated asa  |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System oI cestgl > any high injury Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
_ o 55. Is project addressing a specific area > s question. i vien injdry inters
Project location is designated as a ) . project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System & ) with a high level of fatal or severe crashes? 1.00 et 2 " ) y 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements [ 2 " application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
Vi there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| >0 D°% the project's design classification ro':ctlsco e on’l’ if res ons: toD1is o’;e of the following design
Safe System g P P include prioritized functions for the 100 | pe only If resp g Cesigl 1 No Yes Yes

safety

pedestrian realm?

classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of
these design classifications, please score 0.
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28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NE Glisan St: 82nd Avenue Multimodal Safety and Access

CFP24
NE Glisan St: 82nd Avenue Multimodal Safety and Access

Max Points
Available in
Question

Project

Subjective
Review
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Scoring

RTP Goal Area Question

Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria Application  Instructions on How to Score

Average Score

Design elements prioritize pedestrian

557. Are the preferred design elements
being used for pedestrian functions

Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
design section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian

Safe System 3.00 No Yes Yes
U safety according to the functional class and design functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
classification? and mobility as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions SS8 and S59.
safe system iifl;éc::::{\:::\gpanially; ATor 528.?Does the project address a network oo auesti o ves ves
gap 8ap! Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
Fill letely, partially) AT $59. Does th ject letely fill th
Safe System ey pegtialv iAoy UG BRI 000 [Seeinstructions in SS8. No Yes Yes
Trails network gap gap?
5510, Applicable to Trail Projects: I the
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 9. Applican! I"Projects: ls the Score 1 point if the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ' project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap f Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) AT or | SSLL.Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System plecpisisy oty Crey Yes e D UDITARNSELE iy No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project application.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or 5512. Does project contain elements that o ce duestion. Se ponse o duestion
! ; : P ) marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of aK-12  [improve active transportation access to a 1.00 ed 'YES > this question No Yes Yes
description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
school Safe Routes to School school? i BN
leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or ) o ) ) P e on
] ) 5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 |2 067 e n : No Yes Yes
e o identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If S511 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Action and  |Provides/increases transit option |and trals gaps near transit? Does project 000 |Score 1 pointif projectis on atier Lor 2 prioritylevel on the TriMet ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to ) pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |5core L pointif the projectis categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 ves " ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? : RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project i located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better oo ighlighted here: https: hinyapps.ioftrimet- ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? ! bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CARd. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Action and  [Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit 00 |Pointifproject includes non-infrastructure modifying elements .. signal o ves Vs
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or . retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https: ’ gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. s the project adding new o
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | CARS. Does project increase or add Active Loo |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or o ves Vs
Resilience (€SS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? ! expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific lew|proj P! '@ Z points ave > proJ
. . L _— . y scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Management and ’ v > e
e > ° © ! 0.67 transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the c ‘ ! ! ’
et capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
& ! upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity | minor or major arterial street according to !
Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 v-Nop /
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point avalable if either Part
L or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR7. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local ° (s 8! , etc) "
) ) » ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score
Climate Actionand  |Improves/adds street connectivity | traffic to use local and collector streets to 033 1 point No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial - Gt
e Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilties? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) )  |cAR9. Does the project include o address 152 GI5 dependent question. 3 resp question £
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity oD ° " 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
" ° gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ct Incluc trian ¢ ‘ “ ) No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) s elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
_ ) | cAR10. Does the project include or address IDEEECE I : 2 d )
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity . 5 ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
na ° gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 0.00 ctincluc trian A L , j No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full flling of
gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
CARLL. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity V1. Appll " Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e ° project located on the regional trails system 0.00 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) s evaluated.
Clmate Actionand | Improves/acids street connectivty | AR12- Applcable to Trail Projects: Isthe Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to S510. f marked
ne ° project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trals Major Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) ;
Strategy. GIS evaluated.
) ] ) Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CAR13. Does the project scope include score 3 points. Review pr g ularly
Climate Actionand [ management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management Detall question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
8 8l pe ge 167 any transportation demand management strategies implementation with No Yes Yes

Resilience

TSMO) as part of the project (Cli

Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars)

to support and the
infrastructure project?

the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
applications.
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Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NE Glisan St: 82nd Avenue Multimodal Safety and Access

Project ID:

CFP24

Project Name:

Climate Action and

NE Glisan St: 82nd Avenue Multimodal Safety and Access

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

CAR14. Is project located in a designated

Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) 2040 land use area? GLEE /
) . This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
) ) ) CAR1S. Is project located in or improves — penden " )
Climate Action and  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center| “ ! YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score i
" ° multimodal connections to a designated 1.00 ° ! core 1P No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? e :
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green ) )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban \ v o . ; :
ne infrastr - ) Yes |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ o< ;
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
] ] Increases tree canopy, green CARLY. Does the scope adds street rees or Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to CARIS, If marked
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ] YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project
ne infrastr - other green infrastructure to reduce heat 000 | No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for island effects? includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green
climate change ’ infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green ) -
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project is located in a high V-Sop ed. 6 et "
ne infrastr - 5 MG Yes |hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for  |environmental hazard potential risk area? ¢ ¢ here
" quartile of tract hazard index
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with . V- No p! t t Py 8
ne infrastr - Yes |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? )
" canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CARLS. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes — pendent 4 ponse to
Increases tree canopy, green 20, ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point f project scope
) ) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ' ’ core 1
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
ne infrastr - infrastructure to manage stormwater or 0.00 " " ) No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for ) ! green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19is
" street trees in areas with lower than average e - "y N
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. arked §
elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR2L. Is the project on an Emergenc
"8 " gency @ proJ sency No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
T I —— Thisis atiple IS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR1S,
) ) ! ” CAR20, and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Action and | Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of ma ) )
i " . estie _ 067 |elements. Score 1 point if the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, m ¢ ludes ele !
e e resilience of infrastructure OR add mobility options/mobility redundancy
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
Climate Action and _ ) CAR23. Project scope includes elements to Review project scope. Score 1 point if scope description includes
ne Decreases impervious surface 000 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. "
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
o proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MOL. Does the project increases street ' A !
I o¢ ‘ ! different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options street to support direct and multiple 1.00 : ) ! No Yes Yes
! reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
route options? N . N .
point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths o redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO2. Does the project provide shorter trips in the n reuitous paths pec
Mobility Options [ Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessin 100  |Cvelinginfrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
v OP P v mn"s,‘t P & picyele, e ! reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
: point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity ABUrBHICEE . i Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of a high injury corridor or
. Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! v /2 mile of ef gh Injury
Mobility Options 2 ° " : 100 |intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? N . .
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
- design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliability
MOS. Does the project include treatments ication. Bas " LEALE
° R oe treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- . toincrease reliability and efficiency for all ment " ° &
I Increases reliability and efficiency for el classification? If so, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 0.67 ‘ o mhe ) o No Yes Yes
all travel modes ) e ’ Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design e ‘ L G
s timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
! point f treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
Provides/increases transportation | MOB. Does the project fll a gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARL0. If
Mobility Options vides/i P ’ prol 8P I 100 ’ pencent g : P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
. ) MO7. Does the project include elements ie|pro) pe. Scare - point 1t prol
Mobility Options  |Reduces delay for transit ; sl 100 [toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? N ° !
PS:, a B¢ 31 i it-strategy
MO8. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES, " then review project scope. If scope
MO8. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit ae pro) P! 167 celay using: o re £ point. Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
https://tri e
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TEL0 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability oy remaving maiing 2 0.00 ¥, revi P ! po No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight TE11 and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or
system? enhancing mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
Support/provide/increases access to | TEL s the project ocated in a tract with # of
Thriving Economy pPOrY/provic target industries greater than (>) the No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Target Industries ;
regional average?
o 1£2. Does project improve access to s tract This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES
. Support/provide/increases access to | . . N then score.
Thriving Economy ¢ with # of target industries > regional 0.00 - ) ) No Yes Yes
Target Industries B Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
e’ to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
NE Glisan St: 82nd Avenue Multimodal Safety and Access

CFP24

RTP Goal Area

NE Glisan St: 82nd Avenue Multimodal Safety and Access

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE4. Does project improve access to a tract

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
then review project scope and score.

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional 100 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy =B (1% E Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) land use area?
B In'adesignated 2040 Land Use center| TE5-15 Projectocated in or provides This i a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score L point if
Thriving Economy . multimodal connection to a designated 2040| 100 |project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) roe .
land use area? within or to 22040 land use area.
) - N — Thiss 2 parial G15 depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
Increases multimodal mobility and ’ ) point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
. muttim address a substandard active transportation PG ses acti 2!
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport o ! ’ 167 |facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilities (see GIS 3 No Yes Yes
S8 facility and/or increases access to transit "
facilities ! ) - response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? [T ’
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a.5
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4 land use Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities ignati
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobility and = prol pel * This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
. muttim: elements to increase access industrial and o ! 4 >
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ner 100 |marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
eS8 transport facilities (e.g. creates a new " ; - L
facilities ) toincrease access to industrial and transport facilties?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ; proj 8 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL0, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and ) ) "YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» muttim TE11. Does project make improvements to e en s ! B,
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport - 000 |[the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infil, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
oS freight network? - oac "
facilities facilities infill or (g , infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) o
TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | s the proj nati No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TE8 and TEL2; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport  |access and options within a Title 4 industrial 000 |Score 1 point f scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
i center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- I ) )
» ) - an abover Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 " Lisinan area wit 0 Yes Yes No
¢ number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Does the project design represent | D1, What is the design classification of the
) the best possible improvementin | project roadway? Regional !
Design Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
8! project area, based on functional  |NOTE: Trails do not have a design street v-Hop
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent  [D2. Based on the functions appropriate for hitps: - -Bov/s 2024/10/ igning-
project design represer - Base © fun ppropriz Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
) the best possible in |the design are the design
Design ; : - > cesBn 4.00 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | recommended prioritized functions being o )
P, o Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? ' " >
look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score s 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
https:, i 2024/10/: igning:
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
PoSEEEERCER IR |[5h s erdmedldesisamEadig X i X o
) the best possible improvement in / LOG ° Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design ! © design classification being applied as part of 267 ‘ ) : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional 4 particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
ect ar the scope of work for the project? ' ) ° e
classification? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. Is the project purpose and scope https; . gov/si 2024/10/25/Designing-
) the best possible improvementin  |elements, is the project consistent with the Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Design ; c j e ’ 4.33 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
DS. What constraints were articulated that ) ) ) - )
? articulate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
’ ) the project faces (geographic, financial, ) " " (2
Does the project design represent [ o0 0 B8R of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
. the best possible improvement in I 3 . a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design ! © mitigate these constraints? How well didthe |~ 2.67 '  — ed : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional ! ° points. An example of this i a project design in a constrained ROW
ectare project design adapt and sought to the > An exc ) e ; )
classification? ! 8o ouet ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design classification and prioritized functions facilities, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design
in light of these constraints? > & Y P Ll
Adds buffered bike facilities, widens sidewalks, adds Business Access
Feedback Reviewer feedback Comments provided by reviewers on this Transit lanes, crossings/access to transit. Part of multiple plans and priority No N/A No

project

of 82nd Avenue coalition. Widening to optimal width, bike lanes with more
enhanced.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Lakeview Blvd - Jean Rd to McEwan Rd

CFP25

Lakeview Blvd - Jean Rd to McEwan Rd

ais
Project Maxpoints | % | Subjective (.
RTP Goal Area Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria Application  Instructions on How to Score Availablein “ @ Review Quesﬂ:"
Average Score Question : Question
Question
Equitable ) ETL.Is the project located in an Equity Focus o
Trmspontation In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ren (EFAY 100 [Score 1 pointif project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ) ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all Point Fpro) it ° cor
) In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ! 100 [communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
Equitable :;‘;Z"fe; aﬁﬁ:ﬁz‘ﬂ:;;’:;::":‘;y ET3. s project located in tract with a below- Lo Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average. . ves o Vs
Transportation " regional average walkabilty score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) )
Equitable ET4. 1s the project on either the pedestrian
g ) places for BIPOC, underserved ISUISEIE) & No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " or bicycle gaps map?
) Improves access to community . .
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved prolect withing No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation ' frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ETL, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES” then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does b ane ed YES then ?
; Improves access to community 3 . 3 points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation N N ¥ PO
) places for BIPOC, underserved orte 000 |bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation - gaps or pgrades substandard facilities along : ° ! !
communities S S includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
q elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET7. Is project tract area below regional Lop |Score 1 point fproject tract has lfe expectancy score below regional L ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? ! average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ETS. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | - Gl " Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) . higher than regional average diesel 1.00 " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ‘ ‘ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ET9. Is the project in an area with higher oo |Score L pointif project tract has ai toxicslevel hgher than regional . ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of air toxics? . average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. s the project located on high injur
Equitable Makes improvements in area with °  project focatecion igh inldry, Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
) ‘ corridor or intersection within an Equity 0.00 core 1 L=y ¢ 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |01 ' | high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Equitable Improves access to low-(and ETLL Is project in tract with an above- Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
) i * regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ¢ evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and
Equitable " ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower|
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for SO 2 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation . @ than regional average vehicle access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower,
e vtation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity i service access?
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for  |longer transit access to jobs travel times No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation X - .
equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options i an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o mation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 133 |community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
— Removes, reduces disparitiesand L o st that the Score 1 f the applicant has clarly identiied dispariies or bariers beyond
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for ¢ 067 [those listed above and identified how the project is intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation X . project can address? N
equity that barrier.
couitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o mation of access to vehicle/high housing + |than regional average level of renter housing| ~ Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P transportation burden burden?
couitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
e of access to vehicle/high housing + [than regional average cost burdens 000 |burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing 1 Yes No Yes
c transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
improvement i area with high lack questions. Has the public been informed of the
Equitable P area with e ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
) of access to vehicle/high housing + o e 033 | ¢ Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation ] project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden . - S
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designated asa |SSL.Is the project located on a high injur
Safe System oJe cesiy - sthepra) g injlry. 0.00  |Score 1 point if project is located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements |corridor?
safe system Project location i designated as 2 | SS2.1s the project located on a regional oo |Score L pointif the project s on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high L ves o ves
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
Aol limbdehEme | e Gere e e Rt Score 1 point if the project s identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System e ) project is included in a locally adopted safety| 0.0 o 1C ! ! ¢ 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements 1 plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location s designated asa  |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System oI cestgl > any high injury No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
_ o 55. Is project addressing a specific area > s question. i vien injdry inters
Project location is designated as a ) . project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System & ) with a high level of fatal or severe crashes? 0.00 et 2 " ) y 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements [ 2 " application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
Vi there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
) o _|556. Does the project's design classification Proj pe. P edp ! e
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| e y project scope only if response to D1 is one of the following design
Safe System include prioritized functions for the 1.00 ot s ! ' ! 1 No Yes Yes
safety i classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
P Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of
these design classifications, please score 0.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Lakeview Blvd - Jean Rd to McEwan Rd

CFP25
Lakeview Blvd - Jean Rd to McEwan Rd

GIS
Evaluated  Subiective

Scoriny
RTP Goal Area Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria Application  Instructions on How to Score Availablein " Review 0 sﬂ:"
Average Score Question . Question
Question

Project Max Points

557. Are the preferred design elements
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| being used for pedestrian functions

Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
design section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian

Safe System 2.00 No Yes Yes
U safety according to the functional class and design functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
classification? and mobility as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions SS8 and S59.
safe system :iru;‘(sc:::;\:::w;pamauy; ATor 528.?Does the project address a network 000 auesti o ves ves
gap 8ap! Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
Fill letely, partially) AT $59. Does th ject letely fill th
Safe System ey pegtialv iAoy UG BRI 000 [Seeinstructions in SS8. No Yes Yes
Trails network gap gap?
5510, Applicable to Trail Projects: I the
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 9. Applican! I"Projects: ls the Score 1 point if the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ' project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap f Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) AT or | SSLL.Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System plecpisisy oty Crey Yes e D UDITARNSELE iy No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project application.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or 5512. Does project contain elements that o ce duestion. Se ponse o duestion
! ; : P ) marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of aK-12  [improve active transportation access to a 1.00 ed 'YES > this question No Yes Yes
description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
school Safe Routes to School school? i BN
leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or ) o ) ) P e on
] ) 5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 |2 033 e n : No Yes Yes
e o identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If S511 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Action and  |Provides/increases transit option |and trals gaps near transit? Does project oo |score L pointif project s ona tier Lor 2 priority level on the TriMet ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to } pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |5core L pointif the projectis categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 ves " ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? : RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project i located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better 000 ighlighted here: https: hinyapps.ioftrimet- ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? " bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CARd. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Action and  [Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit o000 |Pointifprojectincludes non-infrastructure modifying elements (i signal o ves Vs
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or g retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https: ’ gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. s the project adding new o
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | CARS. Does project increase or add Active Loo |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or o ves Vs
Resilience (€SS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? ! expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific lew|proj P! '@ Z points ave > proJ
. . L _— . y scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Management and ’ v > e
e > ° © ! 0.00 transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the c ‘ ! ! ’
et capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
& ! upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity | minor or major arterial street according to !
No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 v-Nop /
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point avalable if either Part
L or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR7. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local ° (s 8! , etc) "
) ) » ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score
Climate Actionand  |Improves/adds street connectivity | traffic to use local and collector streets to 033 1 point No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial - Gt
e Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilties? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) )  |cAR9. Does the project include o address 152 GI5 dependent question. 3 resp question £
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity oD ° " 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
" ° gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 0.00 ct Incluc trian ¢ ‘ “ ) No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) s elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
_ ) | cAR10. Does the project include or address IDEEECE I : 2 d )
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity . 5 ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
na ° gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 0.00 ctincluc trian A L , j No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full flling of
gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
CARLL. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity V1. Appll " Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e ° project located on the regional trails system 0.00 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) s evaluated.
Clmate Actionand | Improves/acids street connectivty | AR12- Applcable to Trail Projects: Isthe Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to S510. f marked
ne ° project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trals Major Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) ;
Strategy. GIS evaluated.
) ] ) Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CAR13. Does the project scope include score 3 points. Review pr g ularly
) ) ! " ° Detail question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
Climate Actionand | management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management N o A
" outside ° ° 000 |any transportation demand management strategies implementation with No Yes Yes
Resilience TSMO) as part of the project (Cl to support and the r ) °
! ’ ¢ the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars) infrastructure project?

applications.
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Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Lakeview Blvd - Jean Rd to McEwan Rd

Project ID:

CFP25

Project Name:

Climate Action and

Lakeview Blvd - Jean Rd to McEwan Rd

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

CAR14. Is project located in a designated

Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) 2040 land use area? GLEE /
) . This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
) ) ) CAR1S. Is project located in or improves — penden " )
Climate Action and  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center| “ ! YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score i
" ° multimodal connections to a designated 067 ° ! core 1P No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? e :
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green ) )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban ¢ (ARSI t t !
ne infrastr - ) Yes |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ o< ;
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
] ] Increases tree canopy, green CARLY. Does the scope adds street rees or Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to CARIS, If marked
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ] YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project
ne infrastr - other green infrastructure to reduce heat 033 | No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for island effects? includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green
climate change ’ infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green ) -
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project is located in a high V-Sop ed. 6 et "
ne infrastr - 5 MG No |hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for  |environmental hazard potential risk area? ¢ ¢ here
" quartile of tract hazard index
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with . V- No p! t t Py 8
ne infrastr - Yes |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? )
" canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CARLS. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes — pendent 4 ponse to
Increases tree canopy, green 20, ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point f project scope
) ) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ' ’ core 1
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
ne infrastr - infrastructure to manage stormwater or 033 " " ) No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for ) ! green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19is
" street trees in areas with lower than average e - "y N
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. arked §
elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR2L. Is the project on an Emergenc
"8 " gency @ proJ sency No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
T I —— Thisis atiple IS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR1S,
) ) ! ” CAR20, and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Action and | Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of ma ) )
i " . estie _ 100 [elements. Score 1 point f the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, m ¢ ludes ele !
ras e resilience of infrastructure OR add mobility options/mobility redundancy
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
Climate Action and N CAR23. Project scope includes elements to Review project scope. Score L point if scope description includes
ne Decreases impervious surface 033 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. i
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
. N proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MOL. Does the project increases street ' A !
I o¢ ‘ ! different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options street to support direct and multiple 033 : ) ! No Yes Yes
! reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
route options? N . N .
point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths o redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO2. Does the project provide shorter trips in the n reuitous paths pec
Mobility Options [ Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessin 033 |cYcling infrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
v OP P v mn"s,‘t P & picyele, e - reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
: point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity ABUrBHICEE . i No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of a high injury corridor or
. Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! v /2 mile of ef gh Injury
Mobility Options 2 ° " : 000 |intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? N . .
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
- design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliability
MOS. Does the project include treatments ication. Bas " LEALE
° R oe treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- . toincrease reliability and efficiency for all ment " ° &
I Increases reliability and efficiency for el classification? If so, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 0.00 ‘ o mhe ) o No Yes Yes
all travel modes ) e ’ Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design e ‘ L G
s timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
! point f treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
Provides/increases transportation | MOB. Does the project fll a gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARL0. If
Mobility Options vides/i P ’ prol 8P I o000 ’ pencent g : P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
. ) MO7. Does the project include elements ie|pro) pe. Scare - point 1t prol
Mobility Options  |Reduces delay for transit ; sl 000 [toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? N ° !
PS:, a B¢ 31 i it-strategy
MO8. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES, " then review project scope. If scope
MO8. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit ae pro) P! 0.00 celay using: o re £ point. Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
https://tri p
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TEL0 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability oy remaving maiing 2 0.00 ¥, revi P ! po No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight TE11 and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or
system? enhancing mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
Support/provide/increases access to | TEL s the project ocated in a tract with # of
Thriving Economy T;pet lngusmes target industries greater than (>) the Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
B regional average?
o 1£2. Does project improve access to s tract This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES
. Support/provide/increases access to | . . N then score.
Thriving Economy ¢ with # of target industries > regional 0.67 - ) ) No Yes Yes
Target Industries B Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
e’ to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
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28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 O

Appendix 2

divid.

ion |

Eval

| Score y:

Lakeview Blvd - Jean Rd to McEwan Rd

CFP25

RTP Goal Area

Lakeview Blvd - Jean Rd to McEwan Rd

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE4. Does project improve access to a tract

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
then review project scope and score.

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional 000 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy =B (1% E Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) land use area?
B In'adesignated 2040 Land Use center| TE5-15 Projectocated in or provides This i a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score L point if
Thriving Economy . multimodal connection to a designated 2040| 067 | project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) roe .
land use area? within or to 22040 land use area.
) - N — Thiss 2 parial G15 depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
Increases multimodal mobility and ’ ) point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
. muttim address a substandard active transportation PG ses acti 2!
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport o ! ’ 133 |facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilities (see GIS 3 No Yes Yes
S8 facility and/or increases access to transit "
facilities ! ) - response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? [T ’
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a.5
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4land use Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities ignati
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobity and |1 0% in:re; - am‘zs et and This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ner 033 |marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
eS8 transport facilities (e.g. creates a new " ; - L
facilities ) toincrease access to industrial and transport facilties?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ; proj 8 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL0, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and ) ) "YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» muttim TE11. Does project make improvements to e en s ! B,
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport - 000 |[the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infil, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
oS freight network? - oac "
facilities facilities infill or (g , infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) o
TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | s the proj nati No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TE8 and TEL2; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport  |access and options within a Title 4 industrial 000 |Score 1 point f scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
i center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- I ) )
» ) - an abover Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 " Lisinan area wit 0 Yes Yes No
¢ number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Does the project design represent | D1, What is the design classification of the
) the best possible improvementin | project roadway? Trail/Multi- !
Design Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
8! project area, based on functional  |NOTE: Trails do not have a design Use Path v-Hop
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent  [D2. Based on the functions appropriate for hitps: - -Bov/s 2024/10/ igning-
project design represer - Base © fun ppropriz Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
) the best possible in |the design are the design
Design ) : e - cesen n/a 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | recommended prioritized functions being o )
P, o Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? ' " >
look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score s 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
ps: i 2024/10/ igning:
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
PoSEEEERCER IR |[5h s erdmedldesisamEadig X i X -
) the best possible improvement in / LOG ° Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design ! © design classification being applied as part of n/a ‘ ) : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional 4 particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
ect ar the scope of work for the project? ' ¢ ° ore
classification? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. Is the project purpose and scope https; . gov/si 2024/10/25/Designing-
) the best possible improvementin  |elements, is the project consistent with the Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Design ) c j ek ° n/a 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
DS. What constraints were articulated that ) ) ) - )
? articulate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
’ ) the project faces (geographic, financial, ) " " (2
Does the project design represent [ o0 0 B8R of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
. the best possible improvement in I 3 . a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design . ) mitigate these constraints? How well did the n/a 3 = 5 o . 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional ! © points. An example of this i a project design in a constrained ROW
ect ar project design adapt and sought to the > An exc ) e ; )
classification? ! 8o ouet ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design clasification and prioritized functions facilities, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design
in light of these constraints? > & Y P Ll
Comments provided by reviewers on this
Feedback Reviewer feedback P v No evaluators comments. No N/A No

project
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Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
W Burnside Green Loop Crossing

CFP26

RTP Goal Area

W Burnside Green Loop Crossing

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Equitable ) ETL.Is the project located in an Equity Focus o
Trmspontation In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ren (EFAY 100 [Score 1 pointif project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ) ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all Point Fpro) it ° cor
) In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ! 000 |communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) ) o - )
Equitable ET3.1s project located in tract with a below- Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average.
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved - s proj - 0.00 point i proj ¥ & 8 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation " regional average walkabilty score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) )
Equitable ET4. 1s the project on either the pedestrian
g ) places for BIPOC, underserved ISUISEIE) & Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " or bicycle gaps map?
) Improves access to community . .
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved prolect withing Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation ' frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ETL, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES” then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does b ane ed YES then ?
; Improves access to community 3 . 3 points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation N N ¥ P
) places for BIPOC, underserved orte 200 |bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation - gaps or pgrades substandard facilities along : ° ! !
communities S S includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
q elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET7. Is project tract area below regional Lop |Score 1 point fproject tract has lfe expectancy score below regional L ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? ! average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ETS. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | GIe: ) Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) . higher than regional average diesel 1.00 " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ‘ ‘ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ET9. Is the project in an area with higher oo |Score L pointif project tract has ai toxicslevel hgher than regional . ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of air toxics? . average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. s the project located on high injur
Equitable Makes improvements in area with °  project focatecion igh inldry, Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
) ‘ corridor or intersection within an Equity 1.00 core 1 L=y ¢ 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |01 ' | high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Equitable Improves access to low-(and ETLL. Is project in tract with an above- Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
) i * regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ¢ evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and
Equitable " ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower|
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for SO 2 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation e el than regional average vehicle access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower,
e vtation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity i service access?
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
N ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for  |longer transit access to jobs travel times No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation X - .
equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options i an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o mation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 100 |community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
Gepfitin Kem‘ovest reduces d_lSparll!es and ET16. What other barriers exist that the Score 1 if the appllcar\l‘has c!e_arlv identified d}lspa‘rll‘les or barriers beyond
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for ¢ 100 those listed above and identified how the project s intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation N . project can address? N
equity that barrier.
couitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o mation of access to vehicle/high housing + |than regional average level of renter housing| ~ Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P transportation burden burden?
couitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
e of access to vehicle/high housing + [than regional average cost burdens 100 |burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing 1 Yes No Yes
c transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
improvement i area with high lack questions. Has the public been informed of the
Equitable P area with e ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
) of access to vehicle/high housing + o e 333 ¢ Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation ] project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden . - S
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designated asa |SSL.Is the project located on a high injur
Safe System oJe cesiy - sthepra) g injlry. 100  |Score1 pointif project s located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements |corridor?
safe system Project location i designated as 2 | SS2.1s the project located on a regional oo |Score L pointifthe project is on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high L ves o ves
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
Aol limbdehEme | e Gere e e Rt Score 1 point if the project s identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System e ) project is included in a locally adopted safety| 1.0 o 1C ! ! ¢ 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements 1 plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location s designated asa  |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System oI cestgl > any high injury No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
_ o 55. Is project addressing a specific area > s question. i vien injdry inters
Project location is designated as a ) . project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System & ) with a high level of fatal or severe crashes? 0.00 et 2 " ) y 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements [ 2 " application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
Vi there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| >0 D°% the project's design classification ro':ctlsco e on’l’ if res ons: toD1is o’;e of the following design
Safe System g P P include prioritized functions for the 100 | pe only If resp g Cesigl 1 No Yes Yes

safety

pedestrian realm?

classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of
these design classifications, please score 0.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
W Burnside Green Loop Crossing

Project ID: CFP26
W Burnside Green Loop Crossing

Max Points
Available in
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Project

Scoring

RTP Goal Area Question

Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria Application  Instructions on How to Score

Average Score

Design elements prioritize pedestrian

557. Are the preferred design elements
being used for pedestrian functions

Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
design section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian

Safe System 267 No Yes Yes
U safety according to the functional class and design functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
classification? and mobility as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions SS8 and S59.
safe system iifl;éc::::{\:::\gpanially; ATor 528.?Does the project address a network oo auesti o ves ves
gap 8ap! Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
Fill letely, partially) AT $59. Does th ject letely fill th
Safe System ey pegtialv iAoy UG BRI 000 [Seeinstructions in SS8. No Yes Yes
Trails network gap gap?
5510, Applicable to Trail Projects: I the
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 9. Applican! I"Projects: ls the Score 1 point if the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ' project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap f Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) AT or | SSLL.Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System plecpisisy oty Crey Yes e D UDITARNSELE iy No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project application.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or 5512. Does project contain elements that o ce duestion. Se ponse o duestion
! ; : P ) marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of aK-12  [improve active transportation access to a 1.00 ed 'YES > this question No Yes Yes
description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
school Safe Routes to School school? i BN
leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or ) o ) ) P e on
] ) 5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 |2 0.00 e n : No Yes Yes
e o identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If S511 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Action and  |Provides/increases transit option |and trals gaps near transit? Does project 000 |Score 1 pointif projectis on atier Lor 2 prioritylevel on the TriMet ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to ) pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |5core L pointif the projectis categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 ves " ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? : RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project i located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better oo ighlighted here: https: hinyapps.ioftrimet- ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? ! bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CARd. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Action and  [Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit o000 |Pointifprojectincludes non-infrastructure modifying elements (i signal o ves Vs
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or g retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https: ’ gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. s the project adding new o
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | CARS. Does project increase or add Active Loo |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or o ves Vs
Resilience (€SS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? ! expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific lew|proj P! '@ Z points ave > proJ
. . L _— . y scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Management and ’ v > e
e > ° © ! 0.00 transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the c ‘ ! ! ’
et capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
& ! upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity | minor or major arterial street according to !
Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 v-Nop /
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point avalable if either Part
L or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR7. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local ° (s 8! , etc) "
) ) » ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score
Climate Actionand  |Improves/adds street connectivity | traffic to use local and collector streets to 0.00 1 point No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial g Gt
e Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilties? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) )  |cAR9. Does the project include o address 152 GI5 dependent question. 3 resp question £
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity oD ° " 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
" ° gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 0.00 ct Incluc trian ¢ ‘ “ ) No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) s elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
_ ) | cAR10. Does the project include or address IDEEECE I : 2 d )
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity . 5 ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
na ° gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 0.00 ctincluc trian A L , j No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full flling of
gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
CARLL. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity V1. Appll " Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e ° project located on the regional trails system 0.00 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) s evaluated.
Clmate Actionand | Improves/acids street connectivty | AR12- Applcable to Trail Projects: Isthe Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to S510. f marked
ne ° project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trals Major Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) ;
Strategy. GIS evaluated.
) ] ) Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CAR13. Does the project scope include score 3 points. Review pr g ularly
Climate Actionand [ management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management Detall question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
8 8l pe ge 133 any transportation demand management strategies implementation with No Yes Yes

Resilience

TSMO) as part of the project (Cli

Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars)

to support and the
infrastructure project?

the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
applications.
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Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
W Burnside Green Loop Crossing

Project ID:

CFP26

Project Name:

Climate Action and

W Burnside Green Loop Crossing

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

CAR14. Is project located in a designated

Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) 2040 land use area? GLEE /
) . This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
) ) ) CAR1S. Is project located in or improves — penden " )
Climate Action and  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center| “ ! YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score i
" ° multimodal connections to a designated 1.00 ° ! core 1P No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? e :
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green ) )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban \ v o . ; :
ne infrastr - ) Yes |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ o< ;
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
] ] Increases tree canopy, green CARLY. Does the scope adds street rees or Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to CARIS, If marked
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ] YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project
ne infrastr - other green infrastructure to reduce heat 000 | No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for island effects? includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green
climate change ’ infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green ) -
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project is located in a high V-Sop ed. 6 et "
ne infrastr - 5 MG Yes |hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for  |environmental hazard potential risk area? ¢ ¢ here
" quartile of tract hazard index
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with . V- No p! t t Py 8
ne infrastr - Yes |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? )
" canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CARLS. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes — pendent 4 ponse to
Increases tree canopy, green 20, ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point f project scope
) ) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ' ’ core 1
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
ne infrastr - infrastructure to manage stormwater or 0.00 " " ) No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for ) ! green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19is
" street trees in areas with lower than average e - "y N
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. arked §
elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR2L. Is the project on an Emergenc
"8 " gency @ proJ sency Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
T I —— Thisis atiple IS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR1S,
) ) ! ” CAR20, and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Action and | Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of ma ) )
i " . estie _ 100 [elements. Score 1 point f the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, m ¢ ludes ele !
ras e resilience of infrastructure OR add mobility options/mobility redundancy
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
Climate Action and _ ) CAR23. Project scope includes elements to Review project scope. Score 1 point if scope description includes
ne Decreases impervious surface 000 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. i
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
. N proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MOL. Does the project increases street ' A !
I o¢ ‘ ! different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options street to support direct and multiple 067 : ) ! No Yes Yes
! reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
route options? N . N .
point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths o redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO2. Does the project provide shorter trips in the n reuitous paths pec
Mobility Options [ Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessin 067 | cYcling infrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
v OP P v mn"s,‘t P & picyele, e - reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
: point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity ABUrBHICEE . i Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of a high injury corridor or
. Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! v /2 mile of ef gh Injury
Mobility Options 2 ° " : 100 |intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? N . .
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
- design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliability
MOS. Does the project include treatments ication. Bas " LEALE
° R oe treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- . toincrease reliability and efficiency for all ment " ° &
I Increases reliability and efficiency for el classification? If so, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 1.00 ‘ o mhe ) o No Yes Yes
all travel modes ) e ’ Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design e ‘ L G
s timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
! point f treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
Provides/increases transportation | MOB. Does the project fll a gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARL0. If
Mobility Options vides/i P ’ prol 8P I o000 ’ pencent g : P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
. ) MO7. Does the project include elements ie|pro) pe. Scare - point 1t prol
Mobility Options  |Reduces delay for transit ; sl 000 [toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? N ° !
PS:, a B¢ 31 i it-strategy
MO8. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES, " then review project scope. If scope
MO8. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit ae pro) P! 0.00 celay using: o re £ point. Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
https://tri p
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TEL0 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability oy remaving maiing 2 0.00 ¥, revi P ! po No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight TE11 and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or
system? enhancing mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
Support/provide/increases access to | TEL s the project ocated in a tract with # of
Thriving Economy T;pet lngusmes target industries greater than (>) the Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
B regional average?
o 1£2. Does project improve access to s tract This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES
. Support/provide/increases access to | . . N then score.
Thriving Economy ¢ with # of target industries > regional 1.00 - ) ) No Yes Yes
Target Industries B Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
e’ to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
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Appendix 2

divid.

ion |

Eval

| Score y:

W Burnside Green Loop Crossing

CFP26

RTP Goal Area

W Burnside Green Loop Crossing

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE4. Does project improve access to a tract

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
then review project scope and score.

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional 000 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy =B (1% E Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) land use area?
B In'adesignated 2040 Land Use center| TE5-15 Projectocated in or provides This i a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score L point if
Thriving Economy . multimodal connection to a designated 2040| 100 |project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) roe .
land use area? within or to 22040 land use area.
) - N — Thiss 2 parial G15 depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
Increases multimodal mobility and ’ ) point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
. muttim address a substandard active transportation PG ses acti 2!
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport o ! ’ 167 |facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilities (see GIS 3 No Yes Yes
S8 facility and/or increases access to transit "
facilities ! ) - response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? [T ’
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a.5
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4land use Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities ignati
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobility and = prol pel * This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
. muttim: elements to increase access industrial and o ! 4 >
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ner 100 |marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
eS8 transport facilities (e.g. creates a new " ; - L
facilities ) toincrease access to industrial and transport facilties?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ; proj 8 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL0, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and ) ) "YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» muttim TE11. Does project make improvements to e en s ! B,
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport - 000 |[the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infil, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
oS freight network? - oac "
facilities facilities infill or (g , infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) o
TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | s the proj nati No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TE8 and TEL2; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport  |access and options within a Title 4 industrial 000 |Score 1 point f scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
i center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- I ) )
» ) - an abover Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 " Lisinan area wit 0 Yes Yes No
¢ number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Does the project design represent | D1, What is the design classification of the
) the best possible improvementin | project roadway? Regional ,
Design Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
8! project area, based on functional  |NOTE: Trails do not have a design boulevard v-Hop
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent  [D2. Based on the functions appropriate for hitps: - -Bov/s 2024/10/ igning-
project design represer - Base © fun ppropriz Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
) the best possible in |the design are the design
Design ) : catio > cesBn 333 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | recommended prioritized functions being o )
P, o Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? plication >
look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score s 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
ps: i 2024/10/: igning:
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
PoSEEEERCER IR |[5h s erdmedldesisamEadig X i X o
) the best possible improvement in / LOG ° Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design ! © design classification being applied as part of 167 ‘ ) : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional 4 particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
ect ar the scope of work for the project? ' ¢ ° ore
classification? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. Is the project purpose and scope https; . gov/si 2024/10/25/Designing-
) the best possible improvementin  |elements, is the project consistent with the Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Design ) c j e ’ 367 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
DS. What constraints were articulated that ) - - )
? articulate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
. the project faces (geographic, financial, : o s
Does the project design represent [ o0 0 B8R of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
. the best possible improvement in I 3 . a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design ! © mitigate these constraints? How welldid the | 1.0 ' GIENLIDLERIEEE : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional e points. An example of this i a project design in a constrained ROW
ect ar project design adapt and sought to the > An exc ) e ; )
classification? ! 8o ouet ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design clasification and prioritized functions facilities, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design
in light of these constraints? > & Y P Ll
Comments provided by reviewers on this
Feedback Reviewer feedback P v No evaluators comments. No N/A No

project
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
SW 175th Design: SW Condor Lane to SW Kemmer Road

CFP27

RTP Goal Area

SW 175th Design: SW Condor Lane to SW Kemmer Road

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Equitable ) ETL.Is the project located in an Equity Focus o
Trmspontation In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ren (EFAY 100 [Score 1 pointif project is in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ) ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all Point Fpro) it ° cor
) In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ! 000 |communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
Equitable :;‘;Z"fe; aﬁﬁ:ﬁz‘ﬂ:;;’:;::":‘;y ET3. s project located in tract with a below- Lo Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average. . ves o Vs
Transportation " regional average walkabilty score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) )
Equitable ET4. 1s the project on either the pedestrian
g ) places for BIPOC, underserved ISUISEIE) & Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " or bicycle gaps map?
) Improves access to community . .
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved prolect withing No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation ' frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ETL, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES” then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does b ane ed YES then ?
; Improves access to community 3 . 3 points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation N N ¥ PO
) places for BIPOC, underserved orte 167 |bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation - gaps or pgrades substandard facilities along : ° ! !
communities S S includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
q elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET7. Is project tract area below regional Lop |Score 1 point fproject tract has lfe expectancy score below regional L ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? ! average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ETS. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | GIe: ) Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) . higher than regional average diesel 0.00 " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ‘ ‘ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ET9. Is the project in an area with higher 00o |5core 1 pointif project tract has air toxics level higher than regional . ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of air toxics? g average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. s the project located on high injur
Equitable Makes improvements in area with °  project focatecion igh inldry, Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
) ‘ corridor or intersection within an Equity 0.00 core 1 L=y ¢ 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |01 ' | high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Equitable Improves access to low-(and ETLL Is project in tract with an above- Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
) i * regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ¢ evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and
Equitable " ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower|
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for SO 2 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation . @ than regional average vehicle access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower,
e vtation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity i service access?
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
e barriers (jobs, transit, services for  |longer transit access to jobs travel times Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options i an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o mation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 133 |community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
— Removes, reduces disparitiesand L o st that the Score 1 f the applicant has clarly identiied dispariies or bariers beyond
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for ¢ 033 [those listed above and identified how the project is intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation N . project can address? N
equity that barrier.
couitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o mation of access to vehicle/high housing + |than regional average level of renter housing| ~ Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P transportation burden burden?
couitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
e of access to vehicle/high housing + [than regional average cost burdens 100 |burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing 1 Yes No Yes
c transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
improvement i area with high lack questions. Has the public been informed of the
Equitable P area with e ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
) of access to vehicle/high housing + o e 367 | ¢ Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation ] project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden . - S
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designated asa |SSL.Is the project located on a high injur
Safe System oJe cesiy - sthepra) g injlry. 0.00  |Score 1 point if project is located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements |corridor?
safe system Project location i designated as 2 | SS2.1s the project located on a regional oo |Score L pointif the project s on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high L ves o ves
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
Aol limbdehEme | e Gere e e Rt Score 1 point if the project s identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System e ) project is included in a locally adopted safety| 033 o 1C ! ! ¢ 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements 1 plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location s designated asa  |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System oI cestgl > any high injury No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
_ o 55. Is project addressing a specific area > s question. i vien injdry inters
Project location is designated as a ) . project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System & ) with a high level of fatal or severe crashes? 0.00 et 2 " ) y 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements [ 2 " application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
Vi there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| >0 D°% the project's design classification ro':ctlsco e on’l’ if res ons: toD1is o’;e of the following design
Safe System g P P include prioritized functions for the 067 |P pe only If resp g Cesigl 1 No Yes Yes

safety

pedestrian realm?

classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of
these design classifications, please score 0.
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
SW 175th Design: SW Condor Lane to SW Kemmer Road

CFP27
SW 175th Design: SW Condor Lane to SW Kemmer Road

Max Points
Available in
Question

Project

Subjective
Review
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Scoring

RTP Goal Area Question

Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria Application  Instructions on How to Score

Average Score

Design elements prioritize pedestrian

557. Are the preferred design elements
being used for pedestrian functions

Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
design section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian

Safe System 1.00 No Yes Yes
U safety according to the functional class and design functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
classification? and mobility as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions SS8 and S59.
safe system iifl;éc::::{\:::\gpanially; ATor 528.?Does the project address a network 087 auesti o ves ves
gap 8ap! Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
Fill letely, partially) AT $59. Does th ject letely fill th
Safe System ey pegtialv iAoy UG BRI 033 [Seeinstructions in SS8. No Yes Yes
Trails network gap gap?
5510, Applicable to Trail Projects: I the
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 9. Applican! I"Projects: ls the Score 1 point if the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ' project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap f Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) AT or | SSLL.Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System plecpisisy oty Crey Yes e D UDITARNSELE iy No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project application.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or 5512. Does project contain elements that o ce duestion. Se ponse o duestion
! ; : P ) marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of aK-12  [improve active transportation access to a 1.00 ed 'YES > this question No Yes Yes
description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
school Safe Routes to School school? i BN
leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or ) o ) ) P e on
] ) 5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 |2 033 e n : No Yes Yes
e o identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If S511 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Action and  |Provides/increases transit option |and trals gaps near transit? Does project 000 |Score 1 pointif projectis on atier Lor 2 prioritylevel on the TriMet ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to ) pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |5core L pointif the projectis categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 ves " ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? : RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project i located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better 000 ighlighted here: https: hinyapps.ioftrimet- ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? " bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CARd. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Action and  [Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit o000 |Pointifprojectincludes non-infrastructure modifying elements (i signal o ves Vs
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or g retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https: ’ gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. s the project adding new o
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | CARS. Does project increase or add Active Loo |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or o ves Vs
Resilience (€SS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? ! expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific lew|proj P! '@ Z points ave > proJ
. . L _— . y scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Management and ’ v > e
e > ° © ! 0.00 transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the c ‘ ! ! ’
et capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
& ! upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity | minor or major arterial street according to !
Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 v-Nop /
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point avalable if either Part
L or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR7. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local ° (s 8! , etc) "
) ) » ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score
Climate Actionand  |Improves/adds street connectivity | traffic to use local and collector streets to 0.00 1 point No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial g Gt
e Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilties? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) )  |cAR9. Does the project include o address 152 GI5 dependent question. 3 resp question £
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity oD ° " 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
" ° gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 067 ct Incluc trian ¢ ‘ “ ) No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) s elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
_ ) | cAR10. Does the project include or address IDEEECE I : 2 d )
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity . 5 ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
na ° gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 067 ctincluc trian A L , j No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full flling of
gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
CARLL. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity V1. Appll " Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e ° project located on the regional trails system 1.00 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) s evaluated.
Clmate Actionand | Improves/acids street connectivty | AR12- Applcable to Trail Projects: Isthe Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to S510. f marked
ne ° project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trals Major Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) ;
Strategy. GIS evaluated.
) ] ) Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CAR13. Does the project scope include score 3 points. Review pr g ularly
Climate Actionand [ management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management Detall question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
8 8l pe ge 0.00 any transportation demand management strategies implementation with No Yes Yes

Resilience

TSMO) as part of the project (Cli

Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars)

to support and the
infrastructure project?

the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
applications.
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28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
SW 175th Design: SW Condor Lane to SW Kemmer Road

Project ID:

CFP27

Project Name:

Climate Action and

SW 175th Design: SW Condor Lane to SW Kemmer Road

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

CAR14. Is project located in a designated

No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) 2040 land use area? v-Hop /
) . This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
) ) ) CAR1S. Is project located in or improves — penden " )
Climate Action and  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center| “ ! YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score i
" ° multimodal connections to a designated 0.00 ° ! core 1P No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? e :
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green ) )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban . (ARSI t t !
ne infrastr - ) No |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ o< ;
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
] ] Increases tree canopy, green CARLY. Does the scope adds street rees or Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to CARIS, If marked
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ] YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project
ne infrastr - other green infrastructure to reduce heat 000 | No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for island effects? includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green
climate change ’ infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green ) -
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project is located in a high V-Sop ed. 6 et "
ne infrastr - 5 MG No |hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for  |environmental hazard potential risk area? ¢ ¢ here
" quartile of tract hazard index
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with ‘ V- No p! t t Py 8
ne infrastr - No |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? )
" canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CARLS. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes — pendent 4 ponse to
Increases tree canopy, green 20, ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point f project scope
) ) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ' ’ core 1
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
ne infrastr - infrastructure to manage stormwater or 0.00 " " ) No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for ) ! green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19is
" street trees in areas with lower than average e - "y N
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. §
elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR2L. Is the project on an Emergenc
"8 " gency @ proJ sency No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
T I —— Thisis atiple IS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR1S,
) ) ! ” CAR20, and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Action and | Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of ma ) )
i " . estie _ 000 |elements. Score 1 point if the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, m ¢ ludes ele !
ras e resilience of infrastructure OR add mobility options/mobility redundancy
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
Climate Action and N CAR23. Project scope includes elements to Review project scope. Score L point if scope description includes
ne Decreases impervious surface 000 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. "
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
o proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MOL. Does the project increases street ' A !
I o¢ ‘ ! different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options street to support direct and multiple 033 : ) ! No Yes Yes
! reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
route options? erence s .
point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths o redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO2. Does the project provide shorter trips in the n reuitous paths pec
Mobility Options [ Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessin 033 |cYcling infrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
v OP P v mn"s,‘t P & picyele, e - reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
: point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity ABUrBHICEE . i No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of a high injury corridor or
. Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! v /2 mile of ef gh Injury
Mobility Options 2 ° " : 000 |intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? N . .
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
- design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliability
MOS. Does the project include treatments ication. Bas " LEALE
° R oe treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- . toincrease reliability and efficiency for all ment " ° &
I Increases reliability and efficiency for el classification? If so, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 0.00 ‘ o mhe ) o No Yes Yes
all travel modes ) e ’ Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design e ‘ L G
s timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
! point f treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
Provides/increases transportation | MOB. Does the project fll a gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARL0. If
Mobility Options vides/i P ’ prol 8P 1 o7 ’ pencent g : P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
. ) MO7. Does the project include elements ie|pro) pe. Scare - point 1t prol
Mobility Options  |Reduces delay for transit ; sl 000 [toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? N ° !
PS:, a B¢ 31 i it-strategy
MO8. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES, " then review project scope. If scope
MO8. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit ae pro) P! 0.00 celay using: o re £ point. Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
https://tri e
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TEL0 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability oy remaving maiing 2 0.00 ¥, revi P ! po No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight TE11 and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or
system? enhancing mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
Support/provide/increases access to | TEL s the project ocated in a tract with # of
Thriving Economy pPOrY/provic target industries greater than (>) the No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Target Industries ;
regional average?
o 1£2. Does project improve access to s tract This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES
. Support/provide/increases access to | . . N then score.
Thriving Economy ¢ with # of target industries > regional 0.00 - ) ) No Yes Yes
Target Industries B Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
e’ to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
SW 175th Design: SW Condor Lane to SW Kemmer Road

CFP27

RTP Goal Area

SW 175th Design: SW Condor Lane to SW Kemmer Road

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE4. Does project improve access to a tract

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
then review project scope and score.

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional 000 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy =B (1% E No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) land use area?
B In'adesignated 2040 Land Use center| TE5-15 Projectocated in or provides This i a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score L point if
Thriving Economy . multimodal connection to a designated 2040| 033 | project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) roe .
land use area? within or to 22040 land use area.
) - N — Thiss 2 parial G15 depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
Increases multimodal mobility and ’ ) point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
. muttim address a substandard active transportation PG ses acti 2!
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport o ! ’ 033 |facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilties (see GIS 3 No Yes Yes
S8 facility and/or increases access to transit "
facilities ! ) - response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? [T ’
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a.5
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4 land use No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities ignati
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobility and = prol pel * This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
. muttim: elements to increase access industrial and o ! 4 >
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ner 000 | marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
eS8 transport facilities (e.g. creates a new " ; - L
facilities ) toincrease access to industrial and transport facilties?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ; proj 8 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL0, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and ) ) "YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» muttim TE11. Does project make improvements to e en s ! B,
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport - 000 |[the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infil, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
oS freight network? - oac "
facilities facilities infill or (g , infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) o
TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | s the proj nati No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TE8 and TEL2; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport  |access and options within a Title 4 industrial 000 |Score 1 point f scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
i center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- I ) )
» ) - an abover Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 " Lisinan area wit 0 Yes Yes No
¢ number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Does the project design represent | D1, What is the design classification of the
) the best possible improvementin | project roadway? Community !
Design Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
8! project area, based on functional  |NOTE: Trails do not have a design street v-Hop
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent  [D2. Based on the functions appropriate for hitps: - -Bov/s 2024/10/ igning-
project design represer - Base © fun ppropriz Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
) the best possible in |the design are the design
Design ) : e - cesen n/a 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | recommended prioritized functions being o )
P, o Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? ' " >
look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score s 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
ps: i 2024/10/ igning:
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
PoSEEEERCER IR |[5h s erdmedldesisamEadig X i X -
) the best possible improvement in / LOG ° Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design ! © design classification being applied as part of n/a ‘ ) : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional 4 particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
ect ar the scope of work for the project? ' ¢ ° ore
classification? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. Is the project purpose and scope https; . gov/si 2024/10/25/Designing-
) the best possible improvementin  |elements, is the project consistent with the Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Design ) c j ek ’ n/a 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
DS. What constraints were articulated that ) ) ) - )
? articulate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
’ ) the project faces (geographic, financial, : ) : s
Does the project design represent [ o0 0 B8R of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
. the best possible improvement in I 3 . a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design . ) mitigate these constraints? How well did the n/a 3 = 5 o . 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional ! © points. An example of this i a project design in a constrained ROW
ect ar project design adapt and sought to the > An exc ) e ; )
classification? ! 8o ouet ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design classification and prioritized functions facilities, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design
in light of these constraints? > & Y P Ll
Comments provided by reviewers on this
Feedback Reviewer feedback P v No evaluators comments. No N/A No

project
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Cedar Mill Better Bus and Access to Transit Enhancements

Project ID: CFP28
Project Name: Cedar Mill Better Bus and Access to Transit Enhancements

GIS e

Subjective .

X PO Evaluated . Scoring

Available in Review

Question 2% question  QUestion
Question

Project Max Points
Application _ Instructions on How to Score
Average Score

RTP Goal Area Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

safety

pedestrian realm?

classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of these
design classifications, please score 0.

Equitable ET1. Is the project located in an Equity Focus
q In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) prof auity 100 |Score 1 point if project is in o touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
Transportation Area (EFA)?
Score 1 point f project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all & L5 " ° "
. In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) °2 1.00 communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
Improves access to communit , . .
Equitable P Y ET3. Is project located in tract with a below- Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average.
places for BIPOC, underserved > ' 1.00 Yes No Yes
Transportation " regional average walkability score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) )
Equitable ET4. Is the project on either the pedestrian
- i places for BIPOC, underserved . proj P Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Transportation or bicycle gaps map?
Improves access to community ) )
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
q places for BIPOC, underserved prol 8 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Transportation - frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ETL, ET4 - ETS first. If
ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES" then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does b anc ed” " ?
Improves access to community ) ! points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation 5 ) N o
places for BIPOC, underserved ore 200 [bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project No Yes Yes
Transportation i gaps or upgrades substandard facilties along : ° ! "
communities et includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
frequent transit lines and stations in EFAs? N o o N )
elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET7. Is project tract area below regional Loo |Score 1 point ifproject tract haslfe expectancy score below regional Ve Yo ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? ! average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
) , , | €Ta. s the project located in an area to have . ) :
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |- proje " Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) : higher than regional average diesel 0.00 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes N N regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with  |ET9. Is the project in an area with higher 000 |5core 1 pointifproject tract has ai toxics level higher than regional Ve o Ve
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of air toxics? g average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
) , | €T10.1s the project located on high injui . ,
Equitable Makes improvements in area with 0 ® project locatec on high Injury Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a high
corridor or intersection within an Equity 000 | " Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Focus Area?
ET11. Is project in tract with an above-
Equitable Improves access to low-(and . 1s prol ove Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
. " Ny regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs evaluated.
mins. (all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and -
Equitable ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower
. barriers (jobs, transit, services for o No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Transportation j than regional average vehicle access?
equity
catabte Removes, reduces disparities and | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower
e ration barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
P equity i service access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparities and  |ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
Eesiis g barriers (jobs, transit, services for | longer transit access to jobs travel times No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
& equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This s a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points i the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
cauitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options in an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o ation barriers (jobs, transit, services for  |with lower than regional average vehicle 300 |community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
Removes, reduces disparities and ) Score 1if the applicant has clearly identified disparities or barriers beyond
Equitable oves, AT ET16. What other barriers exist that the ] CRLEIEED G0 Gl 4
barriers (jobs, transit, services for 100 |those listed above and identified how the project is intended to address No Yes Yes
Transportation N project can address? )
equity that barrier.
. Improvement in area with high lack | ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o ) of access to vehicle/high housing + | than regional average level of renter housing No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Transportation !
transportation burden burden?
cauitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point f the project tract has higher than regional average cost
et of access to vehicle/high housing + | than regional average cost burdens 0,00 |burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing Yes No Yes
& transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1.- 5, based on your review of Community
) . Involvement application questions. Has the public been informed of the
Improvement in area with high lack ) ° ) b
Equitable aree " ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
of access to vehicle/high housing + s s P 367 | ) No Yes Yes
Transportation > project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden " ;
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designatedasa  [S51. Is the project located on a high injun . i
Safe System oJe ceslgl - 1s the proj gh Injury 000 [Score 1 point if project is located at or on a high injury corridor. Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements | corridor?
Project location is designated asa  |SS2.Is the project located on a regional Score 1 point f the project is on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high
Safe System oI cester prole glon 000 [oret prol s vele regl a Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
553. Did the project application indicate the
Project location is designated as a (L2 Score 1 point if the project is identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System e ) project is included in a locally adopted safety | 0.33 1516 ! ; No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements S plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
Project location s designated asa  |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System oI cester > v high injury No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to 554. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
) - 555 Is project addressing a specific area with > g ' high injury e
Project location is designated as a > project area, then review the project scope. In particular review application
Safe System o ) 2 high level of fatal or severe crashes? How 0.00 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements TR questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are there any
Ve scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If so, score 1
point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project’s scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
Design elements prioritize pedestrian | 55 DoeS the project's design classification rojec scope oy I response to D1 s ane of th following design
Safe System & P P include prioritized functions for the 100 [P pe only If resp: g cesie No Yes Yes
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Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Cedar Mill Better Bus and Access to Transit Enhancements

Project ID:

CFP28.

Project Name:

RTP Goal Area

Cedar Mill Better Bus and Access to Transit Enhancements

Performance Measure

Design elements prioritize pedestrian

Evaluation Question-Criteria

557. Are the preferred design elements being
used for pedestrian functions according to

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian priority
design according to design classification. To help, see responses to design

Max Points
Available in
Question

Gls
Evaluated

Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Resilience

o corridor (or connects to?)

2040 land use area?

Safe System : i 2,67 section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian functions for 3 No Yes Yes
safety the functional class and design ; - i i
unetio the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access and mobility
as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section application
question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions S8 and SS9.
Fills (completely, partially) ATor  [SS8. Does the project address a network
Safe System Tra”i "En:mk Va" ) e prol 033 1 No Yes Yes
g g Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (58); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap ($59).
Fills (completely, partially) AT or . . a
Safe System ST, pEE) 559. Does the project completely fill the gap?| ~ 0.00 |See instructions in SS8. 1 No Yes Yes
Trails network gap
) , 5510. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the . I .
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 0. Applicab rojects: | Score 1 point if the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ° project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 1 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap ¥ Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) ATor _|SS11. Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System ST, pEE) proj Yes rer 'v- No paints alo verily resp 0 No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project application.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or 5512. Does project contain elements that o> cep ques! ponse to que:
) ) h P ) marked "YES, " then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of a K-12  |improve active transportation access to a 1.00 > au 1 No Yes Yes
e Rt e A includes safety elements to the network
! leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
. This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or —— ) ) ponse P
5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12  |>> -~ " 0.67 € ne : 1 No Yes Yes
identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
school Safe Routes to School et o
identified safety hazard. If $$11 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option |and trails gaps near transit? Does project 000 |5core 1 pointifproject is on a tier 1 or 2 priorty level o the Trivet . ves "o ves
Resilience (€SS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to - pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option | CAR. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 100 |Score 1 pointifthe project i categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 RTP. . ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? : GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project is located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better 1oo [seements, here: hinyapps.ioftrimet- . Yo o Yo
Resilience (€SS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? ! bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CAR4. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases transit option [ to increase the efficiency of transit 200 |Peintifproject includes non-infrastructure modifying elements (e. sgnal ) o ves ves
Resilience (€SS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or ! retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https; ? gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. Is the project adding new o
Climate Actionand | Provides/increases bicycling/walking |CARS. Does project increase or add Active 100 |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or . o ves ves
Resilience (CsS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? ! expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific G G G ¢ (1)
N N N N o N N scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Management and . . . o
ne & © ¢ " 133 intelligent systems (ITS) to manage existing 2 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the . ) 3
° capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
project scope? o ] :
upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity minor or major arterial street according to
e Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 'v- No p /
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point available if either Part
Lor Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1 is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR?. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local (& B )
) ’ » ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score 1
Climate Actionand ~ [Improves/adds street connectivity |traffic to use local and collector streets to ’
. N . N N N 0.00 point. 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CsS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial
streets? N "
Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilities? This can include a minor collector making  connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score 1
) | cARS. Does the project include or address o1 P q > resp g '
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity B N N point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
e gap in either the bicycle o pedestrian 033 . - 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) O st elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score 1
X § , CAR10. Does the project include or address Is Is a GIS deps a i resp q i
Climate Actionand  [Improves/adds street connectivity N : point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
ne > gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 0.00 [nclude an AT - 8 " 5 1 No Yes Yes
Resilience (CsS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
, | cAr11. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the .
Climate Actionand  |Improves/adds street connectivity RL1. Appl  Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e project located on the regional trails system 0.00 1 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) evaluated.
plan?
i . - CAR12. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to $510. If marked
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity ; b e - o ;
na > project identified as a regional trails major 0.00 YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trails Major 1 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CsS rating = 1 star)
investment? Investment Strategy. GIS evaluated.
] , ) Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand  |CAR13. Does the project scope include °  points. Review proj pe, particularly resp )
: A " * Detail question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
Climate Actionand | management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management N - PEa
e c 233 [any transportation demand management strategies implementation with 3 No Yes Yes
Resilience TSMO) as part of the project (Climate | strategies to support and compliment the ) ! N
y the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars) infrastructure project? T
applications.
Climate Actionand  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center | CAR14. Is project located in a designated
gl prol 8 Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Cedar Mill Better Bus and Access to Transit Enhancements

Project ID: CFP28
Project Name: Cedar Mill Better Bus and Access to Transit Enhancements

GIS e

Subjective .

X PO Evaluated . Scoring

Available in Review

Question 2% question  QUestion
Question

Project Max Points
Application _ Instructions on How to Score
Average Score

RTP Goal Area Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Climate Action and

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

CARIS. Is project located in or improves

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
"YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score if

or corridor (or connects to?)

land use area?

e multimodal connections to a designated 1.00 ’ ° No Yes Yes
Resilience or coridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? .
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green
X § ! PY; 8 . X Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand [infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban A op "
o N N ™ B No defined here as 'project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? < :
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR16. If marked
§ ! PV, & CAR17. Does the scope adds street trees or sl P q P mar
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases : YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project includes
e ! other green infrastructure to reduce heat 0.00 No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green infrastructure) which
island effects?
climate change address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green )
X § ! PY; 8 i o Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand [infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project i located in a high ° o ¢
o N N ™ N o No hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | environmental hazard potential risk area? .
" quartile of tract hazard index’
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green "
: ! PV & ) ) Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Action and and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with ‘ ! ' ' '
o N No defined here as 'project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | low canopy coverage? )
canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR18. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes Soud —— L >
Increases tree canopy, green el ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point if project scope
) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ’ ore
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
e ! infrastructure to manage stormwater or 0.00 ! A No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for . b green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19 is
street trees in areas with lower than average e e
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. L
mitigation elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR21.1s the project on an Emergenc
na T gency e proj gency Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
This is a triple GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR18,
CAR22. Does the project scope elements Gl G g ;
X § ; " CAR20, and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Actionand ~|Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of Lma ! "
na ! ! estie X 0.67 elements. Score 1 point if the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, " res €2 -
fras Ll resilience of OR add mobility
wildfires) or add mobility options? :
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
) ) , Review project scope. Score 1 point if scope description includes
Climate Action and . . CAR23. Project scope includes elements to pro} P P P P y
e Decreases impervious surface 000 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. !
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
MO1. Does the project increases street proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for different
Mobility Options P street ivity to support direct and multiple 000 |modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please reference No Yes Yes
route options? responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1 point, This
can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths or redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO?2. Does the project provide shorter trips e ne . ° paths pec
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessing 0.67 cycling infrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
transit g . . reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
) point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
- [ MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity 15 the project 4 . Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This s a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
) located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of  high injury corridor or
. i Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! v /21 € igh Injury
Mobility Options ‘ " 100 [intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? ) " _
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliabilty
MOS. Does the project include treatments to 2 cation. Basec & u
! et u treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
) ) increase reliability and efficiency for all " -
I Increases reliability and efficiency for 20l If s0, do the increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 1.00 ! ' . . v No Yes Yes
all travel modes " e ) Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal timing,
functional classification and design - : : P
tional travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1 point if
classification? ’ . e A
treatments are consistent with design classification and increase reliability
and efficiency.
N Provides/increases transportation | MOG. Does the project filla gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARLO. If
Mobility Options vides/| P ! prol 8P Y| o33 : e : P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point f project contains elements from ETC
N i § MO7. Does the project include elements that proj pe. core L paint ff pro}
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit 2 100 |toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
improve transit reliability? P °
ps: 8y
MOS. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and Yes |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This s a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MOS s a "YES, " then review project scope. If scope
. ’ MOS. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO? score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit e projact scop 2.00 P b : re 1ot Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliabi delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
ps://tri h
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TE10 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to TE11
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability Y 8 83 0.00 > any P P No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or enhancing
system? mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
SR R TS D TE1. Is the project located in a tract with # of
Thriving Economy e target industries greater than (>) the No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Target Industries €
regional average?
- This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES"
) TE2. Does project improve access toa tract
. Support/provide/increases access to N then score.
Thriving Economy ‘ with # of target industries > regional 0.00 o , ! No Yes Yes
Target Industries il Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
8 to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy ommercial with # of acres > regional No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
TEA4. Does project improve access to a tract then review project scope and score.
Thriving Economy ommercial with # of acres > regional 000 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy B () e Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Cedar Mill Better Bus and Access to Transit Enhancements

Project ID:

CFP28.

Project Name:

RTP Goal Area

Cedar Mill Better Bus and Access to Transit Enhancements

Performance Measure

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TEG. Is project located in or provides

Project

Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score 1 point if

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy multimodal connection to a designated 2040 | 1.00 [ project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) role .
land use area? within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
) This is a partial GIS depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
) " TE7. Does the project scope fill a gap or ; ) ° ’ : ”
Increases multimodal mobility and > ) point per: 1) i project addresses active transportation on a regional facility;
- . ) address a substandard active transportation N N > -
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport o : 200 [2)increases access to industrial and transport facilites (see GIS response 3 No Yes Yes
o facility and/or increases access to transit N N
facilities to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of identified
infrastructure on a regional facility? f ¢
(either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located i o within a .5
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4 land use Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities i
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobility and e CRUREE This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
L . . elements to increase access industrial and P . .
Thriving Economy access to industrial and transport ner 100 [marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
> transport facilities (e.g. creates a new N N N -
faci ' ‘ ) toincrease access to industrial and transport facilities?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
matim: TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ! proj el No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TELO, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and “YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» ! " TE11. Does project make improvements to X e N F
Thriving Economy access to industrial and transport 000 |the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infill, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
ess freight network? roacue " s
facilities facilities infil or (e.g. separation, infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and
mattm TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport || s the proj No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TES and TE12; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | access and options within a Title 4 industrial 0,00 |Score 1 point if scope elements add new mability option o enhances 1 No Yes Yes
facilities center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TEL4. Is project in tract with an above- . . .
. _ - 2n above Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average number
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 1.00 0 Yes Yes No
€ of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. (all modes)?
Does the project design represent the D1. What is the design classification of the
) best possible improvement in project | project roadway? Community
Design Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
3 area, based on functional NOTE: Trails do not have a design boulevard BUoE
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
. . . ps:) '2024/10/25/Designing-
Does the project design represent the| 2. Based on the functions appropriate for Lvable-Strests andTrale Cuide.20341025-1 pdf
best possible improvement in project |the design classification, are the design
Design : . y : 4.33 5 No Yes Yes
area, based on functional prioritized functions being - )
/ Dase comr Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? >
look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
ps:) '2024/10/25/Designing-
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Does the project design represent the
(s BN rEPresent (€ 3 Are the preferred designs according to y o .
. best possible improvement in project | bl ) N Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In particular,
Design : design classification being applied as part of 267 " " " 3 No Yes Yes
area, based on functional note where questions about preferred design treatments are being used.
2 the scope of work for the project? ° e
classification? Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority of the scope
elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where around half of the
scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects where minimal
preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects where no preferred
treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent the D4, Is the project purpose and scope ps: i files/2024/10/25/Designing-
best possible improvement in project | elements, is the project consistent with the Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
Design P prove prol "  the proj A 367 P 5 No Yes Yes
area, based on functional design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
D5. What constraints were articulated that . . N T "
: artieuate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
) the project faces (geographic, financial, ‘ Hon ot P
Does the project design represent the of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
CIE " ROW, etc.)? What efforts were made to ! o i !
) best possible improvement in project ° a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design ¢ mitigate these constraints? How well did the 167 § e ! e ¢ : 3 No Yes Yes
area, based on functional ‘ points. An example of this is a project design in a constrained ROW
e project design adapt and sought to the 3 N ) o " .
classification? ) € uen ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design classification and prioritized functions et L
: facilities, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design.
in light of these constraints?
Noted as a safety location in Beaverton SPIS. Key intersection on high injury|
corridor map. Positive bikes on sidewalk at that key intersection is a safety
) ) ’ improvement. However, project not addressing bike gap; bus
) Comments provided by reviewers on this ! )
Feedback Reviewer feedback P v improvements take from bike and pedestrian facilities and removing street No N/A No

project

trees rather than vehicle lanes. Bike improvement drops cyclists into a
substandard facility. Would've liked discussion on why those trade-offs
were made and why the bike gap was left.
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Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Cedar Creek/Ice Age Tonquin Trail: Roy Rogers - OR 99W

CFP29

RTP Goal Area

Cedar Creek/Ice Age Tonquin Trail: Roy Rogers - OR 99W

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Equitable ) ETL.Is the project located in an Equity Focus o
Trmspontation In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ren (EFAY 000 |Score 1 point f project s in or touches an EFA. GIS evaluated. 1 Yes No Yes
Score 1 point if project is in an EFA with all three focus communities. Focus
Equitable ) ET2. Is the project located in an EFA for all Point Fpro) it ° cor
) In an Equity Focus Area (EFA) ! 000 |communities are: Persons of Color, Limited English Proficiency, Low- 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation three focus communities?
Income. GIS evaluated.
Equitable :;‘;Z"fe; aﬁﬁ:ﬁz‘ﬂ:;;’:;::":‘;y ET3. s project located in tract with a below- Lo Score 1 point if project tract has walkability score below regional average. . ves o Vs
Transportation " regional average walkabilty score? GIS evaluated.
) Improves access to community ) ) )
Equitable ET4. 1s the project on either the pedestrian
g ) places for BIPOC, underserved ISUISEIE) & Yes Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation " or bicycle gaps map?
) Improves access to community . .
Equitable ETS. Is the project withing .25 mile of a
au ) places for BIPOC, underserved prolect withing No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation ' frequent transit route or stop?
This is a GIS dependent question. See responses to ETL, ET4 - ETS first. If
o ET1 and ET4 are marked "YES” then score this question. Total available
' ET6. If the project is on the gap map, does b ane ed YES then ?
; Improves access to community 3 . 3 points is 3. Score 1 point if project includes/addresses pedestrian OR
Equitable the project close an active transportation N N ¥ PO
) places for BIPOC, underserved orte 000 |bicycle system completion elements and in EFA. Score 2 if project 3 No Yes Yes
Transportation - gaps or pgrades substandard facilities along : ° ! !
communities S S includes/addresses pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
q elements and in EFA. Score additional 1 point if pedestrian or bicycle gap
completion is within .25 mile a frequent transit route in an EFA.
Equitable Makes improvements in area with |ET7. Is project tract area below regional 000 |Score 1 pointif project tract has fe expectancy score below regional L ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | average for life expectancy? g average (80.5 yrs). If no data for a specific tract, score 0. GIS evaluated.
ETS. Is the project located in an area to have
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | GIe: ) Score 1 point if project tract has diesel particulate matter level higher than
) . higher than regional average diesel 0.00 " 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes ‘ ‘ regional average (0.62 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
particulate matter concentration?
Equitable Makes improvements in area with | ET9. Is the project in an area with higher 00o |5core 1 pointif project tract has air toxics level higher than regional . ves o ves
Transportation poor community health outcomes | than regional average level of air toxics? g average (0.57 ug/m3). GIS evaluated.
ET10. s the project located on high injur
Equitable Makes improvements in area with °  project focatecion igh inldry, Score 1 point if project is in or touches an EFA AND is also located on a
) ‘ corridor or intersection within an Equity 0.00 core 1 L=y ¢ 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation poor community health outcomes |01 ' | high injury corridor or intersection. GIS evaluated.
Equitable Improves access to low-(and ETLL Is project in tract with an above- Score 1 point if project is located in a tract above region average. GIS
) i * regional average number of jobs within 30 0.00 1 Yes No Yes
Transportation middle?) wage jobs ¢ evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Removes, reduces disparities and
Equitable " ET12. Is the project in a tract area with lower|
g ) barriers (jobs, transit, services for SO 2 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
Transportation . @ than regional average vehicle access?
cauitable Removes, reduces disparitiesand | ET13. Is the project in a tract area with lower,
e vtation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | than regional average walkability and Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity i service access?
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | ET14. Is the project in a tract area with
e barriers (jobs, transit, services for  |longer transit access to jobs travel times Yes [Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P equity communities) (lower score) than regional average?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to ET12 - ET14 first. If
marked "YES" in any of those, then score this question. Score 1, 2, or 3
ET15. Based on the GIS responses, does the points if the project scope describes making improvements in an area with
couitable Removes, reduces disparities and | project improve travel options i an area lower than regional average vehicle access and/or walkability and
o mation barriers (jobs, transit, services for | with lower than regional average vehicle 100 |community services access. Total available points is 3. (One point for each: 3 No Yes Yes
P equity communities) access, walkability and community service improving vehicle access in tract areas with lower than average vehicle
access, and/or transit access to jobs? access; improving walkability and community service access in tract area
with lower than average walkability and community services; improving
transit access to jobs in tract areas with longer travel times)
— Removes, reduces disparitiesand L o st that the Score 1 f the applicant has clarly identiied dispariies or bariers beyond
) barriers (jobs, transit, services for ¢ 033 [those listed above and identified how the project is intended to address 1 No Yes Yes
Transportation N . project can address? N
equity that barrier.
couitable Improvement in area with high lack |ET17. Is the project in an area with higher
o mation of access to vehicle/high housing + |than regional average level of renter housing No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
P transportation burden burden?
couitable Improvement in area with high lack | ET18. Is the project in an area with higher Score 1 point if the project tract has higher than regional average cost
e of access to vehicle/high housing + [than regional average cost burdens 000 |burdens (Transportation cost burden calculated in ET12, ET14. Housing 1 Yes No Yes
c transportation burden (transportation + housing)? cost burden calculated in ET17). GIS evaluated.
Total available score: 5. Score 1- 5, based on your review of Community
improvement i area with high lack questions. Has the public been informed of the
Equitable P area with e ET19. How has public input informed project and had sufficient opportunities to comment? Has that input
) of access to vehicle/high housing + o e 267 | ¢ Has ) 5 No Yes Yes
Transportation ] project’s prioritization? informed how the project has been developed and prioritized for funding?
transportation burden . - S
Score 1- 5 if there is demonstrated public involvement and
implementation of that input.
Project location s designated asa |SSL.Is the project located on a high injur
Safe System oJe cesiy - sthepra) g injlry. 0.00  |Score 1 point if project is located at or on a high injury corridor. 1 Yes No Yes
priority for safety improvements |corridor?
safe system Project location i designated as 2 | SS2.1s the project located on a regional oo |Score L pointif the project s on either pedestrian or bicycle regional high L ves o ves
priority for safety improvements | pedestrian or bicycle high injury corridor? injury corridor. GIS evaluated.
Aol limbdehEme | e Gere e e Rt Score 1 point if the project s identified in a locally adopted safety action
Safe System e ) project is included in a locally adopted safety| 067 o 1C ! ! ¢ 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements 1 plan (See response to application questions Project Detail #9)
action plan?
Project location s designated asa  |S54. Are there any high injury intersections
Safe System oI cestgl > any high injury No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A Yes
priority for safety improvements within the project area?
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to S54. If marked
"YES," then score this question. If there any high injury intersections in the
_ o 55. Is project addressing a specific area > s question. i vien injdry inters
Project location is designated as a ) . project area, then review the project scope. In particular review
Safe System & ) with a high level of fatal or severe crashes? 0.00 et 2 " ) y 1 No Yes Yes
priority for safety improvements [ 2 " application questions Project Detail #8 and #9. Based on responses, are
Vi there any scope elements to increase traffic safety in the specific area? If
50, score 1 point. Max 1 point available.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to D1. Score 1 point if
the project's scope includes prioritized pedestrian functions. Review
Design elements prioritize pedestrian| >0 D°% the project's design classification ro':ctlsco e on’l’ if res ons: toD1is o’;e of the following design
Safe System g P P include prioritized functions for the 100 | pe only If resp g Cesigl 1 No Yes Yes

safety

pedestrian realm?

classifications: Regional Boulevard, Community Boulevard, Regional Street,
Community Street, Regional Trail. If the project does not carry one of
these design classifications, please score 0.
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Cedar Creek/Ice Age Tonquin Trail: Roy Rogers - OR 99W

CFP29
Cedar Creek/Ice Age Tonquin Trail: Roy Rogers - OR 99W

Project Max Points

Gis
Subjective .
XTOINS  Evaluated ) Scoring
Available in Review
Scored Question
Question 5 Question
Question

RTP Goal Area Performance Measure Evaluation Question-Criteria Application  Instructions on How to Score

Average Score

Design elements prioritize pedestrian

557. Are the preferred design elements
being used for pedestrian functions

Max available score of 3 points. Score 1-3 points if the project design
classification and design elements represent the highest pedestrian
priority design according to design classification. To help, see responses to
design section application questions #41 and #42. Are the pedestrian

Safe System 3.00 No Yes Yes
U safety according to the functional class and design functions for the desired environment selected to show pedestrian access
classification? and mobility as "Priority?" Also look at the current conditions section
application question #3 and 4 related to speeds for pedestrian
environment context.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response from ET4. If ET4 is
marked "YES" then score questions SS8 and S59.
safe system iifl;éc::::{\:::\gpanially; ATor 528.?Does the project address a network oo auesti o ves ves
gap 8ap! Total pts available = 2. 1 point for partial fill (558); 1 additional point for
completely filling gap (559).
Fill letely, partially) AT $59. Does th ject letely fill th
Safe System ey pegtialv iAoy UG BRI 100 |Seeinstructions in SS8. No Yes Yes
Trails network gap gap?
5510, Applicable to Trail Projects: I the
Fills (completely, partially) AT or 9. Applican! I"Projects: ls the Score 1 point if the project is identified on the Regional Trails Major
Safe System ' project identified as a regional trails major 1.00 Yes No Yes
Trails network gap f Investment Strategy.
investment?
Fills (completely, partially) AT or | SSLL.Is the project located with a K-12 Reference only. No points allocated. Verify responses all in current
Safe System plecpisisy oty Crey Yes e D UDITARNSELE iy No N/A Yes
Trails network gap school walkshed? conditions question #7 in project application.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or 5512. Does project contain elements that o ce duestion. Se ponse o duestion
! ; : P ) marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of aK-12  [improve active transportation access to a 1.00 ed 'YES > this question No Yes Yes
description includes walking/biking/rolling safety elements to the network
school Safe Routes to School school? i BN
leading to the school(s). If SS11 response is "NO" score as 0.
o This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question SS11. If
Project is within 1 mile (or ) o ) ) P e on
] ) 5513. Does the project address a school marked "YES," then score this question. 1 point available if project
Safe System designated walking zone) of ak-12 |2 0.00 e n : No Yes Yes
e o identified safety hazard? describes and explicitly references the project elements address a school
identified safety hazard. If S511 response is "NO" score as 0.
CARL. Is the project completing sidewalks
Climate Action and  |Provides/increases transit option |and trals gaps near transit? Does project 000 |Score 1 pointif projectis on atier Lor 2 prioritylevel on the TriMet ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) add/improve an prioritized connection to ) pedestrian plan map. GIS evaluated.
transit?
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR2. Is project on an Enhanced Transit 000 |5core L pointif the projectis categorized as an ETC project in the 2023 ves " ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Corridor pilot list? : RTP. GIS evaluated.
Score 1 point if the project i located along the Better Bus Analysis
Climate Action and | Provides/increases transit option | CAR3. Is the project included in the Better 000 ighlighted here: https: hinyapps.ioftrimet- ves o ves
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) Bus segment groupings analysis? " bdat-systemwide-simple/
GIS evaluated
Refer to the Enhanced Transit treatments and toolbox (see page 4-19 or
page 77 of Regional Transit Strategy (RTS) for description of enhanced
CARd. Does project include scope elements transit type tools for operations). Max score 2 points available. Score 1
Climate Action and  [Provides/increases transit option | to increase the efficiency of transit o000 |Pointifprojectincludes non-infrastructure modifying elements (i signal o ves Vs
Resilience (CSS rating = 5 stars) operations? Can include stop and/or g retiming, etc.); score 2 points if project includes infrastructure modifying
intersection enhancements. (i.e. dedicated right of way, bus pull outs). Review the Regional Transit
Strategy here. https: ’ gov/regional-transit-strategy
Max score 1 point. Review project scope. s the project adding new o
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | CARS. Does project increase or add Active Loo |expanding active transportation network? Score 1 point if project adds or o ves Vs
Resilience (€SS rating = 3 stars) Transportation infrastructure? ! expands AT infrastructure to make cycling/walking safer, easier and more
attractive.
Review project scope. Max score 2 points available. Score if the project
CARS. Does project identify specific lew|proj P! '@ Z points ave > proJ
. . L _— . y scope adds new or advances existing operation of digital, smart, and/or
Climate Action and | Provides/increases bicycling/walking | Transportation System Management and ’ v > e
e > ° © ! 0.00 transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure to manage existing No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 3 stars) Operations (TSMO) investments in the c ‘ ! ! ’
et capacity on the project roadway. Examples can include fiber optic,
& ! upgraded traffic signals, traveler information, speed reduction warnings.
CAR?. Is the project located on a planned
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity | minor or major arterial street according to !
No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) the Motor Vehicle policy map in the 2023 v-Nop /
RTP?
Two ways to assess this measure. Max score 1 point avalable if either Part
L or Part 2 applies. (Does not have to be both, just one) Part 1is a GIS
dependent question. See response to CAR7 and the GIS result.
Part 1: See response to CAR7. If the response is "YES," review the project
scope elements. Do the project other scope elements compliment and add
elements (system management, etc.) to move vehicular traffic from
CARS. Is project likely to encourage local ° (s 8! , etc) "
) ) » ° adjacent collector and local streets? If scope elements include, then score
Climate Actionand  |Improves/adds street connectivity | traffic to use local and collector streets to 100 1 point No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) minimize local traffic on regional arterial ! Gt
e Part 2: If response to CAR7 is "NO," then review of project scope. Does the
project help to complete a well-connected network of collector and local
streets that provide for local circulation and direct vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian access to adjacent land uses and to transit for all ages and
abilties? This can include a minor collector making a connection or a dead
end punch through. Should include complimentary complete streets
elements.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
) )  |cAR9. Does the project include o address 152 GI5 dependent question. 3 resp question £
Climate Action and  [Improves/adds street connectivity oD ° " 1 point if project includes pedestrian OR bicycle system completion
" ° gap in either the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ct Incluc trian ¢ ‘ “ ) No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) s elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full filling of
! gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to question ET4. Score
_ ) | cAR10. Does the project include or address IDEEECE I : 2 d )
Climate Action and Improves/adds street connectivity . 5 ) 1 point if project includes pedestrian AND bicycle system completion scope
na ° gap in BOTH the bicycle or pedestrian 1.00 ctincluc trian A L , j No Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) e elements. No distinguishment with this question on partial or full flling of
gap. No distinguishment if project is in an EFA.
CARLL. Applicable to Trail Projects: Is the
Climate Actionand | Improves/adds street connectivity V1. Appll " Projects: Score 1 point if the trail project is on the regional trails system map. GIS
e ° project located on the regional trails system 1.00 Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (€SS rating = 1 star) s evaluated.
Clmate Actionand | Improves/acids street connectivty | AR12- Applcable to Trail Projects: Isthe Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to S510. f marked
ne ° project identified as a regional trails major 1.00 YES," then score 1 point if the project is on the Regional Trals Major Yes Yes Yes
Resilience (CSS rating = 1 star) ;
Strategy. GIS evaluated.
) ] ) Max score 3 points. Review project scope, particularly response to Project
Integrates transportation demand | CAR13. Does the project scope include score 3 points. Review pr g ularly
Climate Actionand [ management strategies (outside of | Transportation Demand Management Detall question 11 in application. Score if the project includes or speaks to
8 8l pe ge 0.00 any transportation demand management strategies implementation with No Yes Yes

Resilience

TSMO) as part of the project (Cli

Smart Strategy rating = 3 stars)

to support and the
infrastructure project?

the completion of the project. Do not score for project development
applications.
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Appendix 2

28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Cedar Creek/Ice Age Tonquin Trail: Roy Rogers - OR 99W

Project ID:

CFP29

Project Name:

Climate Action and

Cedar Creek/Ice Age Tonquin Trail: Roy Rogers - OR 99W

In a designated 2040 Land Use center

CAR14. Is project located in a designated

No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) 2040 land use area? v-Hop /
) . This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CAR14. If marked
) ) ) CAR1S. Is project located in or improves — penden " )
Climate Action and  [In a designated 2040 Land Use center| “ ! YES" then review project scope and score. Max score 1 point. Score i
" ° multimodal connections to a designated 0.00 ° ! core 1P No Yes Yes
Resilience or corridor (or connects to?) project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements
2040 land use area? e :
within or connecting to a 2040 land use area.
Increases tree canopy, green ) )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Urban heat island
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR16. Is the project is located in an urban . (ARSI t t !
ne infrastr - ) No |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in top quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for | heat island? ‘ o< ;
" urban heat index deviation from average'.
climate change
] ] Increases tree canopy, green CARLY. Does the scope adds street rees or Thisis  GIS dependent question.See GIS response to CARIS, If marked
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ] YES," then review project scope and score. Score 1 point if project
ne infrastr - other green infrastructure to reduce heat 000 | No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for island effects? includes scope elements (e.g. street trees, tree canopy, green
climate change ’ infrastructure) which address urban heat effects.
Increases tree canopy, green ) -
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. High environmental
Climate Actionand |infrastructure and decreases CAR18. Project is located in a high V-Sop ed. 6 et "
ne infrastr - 5 MG No |hazard potential defined here as 'project located in census tract in top No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for  |environmental hazard potential risk area? ¢ ¢ here
" quartile of tract hazard index
climate change
Increases tree canopy, green )
Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Low canopy coverage
Climate Actionand  |infrastructure and decreases CAR19. Is the project located in an area with ‘ V- No p! t t Py 8
ne infrastr - No |defined here as ‘project located in census tract in bottom quartile of tract No N/A No
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for |low canopy coverage? )
" canopy coverage percentage'.
climate change
This is a double GIS dependent question. See GIS response to CARLS. If
CAR20. Does the project scope includes — pendent 4 ponse to
Increases tree canopy, green 20, ! marked "YES" then review project scope. Score 1 point f project scope
) ) ! mitigation element? Examples include green ' ’ core 1
Climate Action and  [infrastructure and decreases ! elements includes environmental hazard mitigation elements, such as
ne infrastr - infrastructure to manage stormwater or 0.00 " " ) No Yes Yes
Resilience impervious surfaces to mitigate for ) ! green infrastructure, street trees, increased canopy coverage. If CAR19is
" street trees in areas with lower than average e - "y N
climate change marked "YES," then score additional 1 point if scope includes tree canopy
tree canopy coverage. §
elements. Max score 2 points.
Climate Actionand | Addresses an Emergenc CAR2L. Is the project on an Emergenc
"8 " gency @ proJ sency No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Resilience Transportation Route Transportation Route?
T I —— Thisis atiple IS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR1S,
) ) ! ” CAR20, and CAR21. If marked "YES" to any, the review project scope
Climate Action and | Addresses an Emergency look to increase the resilience of ma ) )
i " . estie _ 000 |elements. Score 1 point if the scope includes elements that increase No Yes Yes
Resilience Transportation Route infrastructure (e.g. seismic, flooding, m ¢ ludes ele !
ras e resilience of infrastructure OR add mobility options/mobility redundancy
wildfires) or add mobility options? !
along an Emergency Transportation Route.
Climate Action and N CAR23. Project scope includes elements to Review project scope. Score L point if scope description includes
ne Decreases impervious surface 033 |stormwater management features beyond what may be considered No Yes Yes
Resilience manage stormwater. "
required.
Review project scope. Does the project include a new street segments or
o proposes to convert a dead end street into a street connection for
MOL. Does the project increases street ' A !
I o¢ ‘ ! different modes of travel? A partially GIS dependent question. Please
Mobility Options street to support direct and multiple 1.00 : ) ! No Yes Yes
! reference responses in CARS to help inform scoring. If yes, then score 1
route options? erence s .
point. This can also include enhancing a substandard street to a complete
street.
Review project scope. Does the project create new paths o redundancies
in the network that reduces circuitous travel? Are the paths pedestrian or
MO2. Does the project provide shorter trips in the n reuitous paths pec
Mobility Options [ Improves/adds street connectivity | for people walking, bicycle, and/or accessin 100  |Cvelinginfrastructure focused? A partially GIS dependent question. Please No Yes Yes
v OP P v mn"s,‘t P & picyele, e ! reference responses to MO1 and CARS to help inform scoring. Score 1
: point, if project scope reflects shorter travel and if project street
connectivity elements includes pedestrian and cycling infrastructure.
MO3. Is the project located within a % mile
Mobility Options Improves/adds street connectivity ABUrBHICEE . i No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
of a high injury corridor or intersection?
This is a GIS dependent question. Review response to MO3. If project is
located within a 1/2 mile of either direction of a high injury corridor or
. Project area has a high number of | MO4. Does the project provide a safer ! v /2 mile of ef gh Injury
Mobility Options 2 ° " : 100 |intersection then review project scope. Do the scope elements enhance or No Yes Yes
crashes (all severities) alternative to a high-crash location? N . .
creates an alternate connection to a high crash location? Max score 1
point.
This is a GIS depedent question. Review response to project question D1,
- design classification. Based on the design classification, are reliability
MOS. Does the project include treatments ication. Bas " LEALE
° R oe treatments - if any identified and for any mode - consistent with design
- . toincrease reliability and efficiency for all ment " ° &
I Increases reliability and efficiency for el classification? If so, do the treatments increase reliability and efficiency?
Mobility Options modes, considering roadway/street 0.67 ‘ o mhe ) o No Yes Yes
all travel modes ) e ’ Examples include bicycle signals to support the “green wave”, signal
functional classification and design e ‘ L G
s timing, travel time messages, and leading pedestrian intervals. Score 1
! point f treatments are consistent with design classification and increase
reliability and efficiency.
Provides/increases transportation | MOB. Does the project fll a gap or deficienc This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS responses to CAR9 and CARL0. If
Mobility Options vides/i P ’ prol 8P I 100 ’ pencent g : P No Yes Yes
option in AT network? either marked "YES"then score 1 point.
Review project scope. Score 1 point if project contains elements from ETC
. ) MO7. Does the project include elements ie|pro) pe. Scare - point 1t prol
Mobility Options  |Reduces delay for transit ; sl 000 [toolbox or other transit-specific mobility elements. No Yes Yes
that improve transit reliability? N ° !
PS:, a B¢ 31 i it-strategy
MO8. Is the project located on a segment of
Mobility Options | Reduces delay for transit transit network that suffers from delay (and No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No Yes
ultimately reliability)?
This is a partially GIS dependent question. See response to MO7 and GIS
response to MOS. If MO8 is a "YES, " then review project scope. If scope
MO8. Does the project scope address transit addresses transit delay using elements in MO7 score 1 point. If the transit
Mobility Options Reduces delay for transit ae pro) P! 0.00 celay using: o re £ point. Yes Yes Yes
delay and reliability? delay segment being served is one of in terms of high ridership routes,
score additional 1 point. Ridership data available here:
https://tri e
MO10. Does the project improve reliability This is a GIS depdendent question. See GIS responses to TEL0 and TE12. If
by removing a barrier or making an marked "YES" to any, review scope elements and review responses to
Mobility Options Improves freight reliability oy remaving maiing 2 0.00 ¥, revi P ! po No Yes Yes
improvement on the regional freight TE11 and TE13. If project scope appears to be removing a barrier or
system? enhancing mobility on the freight network, then score 1 point.
Support/provide/increases access to | TEL s the project ocated in a tract with # of
Thriving Economy pPOrY/provic target industries greater than (>) the No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
Target Industries ;
regional average?
o 1£2. Does project improve access to s tract This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL. If marked "YES
. Support/provide/increases access to | . . N then score.
Thriving Economy ¢ with # of target industries > regional 0.00 - ) ) No Yes Yes
Target Industries B Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access
e’ to get around with in or get to that tract?
TE3. Does project improve access to a tract
Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional No |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. No N/A No
average?
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Appendix 2
28-30 Regional Flexible Fund Step 2 Outcomes Evaluation Individual Score Summary:
Cedar Creek/Ice Age Tonquin Trail: Roy Rogers - OR 99W

CFP29

RTP Goal Area

Cedar Creek/Ice Age Tonquin Trail: Roy Rogers - OR 99W

Performance Measure

Evaluation Question-Criteria

TE4. Does project improve access to a tract

Project
Application
Average Score

Instructions on How to Score

This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TE3. If marked "YES"
then review project scope and score.

Max Points
Available in
Question

GIs
Evaluated
Scored
Question

Subjective
Review
Question

Scoring
Question

Thriving Economy | Industrial/C: with # of acres > regional 000 |Does the project include scope elements that increases multimodal access 1 No Yes Yes
average? to get around with in or get to that tract? Review application responses to
Project Detail questions 14, 15, and 16 to be helpful here.
In a designated 2040 Land Use center | TES. Is project located in a designated 2040
Thriving Economy =B (1% E No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
or corridor (or connects to?) land use area?
B In'adesignated 2040 Land Use center| TE5-15 Projectocated in or provides This i a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES. Score L point if
Thriving Economy . multimodal connection to a designated 2040| ~ 0.00 |project scope includes elements to enhance multimodal improvements 1 No Yes Yes
or corridor (or connects to?) roe .
land use area? within or to 22040 land use area.
) - N — Thiss 2 parial G15 depedent question. Max score available: 3. Score 1
Increases multimodal mobility and ’ ) point per: 1) if project addresses active transportation on a regional
. muttim address a substandard active transportation PG ses acti 2!
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport o ! ’ 100 |facility; 2) increases access to industrial and transport facilities (see GIS 3 No Yes Yes
S8 facility and/or increases access to transit "
facilities ! ) - response to TES for reference); 3) makes improvements to a segment of
infrastructure on a regional facility? [T ’
identified (either source) freight routes or connectors.
Increases multimodal mobility and | TES. Is the project located in or within a.5
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport | mile distance to a Title 4 land use Yes  |Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
facilities ignati
TES. Does the project scope includes
Increases multimodal mobility and = prol pel * This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TES, score only if
. muttim: elements to increase access industrial and o ! 4 >
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport ner 067 | marked "YES."Max score 1 point. Does the project scope include elements 1 No Yes Yes
eS8 transport facilities (e.g. creates a new > . ¢ "l
facilities ) toincrease access to industrial and transport facilties?
and/or
Increases multimodal mobility and
TE10. Is the project located on the regional
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport ; proj 8 No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
ess freight network
facilities
This is a GIS dependent question. See GIS response to TEL0, if marked
Increases multimodal mobility and ) ) "YES" then review project scope elements enhance multimodal access on
» muttim TE11. Does project make improvements to e en s ! B,
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport - 000 |[the roadway. Max score 1 point. This can include sidewalk infil, bicycle 1 No Yes Yes
oS freight network? - oac "
facilities facilities infill or (g , infill near
transit stops
Increases multimodal mobility and ) o
TE12. Is the project located in a Title 4
Thriving Economy |access to industrial and transport | s the proj nati No Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. 0 No N/A No
o industrial center?
facilities
This is a GIS depdent question. See GIS response to TE8 and TEL2; if
Increases multimodal mobility and | TE13. Does the project increase multimodal marked "YES" then review project scope elements. Max score 1 point.
Thriving Economy | access to industrial and transport  |access and options within a Title 4 industrial 000 |Score 1 point f scope elements add new mobility option or enhances 1 No Yes Yes
i center? existing option (e.g. upgrades an existing bicycle lane from buffered to
protected) in or connecting to the Title 4 industrial center.
TE14. Is project in tract with an above- I ) )
» ) - an abover Score 1 point if project is in an area with an above regional average
Thriving Economy | Increases access to jobs regional average number of jobs within 30 0.00 " Lisinan area wit 0 Yes Yes No
¢ number of jobs accessible within 30 minutes (by all modes). GIS evaluated.
mins. all modes)?
Does the project design represent | D1, What is the design classification of the
) the best possible improvementin | project roadway? Trail/Multi- !
Design Reference only. No points allocated. GIS evaluated. Yes No No
8! project area, based on functional  |NOTE: Trails do not have a design Use Path v-Hop
classification? classification.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent  [D2. Based on the functions appropriate for hitps: - -Bov/s 2024/10/ igning-
project design represer - Base © fun ppropriz Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
) the best possible in |the design are the design
Design ) : catio > cesBn 333 5 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional | recommended prioritized functions being o )
P, o Refer to the responses to application Design section questions 41 - 57. Also
classification? prioritized? plication >
look at the responses to Design section questions 35 and 36. Based on the
responses, are the priority functions of the design classification being
prioritized in the scope of work? Max score s 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
https:, i 2024/10/: igning:
Livable-Streets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf
PoSEEEERCER IR |[5h s erdmedldesisamEadig X i X o
) the best possible improvement in / LOG ° Review the responses to the Design section of the application. In
Design ! © design classification being applied as part of 3.00 ‘ ) : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional 4 particular, note where questions about preferred design treatments are
ect ar the scope of work for the project? ' ¢ ° ore
classification? being used. Max score is 3. Score on a 1-3 scale. Projects where a majority
of the scope elements are preferred designs, score 3. Projects where
around half of the scope elements are preferred designs score 2. Projects
where minimal preferred treatments are in the scope, score 1. Projects
where no preferred treatments, score 0.
Refer to Designing Livable Streets and Trails Guidebook chapter 3, 4, and
Chapter 6 - Table on page 6.4
Does the project design represent | D4. Is the project purpose and scope https; . gov/si 2024/10/25/Designing-
Design the best possible improvementin [elements,is the project consistent with the ey |LivablesStreets-and-Trails-Guide-20241025-1.pdf s o ves Vs
project area, based on functional | design classification and functional class
classification? identified for the project? Review the responses in the Design section of the application. Does the
project description reflects an overall appropriate design for the facility's
primary purposes? Max score is 5. Score on a scale of 1-5.
DS. What constraints were articulated that ) - - )
? articulate Review the responses to the Design section of the application, particularly
. the project faces (geographic, financial, ) ton ot (2
Does the project design represent [ o0 0 B8R of the trade-offs question. Does the project design and description reflects
. the best possible improvement in I 3 . a sufficient compromise given the identified constraints? Max score 3
Design ! © mitigate these constraints? How well didthe | 233 ' GIENLIDLERIEEE : 3 No Yes Yes
project area, based on functional e points. An example of this i a project design in a constrained ROW
ect ar project design adapt and sought to the > An exc ) e ; )
classification? ! 8o ouet ) reducing vehicle travel lane width to provide/improve bike and walking
design classification and prioritized functions facilities, even though each mode may have a less-than-preferred design
in light of these constraints? > & Y P Ll
Comments provided by reviewers on this
Feedback Reviewer feedback P v No evaluators comments. No N/A No

project
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