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AAMPO Overview




The Alamo Area Metropolitan
Planning Organization (AAMPO)

Provides local input and coordination
between the public and local, state and
federal agencies for federal transportation
programs and funding.

AAMPO develops transportation plans,
selects and approves projects for federal
funding based on regional priorities and
administers programs to improve mobility
options and performance.
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AAMPO Committees

Transportation Policy Board Executive Committee
21 voting members 9 members
Generally meet on the 4" Monday Meet as Needed

Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)
20 voting members
Generally meet on the 1st Friday

Active Transportation Advisory
Committee (ATAC)

24 members
Generally meet on the 2" Wednesday

J

Land Use & Regional Traffic Incident Transportation

Freight, Rail & Transit
Thoroughfare gubcommittee Management Demand
Subcommittee Subcommittee Management




Board Member

Councilwoman Melissa Cabello-Havrda Chair
Commissioner Rebeca Clay-Flores Chair Elect
Commissioner Kevin Webb First Vice Chair
Mr. Kevin Wolff Past Chair

Mr. Michael J. Lynd, Jr., Board Chairman
Commissioner Tommy Calvert, Jr.
Commissioner Grant Moody

Art Reinhardt, P.E., County Engineer
Councilmember Andrés Campos
Councilmember John Courage
Councilmember Marina Alderete Gavito
Councilmember Sukh Kaur

Razi Hosseini, P.E., RPLS, Public Works Director
Ms. Bridgett White, Planning Director

Mayor Donna Dodgen

Mayor Chris Riley, Leon Valley
Judge Kyle Kutscher
Councilmember Ty Wolosin

Councilman Kevin Hadas, Selma

Mr. Charles Benavidez, P.E., District Engineer

Javier Paredes, Board Member

Representing

City of San Antonio
Bexar County
Comal County

Advanced Transportation District

Alamo Regional Mobility Authority

Bexar County

Bexar County

Bexar County

City of New Braunfels
City of San Antonio
City of San Antonio
City of San Antonio
City of San Antonio
City of San Antonio

City of Seguin
Greater Bexar County Council of
Cities

Guadalupe County

Kendall County Geographic Area
Northeast Partnership

TxDOT San Antonio

VIA Metropolitan Transit

POLICY
BOARD
MEMBERS
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Project Call Information




What is STBG?

Federally reimbursable
funding program

Most flexible funding source

Available for all project and
program types (capacity,
operational, bike/ped, transit)

Scored using multi-factor,
performance-based criteria

Largest available funding pool

AANEO



STBG Eligible Projects

Only construction elements are eligible for funding, not
preliminary phases. (i.e. ROW and ENG)

e Capacity: roadway widening,
new construction

* Operational: signal re-timing,
intersection improvements, ITS

* Transit improvements

* Bicycle and pedestrian facilities

* Programs: Freight and
intermodal, vanpool, etc.

* Planning Studies



What is CMAQ?

L * Federally reimbursable
funding program
QO N gESt lIoN I Supports transportation

projects that contribute

M Itlgatlo N 3 nd to emissions reductions

—— * Targets areas that

A- aren’t meeting national

_I r air quality standards for
ozone, carbon

gu 3 I |ty monoxide, and/or

particulate matter.
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CMAQ Eligible Projects

Only construction elements are eligible for funding

Projects that add or reduce roadway capacity are not eligible
* Operational projects

 Congestion reduction and
traffic flow improvements

* Freight and intermodal
o Engine retrofit/replacement
o Intermodal facility

o Grade separation
* Transit improvements

* Bicycle and pedestrian facilities




CMAQ Eligible Programs

Diesel engine retrofits and other advanced truck
technologies

Idle reduction

Parking program

Programs that encourage transit ridership
Bicycle and pedestrian programs

Travel demand management

Public education and outreach activities
Transportation management associations
Carpooling and vanpooling

Carsharing

Training

Inspection and maintenance programs

Alternative fuels and vehicles




What is TA?

Bicycle and pedestrian
projects

* Active transportation
safety improvement
projects

* Facilities must be open
to the public

e AAMPO has developed
bike-ped specific
criteria for TA projects

AANEO



TA Eligible Projects

* Only construction elements are eligible for funding, not
preliminary phases. (i.e. ROW and ENG or planning)

e Capital: new or improved
bike/multi-use paths, sidewalks,
etc.

* Operational: crossing/safety
improvements, Safe Routes to
School, Complete Streets

* Transit improvements: bike
storage facilities, connectivity
improvements

* Bicycle and Pedestrian Programs




What is CRP?

L e Requires carbon
emissions reduction
ca rbo n benefits

Projects types are

Red uctio 1 similar to CMAQ, but

targets carbon dioxide

e ti——.
Available in entire

Erogra m AAMPO study area

AAMPO



CRP Eligible Projects

* Only construction elements are eligible for funding

* Projects that add or reduce roadway capacity are not eligible

* Most CMAQ-type projects will
be suitable CRP projects

* Electrification, energy efficiency
and alternative fuels

e Traffic-flow improvements (no
added capacity)

 Advanced transportation
management and technology
(ITS and TSMO)




Eligible Entities

Legend

@ ~4vPo Boundary
oo

City Limits

MPO
A

Applicants can include
municipalities, counties,
metropolitan transit
authorities, regional
mobility authorities,
river authorities and
school districts

Agencies within Bexar
County only eligible for

CMAQ funds (non-
attainment for ozone)

AANEO




Funding Availability

AET AETT

* Allocation is by formula

based on population
and, for CMAQ, severity
of air quality exceedance

Contingent upon the
availability of federal
funding, the total
amount funds available
for this project call is
estimated at $256.6m

for Fiscal Years 2027
through 2032.




Estimated Available Funding by Category

CATEGORY 5

Congestion Mitigation
and Air Quality

Improvement (CMAQ)
$46.3 M

FY 2027-2030 Project Call

CATEGORY 7 CATEGORY 9

Surface Transportation Transportation
Block Grant (STBG) Alternatives (TA)
$179.5M $146 M

CATEGORY 10
Carbon Reduction

Program (CRP)
$16.2 M

Total Project Call: $256.6 M

(Including 2031 and 2032)




Competitive project call

Reimbursement program and all federal and state rules apply (TxDOT
agreements and pass-through funding)

Attendance at this workshop is required for all entities planning to submit
a proposal

Minimum S$1mm construction cost for infrastructure projects

All project development costs (i.e. design, engineering, utility relocation
and right-of-way acquisition) are the responsibility of the implementing
agency

No minimum cost for programs

All proposals require a minimum 20% cash match (in-kind match not
applicable). Additional technical points are awarded for cash matches

>20% and 230%

AANEO



Entities awarded funding will enter into an agreement with TxDOT.
TXDOT will require reimbursement of their costs for review and
coordination of the project/program (more on this later)

Implementing entities must sign the project/program
understanding form (part of proposal’s support documents)

Entities submitting multiple proposals must assign an overall
priority to each proposal (i.e. 1t, 2"d, 31d), Selected
projects/programs will be allocated funding in FY 2027-2030 (FY
2031 and FY 2032) of AAMPQ'’s short- and long-range plans

— First day of FY = October 15t

— Last day of FY = September 30t

Implementing entities commit to developing and letting selected
projects/programs in the year funding is allocated

AANEO




Schedule

FY 2027 - 2030 TIP Call for Projects and Document Development Schedule

Date

September 2024
October 1, 2024
November 2024
December 16, 2024
December 17 and 19, 2024
March 1, 2025

April 1, 2025

April 30, 2025

May — June 2025

July 2025

July 2025
August/September 2025
April/May 2026

Milestone

Project Call Schedule and Funding Category Approval — TAC and TPB
Initiate Project Call Process

Project Scoring Criteria Work Group Finalizes Scoring Recommendation
Policy Board Action on Scoring Criteria Recommendation
Mandatory Informational Workshops

Project Submittals Due — Preliminary Phase

Notice to Submitters for Eligibility

Full and Final Submittals Due to AAMPO

Multiagency Scoring Workshop(s) + Public Involvement

TAC Funding Recommendation Work Session

Executive Committee Recommended Projects Presentation

TAC and Policy Board Action on Call for Projects Recommendations

Action to Approve FY2027-2030 TIP/Mobility 2050 Update/2026 Conformity
Determination

AANEO




Project Scoring




Proposal Scoring Criteria

* A multiagency work group will review proposed emissions
assumptions, technically score proposals (out of 100 points)

based on the adopted criteria, and review Project Risk
Assessments

— Programs will be scored identically to projects to the fullest extent
possible

— “Bonus” points for overmatch




Proposal Scoring Criteria

Projects will be scored based on funding category

— submitting for multiple funding categories will require one application,
but will receive individual technical scores for each funding category

TAC and workgroups retain discretion to fund projects under
any allowed category, but submittals may request their
preferred funding category

Projects will be recommended for funding based on
— Technical score

— Agency priority
— Public input
— Project readiness

— TPB approval




Scoring Spreadsheet: Process

Combine
Weighted
Scores

Project
Submittal

Funding
Category
Scoring Criteria

Add Bonus
Points

Section Scoring Normalize Receive Total
Criteria Section Scores Score




Scoring Spreadsheet: Sections

Description: Shows Section: Each funding External Guide References: If
what is required to category will have
score that row’s points multiple sections

\

necessary, a category will reference
an external guide for scoring.

¥ Section
Project Scoring
Caregory Points Maximum Descri Scoring Guidelines External Guide Beferences
Points  ption
3 Great
2 Good
Metric 1 1 r.i:j; Projects that perfarm better within thiz metric r:zlii;ihigher scores, Definitions can be found in this Possible extemal quide references will be losated in this column f needsd,
] Improve
ment
3 Great
Gaod
Metric 2 1 Okay | Projects that perform better within this metric receive higher zoores. Definitions can be found in this
=g Meeds column. \
] Improwe
ment \
Pairts
Subtotal:\ u 5 \\
\
Category: Each project will be placed on the Points Subtotal: # Scoring Guidelines:
points scale defined by “Description”. Projects of points possible Provides clarification,
may only receive one set of points per category. within this section definitions, and examples

AAMPO



Scoring Spreadsheet: Normalization and Weight

Section

Example
Example
Example
Example
Example

Raw Max
Score Score

2

w oo b~ b

6
6
10
8
4

Normalization Score
(Raw Score/Max
Score)

.33
.67
A4
1
0.75

|

The absolute maximum is 110 with all bonus points.
Total scores are compared against other submitted projects.

Weight

50
20
5
5
20
Bonus
Points
TOTAL
SCORE

Weighted Score
(Normalization
Score * Weight)
16.5
13.4
2
5
15

5

56.9



CMAQ Scoring Criteria

Scoring Criteria Scoring %

Emissions Reduction

(0)
e |bs/day of NOx reduced 50%
Benefit-Cost Ratiol 30%
« NOx C/B - % of total project cost
Non-SOV Travel 10%
* Preferred project types
Peak Hour Excessive Delay 10%

__Roadway designation

1e.g. Ibs of NOx reduction per day * project design life per month * short ton (1 metric ton = 1.10231 short tons) *
$19,141.60 (per short ton NOx) = Reduction Value/Project Cost = Benefit/Cost Ratio

AAMPOQO’s Transportation Policy Board approved scoring criteria in December 2024.

AANEO




CMAQ Scoring Criteria

Category

Points

Maximum

Emissions Reduction

Project Scoring

Description

Scoring Guidelines

Mitrious Oxide

Points

3 »=55.907 |lbs/day
2 »=57125 lbs/day
1 »=0.183 lbs/day
0 <0.183 lbs/day

Projects with significant Mitrious Oxide reductions score better.
Quartiles are based on CMAQ projects received in AAMPO's FY23-
26 and FY25-28 TIP.




CMAQ Scoring Criteria

Cost/Benefit Ratio

Project Scoring

Category . Maximum o Scoring Guidelines
Points X Description
Points

5-9.9%
2.5-4.9%
<2.5%

Nitrious Oxide Benefit-Cost Ratio = Reduction Value/Total Project Cost

=]

1e.g. Ibs of NOx reduction per day * project design life per month * short ton (1 metric ton = 1.10231 short tons) *
$19,141.60 (per short ton NOx) = Reduction Value/Project Cost = Benefit/Cost Ratio




CMAQ Scoring Criteria

Category

Points

Non-Single Occupant Vehicle Travel

Maximum

Project Scoring

Description

Scoring Guidelines

Project type

Points

Alternative Fuel Vehicles/Infra,

2 Carpool/Vanpool, EV Charging, Managed Lanes
[HOV), Transit Upgrades, Transit Expansion
Adaptive Traffic Control Systems, Traffic
: Flow, Diesel Idel Reduction, Diesel

Replacement, Travel Advisories, Managed
Lanes (GP)

Preferred project types receive a higher score.




CMAQ Scoring Criteria

Peak-Hour Excessive Delay

0 = e
De ptio .
0
2 On NHS Projects on the MNational Highway System
Projects d ith ab ional k-h
Roadway Designation 1 Roadways with above regional average PHED FRIEcts on roadways with 2 _DUE EVErBEE regional pear-hour
excessive delay
0 All other roadways All other roadways that do not fall into the categories above
Points Subtotal: 0 /2

national-highway- system[exploreﬂocatlon 29. 496857%2C 98. 439085%2C11 25



https://gis-txdot.opendata.arcgis.com/datasets/TXDOT::txdot-national-highway-system/explore?location=29.496857%2C-98.439085%2C11.25
https://gis-txdot.opendata.arcgis.com/datasets/TXDOT::txdot-national-highway-system/explore?location=29.496857%2C-98.439085%2C11.25

CRP Scoring Criteria

Scoring Criteria Scoring %

Emissions Reduction 50%
 Ibs/day of CO, reduced

Benefit-Cost Ratiol 30%
« CO, C/B - % of total project cost

Project Type 20%

» Preferred project types

1e.g. lbs of CO, reduction per day * project design life per month * short ton (1 metric ton = 1.10231 short tons) *
$223.17 (per short ton CO,) = Reduction Value/Project Cost = Benefit/Cost Ratio

AAMPOQO’s Transportation Policy Board approved scoring criteria in December 2024.

AANEO




CRP Scoring Criteria

Category

Points

Maximum
Points

Emissions Reduction

Project Scoring

Description

Scoring Guidelines

Carbon Dioxide

3 >=5304.565 |bs/day
2 >=1784.122 |bs/day
1 »=182.203 |bs/day
0 <182.203 Ibs/day

Projects with greater emissions reductions receive a
higher score. Based on quartiles listed in 25-28 TIP
CRP Project Scoring.




CRP Scoring Criteria

Cost/Benefit Ratio

Project Scoring

Category Maximum Scoring Guidelines
Points . Description
Points
3 >10%
L. 2 5-9.9% Benefit-Cost Ratio = Reduction Value/Total Project
Carbon Dioxide
1 2.5-4.9% Cost
0 <2.5%

1e.g. lbs of CO, reduction per day * project design life per month * short ton (1 metric ton = 1.10231 short tons) *
$223.17 (per short ton CO,) = Reduction Value/Project Cost = Benefit/Cost Ratio




CRP Scoring Criteria

Category

Points

Maximum
Points

Project Type

Project Scoring

Description

Scoring Guidelines

Project type

Transit, TSMO, Diesel Retrofit/Replacement,

4 Advanced Tech (traffic control, congestion
pricing, smart vehicle infra, etc.)
3 Traffic Flow, Truck Electrification
- Light-Duty Electrification, Freight
Improvement
1 Green Infra (efficient lights, etc.), Bike/Ped

Preferred project types receive a higher score.




CMAQ and CRP Scoring Requirements

Entities must use either the Federal Highway Administration’s
(FHWA) CMAQ Emissions Calculator Toolkit or the Texas A&M
Transportation Institute's (TTI) MOSERS emission calculations tool.

Note: some strategies are not available in MOSERS. CMAQ-type projects may be eligible for CRP, but must be submitted separately.

Transit Bus and Fleet Expansion Congestion Reduction and Traffic

, , Flow Improvements
Transit Bus Retrofits and

Replacement Idle Reduction

Carpooling and Vanpooling Bike and Pedestrian Improvements

Alternative Fuels and Vehicles New Park & Ride locations or
enhancements

Advanced Diesel Truck/Engine
Technologies

If emissions reductions cannot be calculated using one of the above tools, the
submitting agency must estimate emissions reductions using their own
methodology. All assumptions and calculations must be submitted.

AANEO



TA Scoring Criteria

Scoring Criteria Scoring %

Accessibility
« FHWA Bikeway Selection Guide 25%
 FHWA Sidewalks and Walkways Guide

Safety
e Average Fatal and Severe Injury Crash Rate for Cyclists/Peds 25%
* Crash Modification Factors

Mobility

 Serves High Trip Generators 20%
* Vehicular Speeds and Capacity

Connectivity

* Improves System Connectivity and Reduces Barriers 15%
* Node Density

* Existing Plan

Equity 15%

» Addresses Access for EJ Populations

AAMPOQO’s Transportation Policy Board approved scoring criteria in December 2024.

AANEO




TA Scoring Criteria

Category

Accessibility

Project Scoring

Description

Scoring Guidelines

Project includes bike facilities that matches or exceeds the

Includes projects such as greenway trails, shared-use paths with & minimum width of 10-ft
and necessary crossing signage/signals at at-grade crossings. Projects that cannot meet

2 FHWA Bikeway Selection Guide and include protected cycling this criteria due to ROW constraints must provide documentation of the constrained
infrastructure at intersections sections and all efforts to increase available space to qualify for the maximum number of
points
Bikeway Selection Guide 1 Project includes bike facilities that match or exceed the FHWA | Includes projects with bike facilities that match the vehicle speed or volume facility type
Bikeway Selection Guide recommended by the FHWA (Figures 9 & 10)
T Project includes hike facility that does not directly match the Includes projects with bike facilities that do not align with the FHWA Bikeway Selection
FHWA Bikeway Selection Guide Guide
- Project results in bike facilities that are narrower or results in| Roadway projects with no bike facilities on roadways where vehicular volume or speed
less separation than previous condition/no bike facilities call for them
Project includes pedestrian facilities that matches or exceed 3 ) 3 o
o o . Project must include both pedestrian facilities that match or exceed FHWA PEDSAFE
the FHWA Recommended Guidelines/Priorities for Sidewalks o . .
) . Recammended Guidelines,/Priarities for Sidewalks and Walkways (Table 1) and FHWA
2 and Walkways and include mid-block crosswalks that match i 3 N . B A
) i ) Guide for Improving Pedestrian Safety at Uncontrolled Crossing Location (Table 1). Projects
FHWA Guide for Improving Pedestrian Safety at Uncontrolled . . )
) ) . that only include one of element of either do not qualify for +2.
Crossing Location puide
Project includes pedestrian facilities that match or exceed the
Proposed Sidewalk Facility 1 FHWA Recommended Guidelines/Priorities for Sidewalks and Includes all ADA projects.
‘Walkways
Project includes pedestrian facilities that does not match the
4] FHWA Recommended Guidelines/Priorities for Sidewalks and Project does not match recommended widths or buffer zones.
Walkways
Project results in sidewalk or buffer space that is narrower or
-1 results in less mid-block crossings than previous

candition/no sidewalk present where necessary

Points Subtotal:

Ja




TA Scoring Criteria

VEHICLES PER DAY

L
=
-
|
o
>

mk

Qk

Separated Bike Lane
or Shared Use Path

8k
Tk
6k

Sk

Figure 9: Prefered Bikeway Type for Urban, Urban Core,
4k

Suburban and Rural Town Contexls
__—1
3k

2k Shared Lane
or Bike
1k Boulevard
Q I

SPEED MILES PER HOUR

Accessibility

Table 1. Recommended Guidelines for New Sidewalk/Walkway Instaliation.

Roadway Classification

and Land Use Sidewalk/Walkway

Future Phasing Requirements

Rural Highways Shoulders preferred, with
{< 400 ADT) minimum of 0.9 m (3 ft)

FHWA Recommended Guidelines

5.m (5-f) shoulders
prefered, minimum of 12 m
“ ired

Rural Highways
{400 to 2,000 ADT)

Secure/presenve ROW for fulure
sidewalks.

for Sidewalks and Walkways

Rural/Suburban Highway

Sidewalks or side paths
efermed. Minimum of 1 8-m
4 hectares (ha) [1d.u /  |(6-t) shoulders required

acre])

Secure/preserve ROW for fulure
sidewalks

Suburban Highway
(toddu/4na[ito4
du. / acre])

Sidewalks on both sides
required

n both sides

Major Arterial (residential)

Urban Collector and Minor |Sidewalks on bath sides
Arterial (residential) required
Urban Local Street Sidewalks on beth sides

of 16-m

oulders required.

(residential — less than 1 |prefered
d.u./.4ha[1du./acre])

Secure/preserve ROW for fulure
sidewalks

Urban Local Street
{residential — 110 4 d u { |Both sides preferred
4ha (1104 du /acre])

Second side required if densdy
becomes greater than 4 d.u.
ha (4 du./ chaols
bus stops, elc. are added

)ori

VEHICLES PER DAY

VOLUME

Figure 10: Preferred Shoulder Widths for Rural Roadways

Shared
Lanes

SPEED MILES PERHOUR

FHWA Bikeway Selection Guide

Local Street
Sidewalks on both skes
{residential — more than 4
" *required
du [ 4ha[4du /acre])
Al Commencal Urban | Sidewalks on both sides
Steets required

walks on bot
referred. Minimum of 1.5-m
sheulders required

All Streets in Industria
Areas

Figures 9 and 10

1 acre=0 4 hectares (ha)

FHWA Guide for Improving

Pedestrian Safety at Uncontrolled

Crossing Locations

Posted Speed Limit and AADT

Vehicie AADT <9,000

Roodway Configuration | <30mph | 35 mph | 240 mph | <30 mph| 35mph | >40 mph| <30 mph | 35 mph | >40 mph

Vehicle AADT 9,000-15,000 | Vehicle AADT >15,000

2 lanes B @ ° o © @ ©° o
ane 1 coch decson) 456 56| 56456 56 56456 56 56
7 9@ 0O 7 9@ 07 97 9 (5]
3 lanes with roised median 230 OO0 o0 30 60 O©0 60 o0 ©

(1Tone in each direcsion) e = 5 |45 s 5 |45 H 5
7 s @ @7 9 ©8 07 99 O 5]
3 lanes w/o raised median 0230 80 00D 30 OV VO 60D 60 ©

(llone insachdirechonwina |4 5 &| 56| 56458 56/ 56(456 586506
wo-wy leftaum o) s 07 s0 © an e 2 .
4+ lones with raised median 05805‘)@55@59@55‘359@56@59@58
@ormerslonesin o drecton) | 59789 50789050 506050 50 80
£+ Yanes wo raised median 0O 80 V0D D 6D VT VD 6D 6D ©
(omorelones n sach geecion) | 5 6 5@ 56 50 56 506/ 50 50 50
789789 80789080 80080 8O0 86O

Given the set of conditions in a cell

#  Signifies that the countermeasura is a condidate
fregtment at @ marked uncontrolled crossing location.

@ Signifies that the countermeasure should always be

considered, but nat mandated or required, based upon

engineering judgment at o marked uncontrolled

‘crossing location,

Sigaifes ot crosswolk visbilfy enhancemerts shouid

chvays ocour in conjuncion wth other identifed

countermeasures.*

The absence of o number signifies that the countermeasure

is generally not an oppropriote freatment, but exceptions may

be considered following engineering judgment,

(o}

1 Highoisibiity crosswolk morkings, perking restricions on
crosswalk approach, odequote nighttime lighting evels,
nd crossing woming signs

Roised crosswalk

Advance Yield Here To (Stop Here For) Pedestrions sign
and yield (stop) fine

In-Street Pedestrion Crossing sign

Curb extension

Pedestrion refuge sland

Rectongulor Rapid-Floshing Beacon (RRFE)"™

Roud Diet

Pedestrion Hybrid Beocon (PHE)™

cmNooR wWR



https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/ped_bike/tools_solve/docs/fhwasa18077.pdf
https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/ped_bike/tools_solve/docs/fhwasa18077.pdf
https://pedbikesafe.org/PEDSAFE/resources_guidelines_sidwalkswalkways.cfm
https://pedbikesafe.org/PEDSAFE/resources_guidelines_sidwalkswalkways.cfm
https://pedbikesafe.org/PEDSAFE/documents/STEP_Guide.pdf
https://pedbikesafe.org/PEDSAFE/documents/STEP_Guide.pdf
https://pedbikesafe.org/PEDSAFE/documents/STEP_Guide.pdf

A Scoring Criteria

Safety

Project Scoring

Category ) Maximum e Scoring Guidelines
Points . Description
Points
igh - ==
Averagedl C-rastha:- = Flatal a:d : P 10—2§EW H!gh - i‘I:Z')A — Use GIS data to identify the best fitting route {(may need to be parallel route if project is an
ErE ey B E s 2 TS o e rhyor e pojests} off-street trail) and utilize CRIS data and AADT to find crash rate. ADA projects may
Pedestrians (Year 2019-2023 1 Medium - 2-9 9 [or corridor/spot ADA projects) )
increase safety for the most vulnerable users.
Crashes per million vehicle miles) 0 Low - 0-2.9 (active transportation amenity projects)

Projects that include proven crash madification factors in Includes projects such as raised, concrete, or parking protected bike lanes, installation of

permanent construction pedestrian hybrid beacons, roadway reconfiguration, sidewalks, RRFB, etc.
Projects that P Saf C t i ick-build
1 rojec at r?len ? Etvl D:_m f:rmeasure: n q}:'i ul Includes projects such as leading pedestrian intervals, protected bike lanes with flexible
construction, signal retimings, or safety pilof
Crash Modification Factors - 18 5. tvp delineators, quick-build traffic calming pilot projects, etc.
projects/programs

8] Projects that do not affect safety Projects that do not necessarily include crash modification factors such as ADA
Projects that increase vehicular speeds or VMT on a corridor with active transportation

-1 Projects with a detrimental affect to safety ! P B

modes present.

Points Subtotal: 0 /5




TA Scoring Criteria

Safety

OFFICE OF SAFETY

Proven Safety Countermeasures

SPEED MANAGEMENT
Speed Safety 5 " Appropriate Speed
awro AAMPO Serious Injury & Fatal Crash Dashboard m Cameras Variable Speed Limits Limits for All Road Users
2019- 2024 (as of 051472024)
Total Crashes: Total Crashes: ROADWAY DEPARTURE

Select data by: Serious Injury & Fatal Crashes in the Alamo Region from 2019-2024

R A v Rumble
Wider Edge Lines = Strips and Stripes on
Serious Injury Severity Fatal Severity for Horkzonfal Curves % Two-Lane Roads
P Total Persons: Total Persons: Roadaide Design
SafetyEdge™ Improvements at Median Barriers
Curves

Cynicpalty Seriously Injured Killed

Pedalcyclists: Pedalcyclists: INTERSECTIONS

Backplates with Corridor Access Dedicated Lefi- and
Sk A Seriously Injured Killed E Retroreflective Right-Turn Lanes at
Wncania eriously Injure ille Retroref Management RightTum Lo

Pedestrians: Pedestrians: B e
Systemic Application
Intersection Related Reduced Lefi-Turn (5. of Multiple Low-Cost
e P & Wi, CONAN e G 5 e v e . - Seriously Injured Killed Confiict Intersections

Roundabouts F “ Countermeasures at
Yellow Change
Intervals

Stop-Controlled
Crath Speed Limit o 2 PEDESTRIANS/BICYCLES

. Rectangular Rapid
(E:nv::snvz::(‘:rl;; ity Bicycle Lanes Flashing Beacons
(RRFB)
Leading Pedestrian
Interval

ctation User Type

Intersections
Crashes by Month, Year Crash Severity

Speeding Over Limit Flag

Total Crashes

Medians and Pede:

an .
Refuge Islands in Urban ::gi;'::" Hybrid
and Suburban Areas

Road Diets (Roadway
Reconfiguration) Walkways

Pavement Friction
Management % Lighting Local Road Safety Plans

Road Safety Audit

FHWASA-21.082

AAMPO Serious Injury and Fatal
Crash Dashboard

FHWA Proven Safety
Countermeasures



https://www.arcgis.com/apps/dashboards/513ed2a3825a4bc3ab737c047e2a3485
https://www.arcgis.com/apps/dashboards/513ed2a3825a4bc3ab737c047e2a3485
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/proven-safety-countermeasures
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/proven-safety-countermeasures

A Scoring Criteria

Mobility

Project Scoring
Category . Maximum .. Scoring Guidelines
Points ) Description
Points
z :ml_ecil_s ED:tEI_::_d within or ctor;rlects to -reglclrnal Eentzri Regional centers include county seats and areas defined in the City of San Antonio's
rDIE; s r:'D ‘:I n :; EDHTEE EI o regl?nla czn = ) Y P SATomorrow: 1) Central Business District (CBD) San Antonio 2) Medical Center 3) Midtown,
. High Activity G " 1 conne _ E:IIST;E;EEET c;reg!o:: c;rmr:_ercla ! utrh anhr_rll:e San Antonic 4) Brooks 5) Texas ARM San Antonio 6) UTSA San Antonio 7) Stone Oak 8)
rves Hi ctivity Generators -
£ HsE, I, . '_“E":'r_;'“r? | IES L"E ion, or other g Highway 151 and Loop 1604 9] Greater Airport Area 10} Northeast I-35 and Loop 410 11)
— N Erjsm'l fesigen -|a- an u:jezone - Rolling Oaks 12) Fort Sam Houston 13) Lackland AFB/Port San Antonio 14) Boerne 15) New
Project is primarily located within or adjacent to low-density )
0 ) . Braunfels 16) Seguin
residential
: Adjacent parallel roadway or corridor has a speed limit of
>=35mph or AADT of >= 7,000
Adjacent parallel readway or corridor has a speed limit of Projects that prioritize active transportation improvements on corridors that require the
Vehicular Speeds and Capacity 1 <35mph or AADT of < 7,000 or new off-street trails with no preatest investment (generally major arterials) receive a higher score. Scoring criteria is
parallel route based on FHWA's Bikeway Selection Guide volume and speed.
T Adjacent parallel roadway or corridor has a speed limit of
<=25mph or AADT of <= 3,000

Points Subtotal: 1] Ja




TA Scoring Criteria
Mobility

SATomorrow Regional Centers

oy

To El Paso (550 miles) To Dallas/Ft. Worth (290 miles)

—

To Houston (195 miles)
—

Legend

City of San Antonio
County

mm  Airport

——  Major Highway

+—+ Rail

Regional Center Types
Activity Centers
i) Central Business District
£ Medical Center
i} Midtown
E Brooks
E Texas A&M - San Antonio
8
7
&l

+— ToEl Paso (575 miles)

University of Texas - San Antonio
Stone Oak
Highway 151 and Loop 1604

Logistics/Services Centers
] Greater Airport Area

To Corpus Christi (145 miles)
To Laredo (155 miles)

L

Special Purpose Centers

@
7]

Northeast I-35 and Loop 410
Rolling Oaks

Fort Sam Houston
Lackland AFB/Port San Antonio

Regional Center Types and Primary Transit Corridors

N
hwies €D

| County Seats — Boerne, New Braunfels, Seguin, and Hondo l

AANEO


https://sacompplan.com/regional-centers/

A Scoring Criteria

Category

Connectivity

Project Scoring

Description

Scoring Guidelines

Improves System Connectivity and
Reduces Barriers

Makes a new connections

Mew active transportation connections that did not previously exist.

Upgrades existing facility

Includes projects that increase the length of existing multimodal networks or upgrades a
dated facility to include ADA improvements and facilities for bicycle or pedestrians

Intraduces comfort amenities or wayfinding

Projects that include wayfinding, amenities, shade, etc.

Mode Density

Project will increase the number of active transportation
nodes

The active transportation node (intersections and crossings of pedestrian and cycling
facilities) density of marked/signalized crossings on the corridor or project area will
increase significantly as a result of the project (new street, trail, and shared-use path
connections to adjacent routes, mid-block crossings, and new active transportation

infrastructure along a corridor where none previously existed)

Project may increase the number of active transportation
nodes

The active transportation node (intersections and crossings of pedestrian and cycling
facilities) density of marked/signalized crossings on the corridor or project area may
increase as a result of the project including arterial roadway expansion with the addition
of marked or mid-block crosswalks, expansion of active transportation infrastructure on a
corridor where some previously existed, etc.

Project will not change the number of active transportation
nodes

The active transportation node (intersections and crossings of pedestrian and cycling
facilities) density of marked,/signalized crossings on the corridor or project area will not
change as a result of the project including ADA, signal timing, turn and auxiliary lane
additions, etc.

-1

Project may reduce the number of active transportation notes

The active transportation node (intersections and crossings of pedestrian and cycling
facilities) density of marked/signalized crossings on the corridor or project area may
decrease as a result of the project (EX: limited-access roadways in an urban area, arterial
roadway expansion without construction of marked or mid-block crosswalks)

Existing Plan

Project is listed as a priority project within local, regional, or
state active transportation plans or reports.

Include projects that are listed within a jurisdiction's plans (even if exact alignment isn't
being pursued or original jurisdiction is not completing the project). Project sponsor must
submit documentation of project with project submittal.

Points Subtotal:

/s




TA Scoring Criteria

Category

Equity

Project Scoring

Description

Scoring Guidelines

Project is in or connected to both a Minority and a Low-

2
i — Im:crm-e B Area- - Use GIS data and generalized project footprints to identify surrounding Minority and Low-
Addresses Access for Bl Populations Project is in or connected to either a Minority or a Low-Income L. . .
1 Income EJ census tract areas within a half-mile of the project area
El area
0 Project is not in or connected to an El area
Points Subtotal: /2

External Guide Reference (AAMPO iMap):

mpo.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id

=9c04880cae174948862626c9ecf292e8



https://mpo.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=9c04880cae174948862626c9ecf292e8
https://mpo.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=9c04880cae174948862626c9ecf292e8

STBG Scoring Criteria

Scoring Criteria Scoring %

Accessibility
*  Transit Ridership
*  Regional Center Access and Reliability

0,

*  Multimodal Connectivity 10%
*  Single Occupant Vehicle Travel
*  Vehicle Miles Traveled Reduction
Economic Vitality
*  Freight and Goods Movement

. 10%
Economic Development
. Regional Center Peak Period Delay/Transit Travel Time
Environmental Stewardship
e  Flood Zone Mitigation/Extreme Weather Resiliency
*  Greenhouse Gas and Precursor Emissions 10%
*  Natural Habitats
*  Historic Preservation
* Greenscaping
Equity
*  Alternative Modes and Transit Frequency
»  Transit Services within Equity Areas 10%
*  Travel Time Saving within Equity Areas
*  Multimodal Safety within Equity Areas
Mobility
*  Person Capacity 30%
e Peak Period Delay/Transit Travel Time
e Volume/Capacity Ratio
Safety
*  High-Crash Locations
*  Non-High-Crash Locations 30%

*  Points of Conflict/ROW Priority

. Multimodal Safet



STBG Scoring Criteria

Accessibility Part 1/2

Category Project Scoring
. Maxi o Scoring Guidelines
Points axl.mum Description +
Points
These are "significant transit improvements” that literature and experience
elsewhere has shown to have consistent increase in ridership, including (but
) o L L aren't limited to): large increase in existing route service levels (increasing
Project will increase transit ridership in ) B .
2 o transit frequency from 30-minute to 15-minute or less headways) or
corridor
introducing new modes to a corridor such as Bus Rapid Transit (BRT), or
other capital improvements that improve bus services like Transit Signal
Transit Ridership Priority (TSP) and queue jumping lanes.
These are low-to-moderate transit improvements such as improving transit
n Project may increase transit ridership in frequency from 20-minute to 15-minute headways, or extending an existing
corridor transit line by 1-2 miles, introducing sidewalks on a transit corridor that did
not exist in its previous condition, etc.
T Project has no impact on transit ridership in
corridor
-1 Project may reduce transit ridership in corridor Reductions in transit service levels likely
Project will improve peak hour travel time or
2 transit frequency to a regional center Use same metrics as "Peak Period Delay/Transit Travel Time" or transit
Project may improve peak hour travel time or frequency improvements to designated regional centers. Regional centers
1 - x . - L
Regional Center transit frequency to a regional center include county seats and _areas d_efln_ed in the City of Sarj Antomo_s
Access and 0 Project has no impact on peak hour travel time SATemorrow: 1) Central Business District (CBD) San Antonio 2) Medical
Reliability or transit frequency to a regicnal center Center 3) Midtown, San Antonio 4) Brooks 5) Texas ARM San Antonio 6) UTSA
eliabili
San Antonio 7) Stone Oak 8) Highway 151 and Loop 1604 9) Greater Airport
1 Project may degrade peak hour travel time or | Area 10) Northeast 1-35 and Loop 410 11) Rolling Oaks 12) Fort Sam Houston
transit frequency to a regional center 13) Lackland AFB/Port San Antonio 14) Boerne 15) New Braunfels 16) Seguin
Project includes (but are not limited to): improved transit stations,/shelters,
) . . . . bike share infrastructure, pedestrian infrastructure that are in high
Project will provide opportunities for linkages B _ ) ) _
R . development potential locations with frequent transit service, such as TOD
between modes or improves overall multimodal K B B B ) B
2 . B (Transit-Oriented Development) or Transit ways are a major capital project
system connectivity (such as extending or o B o
) . that creates or extends a busway or transit line that provides significant
connecting to transit ways) ~ ~ _ B _ R
travel time benefits to transit (particularly compared to adjacent vehicular
traffic) during peak period times
Multimodal Project will create new active transportation
Foef infrastructure on a corridor where none
Connectivity B . B o Include shared-use path projects in rural areas, sidewalks, bike lanes, etc.
2 previcusly existed or improve existing i ~ ~
i R (use FHWA Bikeway Selection Guide)
infrastructure to a state offering more
protection than previously
Project would improve peak hour travel time for | Projects that increase intersection efficiency (increase throughput without
1 all modes (without added capacity) or transit added capacity) or increase access including turn lanes, or bus queue
frequency jumping lanes
0 Project will not impact peak hour travel time for
all modes or transit frequency




STBG Scoring Criteria

Accessibility Part 2/2

Category Project Scoring
. Maxil o Scoring Guidelines
Points axllmum Description ne
Points
Project has a significant ridesharing component (HOV lanes), transit lanes,
or is a significant transit improvement on a cerridor identified in AAMPO's
Project will reduce SOV travel or implement a 2018 Regional Theroughfare Plan or other agency thoroughfare plan
2 transportation management strategy on one of (applicant must identify within application). "Significant transit
the MPO's "regional thoroughfares” improvement” consistent with scoring in "Transit Ridership" category.
Interstate and NHS system congested corridors are candidates for 2 points as
well.
Project has some more low-to-moderate transit improvements or introduces
. a new protected active transportation facility on a corridor identified in
Project may reduce S0V travel on one of the ) .
Single Occupant 1 e . AAMPO's 2018 Regional Thoroughfare Plan or other agency thoroughfare
MPO's "regional thoroughfares . ) ) o o T
Vehicle (SOV) plan {applicant must identify within application). Capacity improvements on
Travel readways with no transit service qualify for +1.
Generally includes signal timing improvements, auxilary lanes, turn lanes,
R . ADA improvements, etc. on a corridor identified in AAMPO's 2018 Regional
Project has no impact on 50V travel on one of .
0 e B Thoroughfare Plan or other agency thoroughfare plan (applicant must
the MPO's "regional thoroughfares ) ) " o ) )
identify within application). Includes projects not on a MPO major
thoroughfare.
. . Projects that add roadway capacity in a congested, transit corridor on a
Project may increase S0V travel on one of the N ) L ! .
-1 e . corridor identified in AAMPO's 2018 Regional Thoroughfare Plan or other
MPO's "regional thoroughfares ) . ) - L
agency thoroughfare plan (applicant must identify within application).
Projects with significant transit improvements (see "Transit Ridership" for
2 Project will reduce vehicle miles traveled (WMT) definition) or regional travel demand management/parking policies.
Significant roadway projects will not reduce VMT
: ~ ~ Projects with low-to-moderate transit improvements. New connections or
1 Project may reduce vehicle miles traveled (VIMT) . | B
upgraded facilities for active transportation
Vehicle Miles ADA or signal coordination/timing improvements, turn lane additions, etc.
Traveled (VMT) would fall under no impact. Although intersection efficiency improvements
Reduction @ Project has no impact on vehicle miles traveled may increase vehicular throughput at specific intersections, the overall
{WVMT) reduction capacity of the corridor is unchanged (number of lanes); Therefore,
throughput improvements at intersections would generally fall under no
impact to VMT (EX: signalized rural arterial intersection to roundabout).
. B B B Roadway projects that add vehicle capacity or create a new vehicle
Project may increase vehicle miles traveled . ) _ B
-1 (VM) connection to a major thoroughfare tend to increase VMT (Includes highway
interchanges)
Points Subtotal: 0 10




Category

Points

STBG Scoring Criteria

Maximum

Economic Vitality

Project Scoring

Description

Scoring Guidelines

Points

Project will improve travel time reliability or
operations on a corridor identified on the

2
Mational Highway Freight Metwork (Primary,
Critical Urban, or Critical Rural Facilities) Projects that could improve freeway operations and reliability include
Project will improve travel time reliability or - . .
1 i » hat b k capacity improvements, active freeway management, Integrated Corridor
Freight and operations on a corridor that has a-truc- Management, express route transit projects/park-and-ride, and traffic
Goods Movement ;::rc_en:ahge >59€-d01la-\.rerafelE_mnualtdal::,r t_”s: incident management programs. Based on: https://gis-
roject has no detrimental impact on frei
2] ! P e txdot.opendata.arcgis.com/datasets/ TXDOT: texas-national-highway-freight-
and goods movement
3 y 3 " network/about
Project may negatively impact the travel time
1 reliability or operations on a corridor
identified on the National Highway Freight
Metwork or a corridor with a truck percentage
- Project improves access to multiple
communities
= ) a Project is located within or adjacent to one Use definition of community found in "Alternative Modes and Transit
conomic
Devel . regional center Frequency". All projects located within or adjacent to a regional center
elopmen
e Project does not improve access to a receive 1 point.
o community or located within or adjacentto a
regional center
. ) } . Major roadway capacity improvement projects, transit corridor
Project will reduce peak period delay or transit | ) o o ) )
. o ) . improvements like Transit Signal Priority (TSP) and gueue-jumping lanes. Use
2 travel time within or adjacent to a Regional ) o ) e
Cent Regional Center definition defined in "Regional Center Access and
nter
Reliability".
. . _ | Minor roadway capacity improvements (such as auxiliary lanes, turn lanes,
3 Project may reduce peak period delay or transit ) ) A . ) )
Regional Center ) o . . or intersection throughput improvements without added capacity) or signal
) 1 travel time within or adjacent to a Regional o ) o ) e
Peak Period Cent timing improvements. Use Regional Center definition defined in "Regional
nter
Delay/Transit Center Access and Reliability"”.
Travel Time - B 3
P th t t k d del
reJect nas notimpact en peak period delay or Use Regional Center definition defined in "Regional Center Access and
o transit travel time within or adjacentto a L reim
Reliability”.
Regional Center
Project may increase peak period delay or Traffic-inducing projects connected to the corrider (capacity reductions). Use
-1 transit travel time within or adjacentto a Regional Center definition defined in "Regional Center Access and

Regional Center

Reliability".

Points Subtotal:

[*]

/6




STBG Scoring Criteria

Environmental Stewardship

Project Scoring

Category . Maximum . Scoring Guidelines
Points ) Description
Points
Project located within 100-year floodplain and
2 will include mitigation infrastructure in this
Flood Zone area
Mitigation,/Extre 1 Project will result in infrastructure that is more Project would elevate existing roadway, transit, or bicycle facility to
me Weather resilient to extreme weather events elevation that FEMA identified as within the 100-year flooodplain
Resiliency [v] Project not located within 100-year floodplain
1 Project is located within 100-year floodplain
and does not include mitigation infrastructure
2 R N e e Projects that reduce YMT or reduce delays without significant capacity
1 Project may reduce greenhouse gas emissions B B _ o
- h - 5 3 improvements (like signal system or timing improvements) would reduce
reenhouse Gas i i
[a] Project has no impact on greenhouse gas GHGs. Projects that increase WVMT (such as added capacity) or delays would
and Precursor emissions - e - 1
B increase GHG emissions. Adding turn lanes, auxiliary lanes, or throughput
missions
) ) o improvements at intersections without added capacity may reduce
-1 Project may increase greenhouse gas emissions o
greenhouse gas emissions.
1 Project may improve wetlands, floodplains,
o Dt_hE; :atural_hahlt:tﬁ or :Ilstc;rlcfieszurlci?s Use GI5 and generalized project footprints (similar to physical impacts
Matural Habitats v] FOJECTNES NO IMPECE 0N Wetiands, Noodpiains, identified in "Community Impacts” category) and environmental base map to
other natural habitats, or historic resources ) .
. - - estimate potential impacts
1 Project may impact on wetlands, floodplains,
other natural habitats, or historic resources
) ) [a] el s T e TR AT Use GIS and generalized project footprints (similar to physical impacts
Historic identified on the National Historic Register i e 4w i " : L i
) : = = = identified in "Community Impacts" category) and Mational Historic Register
Preservation Project may likely impact buildings or areas : -
-2 . . i o i base map to estimate potential impacts
identified on the National Historic Register
. o . Projects that include street trees, bioswales (EX. Curb-cut and bioswale on
Project will include elements of greenscaping o ) ) )
2 . curb bulb-out, within roadway median, or furniture zone of sidewalk), Low
and stormwater drainage ) .
Impact Development, drought resistant landscaping
Project may include elements of stormwater Projects that include street trees and/or drought resistant landscaping OR
Greenscaping 1 X i . .
drainage or greenscaping stormwater drainage system improvements
o Project does not include elements of
preenscaping
Project | ts of i
-1 reject may remove efemen _D greenscaping Projects that negatively affect stormwater drainage or remove greenspace
or stormwater drainage
Points Subtotal: 0 /7

AANEO



STBG Scoring Criteria

Equity Part 1/2

Project Scoring

Areas

Category . Maximum . e Scoring Guidelines
Points ) Description
Points
Project will add high-quality transit service or
2 active transportation connections to multiple
new Communities
Alternative Project will add high-quality transit service or
Modes and 1 active transportation connections to one new | High-quality transit = service with less than or equal to 15-minute headways.
Transit Communities Community = individual municipalities within the AAMPO study area or
Frequency Project will not add high-quality transit or regional centers identified in "Regional Center Access and Reliability”
o active transportation connections to new
Communities
A Project may degrade transit service or active
transportation connections to a Community
Use simple geography or on-board transit time to assess "direct” service.
Project will provide more direct transit service | Equity areas are defined as census blocks with »=50% minority population
2 between Minority and Low-Income equity areas and >=19.87% (regional average) of the population at or below the 125%
and regional center(s) poverty rate level. See AAMPO's iMap for reference on equity areas. Use
regional center definition defined in "Regional Center Access and Reliability".
Transit 5ervices
within Equity Project will provide more direct transit service New services include both significant and low-moderate transit line
Areas L within a Minority or Low-Income equity area improvements defined in "Transit Ridership”.
Project will not provide more direct transit
0 service within a Minority or Low-Income equity Includes areas with no transit service
area
= Project may degrade transit service within a Projects that increase VMT within a corridor without elements of transit
Minority or Low-Income equity area priority.
Major roadway capacity improvement projects, transit corridor
5 Project will reduce peak period delay or transit |  improvements like Transit Signal Priority (T3P) and queue-jumping lanes.
travel time on the corridor within Equity Areas Areas with no transit service and are within El areas should use the same
definition as "Peak Period Delay/Transit Travel Time", but in El areas.
Travel Time 1 Project may reduce peak period delay or transit Minar roadway capacity improvements (such as auxiliary lanes or turn
Savings within travel time on the corridor within Equity Areas lanes) or signal timing improvements
Equity Areas Project has not impact on peak period delay or
1] transit travel time on the corridor within Equity
Areas
Project may increase peak period delay or
-1 transit travel time on the corridor within Equity | Traffic-inducing projects connected to the corridor (capacity reductions)




STBG Scoring Criteria

Equity Part 2/2

Category Project Scoring
Maximum _ Scoring Guidelines
Description

Points )
Points

Project will directly improve safety through
improvements at a high-crash location within
an equity area
Project may directly improve safety through
Multimodal improvements (regardless of crash situation)
Safety within SRR Use same definitions as "Multimodal Safety” category

i Project has no impact on safety within an
Equity Areas
equity area
Project may introduce factors (higher speeds,
higher traffic volumes, design features) that
could adversely impact multimodal safety
within an equity area

Project has no disproportionate impacts Major roadway capacity improvement prajects, significant traffic signal

iphysical and/or economic) on existing

residences or businesses

upgrades, transit corridor improvements like Transit Signal Priority (TSP) and

queue-jumping lanes

Minor roadway capacity improvements (such as auxiliary lanes) or signal
timing improvements or projects that include minor ROW extrusions such as
turn lanes at intersections.

Project may have disproportionate impacts
(physical and/or economic) on existing

Community
residences or businesses

Impacts

i ) i i This is a planning-level GIS assessment of a project. Physical: project's typical
Project may have disproportionate impacts ) : o . )
i i o cross-section will exceed current public right-of-way. Economic: project
(physical and/or economic) on existing o o i o i
i i o i would significantly limit access to a business district. Example: conversion
residences or businesses within an equity area i o i .
of arterial to freeway, limited access to neighborhood commercial, etc.

Points Subtotal:




STBG Scoring Criteria

Category

Mobility

Project Scoring

Description

Scoring Guidelines

Projects that include a significant ridesharing component (carpocling, HOV
lanes), significant transit improvement (see "Transit Ridership” for

2 Project will add person capacity to the corridor o ) . i
definition), apply integrated-corridor management or ITS improvements, or
additional readway capacity improvement in corridor with no transit access
Projects that include a low-moderate transit improvement, a bicycle and
i edestrian improvement, or a low-moderate roadway capacity improvement
Person Capacity 1 Project may add person capacity to the corridor P i p i o v p_ i ty imp
[zignal coordination/timing improvements, turn lane additions, throughput
projects at intersections without added capacity, etc.)
0 Project has no impact on person capacity
1 Project may reduce person capacity to the Transit service reductions, or roadway capacity reductions in a corridor
corridor where transit ridership is not anticipated to increase significantly as a result
5 Project will reduce peak period delay or transit Major roadway capacity improvement projects, transit corridor
travel time on the corridor improvements like Transit Signal Priority (TSP) and queue-jumping lanes
i i | Minor roadway capacity improvements (such as auxiliary lanes, turn lanes,
Peak Period Project may reduce peak period delay or transit i i i i i i
1 i i throughput projects at intersections without added capacity, etc.) or signal
Delay/Transit travel time on the corridor o
¥ timing improvements
Travel Time N B N
o Project has not impact on peak period delay or
transit travel time on the corridor
Project may increase peak pericd delay or
-1 . - S0 B Traffic-inducing projects connected to the corridor (capacity reductions)
transit travel time on the corridor
2 Project will increase vehicular Added capacity or transit priority projects along corridors with a V/C ratio »=
capacity/provide transit priority on a heavily 1.00
Volume/Capacity 1 Project will increase vehicular Added capacity or transit priority projects along corridors with a V/C ratio »=
Ratio capacity/provide transit priority on a congested 0375
0 Mew roadway projects or projects on Any project with undefined V/C ratios, ADA projects, added capacity on a

uncongested roadways

roadway with a V/C ratio ==0.74

Points Subtotal:

/10




STBG Scoring Criteria

Category

Points

Maximum

Safety Part 1/2

Project Scoring

Description

Scoring Guidelines

Points

Project will directly improve safety through

Project includes elements that (while not present in existing condition):
increase person-volume but do not increase S0V vehicle speeds or capacity,
intersection improvements, installation of raised medians, conversion of
intersection to roundabout, install lighting where it currently does not exist,
install bridge guard rails, install bridge shoulder, install dedicated bus
lanes, lower posted speed limits, install raised crosswalks and/or Pedestrian

2
improvements at a high-crash location Hybrid Beacons (PHB), installation of traffic calming, narrow lane widths,
decrease curb radii, any FHWA crash modification factors, and pilot
programs for safety infrastructure (EX. rest-in-red signal timing, quick-
High-Crash huild/temporary infrastructure, etc.). High-Crash Locations = corridors with a
Locations Fatal and Severe Injury Crash Rate (Year 2019-2023 crashes per million
vehicle miles) greater than 15.
i ) i Project could include demand management, transit, bike, or traffic diversion
Project may improve safety at a high-crash i o i i i
1 locati to @ new corridar in High-Crash Locations. Includes projects with elements
occation
above, but for added capacity projects.
1] Project has no impact on safety
Project may introduce factors that could Projects could include elements that: increase vehicular speeds, increase
-1 adversely impact multimodal safety at a high- | traffic volumes, non-supportive design features, or increase vehicle miles
crash location traveled (VMT) in High-Crash Locations without safety elements.
Project may directly improve safety through
) j B L Et"r E See +2 improvements for "High-Crash Locations”, but in Mon-High-Crash
1 improvements (regardless of existing crash i
i ) Locations.
Non-High-Crash Sl
lse=iiene 0 Project has no impact on safety Includes all projects that scored 0-2 on "High-Crash Locations”
. Project may introduce factors that could See -1 guidelines for "High-Crash Locations”, but in Non-High-Crash

adversely impact multimodal safety

Locations.




STBG Scoring Criteria

Category

Points of
Conflict/ROW
Priority

Points

Maximurm
Points

Safety Part 2/2

Project Scoring

Description

Project will significantly reduce the number of
conflict points for all modes of transportation
and will include design elements to promote
compliance with ROW priority

Scoring Guidelines

Project decreases the number of conflict points along the corridor through
physical infrastructure such as driveway consclidation, protected
intersections for cycling, conversion of a TWLT lane to a raised median, etc.
and include some element that emphasizes priority at a conflict point such as
raised crosswalks, PHB/installation of pedestrian/cyclist midblock or
intersection crossing signals, introeduction of no right on red, removal of
simultanecus left-turn arrow with pedestrian signal, or other physical
infrastructure.

Project may reduce the number of conflict
points for some modes of transportation or will
include design elements emphasizing conflict
zones and ROW priority

Project may decrease the number of conflict points along the corridor or
encourage yields and stops for modes without ROW priority at crossings
through paint or signage such as pavement markings, signage, mixing zones,
leading pedestrian intervals, etc.

Project will not affect the number of conflict
points

Generally includes ADA, transit, and signal timing/coordination projects

Project will increase the number of conflict
points for some modes of transportation

Project includes an increase in the number of conflict points along a high-
speed (=35mph) readway without intersecting ancther roadway (EX. adding a
lane to a high-speed roadway where there are numerous driveways present
without a driveway consolidation plan or planned median installation)

Multimodal
Safety

Project may improve safety in a regional center

Use +2 for "High-Crash Locations", but in non-high crash locations to define
improve safety. Use regional center definition defined in "Regional Center
Access and Reliability".

Project may improve safety in a location
identified as a Vision Zero/Safe Streets Priority
Metwork within a local municipality's plans

Projects include (but are not limited to): reduction of vehicular speeds along
corridor, decrease in the number of conflict points, improved transit
stations/shelters, bike share infrastructure, pedestrian infrastructure that
are in high development potential locations with frequent transit service,
such as TOD (Transit-Oriented Development)

Points Subtotal:




Bonus Points (All Categories

Category Project Scoring
. Maxi -
Points axl.mum Description
Points

5 Provides additional contribution of between 5-
Banus Paints 10% FPE"{DHd t!u_e required :%D%_Iutal match

4 Provides additional contribution of =10%

beyond the required 20% local match




Project Readiness




Project Risk Assessment Considerations

— TAC Work Group asked to make readiness a separate score.
Requesting proposed project development schedules to review.

— Project may be worthy but it may not be ready — will it let during
the four-year timeframe that is the TIP?

— New paradigm based on TX Administrative Code changes,
Transportation Conformity considerations, and best practices.

— Big question: how to develop a pipeline of projects with no
funding for project development? Policy 3 to be revised before
FY27-30 TIP adopted.




Project Risk Assessment Information

PLANNING/PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING

Approximately 2 years

CALL FOR PROJECTS
2 Year Schedule

OCTOBER APRIL AUGUST MAY OCTOBER
Project Call begins ~ Submittal and local match ~ TPB selection and approval  TPB/TIP action  TIP goes into effect

ADVANCED PROJECT DEVELOPMENT

Ideally 6 years or less

PROJECT YEAR1 YEAR 2 YEAR 3 YEAR 4 YEAR 5 YEAR &
TIMELINE

Q1 Q2 Q@3 Q4 Q1 Q@2 Q@3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q@3 Q@4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q@3 Q@4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4

ADVANCE FUNDING
AGREEMENT - ey

CONSULTANT
PROCUREMENT - 4 MO LET \N'/ MGMT LET CLEAR
(6 YRS.)
*SCHEMATIC AND (5- 5-.'2 YRS.)

ENVIRONMENTAL

*RIGHT OF WAY
ACQUISITION

PLANS SPECIFICATIONS &
ESTIMATES
UTILITY DESIGN

UTILITY RELOCATION

*CRITICAL PATH ITEMS TO MAINTAIN SCHEDULE www.ulamoureompo.org

AANEO



Project Risk Assessment Information

— Project Call Submittal will ask for the schedule to
complete the following Critical Path milestones:

e Advance Funding Agreement (AFA)

e Consultant Procurement

* Environmental Clearance

* Right-of-Way

* Project Development/Design (30%, 60%, 90%)

 Utility Coordination (SAWS, CPS, Telecommunications,
etc.)

e External Coordination (TxDOT, UPRR, etc.)
* Project Letting
* Construction Completion

Addition Information/Comments




Project Risk Assessment Chart

Chart will be
referenced by the
Project Readiness

Work Group to ensure
submitted projects
schedule enough time
for the development
process

Nature of Work Ex‘terr}al Right-of- Environmental Utility.
Agencies Way/Schedule Clearance Coordination
ADA Improvements Low Risk Low Risk Low Risk Medium Risk
Intersection Operational
Improvements (Turn lanes, Medium ) . ) . .
o ) i i Medium Risk Low Risk Medium Risk
alternative intersection design, Risk
etc.)
Freight/Fleet Electrification Low Risk Low Risk Low Risk Low Risk
TSMO, TSP, Signal Timing, etc. Low Risk Low Risk Low Risk Medium Risk
Corridor Operational .
i Medium : . ) . .
Improvements (auxiliary lanes, Risk Medium Risk Low Risk Medium Risk
ramp reconfiguration, etc.)
Transit, Cycling, Pedestrian
Amenities (transit Medium ) . ) . .
stations/shelters, bike-share Rick Medium Risk Low Risk Medium Risk
infrastructure, shading, etc.)
Freight Reliability/Operations
Acti
[ ve Freeway Man_agement, Medium ) . ) )
Integrated Corridor Risk Low Risk Low Risk Medium Risk
Management, Traffic Incident
Management, etc.)
Added Capacity/New Roadways Medium N . ) ) :
High Risk Medium Risk High Risk
(Arterials/NHS) Risk £ e
Major Transit Capital
Improvements (Corridor . . . . ) . .
Prioritization, extending High Risk High Risk Low Risk Medium Risk
transitways, etc.)
Transit Capital Investments Low Risk Low Risk Low Risk Low Risk
(Purchase of new buses, etc.)
Pedestrian,/Transit Infrastructure Mediumn
Improvements (Including off- Rick Medium Risk Low Risk Medium Risk
street trails/path)
Resiliency (Raising roadway,
green infrastructure, Low-Impact | Low Risk Low Risk Medium Risk | Medium Risk
Development, etc.)
Safety (Raised medians,
narrowing lane quth > Curb Mecfhum Low Risk Low Risk Medium Risk
bulbs, lower speed limits, raised Risk
crosswalks, etc.)

AANEO




Submittal Form
To be opened on January 13th




Submission Form

AAMPO

CALL FOR PROJECTS

FY 2027-2030 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

The Alamo Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (AAMPO) has
issued a call for Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement
Program (CMAQ) (available for projects within Bexar County only),
Carbon Reduction Program (CRP), Transportation Alternatives (TA), and
Surface Transportation Block Grant (STBG) funded projects to
implementing agencies in support of the development of the FY 2027-
2030 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). AAMPO Transportation
Policy Board selects the projects that will be funded under these funding
sources.

Page 1 of 6



https://survey123.arcgis.com/share/759cd377373a4d51b1fbc82b5d252651

CMAQ option will only
appear if Bexar County
is selected

Project Type

Select all counties overlapped by the limits of your project?

Bexar County

Comal County
Guadalupe County
Kendall County

Medina County

Would you like this project to be considered for CMAQ Funding?

{Only applicable for projects within Bexar County)

Yes MNo

Please select a funding type.

Carbon Reduction Program (CRP) - similar to CMAQ, but available in attainment
areas (i.e. entire AAMPO study area.) Projects will focus on CO2 emissions

reductions.

Transportation Alternatives (TA) - limited to cycling and pedestrian projects.

Surface Transportation Block Grant (STBG]) - the most flexible funding source in

terms of project type

-

Choose all funding
categories you would
like you project to be

considered for
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Project Information

Project Information

Contact name of staff who attended the Pre-Submittal Workshop?

Same as above

Project/Roadway Name:

Limit From:

Limit To:

Map Your Project

You can use our mapping tool or upload a map in the Project Support Documents Section

Use the button on the top right to draw out the approxir location of your pro if your

/ be contacted by an AAMPO Staff

e draw a box. You m

member

r more details. In addition you may upload a proposed project map in the Proj

Support Docume see "Project location map showin:

jacent

and use" uploads

o) 35 BE
2 BE
L R

T Helotes N

- Universal City

™ 410 =

{n Leon Valley 10/

'3

<
r _San Antonio
Castroville ) g
Lsn, C arks Garmin, F are.

No geometry captured yet.

Please provide a brief description of your project.

250

Please elaborate on the principal purpose of your project and
demonstrate its necessity.

Agency Overall Priority:

Agency Category Priority (if applicable):

Plan Consistency:

Has the project been included in a previous plan developed by AAMPO, TxDOT, other
local/regional transportation agency, or municipality? Please provide link(s) referencing this
project with its associated page numbers.

Does your agency have an ADA Accessibility Transition Plan?

Provide a link to the agency's Transition Plan.
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Project Scoring Questions

Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality (CMAQ) Questions

What project type best fits your submission (select one):

Please select hd

| Calculate Emissions &

To calculate the total number of Nitrogen Oxides reductions per day based on your project
type, please visit the Federal Highway Administration’s CMAQ Emissions Calculator Toolkit
or use information available within your agency. Submit the total number of emissions
reductions below and the filled-out tool. All calculations will be reviewed by AAMPO staff.

Total Nitrogen Oxides (NOx) Reductions in kg/day:

Flease submit your project's completed FHWA CMAQ Emissions Calculator (if you are
submitting an internally defined emissions tool analysis, please submit it within the CMAQ
Emissions Analysis section within Project Supporting Documents):

Is your project located on the National Highway System?

(see map)

-

Is your project located on a roadway with above the regional average
Peak-Hour Excessive Delay (6-10am and 4-7pm)?

How long is the project's design life?

Please answer in number of months.

Benefit-Cost Ratio:
This field will be auto-filled.

Autofilled based on Daily NOx Reductions * Project's Design Life converted into short tons
which is multiplied by FHWA's Emissions Reduction Value ($19,141.60 for NOx per short ton
in 2025) and divided by the Total Project Cost.

Project Scoring questions for each funding category will appear
based on funding category selection(s).
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Emissions Reduction Calculations

(CMAQ) |Program)

Laws and Regulations
Policy and Guidance
Reference Materials

Performance Measures

Research
Training

Reporting

Other Links

uality Contacts

Emissions Calculator Toolkit

iCongestion Mitigation and AirQuality Improvement

Air Toxics Conformity | It All Adds Up
FHWA — Environment — Air Quality — CMAQ

CMAQ Emissions Calculator Toolkit

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Office of Natural Environment developed a series of tools to provide technical support and
resources for the implementation of the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) Program.

CMAQ project justification as well as annual reporting require the development of reliable air quality benefit estimates. Realizing that
every potential preject spensor may net have the capacity for developing independent air quality benefit estimates, the FHWA has
undertaken the initiative of developing a series of spreadsheet based tools to facilitate the calculation of representative air quality benefit
data.

This CMAQ Emissions Calculater Toolkit (in Microsoft Excel format) is only offered as an additional resource to assist DOTs, MPOs and
project sponsors in the preoject justification process. Agencies and individuals using a preferred methodclogy to generate air quality
benefit information are welcome to continue their current practice. The tool kit will be released in modules by project type.

Tool Documentation |

Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements [New: 1272
MOVES Documentation

Diesel Idle Reduction Technologies Diesel Idle Reduction Technelogies [Updat:
MOVES Documentation

Transit Bus Service and Fleet Expansion Transit Bus Service and Fleet Expansion
MOVES Documentation

Transit Bus Retrofits and Replacement Transit Bus Replacement
Transit Bus Retrofits
MOVES Documentation

Carpooling_and Vanpooling Carpooling
Vanpooling
MOVES Documentation

Alternative Fuels and Vehicles On-Road Alternative Fuel Vehicle Fleet Purchase
Restricted Access Alternative Fuel Infrastructure
Unrestricted Access Alternative Fuel Infrastructure
MOVES Documentation

Advanced Diesel Truck/Engine Technologies On-Road Activity Calculator

0On-Road Diesel Repower or Replacement
On-Road Diesel Retrofits

MOVES Documentation

Congestion Reduction and Traffic Flow Improvements Intersection Improvements
Traffic Signal Synchronization
Egundaboyt

FHWA CMAQ Calculator



https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/air_quality/cmaq/toolkit/

CMAQ Calcu

CMAQ Emissions Calculator Toolkit
Introduction to the CMAQ Toolkit

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Office of Natural Environment developed
a series of tools to provide technical support and rescurces for the implementation of
the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) Program.

CMAQ project justification as well as annual reporting require the development of
reliable air quality benefit estimates. Realizing that every potential project sponsor
may not have the capacity for developing independent air quality benefit estimates,
the FHWA has undertaken the initiative of developing a series of spreadshest based
tools to facilitate the calculation of representative air quality benefit data.

This CMAQ Emissions Calculator Toolkit (in Microsoft Excel format) is only offered as
an additional resource to assist DOTs, MPCs and project sponsors in the project
justification process. Agencies and individuals using a preferred methodology to

generate air quality benefit information are welcome to continue their current practice.

The tool kit will be released in modules by project type.

CMAQ Toolkit Video Series: FHWA is developing short 2-4-minute videos for each
tool or set of related tools in the CMAQ Toolkit. See an overview video here and tool-
specific videos on the cards below. New videos will be added as they are completed.

Available Tools

Adaptive Traffic Control Systems (ATCS)

Alternative Fuel Vighicles and Infrastructure

Bicycle and Pedestrizn Improvements

LCarpooling and Vanpocling

Congestion Reduction and Traffic Flow Improvements
Diesel Idls Reduction Strategies

Diesel Truck and Endine Retrofit & Replacement

Dust Mitigation

Electronic Open-Road Tolling (EORT)

Electric Vehicles and EV Charging Infrastrscture
Locometive & Marine Engine Retrofit and Replacement Tool
Mznzged Lanss

Non-Road Construction and Intermedal Equipment

Transit Bus Upgrades & System Improvements

Transit Bus Service and Fleet Expansion

Travel Advisories

CMAQ Input Data Dictionary provides important details related to various inputs associated with emissions estimation processes for
CMAQ project eligibility categories including inputs associated with the CMAQ Emissions Calculator Tools.

Tool Downloads, Documentation, and Training

Use the cards below to explore the tools, documentation, and training.

Adaptive Traffic Control Systems (ATCS)
Introduction

Traffic signal timings in adaptive traffic control systems (ATCS) can adjust to changing traffic environments
based on traffic volume data collected by sensors deployed at individual intersections. This tool calculates
emission reductions for projects that implement ATCS on a corridor with signalized intersections previously

controlled by a time-of-day signal timing plan.
Original Release: March 2021
Latest Update: November 2022

Help Line

For help using this tool or to provide feedback, please email: CMAQ Toolkit Help@dot.gov

Links
ég e ; [
Tool User Emissions Training
Daownload Guide Datz Webinar *
Documentation Passcode:
4kHH=962

* For those wishing to view the corrected transcript, please click button at bottom of zoom screen and select

AUDIO transcript
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Project Readiness

When will the project plan to acquire an Advance Funding Agreement
(if necessary)?

Leave response as today’s date if it does not apply to your project.

Clarify in the "Additional Comments" box below.

December 2024

Additional Comments:

When will the project plan to acquire an Advance Funding Agreement (if necess

When will the project plan to procure a consultant (if necessary)?

Leave response as today’s date if it does not apply to your project.

Clarify in the "Additional Comments" box below.

December 2024

Additional Comments:

When will the project plan to procure a consultant (if necessary)?

When will the project plan to develop a final schematic/plan?

Leave response as today’s date if it does not apply to your project.

Clarify in the "Additional Comments" box below.

December 2024

Additional Comments:

When will the project plan to develop a final schematic/plan?

When will the project plan to complete necessary environmental
clearance?

Leave response as today’s date if it does not apply to your project.

Clarify in the "Additional Comments" box below.

December 2024

When will the project plan to acquire all necessary ROW?

Leave response as today's date if it does not apply to your project.

Clarify in the "Additional Comments" box below.

December 2024

Additional Comments:

When will the project plan to acquire all necessary ROW?

When will the project plan to finalize plan specification and cost
estimates?

Leave response as today’s date if it does not apply to your project.

Clarify in the "Additional Comments" box below.

December 2024

Additional Comments:

When will the project plan to finalize plan specification and cost estimates?

Will the project require the displacement of existing utilities (including
telecommunications)?

When will the project plan to organize utility design?

Leave response as today's date if it does not apply to your project.

Clarify in the "Additional Comments" bax below.

December 2024

Additional Comments:

When will the project plan to organize utility design?

When will the project plan to undergo utility relocation?

Leave response as today’s date if it does not apply to your project.

Clarify in the "Additional Comments" box below.

December 2024

Additional Comments:

When will the project plan to undergo utility relocation?

When will the project expect to let by?

Leave response as today’s date if it does not apply to your project.

Clarify in the "Additional Comments" box below.

December 2024

Additional Comments:

When will the project expect to let by?

When will the project expect to complete construction and begin
operation?

Leave response as today’s date if it does not apply to your project.

Clarify in the "Additional Comments" box below.

December 2024

Additional Comments:

When will the project expect to complete construction and begin operation?

Please submit a detailed project development schedule based on the
answers above that shows how you will meet the requested Project Let
Date (see example below):

PO
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Project Readiness

— Project Call Submittal will ask for the schedule to complete

the following Critical Path milestones:

Advance Funding Agreement (AFA)

Consultant Procurement

Environmental Clearance

Right-of-Way

Project Development/Design (30%, 60%, 90%)

Utility Coordination (SAWS, CPS, Telecommunications, etc.)
External Coordination (TxDOT, UPRR, etc.)

Project Letting

Construction Completion

Addition Information/Comments
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Cost Information

Construction/Program Cost Information:

Project Construction/Program Itemized Cost Estimate:

Field accepts numbers only (no symbols: &, )

Overmatch Contribution:

A 20% local match towards the construction cost of a project/activity is required. If local
contribution is equal to 20%, insert '0". If local contribution is over 20% (‘overmatch'), insert

con
dollar value exceeding 20%

Field accepts numbers only (no symbols: $ )

Project Construction/Program Cost Minus Additional Contribution:

This field will be auto-filled.

Federal Amount (80%):
This field will be auto-filled.

Local Match:

20% plus any overmatch.

This field will be auto-filled

Name of Agency/Agencies Contributing to Overmatch:

Besides the project sponsor, name any agencies providing monetary contribution to the loca

match or overmatch, along with the amount of that contribution.

* Any local money contributed above

20% of the required local match is
considered “local contribution” and is
treated as separate funding.

The 20% local match is considered part
of the “program amount” or “award
amount”; your 20% is included in the
federal allocation and funding
documentation—it is participating in
the federal program.

Example: if you are awarded for a
$2.5M project with $0.5M in overmatch:

e S2M = program amount
 S$1.6M = “federal share”
* S0.4M = local match

* S0.5M = local contribution

AANEO
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2 Step Process

AAMPO will be utilizing a two-step process for evaluating project submittals

Step 1

e Submittal form as shown

* PRWoG reviews Project Risk Assessment questions

 AAMPO staff reviews overall application for clarity and accuracy
 AAMPO staff reviews CMAQ/CRP details

 AAMPO staff will clarify or rectify details as time allows before Step 2
* PRWG will recommend projects to Step 2

Step 2

e Submittal of detailed documentation

 AAMPO staff will assemble data for technical scoring

* TAC Scoring Workgroup will review data and work with AAMPO staff to
develop final scoring methodology

* Projects will be scored, sent through public involvement, and then
recommended at a working meeting of the full TAC




Uploads

Project Support Documents

Project Location Map Showing Adjacent Land Use:

Drop file here or select file (pdf, doc, docx, xls, xlsx, pptx, ppt, txt)

Detailed Cost Estimate:

Drop file here or select file (pdf, doc, docx, xls, xlsx, pptx, ppt, txt)

Typical Cross Sections for the Submitted Project:

Drop file here or select file [pdf, doc, docx, xls, xIsx, pptx, ppt, txt)

CMAQ Emissions Analysis:

Drop file here or select file (pdf, doc, docx, xls, xlsx, pptx, ppt, txt)

Signed Project Understanding Form:

Drop file here or select file (pdf, doc, docx, xls, xlsx, pptx, ppt, txt)

Implementing Agency Resolution of Support for the Project and
Commitment of Local Match and if applicable, Overmatch:

Drop file here or select file (pdf, doc, docx, xls, xlsx, pptx, ppt, txt)

Additional Resolutions of Letters of Support from Implementing
Partners:

Drop file here or select file (pdf, doc, docx, xls, xlsx, pptx, ppt, txt)

All Other Additional Supporting Documents:

Drop file here or select file (pdf, doc, docx, xls, xlsx, pptx, ppt, txt)

Step 2 required documents, if accepted,

Project Map Showing Land Use
Project Understanding Form
Detailed Cost Estimate

Implementing Agency Letter of
Support and Commitment of Local
Match and Overmatch (if applicable)

Additional letters of support from
other implementing or financial
partner
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Questions?

Matthew Moreno
AAMPOQO Regional Transportation Planner
moreno@alamoareampo.org | 210-230-6931
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