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QUESTIONS

If you have questions about the material contained in this packet, the MPO’s STP application and evaluation process, or the STP program, please contact:

Des Moines Area Metropolitan Planning Organization

420 Watson Powell, Suite 200

Des Moines, Iowa 50309

515-334-0075 - Telephone

515-334-0098 - Facsimile

dmampo@dmampo.org

www.dmampo.org

( 2013 Des Moines Area Metropolitan Planning Organization.

The preparation of this packet was financed in part through federal funds provided by the U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, and/or Federal Transit Administration.

DES MOINES AREA METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION (MPO)

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM

FUNDING APPLICATION PACKET

General Information and Guidelines
Page 1

Schedule
Page 2

MPO STP Funding Guidelines
Page 3

STP Project Categories
Page 9

STP Project Application 
Starting on Page 22
General Application
Application Page 1

Major Construction- New Projects or Existing Projects
Application Page 6

Minor Construction Projects
Application Page 8

Preservation Projects
Application Page 11

Alternative Transportation Projects
Application Page 13

Planning Studies
Application Page 14

MAP OF DES MOINES AREA MPO PLANNING AREA AND MEMBER GOVERNMENTS



GENERAL INFORMATION AND GUIDELINES

All projects applying for Des Moines Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Surface Transportation Program (STP) funding must be sponsored by one or more of the nineteen MPO member governments, the Iowa Department of Transportation (DOT), or the Des Moines Area Regional Transit Authority (DART).

The MPO receives federal funding and may not discriminate against anyone on the basis of race, color, or national origin, according to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. By applying to receive these funds the applicant is acknowledging that they understand and adhere to the principles of Title VI when performing activities related to the funding they receive from the Des Moines Area Metropolitan Planning Organization. 

To be eligible to apply for MPO STP funding a project must be consistent with the MPO’s adopted Horizon Year 2035 Metropolitan Transportation Plan.  Streets and highways must be on the federal-aid system, bridges must be on the federal-aid system, and bicycle/pedestrian facilities must be on the MPO’s adopted plan.  The federal-aid system contains all streets and highways classified as collector or higher, for the urban area, or major collector or higher, for the rural area, under the Federal Functional Classification System.

The maximum amount of STP funding is 80 percent of the total project cost.  The project sponsor must provide at least 20 percent of the total project cost through non-federal funds.

Applications are due on or before 4:30 p.m., Friday, December 6, 2013.  Applications received after this date will be considered ineligible for MPO STP funding.  Exceptions may be granted at the discretion of the MPO Executive Director only if the MPO Executive Director is contacted before the established deadline and provided with a reasonable reason for the delay in submitting the application.  The only recourse for project sponsors is the MPO. One copy of the application is required to be submitted.

The MPO staff works with the MPO Transportation Technical Committee (TTC) Engineering Subcommittee to rank the submitted STP projects, based on the criteria contained in this packet.  There is an opportunity for each project applicant to review the results of the project ranking and ask questions or clarify the information submitted in the project application.

After the Engineering Subcommittee approves the project ranking, the results are presented to the TTC for review and approval.  Only those projects receiving 50 points or more are eligible for the MPO STP funding with the exception of projects applying under the Small Member Governments Projects category.  

The MPO STP Funding Subcommittee will hold a presentation session for all projects receiving 50 points, in January 2014.  The project’s sponsor will present their project(s).  The presentations will last no more than 4-7 minutes (the amount of time will be determined based upon the number of projects eligible for funding).  

The MPO STP Funding Subcommittee will meet a second time in January/February 2014, following the presentations, to make their recommendation to the MPO for STP funding.  The meeting time and place will be announced by the MPO and held in a public setting.  No further presentations will be made at this meeting.  The public attending this meeting are given the opportunity to hear the deliberations and the final recommendation, which will be made to the MPO Executive Committee.  The Executive Committee’s recommendation will be presented to the MPO.

SCHEDULE FOR FEDERAL FISCAL YEARS 2018 FUNDING

November 7, 2013  
MPO Surface Transportation Program (STP) Workshop held to provide a brief overview of the funding programs, discuss STP Scoring, STP Applications, and to answer any questions.
December 6, 2013  
STP – Project sponsors will submit STP Applications by 4:30 p.m., to determine project eligibility and the appropriate funding category.  STP Applications will be available and/or sent to eligible project sponsors in October.

December 2013

STP – Project evaluation and scoring by MPO staff and the MPO TTC Engineering and Planning Subcommittees used to determine which projects are eligible to receive STP funding.

January 2014

MPO STP Funding Subcommittee reviews STP project presentations.

January 2014


MPO STP Funding Subcommittee meets to develop STP funding recommendations before the February MPO Meeting.

February 2014

STP Recommendations to MPO TTC and MPO Policy for discussion. 

March 2014

STP Recommendations to MPO TTC and MPO Policy for action. 

May 2014

Draft Federal Fiscal Years 2015-2018 Transportation Improvement Program (FFY 2015-2018 TIP) to MPO TTC and MPO Policy for project review and comment.  Public comment period and public meeting held.

June 2014

Draft FFY 2015-2018 TIP to MPO TTC and MPO Policy for action.

June 20, 2014
Draft FFY 2015-2018 TIP transmitted to Iowa DOT and Federal Highway Administration.

July 2014

Draft FFY 2015-2018 TIP to MPO TTC and MPO Policy for action.

July 18, 2014
Final FFY 2015-2018 TIP transmitted to Iowa DOT.

* All dates are tentative and subject to change.
DES MOINES AREA METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

Guidelines for

Surface Transportation Program

and

Transportation Alternatives Program Funding
Approved September 16, 1999

Amended May 18, 2000
Amended July 19, 2001

Amended January 17, 2002

Amended October 16, 2003

Amended January 19, 2012
ELIGIBILITY

The Des Moines Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), when considering project requests for Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds, shall place primary emphasis upon metropolitan-wide transportation system improvement needs as identified in the MPO’s Long-Range Transportation Plan (LRTP), and how those needs impact the movement of people and goods throughout this metropolitan area and how the requested project will have potential benefit and potential impact on all communities in the Des Moines metropolitan area.  The MPO shall give first consideration to funding regionally significant transportation projects in the LRTP.

All projects applying for MPO STP funding must be sponsored by one or more of the sixteen MPO member governments, the Iowa Department of Transportation, or the Des Moines Area Regional Transit Authority.  Other entities are eligible only with co-sponsorship by one of the organizations listed above.  The MPO’s Small Member Government category of STP funds is only available to those MPO member governments with a population of 11,500 or less.

When applying for STP funds a sponsor must submit a resolution from that sponsor’s council, board of supervisors, or similar governing body, guaranteeing the local funds for the STP match and authorizing the project.

FUNDING

Funding of projects with STP funds for inclusion in the MPO’s Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) shall be based on the following criteria:

1. The Iowa Department of Transportation (DOT) annually allocates STP funds to the MPO.

2. The MPO shall identify and shall consider all proposed project funding sources available when considering project funding requests for MPO STP funds for a project’s implementation.

3. Jurisdictions undertaking STP projects must bear the initial expenditures of the project, and receive reimbursement for eligible expenditures, as defined by the Iowa DOT.  The agreement with the Iowa DOT provides for reimbursement of up to 80 percent of the project cost, or a set amount, whichever is less.  Design and engineering costs are generally incurred in the early stages of a project.

4. For roadway and TAP projects, the amount of funds expended for work other than direct construction and right-of-way acquisition costs must be covered by the amount of the contribution of local funds.  Federal regulations generally require a minimum local match of 20 percent of the total project cost.
5. Each application for STP funding must include a detailed breakdown of projected costs, including a summary of projected costs for work other than construction and right-of-way.

6. Funding within the various STP project categories shall be based on the following percentages of the MPO’s annual STP funds amount, as follows:

	STP Funding Category
	Target Allocation Percent of Total

	Regionally Significant Projects
	75%

	     Major Construction - New
	0-75%

	     Major Construction - Existing
	0-75%

	Other Projects
	20%

	     Minor Construction
	As a guideline, no individual category should exceed 10%

	     Preservation
	

	     Alternative Transportation
	

	     Planning Studies
	

	Small Member Government Projects
	2.5-5%


If an insufficient number of qualified STP projects have been submitted that would use all funding for a particular STP project category, the MPO then may allocate the remaining funds from that STP category to any other project category.

7. STP funds shall be allocated to an individual project for a specific fiscal year in the TIP.  For projects extending over multiple years for implementation, funds may be allocated to each of the necessary fiscal years within the TIP to complete the requested project.

8. If the total amount of STP funds received by the MPO for any given fiscal year is less than the total amount of STP funds allocated by the MPO for that fiscal year, then the MPO shall re-evaluate all of the projects funded for that fiscal year and reallocate STP funds to those projects based upon the total amount of STP actually available for that fiscal year, giving consideration to the higher ranking projects.

9. The MPO shall fund a project not to exceed the STP grant amount awarded, or the percentage of the awarded project cost, whichever is less, except for Contingency Fund procedures.  Any STP funds returned to the MPO for this reason shall be included in the MPO’s next fiscal year STP funding allocation.

PROJECT PRIORITY RANKING

1. A new priority ranking shall be established prior to the annual development of the MPO’s TIP, to re-rank projects previously submitted, but not approved, for STP funding, as well as any projects requesting STP funding consideration for the first time.

2. Prior to review of new projects to be considered for STP funding, the MPO shall determine the status of all prior commitments.  All projects previously approved and for which some part of STP funds have been obligated shall receive priority consideration for future funding, except if reasonable progress to completion is not maintained as determined by the MPO.  However, the MPO may reduce or eliminate multi-year funding commitments in response to revenue shortfalls, reductions in its STP allocation, or new priorities.

3. The MPO’s Transportation Technical Committee (TTC) and MPO staff shall submit to the MPO a technical ranking of individual project requests for MPO STP funding assistance.  The TTC’s and staff’s recommendations for individual projects shall be used by the MPO in the MPO’s decision-making process for assigning STP funds to requesting transportation improvement projects. The TTC’s and staff’s recommendations shall be based on their professional and technical expertise.  

4. Once the MPO has selected projects for funding based on the MPO’s current guidelines, the MPO Executive Director shall forward a letter to the MPO STP funds recipient outlining the stipulations associated with acceptance of the MPO’s funds, including the need for the recipient to submit a project concept statement within one year of the MPO STP funding award and that the recipient needs to provide the MPO Executive Director a semi-annual report on the status of and the progress on the project which will be shared with the MPO.

5. When a jurisdiction changes the scope of a project, after funds are awarded by the MPO, the project must be reviewed again by the TTC and the MPO STP Funding Subcommittee to determine whether the change in project scope would have materially changed the original prioritization ranking.  Based on that determination, the Subcommittee will make a recommendation to the MPO Executive Committee, up to and including the withdrawal of MPO approval for STP funding for the project.   This is the same process that may occur when a project does not make appropriate, scheduled progress leading to recapture and reallocation of future funds previously designated for the project.  The MPO Executive Committee will, after due consideration, make a recommendation to the full MPO for a final decision.  Immaterial changes that would not affect the original scoring of a project previously ranked and approved for MPO funding may be permitted in the sound discretion of the MPO Executive Director.

FUNDING FOR LARGE, MULTI-YEAR PROJECTS

Funding of large, multi-year projects with major construction category STP funds for inclusion in the MPO’s TIP shall be based on the following criteria:

1. Any MPO member government or participating agency awarded STP funding through the MPO must begin to use those STP funds in the original year programmed;

2. In its annual selection of STP projects, the MPO may dedicate an amount not to exceed fifty percent (50%) of the Major Construction project category funds to multi-year projects;  

3. For an individual, multi-year project, the MPO may guarantee funding for no more than three consecutive years.  In the event the annual apportionment of funds is lower than expected at the time of programming, a percentage of the Major Construction category may be guaranteed.  In the event the annual apportionment of funds is as expected or higher than was expected at the time of programming, then a set amount would be guaranteed; 

4. If a project applicant anticipates the project continuing beyond the initial three years of guaranteed funding, and anticipates seeking additional funding through the MPO, the project applicant would have the ability to submit a new project funding application to the MPO, and would need to go through the MPO’s project prioritization process to seek project funding beyond the initial three-year period; and

5. The STP Funding Subcommittee has the ability to recommend funding for a period that exceeds a three-year limitation for a project that the subcommittee considers of extraordinary regional significance.

ADDITIONAL FUND AVAILABILITY

In the event that STP or TAP funds become available which were previously awarded to transportation projects, become available through the reduction of the reserve amount, or become available by an increase in a particular fiscal year’s obligation limit, the following steps will be followed, in order, until the situation is sufficiently resolved.

For STP Funds:

1. Additional funds will be offered to those projects which were awarded funds through the Project Priority process, yet were not fully funded by the MPO.  Projects will be considered based on their previous scores.  All project information will be updated and considered, but no re-scoring of projects will take place.  Those projects currently in implementation will be excluded.

2. Additional funds will be offered to those projects which applied for funds, received a score, but were not awarded funding.  Projects will be considered based on the score they received and only projects scoring above 50 points will be considered.  Project information will be updated.

3. Projects which have already been awarded funds, and which are programmed after the current program year in the TIP, will be considered for funding in the current program year if, upon review, the projects are ready to proceed with implementation.

Projects will be reviewed on a case-by-case basis and funded based upon need or by a proportion of the funds available.
STATUS REPORTS

1. The MPO shall be advised semi-annually of the status and progress of a STP funded project.  The recipient jurisdiction/agency shall submit to the MPO’s Executive Director a written synopsis of the progress accomplished, or delays encountered, in implementing the project.

2. If the status report is not provided to the MPO Executive Director by the date identified in the status report request, the MPO Executive Director will issue a notice of delinquency identifying a ten (10) calendar day cure period beginning upon receipt of the registered notice.  If the status report is not submitted by the end of the cure period, the matter will be brought before the MPO STP Funding Subcommittee within thirty (30) calendar days for a recommendation for action that will be forwarded to the MPO Executive Committee for consideration and referral to the MPO.

3. If a jurisdiction/agency’s STP funded project does not make satisfactory progress, does not obligate the STP funds provided within the year those funds were authorized by the MPO and noted for that project as previously documented, then the MPO may cancel the remaining STP funding for that project and return those STP funds for inclusion in the next fiscal year’s STP funding allocation for projects.  Such action to cancel project funding shall be based on the following criteria:

a.
The MPO strongly believes it necessary to maintain rapid turnover of funds and implementation of specific projects so as not to jeopardize the loss of any funding.

b.
The MPO strongly encourages jurisdictions/agencies to have at least preliminary project plans completed prior to submitting a project for the MPO’s consideration for funding.

c.
The MPO strongly believes that such a stipulation shall cause jurisdictions/agencies to provide better and more accurate project cost estimates and detailed traffic and engineering data, enabling both the TTC and the MPO to evaluate a project’s feasibility in a more detailed manner.

INTERPRETATION

When and as necessary, the STP Funding Subcommittee will exercise responsibility for interpreting the applicable Guidelines, subject to review and approval, disapproval, or modification by the MPO Executive Committee, subject to review and approval, disapproval, or modification by the full MPO Policy Committee.

STP CATEGORIES

The MPO’s STP funding has three major application categories with each category containing several divisions:

1. Regionally Significant Projects.  This category has two divisions:


Major Construction - Existing is for projects adding capacity for a significant length of an existing street or highway, or adding lanes to an existing bridge.


Major Construction - New is for projects creating a new facility on a new alignment, including new interchanges, or bridge replacement.

2. Other Projects. This category has four divisions:

Minor Construction is for projects providing ‘spot’ improvements, such as arterial intersection channelization and signalization, bridge improvements, or railroad crossing signal improvements.

Preservation is for projects that maintain or preserve the existing highway and street infrastructure, such as pavement resurfacing, pavement replacement, and bridge restoration.

Alternative Transportation is for project improvements other than for single occupant vehicle (SOV) use, such as pedestrian ways and trails, public transportation systems, multi-modal facilities, and carpool/vanpool, and other multiple-occupancy vehicle programs.

Planning Studies is for large scale planning studies that have a regional impact on the transportation system.

3. Small Member Government Projects.  This category has three divisions:

Major Construction - Existing is for projects adding capacity for a significant length of an existing street or highway, or adding lanes to an existing bridge.

Minor Construction is for projects providing ‘spot’ improvements, such as arterial intersection channelization and signalization, bridge improvements, or railroad crossing signal improvements.

Preservation is for projects that maintain or preserve the existing highway and street infrastructure, such as pavement resurfacing, pavement replacement, and bridge restoration.

The STP evaluation criteria are explained in detail in the report Project Priority Criteria Manual for Surface Transportation Program Funding.  This report is available from the MPO Office.

The following pages summarize the criteria for the above categories.  Keep these criteria in mind as you complete the application.

All applications must include the first two pages that cover the general information, project information, funding information, and certification.  Then, the application will continue based on the categories described above.  You only need to submit the application pages for your project category along with the required first two pages.

You may photocopy the application materials as needed.
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REgionally significant projects category 
MAJOR CONSTRUCTION – EXISTING criteria

	Criteria
	Points Possible
	Breakdown of Points

	1. System Efficiency
	10
	

	1.1 Current Level of Service (LOS)
	5
	LOS
	Points

	
	
	E - F
	5

	
	
	D
	3

	
	
	A - C
	0

	1.2 Forecasted LOS without Improvement
	5
	LOS
	Points

	
	
	E - F
	5

	
	
	D
	3

	
	
	A - C
	0

	2. Existing Crash Benefit/Cost Analysis
	20
	Ratio
	Points

	
	
	> 0.79
	20

	
	
	0.60 - 0.79
	15

	
	
	0.40 - 0.59
	10

	
	
	0.20 - 0.39
	5

	
	
	< 0.20
	0

	3. Forecasted Traffic Volumes (ADT or ADT/Population Ratio)
	15
	ADT
	Ratio
	Points

	
	
	> 29,999
	> 2.49
	15

	
	
	26,500 - 29,999
	2.25 - 2.49
	13

	
	
	21,500 - 26,499
	2.00 - 2.24
	11

	
	
	17,500 - 21,499
	1.75 - 1.99
	9

	
	
	14,000 - 17,499
	1.50 - 1.74
	7

	
	
	10,500 - 13,999
	1.25 - 1.49
	5

	
	
	7,500 - 10,499
	1.00 - 1.24
	4

	
	
	5,000 - 7,499
	0.75 - 0.99
	3

	
	
	3,500 - 4,999
	0.50 - 0.74
	2

	
	
	1,500 - 3,499
	0.25 -.49
	1

	
	
	< 1,500
	< 0.25
	0

	4. Existing Federal Functional Classification System (FFCS)
	15
	FFCS
	Points

	
	
	Principal Arterial
	15

	
	
	Minor Arterial
	10

	
	
	Major Collector
	5

	
	
	Minor Collector/Local
	0

	5. Existing Surface Condition (PCI)
	20
	PCI
	Points

	
	
	Very Poor or Poor
	20

	
	
	Fair
	15

	
	
	Good
	5

	
	
	Excellent
	0

	6. Other Funds (Local Match)
	20
	Percent
	Points

	
	
	> 60.0%
	20

	
	
	50.1% - 60.0%
	16

	
	
	40.1% - 50.0%
	12

	
	
	30.1% - 40.0%
	8

	
	
	20.1% - 30.0%
	4

	
	
	< 20.1%
	0

	 
	100
	  

	*Transportation Management System (Bonus Points)
	5
	Feature
	Points

	
	
	multi-modal connectivity
	1

	
	
	transit operation features or amenities
	1

	
	
	pedestrian/bicycle signals
	1

	
	
	new bike lane/path
	1

	
	
	designated truck route
	1

	
	
	access control/consolidation
	1

	
	
	left-turn lanes
	1

	
	
	signal interconnection
	1

	
	
	ITS infrastructure
	1

	
	
	raised or depressed barrier medians
	1


REgionally significant projects category

MAJOR CONSTRUCTION – new CRITERIA

	Criteria
	Points Possible
	Breakdown of Points

	 
	 
	 

	1. Forecasted Level of Service (LOS)
	10
	LOS
	Points

	
	
	A-C
	10

	
	
	D
	7

	
	
	E
	3

	
	
	F
	0

	2. Forecasted Facility Continuity
	20
	Ratio
	Points

	
	
	< 0.46
	20

	
	
	0.46 - 0.65
	15

	
	
	0.66 - 0.85
	10

	
	
	0.86 - 1.05
	5

	
	
	> 1.05
	0

	3. Forecasted Traffic Volumes (ADT or ADT/Population Ratio)
	15
	ADT
	Ratio
	Points

	
	
	> 40,699
	> 2.49
	15

	
	
	26,500 – 40,699
	2.25 - 2.49
	13

	
	
	21,500 - 26,499
	2.00 - 2.24
	11

	
	
	17,500 - 21,499
	1.75 - 1.99
	9

	
	
	14,000 - 17,499
	1.50 - 1.74
	7

	
	
	10,500 - 13,999
	1.25 - 1.49
	5

	
	
	7,500 - 10,499
	1.00 - 1.24
	4

	
	
	5,000 - 7,499
	0.75 - 0.99
	3

	
	
	3,500 - 4,999
	0.50 - 0.74
	2

	
	
	1,500 - 3,499
	0.25 - .49
	1

	
	
	< 1,500
	< 0.25
	0

	4. Future Federal Functional Classification System (FFCS)
	15
	FFCS
	Points

	
	
	Principal Arterial
	15

	
	
	Minor Arterial
	10

	
	
	Major Collector
	5

	
	
	Minor Collector/Local
	0

	5. Forecasted Vehicle Hours of Travel (VHT) Reduced
	20
	VHT
	Points

	
	
	> 599
	20

	
	
	450 - 599
	15

	
	
	300 - 449
	10

	
	
	150 - 299
	5

	
	
	< 150
	0

	6. Other Funds (Local Match)
	20
	Percent
	Points

	
	
	> 60.0%
	20

	
	
	50.1% - 60.0%
	16

	
	
	40.1% - 50.0%
	12

	
	
	30.1% - 40.0%
	8

	
	
	20.1% - 30.0%
	4

	
	
	< 20.1%
	0

	 
	100
	 

	*Transportation Management System (Bonus Points)
	5
	Feature
	Points

	
	
	multi-modal connectivity
	1

	
	
	transit operation features or amenities
	1

	
	
	pedestrian/bicycle signals
	1

	
	
	new bike lane/path
	1

	
	
	designated truck route
	1

	
	
	access control/consolidation
	1

	
	
	left-turn lanes
	1

	
	
	signal interconnection
	1

	
	
	ITS infrastructure
	1

	
	
	raised or depressed barrier medians
	1


Other Projects Category

Minor construction criteria

	Criteria
	Points Possible
	Breakdown of Points

	 
	 
	 

	1. Existing Crash Ranking (Statewide SICL)
	20
	Statewide Rank
	Metro Rank
	Points

	
	
	< 201
	< 21
	20

	
	
	201 - 500
	21 - 50
	17

	
	
	501 - 1,000
	51 - 100
	14

	
	
	1,001 - 1,500
	101 - 150
	10

	
	
	1,501 - 2,000
	151 - 200
	7

	
	
	2,001 - 2,500
	201 - 250
	4

	
	
	> 2,500
	> 250
	0

	2. Existing Level of Service (LOS) or Delay
	30
	LOS
	Points

	
	
	E
	30

	
	
	D
	25

	
	
	C
	10

	
	
	A - B
	0

	3. Existing Traffic Volumes (ADT or ADT/Population Ratio)
	10
	ADT
	Ratio
	Points

	
	
	> 39,999
	> 2.49
	10

	
	
	23,000 - 39,999
	1.88 - 2.49
	8

	
	
	14,000 - 22,999
	1.25 - 1.87
	6

	
	
	6,500 - 13,999
	0.63 - 1.24
	4

	
	
	< 6,500
	< 0.63
	2

	4. Existing Crash Benefit/Cost Analysis
	15
	Ratio
	Points

	
	
	> 3.00
	15

	
	
	2.51 - 3.00
	12

	
	
	2.01 - 2.50
	9

	
	
	1.51 - 2.00
	6

	
	
	1.00 - 1.50
	3

	
	
	< 1.00
	0

	 5. Improved LOS or Delay
	15
	Delay (seconds)
	Points

	
	
	> 24.9
	15

	
	
	20.0 - 24.9
	12

	
	
	15.0 - 19.9
	9

	
	
	10.0 - 14.9
	6

	
	
	5.0 - 9.9
	3

	
	
	< 5.0
	0

	6. Other Funds (Local Match)
	10
	Percent
	Points

	
	
	> 60.0%
	10

	
	
	50.1% - 60.0%
	8

	
	
	40.1% - 50.0%
	6

	
	
	30.1% - 40.0%
	4

	
	
	20.1% - 30.0%
	2

	
	
	< 20.1%
	0

	 
	100
	  

	*Transportation Management System (Bonus Points)
	5
	Feature
	Points

	
	
	multi-modal connectivity
	1

	
	
	transit operation features or amenities
	1

	
	
	pedestrian/bicycle signals
	1

	
	
	new bike lane/path
	1

	
	
	designated truck route
	1

	
	
	access control/consolidation
	1

	
	
	left-turn lanes
	1

	
	
	signal interconnection
	1

	
	
	ITS infrastructure
	1

	
	
	raised or depressed barrier medians
	1


Other Projects Category

PRESERVATION criteria

	Criteria
	Points Possible
	Breakdown of Points

	 
	 
	 

	1. Existing Surface (PCI)
	45
	PCI
	Points

	
	
	Poor
	45

	
	
	Fair
	30

	
	
	Good
	15

	
	
	Excellent
	0

	2. Existing Traffic Volumes (ADT or ADT/Population Ratio)
	20
	ADT
	Ratio
	Points

	
	
	> 19,999
	> 1.24
	20

	
	
	11,500 - 19,999
	0.94 - 1.24
	16

	
	
	7,000 - 11,499
	0.63 - 0.93
	12

	
	
	3,000 - 6,999
	0.31 - 0.62
	8

	
	
	< 3,000
	< 0.31
	4

	3. Existing Federal Functional Classification System (FFCS)
	20
	FFCS
	Points

	
	
	Principal Arterial
	15

	
	
	Minor Arterial
	10

	
	
	Major Collector
	5

	
	
	Minor Collector/Local
	0

	4. Other Funds (Local Match)
	15
	Percent
	Points

	
	
	> 60.0%
	15

	
	
	50.1% - 60.0%
	12

	
	
	40.1% - 50.0%
	9

	
	
	30.1% - 40.0%
	6

	
	
	20.1% - 30.0%
	3

	
	
	< 20.1%
	0

	 
	100
	  

	*Transportation Management System (Bonus Points)
	5
	Feature
	Points

	
	
	multi-modal connectivity
	1

	
	
	transit operation features or amenities
	1

	
	
	pedestrian/bicycle signals
	1

	
	
	new bike lane/path
	1

	
	
	designated truck route
	1

	
	
	access control/consolidation
	1

	
	
	left-turn lanes
	1

	
	
	signal interconnection
	1

	
	
	ITS infrastructure
	1

	
	
	raised or depressed barrier medians
	1


Other Projects Category

alternative transportation criteria

	Criteria
	Points Possible
	Breakdown of Points

	 
	 
	 

	1. Congestion Reduction (the number of person hours removed from the roadway per year)
	25
	Hours
	Points

	
	
	> 59,999
	25

	
	
	40,000 - 59,999
	20

	
	
	20,000 - 39,999
	15

	
	
	< 20,000
	0

	2. Air Quality Benefit (the number of grams of carbon monoxide removed from the air per day)
	25
	Grams
	Points

	
	
	> 149,999
	25

	
	
	100,000 - 149,999
	20

	
	
	50,000 - 99,999
	15

	
	
	< 50,000
	0

	3. Mode Efficiency (the gallons of fuel saved per day)
	20
	Gallons
	Points

	
	
	> 599
	20

	
	
	450 - 599
	15

	
	
	300 - 449
	10

	
	
	150 - 299
	5

	
	
	< 150
	0

	4. Benefit/Cost Analysis
	20
	Ratio
	Points

	
	
	> 4.99
	20

	
	
	4.0 - 4.99
	16

	
	
	3.0 - 3.99
	12

	
	
	2.0 - 2.99
	8

	
	
	1.0 - 1.99
	4

	
	
	< 1.0
	0

	5. Other Funds (Local Match)
	10
	Percent
	Points

	
	
	> 60.0%
	10

	
	
	50.1% - 60.0%
	8

	
	
	40.1% - 50.0%
	6

	
	
	30.1% - 40.0%
	4

	
	
	20.1% - 30.0%
	2

	
	
	< 20.1%
	0

	 
	100
	 

	*Transportation Management System (Bonus Points)
	5
	Feature
	Points

	
	
	multi-modal connectivity
	1

	
	
	transit operation features or amenities
	1

	
	
	pedestrian/bicycle signals
	1

	
	
	new bike lane/path
	1

	
	
	designated truck route
	1

	
	
	access control/consolidation
	1

	
	
	left-turn lanes
	1

	
	
	signal interconnection
	1

	
	
	ITS infrastructure
	1

	
	
	raised or depressed barrier medians
	1


Other Projects Category

Planning Studies criteria

Planning Studies will be evaluated through a qualitative review of the project applications by the MPO’s Planning and Engineering Subcommittees.  The Planning and Engineering Subcommittees will review the Planning Studies at the project score review meeting.  Any eligible Planning Studies will continue on with the STP award process.

Small Member Governments Projects category

MAJOR CONSTRUCTION – EXISTING criteria

	Criteria
	Points Possible
	Breakdown of Points

	1. System Efficiency
	10
	

	1.1 Current Level of Service (LOS)
	5
	LOS
	Points

	
	
	E – F (D-F)
	5

	
	
	D (B-C)
	3

	
	
	A – C (A)
	0

	1.2 Forecasted LOS without Improvement
	5
	LOS
	Points

	
	
	E – F (D-F)
	5

	
	
	D (B-C)
	3

	
	
	A – C (A)
	0

	2. Existing Crash Benefit/Cost Analysis
	20
	Ratio
	Points

	
	
	> 0.79 (> 0.39)
	20

	
	
	0.60 - 0.79 (0.30 - 0.39)
	15

	
	
	0.40 - 0.59 (0.20 - 0.29)
	10

	
	
	0.20 - 0.39 (< 0.20)
	5

	
	
	< 0.20 (remove)
	0

	3. Forecasted Traffic Volumes (ADT or ADT/Population Ratio)
	15

ADT score in 1,000 increment from 10,000 to 1,000
	ADT
	Ratio
	Points

	
	
	> 29,999
	> 2.49
	15

	
	
	26,500 - 29,999
	2.25 - 2.49
	13

	
	
	21,500 - 26,499
	2.00 - 2.24
	11

	
	
	17,500 - 21,499
	1.75 - 1.99
	9

	
	
	14,000 - 17,499
	1.50 - 1.74
	7

	
	
	10,500 - 13,999
	1.25 - 1.49
	5

	
	
	7,500 - 10,499
	1.00 - 1.24
	4

	
	
	5,000 - 7,499
	0.75 - 0.99
	3

	
	
	3,500 - 4,999
	0.50 - 0.74
	2

	
	
	1,500 - 3,499
	0.25 -.49
	1

	
	
	< 1,500 (remove)
	< 0.25 (remove)
	0

	4. Existing Federal Functional Classification System (FFCS)
	15
	FFCS
	Points

	
	
	Principal Arterial
	15

	
	
	Minor Arterial
	10

	
	
	Major Collector
	5

	
	
	Minor Collector/Local (remove)
	0

	5. Existing Surface Condition (PCI)
	20
	PCI
	Points

	
	
	Very Poor or Poor
	20

	
	
	Fair
	15

	
	
	Good
	5

	
	
	Excellent
	0

	6. Other Funds (Local Match)
	20
	Percent
	Points

	
	
	> 60.0%
	20

	
	
	50.1% - 60.0%
	16

	
	
	40.1% - 50.0%
	12

	
	
	30.1% - 40.0%
	8

	
	
	20.1% - 30.0%
	4

	
	
	< 20.1%
	0

	 
	100
	  

	*Transportation Management System (Bonus Points)
	5
	Feature
	Points

	
	
	multi-modal connectivity
	1

	
	
	transit operation features or amenities
	1

	
	
	pedestrian/bicycle signals
	1

	
	
	new bike lane/path
	1

	
	
	designated truck route
	1

	
	
	access control/consolidation
	1

	
	
	left-turn lanes
	1

	
	
	signal interconnection
	1

	
	
	ITS infrastructure
	1

	
	
	raised or depressed barrier medians
	1


Small Member Governments Projects category

Minor construction criteria 

	Criteria
	Points Possible
	Breakdown of Points

	 
	 
	 

	1. Existing Crash Ranking (Statewide SICL)
	20
	Statewide Rank
	Metro Rank
	Points

	
	
	< 201 (< 500)
	< 21  (< 50)
	20

	
	
	201-500 (500-1000)
	21–50 (50-250)
	17

	
	
	501-1,000 (1000-1500)
	51-100 (250-500)
	14

	
	
	1,001-1,500 (1500-2500)
	101–150 (500-750)
	10

	
	
	1,501-2,000 (2500-4000)
	151-200 (750-1000)
	7

	
	
	2,001-2,500 (> 4000)
	201-250 (> 1000)
	4

	
	
	> 2,500 (remove)
	> 250 (remove)
	0

	2. Existing Level of Service (LOS) or Delay
	30
	LOS
	Points

	
	
	E (E-D)
	30

	
	
	D (C)
	25

	
	
	C (B)
	10

	
	
	A – B (A)
	0

	3. Existing Traffic Volumes (ADT or ADT/Population Ratio)
	10

ADT score in 2500 increment from 10,000
	ADT
	Ratio
	Points

	
	
	> 39,999
	> 2.49
	10

	
	
	23,000 - 39,999
	1.88 - 2.49
	8

	
	
	14,000 - 22,999
	1.25 - 1.87
	6

	
	
	6,500 - 13,999
	0.63 - 1.24
	4

	
	
	< 6,500
	< 0.63
	2

	4. Existing Crash Benefit/Cost Analysis
	15
	Ratio
	Points

	
	
	> 3.00 (> 1.00)
	15

	
	
	2.51 - 3.00 (0.75-0.99)
	12

	
	
	2.01 - 2.50 (0.50-0.74)
	9

	
	
	1.51 - 2.00 (0.25-0.49)
	6

	
	
	1.00 - 1.50 (< 0.25)
	3

	
	
	< 1.00 (remove)
	0

	 5. Improved LOS or Delay
	15
	Delay (seconds)
	Points

	
	
	> 24.9 
	15

	
	
	20.0 - 24.9
	12

	
	
	15.0 - 19.9
	9

	
	
	10.0 - 14.9
	6

	
	
	5.0 - 9.9
	3

	
	
	< 5.0
	0

	6. Other Funds (Local Match)
	10
	Percent
	Points

	
	
	> 60.0%
	10

	
	
	50.1% - 60.0%
	8

	
	
	40.1% - 50.0%
	6

	
	
	30.1% - 40.0%
	4

	
	
	20.1% - 30.0%
	2

	
	
	< 20.1%
	0

	 
	100
	  

	*Transportation Management System (Bonus Points)
	5
	Feature
	Points

	
	
	multi-modal connectivity
	1

	
	
	transit operation features or amenities
	1

	
	
	pedestrian/bicycle signals
	1

	
	
	new bike lane/path
	1

	
	
	designated truck route
	1

	
	
	access control/consolidation
	1

	
	
	left-turn lanes
	1

	
	
	signal interconnection
	1

	
	
	ITS infrastructure
	1

	
	
	raised or depressed barrier medians
	1


Small Member Governments Projects category

PRESERVATION criteria 

	Criteria
	Points Possible
	Breakdown of Points

	 
	 
	 

	1. Existing Surface (PCI)
	45
	PCI
	Points

	
	
	Poor
	45

	
	
	Fair
	30

	
	
	Good
	15

	
	
	Excellent
	0

	2. Existing Traffic Volumes (ADT or ADT/Population Ratio)
	20
	ADT
	Ratio
	Points

	
	
	> 19,999
	> 1.24
	20

	
	
	11,500 - 19,999
	0.94 - 1.24
	16

	
	
	7,000 - 11,499
	0.63 - 0.93
	12

	
	
	3,000 - 6,999
	0.31 - 0.62
	8

	
	
	< 3,000
	< 0.31
	4

	3. Existing Federal Functional Classification System (FFCS)
	20
	FFCS
	Points

	
	
	Principal Arterial
	15

	
	
	Minor Arterial
	10

	
	
	Major Collector
	5

	
	
	Minor Collector/Local
	0

	4. Other Funds (Local Match)
	15
	Percent
	Points

	
	
	> 60.0%
	15

	
	
	50.1% - 60.0%
	12

	
	
	40.1% - 50.0%
	9

	
	
	30.1% - 40.0%
	6

	
	
	20.1% - 30.0%
	3

	
	
	< 20.1%
	0

	 
	100
	  

	*Transportation Management System (Bonus Points)
	5
	Feature
	Points

	
	
	multi-modal connectivity
	1

	
	
	transit operation features or amenities
	1

	
	
	pedestrian/bicycle signals
	1

	
	
	new bike lane/path
	1

	
	
	designated truck route
	1

	
	
	access control/consolidation
	1

	
	
	left-turn lanes
	1

	
	
	signal interconnection
	1

	
	
	ITS infrastructure
	1

	
	
	raised or depressed barrier medians
	1


Use the Following appropriate project category pages to complete your project application.


DES MOINES AREA METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM APPLICATION

FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 2018
	1. Eligibility Requirements
	ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	1. Is the project included in the Horizon Year 2035 Metropolitan Transportation Plan?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	2. Is the project on the Federal Functional Classification System?


	2. Contact Information

	County:
	     
	City:
	     
	Date Submitted:
	     

	Contact Person :
	     
	Phone Number :
	     

	Title:
	     
	Fax Number:
	     

	Address:
	     
	E-mail:
	     


If more than one agency or organization is involved in this project, please state the name, contact person, mailing address, and telephone number of the second agency.  (Attach an additional page if more than two agencies are involved.)

	County:
	     
	City:
	     
	

	Contact Person :
	     
	Phone Number :
	     

	Title:
	     
	Fax Number:
	     

	Address:
	     
	E-mail:
	     


	3. Project Description

	Project Title:
	     

	Project Location(s) (Include road or street name(s) & project limits):

	     

	Describe Project:
	     

	Is this project is a continuation of, or is it otherwise related to, another project that previously was programmed in the TIP?

	
If yes, explain:      

	Has your agency previously applied for Surface Transportation Program funds for this specific project?

	
If yes, when:      

	Explain how the requested project will benefit and impact all communities in the Des Moines metropolitan area.

	     

	
a. Briefly describe the problems and needs along the corridor of the proposed improvement.

	
     

	
b. Briefly describe the how the proposed improvement addresses the problems and needs.

	
     

	
c. Briefly describe the regional significance of the proposed improvement and how it will be a functional addition to the 
regional transportation system.

	
     

	4. Project Category

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Major Construction – Existing (page x)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Major Construction – New (page )
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Minor Construction (page x)

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Preservation (page x)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Alternative Transportation (page x)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Planning Studies (page x)


	5. Project Type of Work (check all that apply):

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Paving
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Intersection Modifications
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Traffic Signals
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Bicycle or Pedestrian Facilities

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Resurfacing
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Congestion Management
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Patching
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Scenic or Landscaping Improvements

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Widening
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Bridge Replacement
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Right of Way
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Planning Study

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Grading
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Bridge Rehabilitation
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other (describe):
	     

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Lighting
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public Transit Improvement
	
	     


	6. Project Development Information

	a. Is this application request for a piece of a larger project (phase) or the entire length of project?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Phase   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Full Project

	b. Has any part of this project been started/completed?

	
	Project Activity
	Start Date (Anticipated) 
	
	Completion Date (Anticipated)

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	Design
	     
	
	     

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	Planning
	     
	
	     

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	In-house Engineering Services
	     
	
	     

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	Preliminary Engineering Services
	     
	
	     

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	Construction Engineering Services
	     
	
	     

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	Construction Improvements
	     
	
	     

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	Other
	     
	
	     


	7. Estimated Project Funding Summary

	a. Federal Fiscal Year 2018 STP Request: $     
	b. Total Project Cost: $     

	c. Total Funding Secured: $     
	d. Total Local Match Needed: $     

	e. Are you requesting STP funding for the proposed improvement over multiple years?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	        If yes, how many consecutive years?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 2     FORMCHECKBOX 
 3     FORMCHECKBOX 
 4+
	  Total request over period of years: $     

	        Total request by year: 
	FFY 2019 (2): $     
	FFY 2020 (3): $     
	FFY 2021 (4+): $     

	Federal-aid
	Cost Item
	Secured
	STP Request
	Local Match
	Total Cost

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	Preliminary Engineering 
	$     
	$     
	$     
	$      

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	Construction Engineering
	$     
	$     
	$     
	$      

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	Right of Way Acquisition 
	$     
	$     
	$     
	$      

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	Utility Relocation
	$     
	$     
	$     
	$      

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	Railroad Work
	$     
	$     
	$     
	$      

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	Construction
	$     
	$     
	$     
	$      

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	Other:      
	$     
	$     
	$     
	$      

	
	In-kind contribution
	$     
	$     
	$     
	$      

	Total 
	$     
	$     
	$     
	$      


	f. If the proposed improvement has secured funding, please list the funding source(s), amount, and FFY(s).

	Funding Source
	
	Secured
	
	FFY Secured

	     
	
	$     
	
	     

	     
	
	$     
	
	     

	     
	
	$     
	
	     

	     
	
	$     
	
	     

	     
	
	$     
	
	     

	     
	
	$     
	
	     

	     
	
	$     
	
	     

	     
	
	$     
	
	     


	g. Please list all funding source(s) this proposed improvement might use, not including secured funding.

	Funding Source
	
	Anticipated
	

	     
	
	$     
	

	     
	
	$     
	

	     
	
	$     
	

	     
	
	$     
	

	     
	
	$     
	


	8. Cost Per Vehicle Mile  --- Total federal share of construction cost/(24-hour traffic count*length) = cost per vehicle mile

	a. Total Federal Share of Construction Cost = $     
	b. 24-hour traffic count =      
	c. Length =       miles

	a/(b*c) = $     /(     *     ) = $     


	9. Horizon Year 2035 Metropolitan Transportation Plan Goal 1 – Maintain and improve the regional transportation system.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	a. Will the project improve the physical/structural integrity of the existing roadway system?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	b. Will the project improve the physical/structural integrity of existing railroad facilities for passenger transportation?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	c. Will the project improve the physical/structural integrity of existing railroad facilities for freight transportation?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	d. Will the project improve the physical/structural integrity of existing transit services and facilities?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	e. Will the project improve the physical/structural integrity of existing bicycle facilities?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	f. Will the project improve the physical/structural integrity of existing pedestrian facilities?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	g. Will the project replace or upgrade a bridge that is load restricted or functionally obsolete?

	Existing Bridge Information:
	FHWA No.:
	     
	Year Built:
	     
	Size:
	     

	
	Type:
	     
	Rating:
	     


	10. Horizon Year 2035 Metropolitan Transportation Plan Goal 2 – Improve the accessibility, connectivity, and mobility of the transportation system, for people and freight, for all modes of transportation in and through the region.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	a. Will the project improve the connection of multiple modes of transportation?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	b. Does the project include elements designed to benefit non-motorized traffic?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	c. Is the project currently on a fixed public transit route?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	d. Will residents surrounding the facility have increased access to transit stops?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	e. Will the project provide a sheltered transit stop on a fixed-route or shuttle-route service?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	f. Will the transit vehicles purchased include bicycle carrying ability?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	g. Will the project increase the number of bus stops with paved platforms?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	h. Will the project connect any existing or planned bicycle and/or pedestrian facilities (close a gap) – either on or off street?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	i. Will the project increase the number of pedestrian facilities surrounding the project?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	j. Will the project increase the number of bicycle facilities (e.g., bicycle lanes or trails)?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	k. Will the project increase accessibility to bicycle facilities?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	l. Will the proposed project support and encourage use of alternative modes of transportation?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	m. Will the project improve the sidewalks and/or other pedestrian facility infrastructure leading to bus stops?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	n. Will the project increase the proportion of multimodal access points that are compliant with the American with Disabilities Act?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	o. Will the project address rapid transit system options?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	p. Will the project improve freight infrastructure?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	r. Does the project provide increased access to an existing or proposed major traffic generator or center of regional significance (e.g., shopping centers, educational facilities, recreational facilities, industrial, and other employment centers)?  

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	s. Is the project likely to generate higher density developments in the region?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	t. Will the project improve the connectivity to regions beyond the greater Des Moines metropolitan area?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	u. In your view, is this project a Complete Street?


	11. Horizon Year 2035 Metropolitan Transportation Plan Goal 3 – Maintain quality performance of the regional transportation system through efficient congestion management and operations techniques.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	a. Will the project improve traffic operations for all users and modes?  

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	In the project area?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	In the project corridor?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	Over the total transportation system?

	
	b. Will the project reduce delay and improve safety in:

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	The project area?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	The project corridor?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	Over the total transportation system?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	c. Will the project improve operating conditions for more than one group of modal users?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	d. Will the project include Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) components? If yes, describe your project’s ITS elements, and the benefits this will bring

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	e. Will the project improve travel times to an intermodal transit facility?  

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	f. Will the project maintain acceptable levels of travel on the street and highway system?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	g. Will the project reduce regional annual vehicle miles traveled?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	h. Will the project maintain existing peak period travel times on arterial routes?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	i. Will the project promote the use of alternative modes of transportation?


	12. Horizon Year 2035 Metropolitan Transportation Plan Goal 4 – Improve the safety and security of the regional transportation system for all users.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	a. Will this project improve safety for bicycles and pedestrians in the project area?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	b. Does the project improve operations or resolve a specific safety problem at a specific location?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	c. Will the project decrease the number of modal conflict points?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	d. Will the project include installing lighting for facilities/crossings?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	e. Will the project include installing signage for facilities/crossings?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	f. Will the project include installing marked crosswalks?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	g. Will the project include installing shared lane markings?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	h. Will the project include crosswalks with countdown pedestrian signals?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	i. Will the project improve traffic signal enhancements that benefit handicapped individuals?

	j. What safety projects or proposals are located in the vicinity of this project?

	Explain:      

	k. Describe any traffic calming measures that will be incorporated in this project?

	Explain:      


	13. Horizon Year 2035 Metropolitan Transportation Plan Goal 5 – Preserve, protect, and enhance the natural and human environment.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	a. Will the project Involve any undisturbed land, either public or private, including new borrow areas?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	b. Will the project be in the proximity of a recreational area (i.e., park, playground, trail, greenbelt, etc.) or wildlife refuge?  

	
	If yes, answer the following questions:

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	Is the property used as a recreational area or wildlife refuge?  

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	Is the property publicly owned?  

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	If a recreational area, is it open to the public?  

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	c. Will the project Involve placement of fill in waters of the United States, including wetlands?  

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	d. Will the project affect a floodplain or floodway?  

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	e. Will the project disturb one or more acres of land?  

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	f. Will the project acquire more than 5 acres of farmland in any 1 mile (or less) length of the project?  

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	g. Will the project be in the proximity of known Federal or State threatened or endangered species or their habitat?  

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	h. Will the project have probable significant noise, air quality, or water quality impacts that may raise public concern or warrant special mitigation measures?  

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	i. Will the project reduce transportation generated greenhouse gas emissions?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	j. Will the project promote sustainable energy consumption?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	k. Will the project reduce transportation-generated noise pollution?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	l. Will the project reduce transportation-generated light pollution?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	m. Will the project be in or adjacent to any known historic building, district, bridge, roadway, or structure?  

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	n. Is the site or structure identified on an eligible lot of qualified historic places?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	o. Will there be any adverse impacts on a historic district or structure?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	p. Will the project reduce transportation generated air toxin levels?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	q. Will the project use sustainable materials in transportation projects?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	r. Will there be any adverse impacts on a historic district or structure?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	s. Involve the clean-up of any known hazardous materials? 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	t. Will the proposed project support coordinated and comprehensive development planning?  

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	u. Will the proposed project be consistent with the character of the area, and will it include context sensitive solution principles?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	v. Will the proposed project support principles of strengthening city or town centers, focused growth areas, clustered development or protection of environmentally sensitive or agricultural lands?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Y   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N   FORMCHECKBOX 
 UNK   FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A
	w. Is it anticipated the proposed project will receive a substantial degree of public opposition?

	x. Discuss the public input process that was/will be followed, the extent to which adjacent property owners and others have been/will be informed of the proposed project, and an assessment of their acceptance.

	     


	Surface Transportation Program 

Project Category –  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Regionally Significant or  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Small Member Government

	Major Construction –  FORMCHECKBOX 
 New (Regionally Significant Only) or  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Existing

	Facility Name:
	     

	Facility Termini:
	      to      

	Federal Functional Classification:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Interstate
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other Principal Arterial
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Minor Arterial
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Urban Collector

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Rural Major Collector
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Rural Minor Collector
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Local
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A (ex. trail)

	Length:
	      miles
	% Trucks:      
	

	Type of Area:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Urban
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Suburban
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Rural
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Central Business District

	

	Roadways (urban or rural)
	Existing
	Proposed

	     Traffic Volumes (AADT)
	
	     
	
	     

	          Date/Year of Count
	     
	Source:
	     
	Count Location
	     
	Factored?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	     Number of through traffic lanes
	
	     
	
	     

	     Travel lane width (ft)
	
	     
	
	     

	Total roadway width (ft)
	
	     
	
	     

	Posted speed (mph)
	
	     
	
	     

	Median
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Left turn lane
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	     If yes, where
	
	
	
	

	Right turn lane
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Center turn lane
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	One-way
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Paved shoulder
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Shoulder width (ft)
	
	     
	
	     

	On-street parking
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	% On-street parking within termini
	
	     
	
	     

	Parking time limit (min)
	
	     
	
	     


	Signalization
	Existing
	Proposed

	Number of signalized intersections
	     
	
	     

	Location of signalized intersections
	
	

	Signals actuated
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Arrival Type
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Type 1
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Type 1

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Type 2
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Type 2

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Type 3
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Type 3

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Type 4
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Type 4

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Type 5
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Type 5

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Type 6
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Type 6


	Surface

	     Surface Type
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Gravel   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Asphalt   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Portland
	Proposed Surface Type
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Gravel   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Asphalt   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Portland   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other

	     Surface Condition
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Excellent   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Good   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Fair   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Poor
	Age of Surface
	     

	     Expected life of current surface
	      years
	Expected life of proposed surface
	      years


	     Subsurface Condition
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Excellent   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Good   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Fair   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Poor
	Age of Subsurface
	     

	     Other comments:      


	Facility Continuity (Major Construction – New projects only)

	Prepare a map showing how the facility continuity will be improved by the proposed project with a starting point, ending point, existing route, and proposed route.


	Transportation Management System
	Existing
	
	Proposed

	Multi-modal Connectivity
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Transit Operation Features or Amenities
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Bicycle/Pedestrian Signals
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Bicycle Lane/Trail/Other Bikeway Facility
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Designated Truck Route
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Access Control/Consolidation
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Left-turn Lanes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Signal Interconnection
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	ITS Infrastructure
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Raised or Depressed Barrier Medians
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	The following documentation is REQUIRED with your application.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  PAGES 1-5, the Major Construction Section, and Certification.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  A 8 ½ x 11 MAP identifying the location of the project.  For Major Construction-New projects, provide an additional map showing how facility continuity will be improved by the proposed project.

	  A CROSS-SECTION of the proposed project 

  A SKETCH-PLAN of the project.



	The following documentation is OPTIONAL with your application.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Photos or other documentation of the project to help describe the project.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Copies of letters of support for the project.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Other documentation that will help evaluators understand your project.


	Certification


To the best of my knowledge and belief, all information included in this application is true and accurate, including the commitment of all physical and financial resources.  This application has been duly authorized by participating local authority(s).  I understand the attached FORMAL RESOLUTION binds the participating local governments to provide the required matching funds, and to assume responsibility for adequate maintenance of any new or improved facilities.

I understand that, although this information is sufficient to secure a commitment of funds, an executed contract between the applicant and the Iowa Department of Transportation is required prior to the authorization of funds.

	Representing the 
	     

	
	
	     

	Signature
	
	Date

	     
	
	     

	Typed Name and Title
	
	Date


	Please send this application with the supportive documentation to:

	

	Des Moines Area Metropolitan Planning Organization

	420 Watson Powell, Suite 200

	Des Moines, Iowa 50309

	

	For more information, please contact the MPO office at (515) 334-0075.

	


	Surface Transportation Program 

	Project Category –  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other Projects or  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Small Member Government

Minor Construction

	Facility Name:
	     

	Facility Termini:
	      to      

	Federal Functional Classification:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Interstate
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other Principal Arterial
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Minor Arterial
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Urban Collector

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Rural Major Collector
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Rural Minor Collector
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Local
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A (ex. trail)

	Type of Area:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Urban
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Suburban
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Rural
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Central Business District

	

	Roadways (urban or rural)
	Existing
	Proposed

	     Traffic Volumes (AADT)
	
	     
	
	     

	          Date/Year of Count
	     
	Source:
	     
	Count Location
	     
	Factored?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	     Number of through traffic lanes
	
	     
	
	     

	     Travel lane width (ft)
	
	     
	
	     

	Total roadway width (ft)
	
	     
	
	     

	Posted speed (mph)
	
	     
	
	     

	
	
	
	
	

	Eastbound
	% Pavement Grade =       %
	Truck Route
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	% of Trucks =       %

	Westbound
	% Pavement Grade =       %
	Truck Route
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	% of Trucks =       %

	Northbound
	% Pavement Grade =       %
	Truck Route
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	% of Trucks =       %

	Southbound
	% Pavement Grade =       %
	Truck Route
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	% of Trucks =       %

	

	Current Turning Movements of Intersection

	
	Eastbound
	Westbound

	
	Left
	Through
	Right
	Left
	Through
	Right

	Number of Lanes
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Traffic Volumes
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Lane Width
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	Northbound
	Southbound

	
	Left
	Through
	Right
	Left
	Through
	Right

	Number of Lanes
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Traffic Volumes
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Lane Width
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     


	For Signalized Intersections: Existing Phasing

	     a.  List the appropriate movements allowed during that particular combination.

	     b.  List the green time (seconds), if available, and the change interval (yellow plus all-red).

	     c.  Check Yes, if the intersection is actuated, or No, if the intersection is not actuated.

	
	Movements
	Time (seconds)
	Actuated

	1
	     
	Green       sec
	Yellow       sec
	Red       sec
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	2
	     
	Green       sec
	Yellow       sec
	Red       sec
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	3
	     
	Green       sec
	Yellow       sec
	Red       sec
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	4
	     
	Green       sec
	Yellow       sec
	Red       sec
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	5
	     
	Green       sec
	Yellow       sec
	Red       sec
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	6
	     
	Green       sec
	Yellow       sec
	Red       sec
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	7
	     
	Green       sec
	Yellow       sec
	Red       sec
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	8
	     
	Green       sec
	Yellow       sec
	Red       sec
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	For Signalized Intersections: Proposed Phasing

	     a.  List the appropriate movements allowed during that particular combination.

	     b.  List the green time (seconds), if available, and the change interval (yellow plus all-red).

	     c.  Check Yes, if the intersection is actuated, or No, if the intersection is not actuated.

	
	Movements
	Time (seconds)
	Actuated

	1
	     
	Green       sec
	Yellow       sec
	Red       sec
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	2
	     
	Green       sec
	Yellow       sec
	Red       sec
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	3
	     
	Green       sec
	Yellow       sec
	Red       sec
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	4
	     
	Green       sec
	Yellow       sec
	Red       sec
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	5
	     
	Green       sec
	Yellow       sec
	Red       sec
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	6
	     
	Green       sec
	Yellow       sec
	Red       sec
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	7
	     
	Green       sec
	Yellow       sec
	Red       sec
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	8
	     
	Green       sec
	Yellow       sec
	Red       sec
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	Transportation Management System
	Existing
	
	Proposed

	Multi-modal Connectivity
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Transit Operation Features or Amenities
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Bicycle/Pedestrian Signals
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Bicycle Lane/Trail/Other Bikeway Facility
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Designated Truck Route
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Access Control/Consolidation
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Left-turn Lanes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Signal Interconnection
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	ITS Infrastructure
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Raised or Depressed Barrier Medians
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	The following documentation is REQUIRED with your application.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  PAGES 1-5, the Minor Construction Section, and Certification.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  A 8 ½ x 11 MAP identifying the location of the project.  

	  A CROSS-SECTION of the proposed project 

  A SKETCH-PLAN of the project.



	The following documentation is OPTIONAL with your application.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Photos or other documentation of the project to help describe the project.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Copies of letters of support for the project.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Other documentation that will help evaluators understand your project.


	Certification


To the best of my knowledge and belief, all information included in this application is true and accurate, including the commitment of all physical and financial resources.  This application has been duly authorized by participating local authority(s).  I understand the attached FORMAL RESOLUTION binds the participating local governments to provide the required matching funds, and to assume responsibility for adequate maintenance of any new or improved facilities.

I understand that, although this information is sufficient to secure a commitment of funds, an executed contract between the applicant and the Iowa Department of Transportation is required prior to the authorization of funds.

	Representing the 
	     

	
	
	     

	Signature
	
	Date

	     
	
	     

	Typed Name and Title
	
	Date


	Please send this application with the supportive documentation to:

	

	Des Moines Area Metropolitan Planning Organization

	420 Watson Powell, Suite 200

	Des Moines, Iowa 50309

	

	For more information, please contact the MPO office at (515) 334-0075.

	


	Surface Transportation Program

Project Category –  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other Projects or  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Small Member Government

	Preservation

	Facility Name:
	     

	Facility Termini:
	      to      

	Federal Functional Classification:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Interstate
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other Principal Arterial
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Minor Arterial
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Urban Collector

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Rural Major Collector
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Rural Minor Collector
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Local
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 N/A (ex. trail)

	Length:
	      miles
	% Trucks:      
	

	Type of Area:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Urban
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Suburban
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Rural
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Central Business District

	

	Roadways (urban or rural)
	Existing
	Proposed

	     Traffic Volumes (AADT)
	
	     
	
	     

	          Date/Year of Count
	     
	Source:
	     
	Count Location
	     
	Factored?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	     Number of through traffic lanes
	
	     
	
	     

	     Travel lane width (ft)
	
	     
	
	     

	Total roadway width (ft)
	
	     
	
	     

	Posted speed (mph)
	
	     
	
	     

	Median
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Left turn lanes
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	     If yes, where
	
	
	
	

	Right turn lanes
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Center turn lanes
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	One-way
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Paved shoulder
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Shoulder width
	
	     
	
	     

	On-street parking
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	% On-street parking in termini
	
	     
	
	     

	Parking time limit (min)
	
	     
	
	     

	Surface

	     Surface Type
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Gravel   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Asphalt   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Portland
	Proposed Surface Type
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Gravel   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Asphalt   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Portland   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other

	     Surface Condition
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Excellent   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Good   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Fair   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Poor
	Age of Surface
	     

	     Expected life of current surface
	      years
	Expected life of proposed surface
	      years

	     Subsurface Condition
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Excellent   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Good   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Fair   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Poor
	Age of Subsurface
	     

	     Other comments:      


	Transportation Management System
	Existing
	
	Proposed

	Multi-modal Connectivity
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Transit Operation Features or Amenities
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Bicycle/Pedestrian Signals
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Bicycle Lane/Trail/Other Bikeway Facility
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Designated Truck Route
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Access Control/Consolidation
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Left-turn Lanes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Signal Interconnection
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	ITS Infrastructure
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Raised or Depressed Barrier Medians
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	The following documentation is REQUIRED with your application.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  PAGES 1-5, the Preservation Section, and Certification.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  A 8 ½ x 11 MAP identifying the location of the project.  

	  A CROSS-SECTION of the proposed project. 

  A SKETCH-PLAN of the project.



	The following documentation is OPTIONAL with your application.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Photos or other documentation of the project to help describe the project.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Copies of letters of support for the project.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Other documentation that will help evaluators understand your project.


	Certification


To the best of my knowledge and belief, all information included in this application is true and accurate, including the commitment of all physical and financial resources.  This application has been duly authorized by participating local authority(s).  I understand the attached FORMAL RESOLUTION binds the participating local governments to provide the required matching funds, and to assume responsibility for adequate maintenance of any new or improved facilities.

I understand that, although this information is sufficient to secure a commitment of funds, an executed contract between the applicant and the Iowa Department of Transportation is required prior to the authorization of funds.

	Representing the 
	     

	
	
	     

	Signature
	
	Date

	     
	
	     

	Typed Name and Title
	
	Date


	Please send this application with the supportive documentation to:

	

	Des Moines Area Metropolitan Planning Organization

	420 Watson Powell, Suite 200

	Des Moines, Iowa 50309

	

	For more information, please contact the MPO office at (515) 334-0075.

	


	Surface Transportation Program
	
	
	

	Alternative Transportation
	Existing
	
	Proposed

	Daily passengers per vehicle
	     
	
	     

	Number of vehicles
	     
	
	     

	Life expectancy of vehicle/trail
	     
	
	     

	Number of trail recreation trips per year
	     
	
	     

	Number of trail work trips per year
	     
	
	     

	Other comments:
	     


	The following documentation is REQUIRED with your application.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  PAGES 1-5, the Alternative Transportation Section, and Certification.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  A 8 ½ x 11 MAP identifying the location of the project.  

	  A CROSS-SECTION of the proposed project.
  A SKETCH-PLAN of the project.



	The following documentation is OPTIONAL with your application.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Photos or other documentation of the project to help describe the project.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Copies of letters of support for the project.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Other documentation that will help evaluators understand your project.


	Certification


To the best of my knowledge and belief, all information included in this application is true and accurate, including the commitment of all physical and financial resources.  This application has been duly authorized by participating local authority(s).  I understand the attached FORMAL RESOLUTION binds the participating local governments to provide the required matching funds, and to assume responsibility for adequate maintenance of any new or improved facilities.

I understand that, although this information is sufficient to secure a commitment of funds, an executed contract between the applicant and the Iowa Department of Transportation is required prior to the authorization of funds.

	Representing the 
	     

	
	
	     

	Signature
	
	Date

	     
	
	     

	Typed Name and Title
	
	Date


	Please send this application with the supportive documentation to:

	

	Des Moines Area Metropolitan Planning Organization

	420 Watson Powell, Suite 200

	Des Moines, Iowa 50309

	

	For more information, please contact the MPO office at (515) 334-0075.

	


	Surface Transportation Program
	
	
	

	Planning Studies
	
	
	


	Provide a brief description of the proposed project (include a timeline showing anticipated beginning and end dates):

	     


	List the deliverables for the project:

	     

	

	List any participating governments/partners/agencies (provide a brief explanation of their involvement):

	     


	Explain the problems/issues this project will address:

	     

	

	List any work previously completed (or underway) that this project compliments (include the relationship of this project to other planning studies/construction projects):

	     


	Identify project stakeholders and list strategies used to engage the stakeholders during project development:

	     

	

	How does this project relate or promote the MPO’s Horizon Year 2035 Long-Range Transportation Plan (provide references to goals and objectives of the Horizon Year 2035 Long-Range Transportation Plan):

	     


	Explain how the project with be carried forward and implemented once completed:

	     


	The following documentation is REQUIRED with your application.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  PAGES 1-5, the Planning Studies Section, and Certification.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  A 8 ½ x 11 MAP identifying the location of the project, if applicable.  

	  A CROSS-SECTION of the proposed project.
  A SKETCH-PLAN of the project.



	The following documentation is OPTIONAL with your application.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Photos or other documentation of the project to help describe the project.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Copies of letters of support for the project.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Other documentation that will help evaluators understand your project.


	Certification


To the best of my knowledge and belief, all information included in this application is true and accurate, including the commitment of all physical and financial resources.  This application has been duly authorized by participating local authority(s).  I understand the attached FORMAL RESOLUTION binds the participating local governments to provide the required matching funds, and to assume responsibility for adequate maintenance of any new or improved facilities.

I understand that, although this information is sufficient to secure a commitment of funds, an executed contract between the applicant and the Iowa Department of Transportation is required prior to the authorization of funds.

	Representing the 
	     

	
	
	     

	Signature
	
	Date

	     
	
	     

	Typed Name and Title
	
	Date


	Please send this application with the supportive documentation to:

	

	Des Moines Area Metropolitan Planning Organization

	420 Watson Powell, Suite 200

	Des Moines, Iowa 50309

	

	For more information, please contact the MPO office at (515) 334-0075.


EXample formal resolution

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE [MEMBER GOVERNMENT] TO SUBMIT AN APPLICATION FOR FUNDING FROM THE FEDERAL SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (STP) TO THE DES MOINES AREA METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION (MPO) FOR THE PARTIAL FUNDING OF THE CONSTRUCTION OF [PROJECT NAME] AND FURTHER APPROVING THE APPLICATION WHICH OBLIGATES THE [CITY] TO MATCHING FUNDS FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF SAID PROJECT

Whereas, the [Member Government] is a full member of the Des Moines Area Metropolitan Planning Organization; and

Whereas, the Federal Surface Transportation Program provides funding to local jurisdictions for the construction of eligible projects; and

Whereas, the program is administered by the Des Moines Area Metropolitan Planning Organization which prioritizes and ranks all project applications; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE [GOVERNING BODY] OF THE [MEMBER GOVERNMENT] that:

1. The [Governing Body] supports and approves the attached application for Federal Surface Transportation Program funding.

2. The [Governing Body] hereby commits to the [Member Government] matching monies as required by the Federal Surface Transportation Program funding.

3. The [Member Government] hereby commits to accepting and maintaining these improvements for a minimum of twenty (20) years following the completion.

4. The [Designated Official] is hereby authorized to approve and execute the application on behalf of the [Governing Body].

PASSED AND APPROVED THIS ________________________

                 Date

Altoona  Ankeny  Bondurant  Carlisle  Clive  Dallas County  DART  Des Moines  Grimes  Johnston  Mitchellville  Norwalk  
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