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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

Merle Hay Centre

6200 Aurora Avenue, Suite 300W

Urbandale, IA 50322-2866

515-334-0075 - Telephone

515-334-0098 - Facsimile

dmampo@dmampo.org

www.dmampo.org

( 2010 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.
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GENERAL INFORMATION AND GUIDELINES
All projects applying for Des Moines Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Surface Transportation Program (STP) or STP Transportation Enhancement (TE) funding must be sponsored by one or more of the eighteen MPO member governments, the Iowa Department of Transportation (DOT), or the Des Moines Area Regional Transit Authority.

To be eligible to apply for MPO STP or STP TE funding a project must be consistent with the MPO’s adopted Horizon Year 2035 Metropolitan Transportation Plan.  Roads 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 roadways 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 or STP TE 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.

Only projects that receive 50 points or more from the project evaluation stage will be considered for funding.  These projects will be the only ones requested to make a project presentation to the MPO STP Funding Subcommittee in December 2009.

STP TE applications are due on or before 4:30 p.m., Friday, November 19, 2010.  Applications received after this date will be considered ineligible for MPO STP TE funding.  Exceptions may be granted at the discretion of the MPO Executive Director, only if 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.  Additional copies of the applications will be photocopied for the subcommittee’s use.
The MPO staff works with the MPO’s Transportation Technical Committee (TTC) subcommittees to score and rank the submitted STP TE 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 subcommittees scores the applications, the results are presented to the TTC for review and approval.  Only those projects receiving 50 points or more are eligible for MPO STP TE funding.  The TTC forwards its STP TE project ranking to the MPO and its MPO STP Funding Subcommittee for review and funding recommendation.  The MPO STP Funding Subcommittee will hold a presentation session for all projects receiving 50 points or more from the TTC’s review, in February/March 2011.  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 March/April 2011, following the presentations, to make their recommendation to the MPO for STP and STP TE 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.

SCHEDULE FOR FEDERAL FISCAL YEARS 2015 FUNDING

November 19, 2010  
Project sponsors will submit an Application to determine project eligibility and the appropriate funding category.  The MPO staff will send an application packet and other materials to the sponsors with eligible projects.




Applications will be available and sent to eligible project sponsors.  Applications may be obtained by mail or downloaded from MPO web site: www.dmampo.org.

January 2011

Project evaluation and scoring by MPO TTC Planning Subcommittees.

January 28, 2011
 
STP Only Application Deadline: Applications will be accepted until 4:30 p.m.

February/March 2011
MPO STP Funding Subcommittee reviews project presentations.

March/April 2011

MPO STP Funding Subcommittee meets to develop funding recommendation before April’s MPO Meeting.

April 2011

STP and STP TE Recommendation to MPO TTC and MPO Policy for discussion. 

May 2011

STP and STP TE Recommendation to MPO TTC and MPO Policy for action. 

May 2011

Draft Federal Fiscal Years 2012-2015 Transportation Improvement Program (FFY 2012-2015 TIP) to MPO TTC and MPO Policy for project review and comment.  Public comment period and public meeting held.

May 12, 2011

Public comment period and public meeting held.

June 2011

Draft (FFY 2012-2015 TIP) to MPO TTC and MPO Policy for action.

June 15, 2011
Draft (FFY 2012-2015 TIP) transmitted to Iowa DOT and Federal Highway Administration.

July 15, 2011
Final (FFY 2012-2015 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 

Surface Transportation Program Transportation Enhancement Funding
Approved September 16, 1999

Amended May 18, 2000
Amended July 19, 2001

Amended January 17, 2002

Amended October 16, 2003
ELIGIBLITY
The Des Moines Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), when considering project requests for Surface Transportation Program (STP) or STP Transportation Enhancement (TE) 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 or STP TE funding must be sponsored by one or more of the sixteen MPO member governments, the Iowa Department of Transportation, or the Des Moines Metropolitan Transit Authority.  Other entities are eligible only with co-sponsorship by one of the organizations listed above.  When applying for STP or STP TE 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 or STP TE funds for inclusion in the MPO’s Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) shall be based on the following criteria:

1. The Iowa Department of Transportation (Iowa DOT) annually allocates STP and STP TE 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 or STP TE funds for a project’s implementation.

3. Any special planning activities will be paid for from funds generated by MPO member government assessments.  The MPO will not set aside STP or STP TE funds for funding planning related activities.
4. 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.

5. For roadway and TE 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.
6. 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.

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

STP:


Major Construction
50 to 75%


Minor Construction
5 to 15%


Preservation
5 to 15%


Alternative Transportation
5 to 15%

STP TE:


Bicycle/Pedestrian Facilities
33%


Scenic/Environmental 
33%


Historic Preservation
33%

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.

8. 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.

9. If the total amount of STP or STP TE funds received by the MPO for any given fiscal year is less than the total amount of STP or STP TE 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 and STP TE funds to those projects based upon the total amount of STP and STP TE funds actually available for that fiscal year, giving consideration to the higher ranking projects.

10. The MPO shall fund a project not to exceed the STP or STP TE grant amount awarded, or the percentage of the awarded project cost, which ever is less, except for Contingency Fund procedures.  Any STP or STP TE funds returned to the MPO for this reason shall be included in the MPO’s next fiscal year STP or STP TE 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 or STP TE funding, as well as any projects requesting STP or STP TE funding consideration for the first time.

2. Prior to review of new projects to be considered for STP or STP TE funding, the MPO shall determine the status of all prior commitments.  All projects previously approved and for which some part of STP or STP TE 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 or STP TE 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 or STP TE 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 and STP TE 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 and STP TE 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 or STP TE 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 STP TE 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.

For STP TE funds:
1. Fully funded projects which need more money.

2. Projects which were awarded part of the requested amount.

3. Projects in out years which can be moved forward.

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 or STP TE 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 or STP TE funded project does not make satisfactory progress, does not obligate the STP or STP TE 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 or STP TE funding for that project and return those STP or STP TE funds for inclusion in the next fiscal year’s STP or STP TE 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.

GUIDANCE FOR STP TE ACTIVITIES
Follows guidance from the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). The FHWA has prepared a document, Guidance for Transportation Enhancement Activities, 23 U.S.C. and TEA-21, which may be publicly accessed at the web site: http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/te/guidance.htm
Additional information is available from the Website for the National Transportation Enhancements Clearinghouse at www.enhancements.org.
Project Qualifications

Transportation Enhancements originated as part of ISTEA in 1991 and later re-affirmed in TEA-21.  There were originally ten eligible categories of projects, later expanded to twelve in TEA-21.  The list of qualifying activities can be located in 23 USC 133(a)(35) and is intended to be exclusive, not illustrative, meaning that only those activities listed are eligible as TE projects.  To comply with the federal guidelines for eligibility, there are two basic considerations:  

· Is the proposed action one of the listed activities?

· Does the proposed action relate to surface transportation?  (Surface transportation is defined as all modes except aviation and military transportation.) 

Transportation enhancement projects are intended to go beyond the normal required environmental mitigation of a transportation improvement project.  Activities already required by federal law may not be funded as transportation enhancements.  The process of determining which activities will be considered as normal mitigation and which will be considered TE activities may at times be difficult.  

Relationship to Surface Transportation

Transportation enhancement projects must have a relationship to surface transportation.  The definition of TE activities includes the phrase, “transportation enhancement activities means, with respect to any project or the area to be served by the project, any of the following activities, if such activity relates to surface transportation…”  Proximity to a roadway or transportation facility alone is not sufficient to establish a relationship to surface transportation.  Project sponsors should provide a clear and credible description of this relationship in their project’s proposal.  The focus is on a clear and credible description of how the proposed TE project relates to the surface transportation system.  Several questions should be asked:

· In what way(s) is the project related to surface transportation through present or past use as a transportation resource?

· Is there a direct connection to a person or event nationally significant in the development of surface transportation?

· What is the extent of the relationship(s) to surface transportation?

· What groups and individuals are affected by the relationship(s), when did the relationship(s) start and end, or do the relationship(s) continue?

· Is the relationship substantial enough to justify the investment of transportation funds?

The TE guidance states that proximity to a transportation facility alone is NOT sufficient to establish a relationship.

Eligible Transportation Enhancement Activities

STP TE funds support projects or programs that enhance the environmental, scenic, or cultural quality of a site or an area.  All funded activities (projects) must be accessible to the general public or targeted to a broad segment of the general public.  STP TE projects must fall into at least one of the following twelve activities:

1 Provision of facilities for pedestrians and bicycles;

1 Acquisition of scenic easements and scenic or historic sites;

1 Scenic or historic highway programs (including provision of tourist and welcome center facilities);

1 Historic preservation;

1 Landscaping and other scenic beautification;

1 Rehabilitation and operation of historic transportation buildings and structures;

1 Preservation of abandoned railway corridors;

1 Control and removal of outdoor advertising;

1 Archeological planning and research;

1 Mitigation of water pollution due to highway runoff or reduce vehicle-caused wildlife mortality while maintaining habitat connectivity;

1 Provision of safety and educational activities for pedestrians and bicycles; and

1 Establishment of transportation museums.

The Des Moines Area MPO groups these twelve (12) eligible activities into three categories as follows:

1. Bicycle/Pedestrian Facilities: Provision of facilities for pedestrians and bicycles; preservation of abandoned railway corridors; provision of safety and educational activities for pedestrians and bicycles.
2. Historic Preservation: Acquisition of historic sites; historic preservation; historic highway programs (including provision of tourist and welcome center facilities); rehabilitation and operation of historic transportation buildings and structures; archeological planning and research; establishment of transportation museums.
3. Scenic/Environmental: Acquisition of scenic easements; scenic highway programs (including provision of tourist and welcome center facilities); landscaping and other scenic beautification; control and removal of outdoor advertising; mitigation of water pollution due to highway runoff or reduce vehicle-caused wildlife mortality while maintaining habitat connectivity.

The following application types generally have been considered ineligible by the FHWA, in cooperation with the Iowa Department of Transportation:

· Surfacing or resurfacing of existing roads or construction of new roads;

· Construction or surfacing of parking lots (unless trailhead parking lot);

· Construction of low water crossings on roads;

· Picnic shelters, picnic tables, grills (unless directly related to a trailhead);

· Construction of new buildings (unless they are rest rooms or trailhead shelters in conjunction with trails that will accommodate bikes or pedestrians);

· Mitigation or NEPA Section 106 documentation of a bridge replacement;

· Applications without a public sponsor (city, state, or county agency);

· Historic applications where the facility or structure is not eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (please review with the State Historic Preservation Office, SHPO);

· Historic preservation activities which do not demonstrate some significant historic connection with the transportation system;

· Normal environmental mitigation work.

Additional Resources

Although the list of eligible activities is exclusive, eligibility questions are common and should  be directed  to the MPO staff or the Iowa Department of Transportation’s (Iowa DOT) Office of Systems Planning at 515-239-1621 or e-mail Jim Nervig at jim.nervig@dot.iowa.gov.  If eligibility of a project cannot be determined through the MPO review process, the project sponsor may submit the project for review to the Iowa DOT. Iowa DOT project review submittal forms are available from the MPO staff.

All applications must include the first four 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 four pages.  One copy of the application and supportive documentation are required.  
You may photocopy the application materials as needed.
Bicycle/Pedestrian Facility Category Evaluation Criteria

All questions that are NOT Yes/No questions are evaluated on a scale of 1-5 (low-high, least important-more important, etc).  The significance of the question or criteria is indicated by the weight identified in the parentheses (#).  The weight is multiplied by the evaluation result for each criterion and totaled for a final score for the project.
I
No points 



Project on MPO Bicycle/Pedestrian Facilities (Page 34).                         

II
No points
 


Previously received MPO STP TE funds under this category, if so not eligible for maintenance funds.  Previously received MPO STP TE funds under the other categories.

III
(2)
5 points, weighted 2   
= 10
Local Support.

IV
(3)
5 points, weighted 3   
= 15
Multipurpose aspects.

V
(3)
5 points, weighted 3   
= 15
Financial plan.

VI
(3)
5 points, weighted 3 
= 15
Quality/significance of the site.

VII
(2)
5 points, weighted 2 
= 10
Need for the project.

VIII
(1)
5 points, weighted 1 
= 5
Status of the facility right-of-way.

IX
(1)
5 points, weighted 1 
= 5
Urgency of the implementation of the project. 

X
(1)
5 points, weighted 1
= 5
Impact to tourism and economic development.

XI
(1)
20 points, weighted 1
= 20
Facility Category Scoring: Connection, Development, Extension, Upgrade, or Combination.

Total points possible 
= 100
historic preservation Category Evaluation Criteria

All questions that are NOT Yes/No questions are evaluated on a scale of 1-5 (low-high, least important-more important, etc).  The significance of the question or criteria is indicated by the weight identified in the parentheses (#).  The weight is multiplied by the evaluation result for each criterion and totaled for a final score for the project.

I
(5)
5 points, weighted 5   
= 25
Relationship to surface transportation system.
II
(4)
5 points, weighted 4   
= 20
Level of significance/quality of resource.
III
(3)
5 points, weighted 3   
= 15
Level of threat.
IV
(1)
5 points, weighted 3   
= 15
Tourism and economic development potential.
V
(3)
5 points, weighted 3 
= 15
Multiple use potential.
VI
(3)
5 points, weighted 3 
= 15
Available local funds.
VII
(1)
5 points, weighted 1 
= 5
Relationship to historic district or local plans.  
Total points possible 
= 100
SCENIC ENVIRONMENTAL Category Evaluation Criteria

All questions that are NOT Yes/No questions are evaluated on a scale of 1-5 (low-high, least important-more important, etc).  The significance of the question or criteria is indicated by the weight identified in the parentheses (#).  The weight is multiplied by the evaluation result for each criterion and totaled for a final score for the project.

I
(5)
5 points, weighted 5   
= 25
Relationship to surface transportation system.
II
(4)
5 points, weighted 4   
= 20
Quality of project.
III
(2)
5 points, weighted 2   
= 10
Public Demand.
IV
(3)
5 points, weighted 3   
= 15
Relationship to other proposed or existing project.
V
(3)
5 points, weighted 3 
= 15
Multiple benefits to be provided.
VI
(3)
5 points, weighted 3 
= 15
Available local funds.
Total points possible 
= 100
Use the Following pages to BEGIN your project application.
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DES MOINES AREA METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT APPLICATION
FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 2015
	1. Eligibility Requirements (for Bicycle/Pedestrian Facility Category only)
	ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	1. Is the project on the MPO’s adopted Bicycle/Pedestrian Facilities Map?


	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:
	     


	4. Project Category – Check all boxes that apply and indicate the project grouping (1, 2, 3).

	1
	Bicycle/Pedestrian Facilities
	2
	Scenic/Environmental Resources

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Facilities for Pedestrians and Bicycles
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Scenic Highway Programs including Tourist and Welcome Centers

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Preservation of Abandoned Railway Corridors
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Acquisition of Scenic Easements and Scenic Sites

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Safety and Educational Activities for Pedestrians and Bicyclists
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Landscaping and other Scenic Beautification

	
	
	
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Control and Removal of Outdoor Advertising

	3
	Historic Preservation and Archaeological
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Mitigation of Water Pollution due to Highway Runoff, including projects that Reduce Vehicle-caused Wildlife Mortality, while Maintaining Habitat Connectivity.

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Historic Highway Programs, including Tourist and Welcome Centers
	
	
	

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Historic Preservation
	
	
	

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Rehabilitation and Operation of Historic Transportation Buildings, Structures, or Facilities
	
	
	

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Archaeological Planning and Research
	
	
	

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Establishment of Transportation Museums
	
	
	


	5. 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
	Land Acquisition
	     
	
	     

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	Utility Relocation and Railroad Work
	     
	
	     

	 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
	     
	
	     


	6. Estimated Project Funding Summary 

	For transportation enhancement 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.

	a. Federal Fiscal Year 2015 STP TE Request: $     
	b. Total Project Cost: $     

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

	e. Are you requesting TE 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 2016 (2): $     
	FFY 2017 (3): $     
	FFY 2018 (4+): $     

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

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	Land Acquisition (1)
	$     
	$     
	$     
	$      

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	Utility Relocation or Railroad Work
	$     
	$     
	$     
	$      

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	In-house Engineering Services (2)
	$     
	$     
	$     
	$      

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	Preliminary Engineering Services (3)
	$     
	$     
	$     
	$      

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	Construction Engineering Service (4)
	$     
	$     
	$     
	$      

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	Construction Improvements
	$     
	$     
	$     
	$      

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	Other:      
	$     
	$     
	$     
	$      

	
	In-kind contribution
	$     
	$     
	$     
	$      

	Total 
	$     
	$     
	$     
	$      


NOTE: The combined amounts include in the STP TE application for items 1, 2, 3, and 6 cannot exceed the amount of local match, as directed in the MPO’s STP Funding Guidelines.
(1)  
The preparation of right-of-way plats; appraisals for parcel acquisitions; review of appraisals; preparation for and trail of condemnation cases; furnishing of relocation advisory assistance; and other related labor expenses.

(2)  
May include Preliminary Engineering, Construction Engineering, and Right of Way Services.

(3)  
Location, design, and related work preparatory to the advancement of a project to physical construction.  Involves making surveys and preparing plans, specifications, and estimates.

(4)  
The supervision and inspection of construction activities; additional staking functions considered necessary for effective control of the construction operations; testing materials incorporated into construction; checking shop drawings; and measurements needed for the preparation of pay estimates.
	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. Bicycle/Pedestrian Facility Design Specifications (Required for all bicycle/pedestrian facility applications.)

	Width:
	     
	Length:
	     

	Pavement Material:
	     
	Pavement Material Depth:
	     

	Sub Base Material:
	     
	Sub Base Depth:
	     

	Explanation for no Sub Base:
	     


	The following documentation is REQUIRED with your application.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  PAGES addressing criteria 1-8, the Appropriate Project Category Section, and Certification.

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

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  A CROSS-SECTION of the proposed project (for bicycle and pedestrian facilities only).

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  A SKETCH-PLAN of the project.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  An OFFICIAL FORMAL RESOLUTION of the trail proposal from the authority to be responsible for the maintenance and operation.  The authority must provide written assurance that it will adequately maintain the trail for its intended use and maintain the total trail used to justify the project in public use for a minimum of 20 years following project completion.

	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 one copy of the application with the supportive documentation to:

	

	Des Moines Area Metropolitan Planning Organization

	Merle Hay Centre

	6200 Aurora Avenue, Suite 300W

	Urbandale, Iowa 50322-2866

	

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


EXAMPLE FORMAL RESOLUTION (required for all applications.)
A formal resolution is required from the governing board of the Des Moines Area MPO member government submitting application.  A sample formal resolution is included below.

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

Use the FOLLOWING appropriate PROJECT CATEGORY SECTION to complete your project applicatioN
1. Is this project on the MPO’s adopted Bicycle/Pedestrian Facilities Map?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  YES


 FORMCHECKBOX 
  NO...explain 


     
2. Have you previously received MPO STP TE funds under this category for this project?  If so, this project is not eligible for twenty years from the date funds were received.  

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  YES...explain

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  NO

     
3. Have you previously received MPO STP TE funds under the other categories for this project?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  YES...explain

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  NO

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


     
5. Asses your project in regard to the transportation system relative to its functional relationship, proximity, or impact to an existing or planned transportation facility.


     
6. Assess the value of this project from a regional perspective and how it will be a functional addition to the transportation system and the region as a whole.


     
7. Provide evidence of local support (including sponsor resolution and any other public support i.e. neighborhood association, advocacy group, etc.)  This material can be attached with your application.


     
8. Describe the multipurpose aspects of the project (i.e. bike/pedestrian, recreation, commuter, access to specific points of interest, etc.)


     
9. Do you have additional comments on the project’s financial plan? 

     
10. Describe the quality/significance of the site. 


     
11. Please describe the need for the project.  Please include expected amount of use and the service area of the project.


     
12. Please describe the status of the facility right-of-way.  Is fee title held?  Are there easements?  How many property owners? Etc. 


     
13. Explain any urgency with the implementation of the project.


     
14. Describe the impact to tourism and economic development.


     
Address each of the aspects of each category to the best of your ability.  If you have determined that your project is a combination of categories, address to the best of your ability all aspects of each of the categories that apply to your project. 
Check each category that applies:

 FORMCHECKBOX 

CONNECTION

 FORMCHECKBOX 

DEVELOPMENT

 FORMCHECKBOX 

EXTENSION

 FORMCHECKBOX 

UPGRADE/MAINTENANCE

 FORMCHECKBOX 

COMBINATION
 FORMCHECKBOX 

OTHER (EXPLAIN)
Briefly answer all applicable questions below:
· Describe the project’s level of connection:

· If multi-jurisdictional, does project have support from all jurisdictions?

     
· Describe the acquisition activities or status:

     
· Describe the construction plans, surface type, width, etc. 

     
· Describe any future plans for the project:

     
· Describe the existing condition of project site:

     
· Describe the maintenance plans for this project: 
     
· Describe the purpose of project:

     
1. Eligibility for funding requires that transportation enhancement activities must relate to surface transportation.  How closely does this project relate to surface transportation? Explain.

     
2. Assess the value of this project from a regional perspective and how it will be a functional addition to the transportation system and the region as a whole.


     
3. If the project is significant for its architectural, landscape, or aesthetic qualities, what are those qualities and why are they significant?

     
4. If the project is significant for its association with historic events or individuals, identify the historically significant events, patterns of activity, or individuals associated with the project.


     
5. How does the project compare with similar resources in the state, region, or metropolitan area?


     
6. How well does the resource represent its type?  Explain:

     
7. Is the project eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places?

     
8. Does the project demonstrate rare or unique characteristics in construction, landscape, structure, or character, what are those characteristics? Explain:

     
9. Are there external factors, such as adjacent property conditions, property owners’ actions, or new developments that are threatening the project?  Explain:

     
10. Is the condition of the resource critical and therefore a threat to its existence?  What are the concerns?


 
     
11. Identify the potential for the project to attract tourists and economic development to the local area, region, or state:

     
12. If the project has the potential for multiple uses, what are the potential uses of the project?

     
13. If the property or project is located in a historic district, what is its relationship to the district?


     
14. If the property or project is not located in a historic district, what is its relationship to local plans for the area?


     
15. Does the resource conform to or enhance the existing and planned land uses and structures surrounding the project? Explain: 

     
1. Eligibility for funding requires that transportation enhancement activities must relate to surface transportation.  How closely does this project relate to surface transportation?  Explain:


     
2. Assess the value of this project from a regional perspective and how it will be a functional addition to the transportation system and the region as a whole.


     
3. What type of environment or aesthetic characteristics does the project attempt to create and why are they significant?


     
4. What is the degree of permanence of the project?  Explain: 

     
5. What is the level of maintenance require for the project?  Explain:


     
6. Does the Project demonstrate rare or unique characteristics?  Explain:


     
7. Is there a public demand for the project?  Identify evidence of public support for the project.


     
8. Is this project closely related or part of an existing or proposed surface transportation project? Explain:


     
9. Are there external factors, such as planting seasons, adjacent property conditions, property owner’s actions, or new developments that are threatening the project? Explain:


     
10. Is the condition of the resource critical and therefore, a threat to its existence?  What are the concerns?


     
11. If the project has the potential for multiple uses, what are the potential uses of the project?

     
O
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