.
APPROACHES TO PROGRAMMING STP-U FUNDS
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HOW DOES THE MPO CURRENTLY ESTABLISH PRIORITIES FOR THE USE OF STP-U FUNDS?
The MPO accepts applications for eligible activities in the four funding categories shown in Figure 1. Within each category, the MPO evaluates the applications based on the following:
e Is the project included in the RTP either specifically or as part of a category of projects or program actions?
¢ Can the project be implemented in the fiscal year funding is requested for?
¢ How much other (non-STP-U) funding is being leveraged?
e Does the project support or address the RTP’s Policies and Alternative Transportation Planning Rule Performance Measures?

WHY IS THE MPO REVIEWING THE PROCESS FOR DETERMINING THE USE OF STP-U FUNDS?

The Central Lane MPO programmed STP-U funds for the first time in October 2003. Prior to that time (prior to the MPO being designated as a Transportation Managgement Area (TMA) of greater than 200,000
population), the MPO programmed STP-L funds under a different set of federal guidelines. Since then, the MPO Policy Board and staff have identified the need to review the process for evaluating and prioritizing
proposed uses of STP-U funds in the following areas:

>Equitable funding for Modernization and Preservation activities >Regional versus local priorities
>Equitable evaluation of applications for funding across modes >Equitable evaluation, and the relative priority, of large and small projects

APPLICATIONS WOULD BE EVALUATED & FUNDED WITHIN THREE CATEGORIES

MODERNIZATION, PRESERVATION &
PLANNING ACTIVITIES (25%) PROJECT DEVELOPMENT ACTIVITIES (65%)
TDM/TO ACTIVITIES (10%) Planning activities would be funded in three categories: For each STP-U funding cycle (every 2-4 years):
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WHAT NEW APPROACHES ARE UNDER CONSIDERATION FOR EVALUATING MODERNIZATION, PRESERVATION & PROJECT DEVELOPMENT PRIORITIES?
In addition to continue targeting 10 percent annually for TDM/TO activities, and a recommendation to target 25 percent (currently 20%) annually for planning activities (see Figure 3),
all Modernization, Preservation, and Project Development activities could be evaluated under one of the following approaches:
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