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	Proposed New TRAC Scoring



	Transportation Factors

	Evaluation Factors
	Road
	Public Transit
and Intercity Passenger Rail
	Intermodal Freight: Water Port and Rail
	Points

	Traffic
	V/C Ratio
	Peak hour ridership
	Intermodal freight congestion
	10

	
	Crash factors
	
	
	10

	
	Truck percentage
	VMT reduction
	Truck reduction
	5

	Public Return on Investment
	B/C ratio
	B/C ratio
	B/C ratio
	20

	Air Quality
	Emission Reduction
	Emission Reduction
	Emission Reduction
	5

	Intermodal Connectivity
	5

	Total Transportation Points Available:
	55

	Community and Economic Growth and Development Factors

	Adopting Appropriate Land Use Measures
	8

	Positioning Land for Redevelopment
	7

	Improving Access for business development
	5

	Improving Investment and Employment Opportunities 
	5

	Considering Factors of Economic Distress
	5

	Total Growth Factor Points Available:
	25 30

	Local and Private Project Sponsor Investment Factors

	Local Project Sponsor investment as percentage of total project cost
	20 15

	Total Points Available:
	100


The Transportation Review Advisory Council (TRAC) was established by the Ohio General Assembly in 1997, and charged with developing and overseeing a project selection process for new transportation capacity projects (ORC 5512.02). This document summarizes the TRAC scoring criteria for Major New capacity projects, including scoring tables and methodology for scoring. 

The TRAC defines Major New Capacity projects as those projects greater than $5 million which do one or more of the following: increase mobility, provide connectivity, increase the accessibility of a region for economic development, increase the capacity of a transportation facility, or reduce congestion. This definition includes all new interchanges proposed for economic development or local access, any significant interchange modifications, bypasses, general purpose lane additions, intermodal facilities, major transit facilities, passenger rail facilities, or Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS).

Transportation Factors

Transportation factors make up 55 percent of the available scoring for major/new projects, with growth factors and local project financing making up 25 30 and 20 15 percent of the scoring, respectively. 

It is the policy of the TRAC to provide equal consideration of all modes of transportation – road, transit, and eligible freight projects. To accomplish this policy, TRAC has devised scoring criteria that can be applied equally to any mode, or surrogate criteria so that modal benefits can be compared in an equal fashion across modes.

Road Project Scoring

	Volume/Capacity Ratio Scoring



	V/C
	Points

	0
	0

	0.55
	1

	.63
	2

	.71
	3

	.79
	4

	.87
	5

	.95
	6

	1.03
	7

	1.11
	8

	1.19
	9

	1.25+
	10


There are a number of capacity deficiencies on Ohio’s 19,000-mile state highway system, and requests to improve the state highway system to provide better access to poorly served areas.  The TRAC scoring seeks to identify the most deficient portions of the highway system, so that public dollars are directed to the areas of most need, and quantify the benefit of proposed projects, so that public dollars are generating the greatest return possible. To achieve these policy objectives, the TRAC will consider congestion, safety, and truck traffic criteria.
Volume to Capacity Ratio, 10 points

Volume-to-Capacity (V/C) ratio is a simple, accurate, universally recognized measure of road congestion. Use of V/C ratio advances the following policy objectives:

· It is neutral in terms of the functional class or number of lanes on a facility, so using V/C ratio treats rural and urban areas equally, and high volume and low volume roads equally;

· Reducing congestion reduces travel time, which increases economic efficiency for individuals and businesses. 
ODOT will calculate the V/C ratio for roadway projects, using a weighted average V/C ratio over the length of the project.
Safety, 10 points

Crash frequency/density, severity, and crash rate are used to evaluate safety conditions for potential highway projects. Because of the importance of identifying safety deficiencies, this criteria ensures safety is a primary consideration in the development and design of ODOT projects. 

By using a combination of crash frequency, severity, and crash rate, locations with high numbers of accidents, typically on high volume roads, would be recognized in the scoring process. By including factors for crash severity and crash rate, severe locations on lower volume roads will be awarded points.

The crash frequency is the number of crashes occurring at an intersection, while crash density is the number of crashes per mile occurring along a section of highway (3 Points). The relative severity index represents the relative cost to society of a specific type of crash (e.g., head on, rear end, angle) and is worth a total of 4 Points. The crash rate is the rate of crashes per million miles of vehicular travel occurring on a route (3 points). All these factors will be based on the data for the most recent consecutive three year period, with crash factors weighted over the length of the project. The weightings and scale are presented in the table below.

	Safety Criteria Scoring



	Crash Frequency/Density
	Points
	Relative Severity Index
	Points
	Crash 
Rate
	Points

	0 – 29
	0
	0 – 24,999
	0
	0 – 0.99
	0

	30 – 59
	1
	25,000 – 29,999
	1
	1 – 1.99
	1

	60 – 89
	2
	30,000 – 34,999
	2
	2 – 2.99
	2

	90+
	3
	35,000 – 39,999
	3
	3+
	3

	
	
	40,000+
	4
	
	


	Truck Percentage Scoring


	Percent Trucks
	Points

	Less than 9.9%
	0

	10 – 14.9%
	1

	15 – 19.9%
	1.5

	20 – 24.9%
	2

	25 – 29.9%
	2.5

	30 – 34.9%
	3

	35 – 39.9%
	3.5

	40 – 44.9%
	4

	45 – 49.9%
	4.5

	50% +
	5


Truck Percentage, 5 points

Ohio is a crossroads in the nation’s freight transportation network, and efficient freight movement is vital to the state’s economic competitiveness. In addition, truck noise, vibration, and pollution can have a deleterious effect on the quality of life of smaller urban areas.  For these reasons, ODOT encourages projects that:
· Improve freight flow;

· Reduce the impacts of truck traffic on the quality of life of Ohioans. 

The TRAC will award points for truck traffic, based on truck traffic as a percentage of total traffic on the highway facility proposed for improvement, expressed as a weighted average over the length of the project. The scale for this criterion is shown in the accompanying table. 
Transportation Benefit-Cost (B/C) Ratio, 20 points

B/C ratio is a consideration of the relationship between a project’s transportation benefits and its costs. Unlike the other factors, which only provide an indication of the scope of a transportation problem, the B/C ratio considers both the benefits of the project in addressing the transportation problem, and the public cost to correct it. Note, the benefits considered in these criteria relate only to transportation user benefits, and not to other societal benefits such as economic development, which are considered in separate criteria under “Community and Economic Growth and Development Factors,” below. The B/C ratio will also monetize air quality and economic development benefits, to provide a holistic view of the project’s public benefit.
To assess the benefit-cost ratio, ODOT will analyze highway projects using its statewide travel demand model. The B/C ratio calculation considers the following transportation benefits:

· Reduction in delay (the value of time for personal travelers and truck freight traffic);
· Reduction in vehicle operating costs; 
· Crash reduction factors

· Air quality and economic development

	Project Benefit Scoring



	Transit and 

Intercity Rail Projects
	Roadway and Freight Projects

	B/C Ratio
	Points
	B/C Ratio
	Points

	0 – 0.349
	0
	0 – 0.049
	0

	0.35 – 0.39
	2
	0.5 – 0.99
	2

	0.4 – 0.449
	4
	1 – 1.49
	4

	0.45 – 0.49
	6
	1.5 – 1.99
	6

	0.5 – 0.549
	8
	2 – 2.49
	8

	0.55 – 0.59
	10
	2.5 – 2.99
	10

	0.6 – 0.649
	12
	3 – 3.49
	12

	0.65 – 0.69
	14
	3.5 – 3.99
	14

	0.7 – 0.749
	16
	4 – 4.49
	16

	0.75 – 0.79
	18
	4.5 – 4.99
	18

	0.8+
	20
	5+
	20


These benefits are monetized for benefit-cost analysis. Project costs are necessarily planning-level estimates since no environmental work or preferred alternative will have been selected. ODOT will assess the reasonableness of the project costs in order to make the B/C calculation for road projects. 

TRAC will require sponsors of public transit and intercity passenger rail projects to calculate the B/C ratio for their applications. The Federal Transit Administration has established software to calculate B/C ratio, called SUMMIT, which can provide a consistent and comparable analysis of transit user benefits. Still, the B/C calculation for transit and intercity rail projects is necessarily different, because some highway user benefits – crash reduction, for example – do not exist for transit projects. Since some of the user benefits are different, transit projects do not have a B/C range equivalent to roadway projects. Therefore, transit and intercity rail projects will be scored based on the scale in the accompanying table. 
Air Quality, 5 points
In advancing its transportation program, ODOT seeks to be a good steward of the environment. All projects developed by ODOT must conform to National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) laws and regulations, and regional transportation plans must conform to the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) embodied by the Clean Air Act and its associated amendments (CAAA). 
	Air Quality Scoring



	Factor
	Points

	Reduction 
in Fuel Consumption
	2.5

	Reduction 
in Ozone Precursors
	2.5


While ODOT will ensure its projects meet all NEPA and CAAA law and regulation, a criterion for lower emissions provides additional emphasis on environmental stewardship. Processes to measure project-level air toxics are immature, so to advance air quality goals, ODOT will analyze transportation projects for their reduction to ozone precursors (NOx and hydrocarbons), and their net impact on fuel consumption. Again for this analysis, roadway projects will be run through ODOT’s statewide traffic model, and urban transit, intercity passenger rail, and intermodal freight projects will require that project sponsors provide emission reduction factors. Projects will receive positive scores if they reduce ozone emissions and fuel consumption.
Intermodal Connectivity, 5 points 

A project will receive five points for intermodal connectivity if all or part of its purpose and need involves connecting two or more modes of transportation. Examples would include park-and-ride lots; public road or rail service into ports, airports, or transit centers; road/rail connections to other intermodal facilities; and accommodations for the mobility and safety of one two or more modes of transportation, such as automobiles, bicyclists, pedestrians, and transit vehicles, working in conjunction. 

For freight-related projects, the intent of TRAC investment is to make the state a destination for freight, with attendant logistics business development, rather than to simply encourage the mere passage of freight through the state.
Public Transit and Intercity Passenger Rail
To promote the development of multi-modal transportation, TRAC will use a surrogate measure to capture the peak hour traffic benefit of a public transit project, or an intercity passenger rail project, and compare them on a common scale with road projects. 

Like roadway projects, public transit and intercity passenger rail projects will be evaluated based on a B/C ratio and an intermodal connectivity factor. The measure described below serves as a surrogate for the traffic score of a roadway project.

	Peak Hour

Ridership



	Ridership
	Points

	< 475
	0

	476 - 700
	2

	701 - 925
	4

	926 - 1150
	6

	1151 - 1375
	8

	1376 - 1600
	10

	1601 - 1825
	12

	1826 - 2050
	14

	2051 – 2275
	16

	2276 – 2500
	18

	2501 +
	20


Peak Hour Transit and Intercity Rail Ridership, 20 points
TRAC adopts a measure called Peak-Hour Ridership, with the following rationale. Transit and intercity rail ridership is heavily concentrated in the peak work commute periods, so traffic benefits occur when highway V/C ratios are measured; strong ridership in the peak hour equates to the most heavily congested hour for roads, and significant ridership in the peak hour will improve roadway congestion. 
The maximum score available for transit ridership will be 20 points, equal to the traffic score (V/C ratio, crash, truck volume) for a road project. The top end of the ridership scale – 2,500 passengers per hour – was determined to be a significant level of transit demand based on previous projects analyzed by ODOT. 

Reduction in Vehicle Miles Traveled, 5 points
	Reduction in Vehicle Miles Traveled 



	Percent Reduction
	Points

	Less than 2.9%
	0

	3 – 4.9%
	1

	5 – 6.9%
	1.5

	7 – 8.9%
	2

	9 – 10.9%
	2.5

	11 – 12.9%
	3

	13 – 14.9%
	3.5

	15 – 16.9%
	4

	17 – 18.9%
	4.5

	19% +
	5


In addition to providing recognition for the number of passengers carried by an urban transit or intercity rail facility, the TRAC seeks to measure and award points for a project’s reduction in vehicular traffic in the corridor served by the project. 

Most project feasibility studies will readily provide such estimates of a project’s impact. For example, the Ohio Hub passenger rail study has credible estimates of vehicular traffic reduction, and all urban transit studies have provided such an analysis. In addition, project sponsors can seek assistance from their regional MPO to obtain such estimates.  

	Intermodal Freight Congestion: 

V/C Ratio Scoring



	V/C
	Points

	0
	0

	0.55
	2

	.63
	4

	.71
	6

	.79
	8

	.87
	10

	.95
	12

	1.03
	14

	1.11
	16

	1.19
	18

	1.25
	20


Intermodal Freight: Water Port and Rail Capacity Projects
The TRAC seeks to promote the efficient movement of freight in Ohio, capitalizing on the logistics industry as an economic development tool that gives the state a competitive advantage. At the same time, the state highway system is becoming overburdened with truck traffic, so balancing freight traffic across all modes of transportation is a sensible approach to stimulate the advanced logistics industry, while mitigating road and bridge maintenance costs, road congestion, and improving air quality. 
Intermodal Freight Congestion, 20 points
Achieving intermodal balance in freight movement could require capital investment in ports, rail lines, and intermodal facilities. The TRAC seeks to target investment toward the existing intermodal freight capacity constraints, using a congestion scale that is analogous to the highway volume-to-capacity ratio. Just as roads have a capacity based on speed limits, type of roadway, and number of lanes, water and rail facilities have similar capacity measures. And as with road V/C ratios, a congestion ratio can be calculated for intermodal facilities based on the volume of freight they carry, compared with their capacity. Freight capacity projects will be scored based on the table at the right. The table below provides the analogous relationship of volume and capacity factors for different transportation modes.  

	Equivalent Factors for Evaluating Volume-to-Capacity Ratio 

for Different Modes of Freight Transportation



	
	Road
	Port
	Railroad
	Intermodal Terminal

	Volume Inputs
	Traffic volume:

· Autos

· Trucks

· Peak hour factor
	Port volume:
· Break bulk tons

· Containers  (TEUs)

· Dry bulk tons
· Liquid bulk gallons
	Train traffic, expressed as:

· No. of railcars
· No. of trains

· Train length
	Terminal throughput: 
· Containers (TEUs)
· Other transfer measure (e.g., rail/barge, rail/truck)

	Capacity Inputs
	· Type of road

· Number of lanes

· Speed limit

· Terrain

· % truck traffic 

· Etc
	Per hour or per diem capacity expressed in tons, TEUs, etc.
	Per hour or per day capacity (expressed in railcars, trains, etc.), as controlled by:

· No. of tracks

· Signalization 

· At grade crossings
	Per hour or per day transfer capacity, for example, containers (TEUs) per day.



Reduction in Truck Traffic, 5 points
	Percentage Reduction in Truck Traffic 



	Percent Reduction
	Points

	Less than 9.9%
	0

	10 – 14.9%
	1

	15 – 19.9%
	1.5

	20 – 24.9%
	2

	25 – 29.9%
	2.5

	30 – 34.9%
	3

	35 – 39.9%
	3.5

	40 – 44.9%
	4

	45 – 49.9%
	4.5

	50% +
	5


The TRAC will recognize intermodal freight balance by awarding points to port and rail projects that reduce truck traffic on the road system. TRAC will accept if this factor is measured in either of two ways: by the percentage reduction of traffic on an individual facility, or a regional reduction.

Truck reduction on an individual facility can be easily derived. The volume of freight moving by rail or port can be converted into a number of trucks by dividing total freight volume by 55,000 pounds (an average truck weight). If reasonable, the applicant can use this conversion factor to represent the number of trucks reduced from an adjacent roadway, and calculate this reduction in terms of percentage of total truck traffic reduced from that facility.  

The other method is to calculate a regional truck traffic reduction, which would be represented as truck vehicle miles of travel (VMT), for the area of impact defined by the project applicant. For example, a region could be within an MPO, within the state of Ohio, or within some subarea designated by the project applicant. Basic feasibility studies should provide the level of detail necessary to perform such a regional VMT analysis, and MPOs could be a source of assistance to project applicants seeking to refine such analysis. 
Community Economic Growth & Development Factors

In addition to selecting the best transportation projects, it is the policy of the TRAC to target investments toward projects that spur responsible growth – in terms of both employment and property development. 

Unlike transportation factors which are confined to the transportation system, community and economic development factors are assessed on some geographic area associated with the project. In most instances, the project applicant is required to designate the geographic area associated with the transportation project, and provide data related to the scoring factor under consideration (e.g., employment). ODOT may have—or may develop in the future – the ability to provide independent assessment of such scoring factors. Regardless of who provides the data, the TRAC will be the final arbiter of the quality of data submitted by the project applicant. 
Community and economic development factor criteria description and scoring are presented below. 

Adopting Appropriate Land Use Measures, 5 8 points
The linkage between transportation and land use is well established: transportation improvements have the potential to stimulate real estate development, and indeed that is the goal of some local project sponsors. However, transportation projects and their associated development can have unintended negative consequences, which can act to burden other state and local budgets. Such unintended, negative consequences most often occur when local agencies do not plan or coordinate for the impacts of a transportation project on growth. The result can be wasteful development patterns, or future need to retrofit transportation projects after they are built. 

The TRAC finds it to be in the public interest to adequately plan for both land use and transportation investments in concert with one another. Therefore, the TRAC will provide five eight incentive points to project applications that have the following characteristics:

· A comprehensive land use plan, adopted by the city or county, for the geographic area that is reasonably expected to be impacted by the project under consideration (2 points). 

· The land use plan should be coordinated with the transportation plan or project (2 points).

· The appropriate city or county has zoning in place that is conducive to the project under consideration (2 points).
· The project is part of a metropolitan planning organization (MPO) long range plan (2 point).
As noted previously, it will be the responsibility of the project applicant to define the geographic area impacted by the transportation project under consideration. 

Positioning Land for Redevelopment, 5 7 points
Land development and associated employment growth are natural and worthy aspirations of state and local governments. To be sure, there are certain areas where population is growing and must be accommodated, and it is vital to attract new business and industry to keep Ohio competitive in the global market. 

In some regions of the state, growth occurs in undeveloped – and perhaps un-annexed – parcels of land, where public and private infrastructure must be expanded, while other land parcels lay fallow due to factors such as dilapidated property, closed businesses, or soil contamination. 

	Positioning Land 

for Redevelopment



	Percentage of 

“Developed” Land Served by the Project 1
	Points

	Less than 54%
	0

	55 – 60
	1

	61 – 65
	2

	66 – 70
	3

	71 – 75
	4

	76 – 80
	5

	81 – 85
	6

	86% +
	7

	1 Geographic area as defined by project applicant, or as default, within one mile of the project.


The TRAC recognizes the benefits of land development, but wants to provide incentives for the redevelopment of parcels that were previously developed, but are now vacant or underused. Former industrial sites are notable examples, but there are many other examples as well, such as vacant retail and other development. 

To provide incentives for redevelopment, the TRAC will request an estimate of the percentage of developed acreage within the geographic area served by the project – it is the responsibility of the local project sponsor to provide this analysis and calculation. For purposes of definition, “developed” land means property that had, or currently has, use as manufacturing, light industrial, warehouse, commercial, or residential development, with associated infrastructure (such as water, sewer, electricity), and which may also be classified as a brown field. “Undeveloped” land means property that was never used for such development, has no buildings or associated infrastructure, and might have had current or former use as cropland, pasture, woodland, or other use that does not include roadway or utility services. The TRAC will provide a point value to percentage of developed land based on the accompanying scale. 
Access for Business Development, 5 points
Transportation investments have the potential to lower business logistics costs, and make areas more accessible for business and industrial expansion. TRAC specifically encourages such investments for their benefit to employment and job retention. The TRAC will provide 5 points for projects that provide access to existing employment centers, with factors to consider that include:

· The extent to which the project provides access to existing businesses;

· The extent to which the project improves the movement of goods;

· The extent to which the project improves workers’ access to job centers. 

The project sponsor will be required to define a geographic boundary around the proposed transportation project, and describe the existing employment by sector of the businesses located within the project area. As with all project evaluation and scoring, the TRAC will be the final arbiter of the reasonableness of the geographic area served by the project, and the employment figures provided by the project applicant. 

Improving Investment and Employment Opportunities, 5 points 
The next area for consideration is the potential for increased land values and employment associated with a transportation project. As stated previously, such increased land value is the goal of some local project sponsors, and many projects have had demonstrable benefits. An increase in land value is a reflection of economic development and job growth, which are longstanding TRAC goals. 

The TRAC recognizes the potential for improving growth opportunities by awarding five points to project sponsors who assert and provide evidence of increased land value or employment in the area served by the transportation project. It is the responsibility of the project sponsor to define the geographic area served by the project, and provide data regarding the following factors under consideration:
· Serve an Ohio Job Ready Site, as designated by the Ohio Department of Development. The project applicant must demonstrate the project location in relation to the Job Ready Site location, and justify the assertion that the transportation project improves access to the Job Ready Site.

· Evidence of direct private investment in real estate served by the transportation project. Such evidence could include documents from private businesses or other tangible evidence of private party commitment to expand their business in relation to the transportation improvement.

· Evidence of employment growth resulting from the transportation project. Again, this could take the form of documents from private sector employers, local project sponsors, or any equivalent evidence of job expansion;

· Direct local public investment in public infrastructure associated with the project (local roads, sewer, water) that demonstrates confidence in the private sector’s plans or commitment to build or expand, as associated with the transportation investment.

Considering Factors of Economic Distress, 5 points

The TRAC recognizes that local sponsors seek transportation projects in order to improve a region’s economic fortunes, and that some regions are at an inherent disadvantage due to economic distress. To promote transportation investment in economically disadvantaged areas, TRAC will award up to 5 points based on an area’s unemployment and poverty rate, using the scale below. ODOT will use a county-level unit of analysis as a standard unit of measure, but if the project sponsor provides defensible data at a sub-county or census tract level, the TRAC will consider that level of geographic analysis for scoring, at its discretion.    

	Economic Distress Scoring



	County’s 5-year average unemployment rate in relation to state average
	Points
	County’s 5-year average poverty rate in relation to state average
	Points

	1 – 10% greater
	0.5
	1 – 10% greater
	0.5

	10.1 – 20% greater
	1
	10.1 – 20% greater
	1

	20.1 – 25% greater
	1.5
	20.1 – 25% greater
	1.5

	25.1 – 30% greater
	2
	25.1 – 30% greater
	2

	Greater than 30.1%
	2.5
	Greater than 30.1%
	2.5


Local and Private Project Sponsor Investment Factors
Over the past several years, a convergence of events has brought transportation finance to the forefront of the critical issues facing the transportation community, including the TRAC.  Federal, state, and local transportation programs are all experiencing similar issues with revenue shortfalls and construction cost inflation.  Given this environment, the TRAC finds it imperative to maximize all sources of revenue to make critical transportation investments. 

	Maximizing 

Public Investment



	Factor
	Points

	Creation of TIF district or other value capture tool with revenue dedicated to the project’s finance.
	5

	Local investment

as percent of total project cost

	5 – 9.9%
	5

	10 – 19.9%
	10

	20% and greater
	15

	Points are cumulative but cannot exceed 15 points total.



Simplistically, there are four sources of transportation project funding: federal, state, local and private. The TRAC seeks to both maximize these revenue sources in financing projects, and where appropriate, to capture to value of transportation projects in order to provide a stream of revenue for their finance and construction. TRAC financing policies will be in concert with existing and emerging financing tools for state and local transportation investment, and local project sponsors will be able to use any new financing tools that come to the fore. 
It is TRAC policy to encourage local and private entities to leverage the state’s transportation capital by contributing additional funds for projects.  This policy allows Ohio to increase its infrastructure investment, give local project proponents additional means to complete projects which otherwise would not be possible, and encourages those who benefit most from projects to participate in their construction. The TRAC will maximize public investment by assigning points to projects based on the amount of private funding, local public funding, or project-related revenue (e.g., tolls) dedicated to the project by its sponsor.
A variety of local funding will be considered as eligible to demonstrate local investment, including federal-aid highway funds sub-allocated to MPOs and County Engineers, and state grants such as from the Ohio Department of Development or the Ohio Public Works Commission.
The TRAC appreciates that project sponsors have a great variation in the size of their budgets, and thus in their ability to contribute financially to a project’s funding. To account for this limited financial capacity, yet still maintain the principle of capturing the value of public transportation investments, the TRAC will provide a minimum of five points if a project sponsor establishes a Tax Increment Finance district (or other public value-capture mechanism), with revenue dedicated to the project’s funding. 
The scoring for a project sponsor’s investment is presented in the accompanying table. Maximum scoring is 15 points. The project sponsor will receive the total of the two factors under consideration: creation of the TIF or equivalent, and actual percentage of the project financed by the sponsor, not to exceed 15 points. 
Importantly, federal-aid highway funds obtained through project-specific congressional designation (commonly known as “earmarks”), will not be considered part of the local investment in the project. Such appropriations are in essence a contribution of the limited transportation funds available to the TRAC, and do not fulfill the spirit of increasing local or private project investment, which is the intent of this policy. The exception to this principle is if the earmark – for example, some Federal Transit Administration earmarks – represents additional funding to the state of Ohio, rather than a reduction in the amount of funds appropriated to the state.



Defining the Area for Analysis of 


Community and Economic Development Factors:


For community growth and economic development factors, TRAC will require the project sponsor to define the geographic area for analysis and calculation of public benefits. 





Highway projects: generally, a feasibility study will have some level of traffic impact analysis, either associated with development or associated with the road project (e.g., an interchange). The traffic impact study would indicate the traffic changes on roads in the vicinity of the transportation improvement, which in turn would provide an indication of the geographic extent of the project, so that social benefits can be measured.





Transit projects have similar project “footprints,” with the geographic sphere of influence is defined by proximity to the transit project, by walking or biking; proximity to transit stations; or proximity to park-and-ride lots. For example, if there is an application for a transit-oriented development, the project “footprint” would reasonably be considered to be within one-half mile of the transit facility, which is a comfortable walking distance. 





Intermodal freight projects could have widely varying geographic areas of analysis, depending on their purpose. For example, long haul freight facilities might have statewide significance, while freight bottleneck relief projects might have a more localized geographic benefit area.  
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