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RECAP:
Surface Transportation Block Grant (STBG)
• TMACOG administers approximately $8-9 million annually

• Project solicitation occurs every 2 years

• Projects in Lucas in Wood counties

• “Large” projects vs “Small” projects

First ad hoc meeting held in March
• Committee reviewed federal aid mileage, 2020 

population, and system preservation (in centerlines)

• Toledo has:
• 30% of federal aid mileage
• 48.1% of population
• 41% of fair/poor road conditions



RECAP:
Roundtable Discussion Highlights:
• More emphasis on regional projects (i.e. interchanges)

• Toledo = system preservation / Other areas = growth to 
population and industry

• More emphasis on economic development and safety, less 
on system use

• Allocate more points to sponsor’s #1 project

• Alignment with other TMACOG Plans

• Exempt small projects from Project History

• Next steps: make changes, rescore past projects to 
determine how they compare to the current system, then 
regroup



RECAP: STP/STBG History

Toledo # of Projects All Others # of Projects

2009 $             10,639,646 6 $             9,910,440 5 
2010 $             19,129,000 7 $                 915,600 1 
2014 $             12,104,560 6 $             2,810,920 2 
2016 $               8,500,000 1 $             9,604,397 4 
2018 $               5,773,840 2 $             5,312,720 2 
2019 $               6,202,210 3 $             5,555,170 1 
2021 $             14,772,160 4 $             2,861,950 1 
2024 $             15,648,000 4 $                 998,400 1



RECAP: STP/STBG HISTORY
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HISTORICAL STBG Project Prioritization 
Process

Factor Maximum 
Value

Economic Development 8
Livability 11

Inter-Connectivity 8
Sustainability 13
System Use & 
Performance

60

TOTAL 100



PROPOSED STBG Project Prioritization 
Process

Factor Maximum Value
Economic Development 15

Livability & Inter-
Connectivity

15

Project Readiness & 
Funding

15

System Use & Performance 55
Total 100

#1 Project BONUS Points 10
GRAND TOTAL 110



STBG Evaluation Criteria
Remove Questions

a.) Estimated number of construction jobs based upon project cost divided 
by $92,000.

b.) Does this project provide 10 or more guaranteed new jobs or jobs 
retained (excluding retail or service jobs) as evidenced by contract or letter 

from a private business organization.

c.) Is this an ITS project?



STBG Evaluation Criteria

New Question

1.) How many acres of developable land are within 0.5 miles of the project site?

< 0.99 acres = 0 points
1.0 – 4.99 acres = 2 points

> 5.0 acres = 5 points

If yes, please provide explanation and details

Economic Development 
(max. 15 points)



STBG Evaluation Criteria

New Question

2.) What is the Functional Classification 
level that this project is located on?

Principal Arterial = 4 points
Minor Arterial = 3 points

Major Collector = 2 points
Minor Collector (urban area only) = 1 point

Economic Development 
(max. 15 points)





STBG Evaluation Criteria

Existing Question - updated

3.) Does the project provide direct access to a multimodal terminal?

Direct access to a multimodal facility = 6 points
Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles = 3 points

No access to multimodal = 0 points

*If yes, please attach a description of the terminal and its function to the 
jurisdiction and region

Economic Development 
(max. 15 points)



STBG Evaluation Criteria

Existing Questions – No changes

4.) Does project sponsor have an official Complete Streets Policy? = 1 point

5.) Does this project improve air emissions and is it identified on the TMACOG 
Congestion Management Process (CMP) report? = 1 point

6.) Will this project improve water quality through the development of bioswale, rain 
garden, pervious pavement, etc.? = 1 point

Livability & Interconnectivity 
(max. 15 points)



STBG Evaluation Criteria

(…continued) Existing Questions – No changes

7.) Will this project make use of recycled materials to a significant degree? Mill and 
reuse of asphalt surface materials does not qualify. = 1 point

8.) Does this project provide for specific aesthetic enhancements other than planting 
grass? = 1 point

Livability & Interconnectivity 
(max. 15 points)



STBG Evaluation Criteria

(…continued) Existing Questions – No changes

9.) Does the project include all reasonable bike improvements? And, does the project 
include improvements related to a bikeway specifically shown on the TMACOG 

Regional Bicycle Network?  = 2 or 5 points

10.) Does the project include all reasonable pedestrian improvements? And, does the 
project include upgrade of existing or new pedestrian sidewalks? = 2 or 5 points

Livability & Interconnectivity 
(max. 15 points)



STBG Evaluation Criteria

Existing Question – updated and moved

ORIGINAL QUESTION: 
Is the project located in a community which has public transportation? = 4 points

Livability & Interconnectivity 
(max. 15 points)

USE INSTEAD:
11.) Does the project carry public transit (fixed route)? = 1 point

12.) Is the project located in a community served by public transportation? = 3 points



STBG Evaluation Criteria

Existing Question – No changes
13.) Has the project been programmed by ODOT for construction? = 2 points

14.) Has right-of-way been cleared or not needed? = 2 points

15.) Does this project qualify for a Categorical Exclusion C1? = 3 points

16.) What percent of the total project (including design, right-of-way, and construction) will use 
TIP federal funds? 
75-80% = 0 points
65-74% = 2 points
< 64% = 4 points

Project Readiness & Funding 
(max. 15 points)



STBG Evaluation Criteria

Existing Question – No changes

17.) What self-help opportunities for a generation of transportation funding have 
project sponsors implemented? (1 point for each item)

• Permissive License Fees
• Dedicated Property Tax Levy

• Dedicated Sales Tax
• Dedicated Income Tax

• Other Dedicated Revenues (attach details)

Project Readiness & Funding 
(max. 15 points)



STBG Evaluation Criteria

New Question

18.) Is the project located in a community with a pavement management system?
= 2 points

Project Readiness & Funding 
(max. 15 points)



STBG Evaluation Criteria
System Use & Performance 

(max. 55 points)

Existing Question – No changes

19.) What is the existing Pavement Condition Rating (PCR)?

• > 75 = 0 points
• 65-74 = 2 points
• 56-64 = 4 points
• < 55 = 6 points



STBG Evaluation Criteria

Existing Question – Updated

20a.) If this is a roadway project, which of the following best describes the project? 
(Check one)

System Use & Performance 
(max. 55 points)

ORIGINAL APPLICATION
New Roadway = 0
Resurfacing = 4

Rehabilitation with some base replacement = 7
Reconstruct with full base replacement = 10

Widen/narrow and resurface = 13
Widen/narrow and rehabilitate = 17
Widen/narrow and reconstruct = 20

PROPOSED CHANGE
New Roadway = 0 points
Resurfacing = 2 points

Rehabilitation with some base replacement = 4 points
Reconstruct with full base replacement = 6 points

Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate = 8 points
Widen/narrow and reconstruct = 10 points



STBG Evaluation Criteria

Existing Question – Updated

20b.) If this is not a bridge or roadway project, which of the following best describes 
the existing condition? (Check one)

System Use & Performance 
(max. 55 points)

Not applicable = 0 points
Declining = 2 points

Declining and Substandard = 4 points
Near the end of its useful life = 6 points

Near the end of its useful life and substandard = 8 points
Past its useful life and substandard= 10 points



STBG Evaluation Criteria

Existing Question – updated

21.) What is the 3-year average accident rate per million vehicles? 
ORIGINAL OPTIONS:

< .49 = 0 points
.5 to .99 = 1 point

1 to 1.49 = 2 points
…..

4.5 to 4.99 = 9 points
> 5 = 10 points

System Use & Performance 
(max. 55 points)



STBG Evaluation Criteria

Existing Question – updated
21.) What is the 3-year average accident rate per million vehicles? Or, what is the 

percentage of fatal and injury crashes? (Use best answer)
USE INSTEAD:

System Use & Performance 
(max. 55 points)

Crash Rate Fatal/Injury % Points Awarded
< .99 < 30% 0

1 to 1.99 35% to 39% 3
2 to 2.99 40% to 44% 6
3 to 3.99 45% to 49% 9
4 to 4.99 50% to 54% 12

> 5 > 55% 15



STBG Evaluation Criteria

New Questions

22.) Is this project location listed in the regional TMACOG Safety Report? = 1 point

23.) How many proven FHWA safety countermeasures does this project include?
0 to 2 countermeasures will be implemented = 0 points

3-4 countermeasures = 2 points
5-6 countermeasures = 4 points
7+ countermeasures = 6 points

System Use & Performance 
(max. 55 points)



STBG Evaluation Criteria

1. SPEED MANAGEMENT: 
a) Appropriate speed limits for all road users
b) Speed safety cameras
c) Variable speed limits

2. PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLIST:
a) Bicycle Lanes
b) Crosswalk visibility enhancements
c) Leading pedestrian interval
d) Median and pedestrian refuge islands
e) Pedestrian hybrid beacons
f) Rectangular rapid flashing beacons
g) Roadway reconfiguration (aka road diets)
h) Walkways

FHWA Proven Safety Countermeasures



STBG Evaluation Criteria

3.     ROADWAY DEPARTURE: 
a) Enhanced delineation for horizontal curves
b) Longitudinal rumble strips and stripes on 2-lane roads
c) Median barriers
d) Roadside design improvements at curves
e) SafetyEdge (eliminates potential for vertical drop off at the pavement edge)
f) Wider edge lines

4.     CROSSCUTTING:
a) Lighting
b) Local road safety plans
c) Pavement friction management
d) Road safety audit

FHWA Proven Safety Countermeasures



STBG Evaluation Criteria

5.     INTERSECTIONS: 
a) Backplates with retroreflective borders
b) Corridor access management
c) Dedicated left- and right-turn lanes at intersections
d) Reduced left-turn conflict intersections
e) Roundabouts
f) Systemic application of multiple low-cost countermeasures at stop-controlled 

intersections
g) Yellow change intervals

https://highways.dot.gov/safety/proven-safety-countermeasures

FHWA Proven Safety Countermeasures

https://highways.dot.gov/safety/proven-safety-countermeasures
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/proven-safety-countermeasures
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/proven-safety-countermeasures
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/proven-safety-countermeasures
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/proven-safety-countermeasures


STBG Evaluation Criteria

Existing Question - updated
24.) What is the existing number of Average Daily Users?

System Use & Performance 
(max. 55 points)

ORIGINAL OPTIONS
< 7= 0 points

7.0 to 10.5 = 1 point
10.5 to 14 = 2 points
14 to 28 = 3 points
28 to 42 = 4 points
42 to 56 = 5 points
56 to 70 = 6 points

> 70 = 7 points

PROPOSED CHANGE:
< 5,000 = 0 points

5,000 to 9,999 = 1 point
10,000 to 14,999 = 2 points
15,000 to 19,999 = 3 points

> 20,000 = 4 points



STBG Evaluation Criteria

Existing Question – updated
25.) What percentage of the ADT is made up of trucks?

System Use & Performance 
(max. 55 points)

ORIGINAL OPTIONS
< 3% = 0 points

3% to 6% = 1 point
6.01% to 9% = 2 points
9.01% to 12% = 3 points
12.01% to 15% = 4 points

> 15% = 5 points

PROPOSED CHANGE:
< 3% = 0 points

3% to 9% = 1 point
9.01% to 15% = 2 points

> 15% = 3 points



STBG Evaluation Criteria

Existing Question – No changes

26.) Is this project on a truck impact route? = 2 points

27.) If not, then does it have greater than 500 truck ADT? = 2 points

System Use & Performance 
(max. 55 points)



STBG Evaluation Criteria

Existing Question – No changes

28.) Is this project listed in the 2055 Regional Transportation Plan?

Not Listed = 0 points
Reserve (if applicable) or System Preservation = 1 point

Plan Priority (after 2036) = 2 points
Plan Priority (by 2035) = 3 points

System Use & Performance 
(max. 55 points)



STBG Evaluation Criteria

Existing Question – updated

29.) How long ago was the last time the project sponsor received TMACOG-managed 
STBG funding?

4-7 years = 4 points    (formerly worth 2)
8-9 years = 6 point    (formerly worth 4)

9 or more years = 8 points    (formerly worth 6)

System Use & Performance 
(max. 55 points)



STBG Evaluation Criteria

Existing Question – updated

30.) Has one or more projects slipped a fiscal year or been cancelled since the last 
STBG solicitation?

One project slipped past programmed year = -5 points
Two or more projects slipped past programmed years = -10 point

One or more projects cancelled = -10 points

*Small projects will be exempt from negative points

System Use & Performance 
(max. 55 points)



STBG Evaluation Criteria

Existing Question – separated out

BONUS.) Has this project been identified as your jurisdiction’s number one priority?
Yes = 10 points

(formerly 8 points)

Bonus Points (added in after 
previous sections are tallied)



Additional Idea #1:

Location within distance 
of a JobsOhio site

• Not currently any 
“Authenticated” 
sites in Lucas or 
Wood 

• “Property search” = 
172 sites in Lucas 
County & 175 sites 
in Wood County



Additional Idea #2:
• Location within distance 

of employment (U.S. 
Census OnTheMap)

• LEHD Origin-Destination 
Employment Statistics 
(LODES)

• Workforce data by 
Census blocks

• Most recent data 
(currently) is for 2022

• Workers per square mile



Additional Idea #2:
Example of a proposed 

corridor project

• 0.25 mi buffer 
applied = 585 jobs

• 0.5 mi buffer applied 
= 1,394 jobs

• Application question 
could be tied to the 
number of 
employees within 
certain distance of a 
project



Additional Idea #2:

Example of a proposed 
intersection project

• 0.25 mi buffer applied 
= 129 jobs

• 0.5 mi buffer applied 
= 455 jobs

• May want to consider 
different buffers for 
corridor vs. 
intersection project



Additional Idea #3 
(in the future):

• Many MPO’s are starting to incorporate 
housing and zoning into their TIPs.

• Applying additional points towards areas 
zoned residential.

• TMACOG Housing study to be completed 
first



2024 
Round
(Original)

ID Project Sponsor Project Name Total 
Points

STBG 
Funding 

Total Project 
Cost

TMACOG-20 City of Toledo Tremainsville Rd. Resurfacing 61 $2,051,120 $3,025,400
TMACOG-07 City of Toledo Ashland Ave. Reconstruction 57 $3,425,440 $5,048,404
TMACOG-16 City of Toledo Lewis Ave. Reconstruction 55 $5,600,240 $8,260,350
TMACOG-15 City of Toledo Lawrence Ave. Reconstruction 54 $4,571,200 $6,742,520
TMACOG-06 City of Sylvania Main St. Reconstruction 52 $500,000 $2,433,581
TMACOG-08 City of Toledo Broadway St. Reconstruction 52 $6,594,320 $9,726,620
TMACOG-17 City of Toledo Seaman Rd. Reconstruction 49 $4,221,600 $6,226,860
TMACOG-18 City of Toledo Sylvania Ave. Reconstruction 49 $3,999,120 $5,898,702
TMACOG-01 City of Bowling Green Dunbridge Rd. Resurfacing 48 $998,400 $1,460,800
TMACOG-09 City of Toledo Byrne Rd. Resurfacing 48 $3,053,840 $4,504,410
TMACOG-11 City of Toledo Glanzman Rd. Reclamation 47 $500,000 $2,446,848
TMACOG-03 City of Oregon Navarre Ave. Resurfacing 41 $500,000 $1,329,643
TMACOG-10 City of Toledo Delaware Ave. Resurfacing 41 $500,000 $1,311,090

TMACOG-05 City of Rossford Superior St. @ Eagle Point Rd. 
Roundabout

40 $3,195,000 $4,993,000

TMACOG-13 City of Toledo Heatherdowns Bl. (Reynolds to 
Eastgate) Resurfacing

39 $2,196,480 $3,239,808

TMACOG-25 Lucas County Engineers Angola Rd. and McCord Rd. 
Improvements

39 $1,688,400 $2,202,500

TMACOG-24 Village of Whitehouse Finzel Rd. Improvements & 
Weckerly Rd. Multi Use Path

38 $466,180 $630,730

TMACOG-27 Wood County Engineers Roachton Rd. Resurfacing 38 $500,000 $1,300,200

TMACOG-12 City of Toledo Heatherdowns Bl. (Perrysburg-
Holland to Reynolds) Resurfacing

37 $500,000 $2,187,720

TMACOG-23 Village of Holland McCord Rd. Roundabout 34 $238,160 $338,600
TMACOG-26 Lucas County Engineers Salisbury Rd. Improvements 34 $500,000 $1,267,000

TMACOG-04 City of Perrysburg East South Boundary St. 
Rehabilitation

33 $500,000 $899,698

TMACOG-22 Village of Holland Clark St. Improvements 29 $306,000 $435,000

TMACOG-21 City of Waterville SR 64 Right Turn Lane at US 24 
Interchange

28 $548,000 $755,000

2024 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation - ORIGINAL

Large Project $16,646,400 

Small Project +$4,204,340 

$20,850,740 


STBG Summary - ORIG

		2024 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation - ORIGINAL

		ID		Project Sponsor		Project Name		Economic Development		Livability		Inter-Connectivity		Sustainability		System Use and Performance		Total Points		STBG Funding Requested		Total Project Cost

		TMACOG-20		City of Toledo		Tremainsville Rd. Resurfacing		6		11		4		4		36		61		$2,051,120		$3,025,400				Toledo = 4 large ($15,648,000) and 2 small ($1,000,000) = $16,648,000

		TMACOG-07		City of Toledo		Ashland Ave. Reconstruction		6		2		4		6		39		57		$3,425,440		$5,048,404				Else = 1 large ($998,400) and 7 small ($3,204,340) = $4,202,740

		TMACOG-16		City of Toledo		Lewis Ave. Reconstruction		6		6		4		4		35		55		$5,600,240		$8,260,350

		TMACOG-15		City of Toledo		Lawrence Ave. Reconstruction		6		4		0		4		40		54		$4,571,200		$6,742,520

		TMACOG-06		City of Sylvania		Main St. Reconstruction		6		11		4		13		18		52		$500,000		$2,433,581

		TMACOG-08		City of Toledo		Broadway St. Reconstruction		6		6		4		6		30		52		$6,594,320		$9,726,620

		TMACOG-17		City of Toledo		Seaman Rd. Reconstruction		6		6		4		6		27		49		$4,221,600		$6,226,860

		TMACOG-18		City of Toledo		Sylvania Ave. Reconstruction		6		1		0		12		30		49		$3,999,120		$5,898,702

		TMACOG-01		City of Bowling Green		Dunbridge Rd. Resurfacing		4		3		0		13		28		48		$998,400		$1,460,800

		TMACOG-09		City of Toledo		Byrne Rd. Resurfacing		6		1		4		9		28		48		$3,053,840		$4,504,410

		TMACOG-11		City of Toledo		Glanzman Rd. Reclamation		6		6		0		11		24		47		$500,000		$2,446,848

		TMACOG-03		City of Oregon		Navarre Ave. Resurfacing		2		3		4		13		19		41		$500,000		$1,329,643

		TMACOG-10		City of Toledo		Delaware Ave. Resurfacing		2		1		4		11		23		41		$500,000		$1,311,090

		TMACOG-05		City of Rossford		Superior St. @ Eagle Point Rd. Roundabout		6		4		4		13		13		40		$3,195,000		$4,993,000

		TMACOG-13		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Reynolds to Eastgate) Resurfacing		6		1		4		4		24		39		$2,196,480		$3,239,808

		TMACOG-25		Lucas County Engineers		Angola Rd. and McCord Rd. Improvements		4		1		0		13		21		39		$1,688,400		$2,202,500

		TMACOG-24		Village of Whitehouse		Finzel Rd. Improvements & Weckerly Rd. Multi Use Path		2		0		0		13		23		38		$466,180		$630,730

		TMACOG-27		Wood County Engineers		Roachton Rd. Resurfacing		2		0		0		13		23		38		$500,000		$1,300,200

		TMACOG-12		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Perrysburg-Holland to Reynolds) Resurfacing		4		1		4		11		17		37		$500,000		$2,187,720

		TMACOG-23		Village of Holland		McCord Rd. Roundabout		0		0		4		9		21		34		$238,160		$338,600

		TMACOG-26		Lucas County Engineers		Salisbury Rd. Improvements		2		1		0		11		20		34		$500,000		$1,267,000

		TMACOG-04		City of Perrysburg		East South Boundary St. Rehabilitation		2		0		0		13		18		33		$500,000		$899,698

		TMACOG-22		Village of Holland		Clark St. Improvements		2		0		0		13		14		29		$306,000		$435,000

		TMACOG-21		City of Waterville		SR 64 Right Turn Lane at US 24 Interchange		2		6		0		13		7		28		$548,000		$755,000

		TMACOG-02		City of Northwood		Curtice Rd. Pavement and Drainage Improvements		0		0		0		0		0		0		$8,076,400		$8,917,900		WITHDRAWN

		TMACOG-14		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Schneider to Byrne) Resurfacing		0		0		0		0		0		0		$2,028,800		$2,992,480		WITHDRAWN

		TMACOG-19		City of Toledo		Tiffin St./George Hardy Dr./John Carey Dr. Resurfacing		0		0		0		0		0		0		$1,217,360		$1,795,600		WITHDRAWN

		Large Project		$16,646,400

		Small Project		$4,204,340

				$20,850,740





STBG Summary - TEST

		2024 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation - TEST

		ID		Project Sponsor		Project Name		Economic Development		Livability & Interconnectivity		Project Readiness & Funding		System Use and Performance		#1 Project Bonus		Total Points		STBG Funding Requested		Total Project Cost

		TMACOG-01		City of Bowling Green		Dunbridge Rd. Resurfacing		7		6		9		31		10		63		$998,400		$1,460,800				Toledo = 4 large ($16,221,680) and 1 small ($500,000) = $16,721,680 (79.9%)

		TMACOG-20		City of Toledo		Tremainsville Rd. Resurfacing		2		15		3		36		0		56		$2,051,120		$3,025,400				Else = 1 large ($998,400) and 7 small ($3,204,340) = $4,202,740 (20.1%)

		TMACOG-27		Wood County Engineers		Roachton Rd. Resurfacing		10		0		10		26		10		56		$500,000		$1,300,200

		TMACOG-03		City of Oregon		Navarre Ave. Resurfacing		6		7		11		18		10		52		$500,000		$1,329,643

		TMACOG-16		City of Toledo		Lewis Ave. Reconstruction		4		10		3		34		0		51		$5,600,240		$8,260,350

		TMACOG-18		City of Toledo		Sylvania Ave. Reconstruction		2		4		3		32		10		51		$3,999,120		$5,898,702

		TMACOG-06		City of Sylvania		Main St. Reconstruction		3		15		6		15		10		49		$500,000		$2,433,581

		TMACOG-15		City of Toledo		Lawrence Ave. Reconstruction		1		7		3		37		0		48		$4,571,200		$6,742,520

		TMACOG-24		Village of Whitehouse		Finzel Rd. Improvements		6		4		6		22		10		48		$466,180		$630,730

		TMACOG-09		City of Toledo		Byrne Rd. Resurfacing		6		5		8		29		0		48		$3,053,840		$4,504,410

		TMACOG-17		City of Toledo		Seaman Rd. Reconstruction		4		10		5		28		0		47		$4,221,600		$6,226,860

		TMACOG-08		City of Toledo		Broadway St. Reconstruction		3		10		5		29		0		47		$6,594,320		$9,726,620

		TMACOG-07		City of Toledo		Ashland Ave. Reconstruction		2		6		5		33		0		46		$3,425,440		$5,048,404

		TMACOG-11		City of Toledo		Glanzman Rd. Reclamation		2		9		10		24		0		45		$500,000		$2,446,848

		TMACOG-10		City of Toledo		Delaware Ave. Resurfacing		2		5		10		25		0		42		$500,000		$1,311,090

		TMACOG-25		Lucas County Engineers		Angola Rd. and McCord Rd. Improvements		4		4		6		18		10		42		$1,688,400		$2,202,500

		TMACOG-23		Village of Holland		McCord Rd. Roundabout		5		4		8		24		0		41		$238,160		$338,600

		TMACOG-22		Village of Holland		Clark St. Improvements		2		3		8		17		10		40		$306,000		$435,000

		TMACOG-21		City of Waterville		SR 64 Right Turn Lane at US 24 Interchange		7		9		6		6		10		38		$548,000		$755,000

		TMACOG-04		City of Perrysburg		East South Boundary St. Rehabilitation		2		3		10		13		10		38		$500,000		$899,698

		TMACOG-26		Lucas County Engineers		Salisbury Rd. Improvements		9		4		10		14		0		37		$500,000		$1,267,000

		TMACOG-13		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Reynolds to Eastgate) Resurfacing		4		5		3		23		0		35		$2,196,480		$3,239,808

		TMACOG-12		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Perrysburg-Holland to Reynolds) Resurfacing		3		5		10		16		0		34		$500,000		$2,187,720

		TMACOG-05		City of Rossford		Superior St. @ Eagle Point Rd. Roundabout		3		7		5		8		10		33		$3,195,000		$4,993,000

		TMACOG-02		City of Northwood		Curtice Rd. Pavement and Drainage Improvements		0		0		0		0				0		$8,076,400		$8,917,900		WITHDRAWN

		TMACOG-14		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Schneider to Byrne) Resurfacing		0		0		0		0				0		$2,028,800		$2,992,480		WITHDRAWN

		TMACOG-19		City of Toledo		Tiffin St./George Hardy Dr./John Carey Dr. Resurfacing		0		0		0		0				0		$1,217,360		$1,795,600		WITHDRAWN

		Large Project		$17,220,080

		Small Project		$3,704,340

				$20,924,420





Blank test sheet (clean)

		TMACOG-##: Intentionally blank



		Project Type: 								Project Sponsor:						PID: 

		ODOT District:								Contact Name:						County:

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:						Route:

										Contact E-mail:						Section:



		Brief Scope of Work







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)

		Right-of-Way (RW)

		Construction (CO)

		Construction (CE)

		Contingency

		Funding Totals 

		Percentage of Total Project Cost



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		0

		4. System Use & Performance		55		0

		Total		100		0

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		0



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-##: Intentionally blank

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6

				20. Roadway Projects

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report

tc={30784610-FCB2-4B03-A748-E99B8C378A5F}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    2 points if on HSIP eligible list, 1 point if on monitored list (Safety Report 2020-22)						1

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		0

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10

				Total + Bonus						110		0

2 points if on HSIP eligible list, 1 point if on monitored list (Safety Report 2020-22)







Blank test sheet (marked up)

		TMACOG-##: Intentionally blank



		Project Type: 								Project Sponsor:						PID: 

		ODOT District:								Contact Name:						County:

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:						Route:

										Contact E-mail:						Section:



		Brief Scope of Work







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)

		Right-of-Way (RW)

		Construction (CO)

		Construction (CE)

		Contingency

		Funding Totals 

		Percentage of Total Project Cost



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		0		15

		2. Livability		12		0		12

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0		8

		4. Sustainability		15		0		15

		5. System Use and Performance		50		0		50

		Total		100		0		100



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-##: Intentionally blank

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments						Original Measure		Original Points available

		maximum points = 10		x. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority

tc={ED981A0C-5698-45A7-85D7-A6990652B747}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Move here as stand alone item
Reply:
    Make this a bonus at the end of the point tally						10

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

tc={75FCFEA5-D9F3-4B42-AE59-B7266225E4C2}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Remove #1																1. Number of Jobs Created

		(Maximum Points = 8) 15

tc={FA0E9DC7-551F-43AF-8BC7-3A3D15C94DC4}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Move more points here from System Use
Reply:
    Increase to 15 points
		5-14																5-14		2

				15-25																15-25		4

				> 25																>25		6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

tc={B528B2A0-34C9-41E6-ABBA-02360A3D31B9}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Look in to Jobs Ohio, job sites on County pages


				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

				new. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile

tc={3DF44B72-3308-4807-B796-A522CAF3AD3A}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Tie into Jobs Ohio available sites																new		new

				0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				new. Project will have a regional impact (based on 2020 Func Class?)																new		new

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 & urban)						1

				10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals

tc={3AA10D9B-C345-403B-BD69-4C4B03FE4958}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Reconsider this question, look for other examples

Reply:
    Propose deleting this question entirely
Reply:
    0 if none, 3 if within ½ mile, and 6 if direct access						0 - 6

		2. Livability

tc={59A2E8F4-3F81-440B-845B-5072C99B1ED0}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Combine Livability and Inter-connectivity into a single item, maximum points = 15		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11) 12		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for aesthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5

		3. Inter-connectivity

tc={E03696FE-3376-4821-BC50-C959BD9A1BA9}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Propose deleting Inter-conn and move the transit questions to Livability (and the points); then need to adjust Livability points to account for the add’l 8		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals

tc={46A3B236-050C-4C26-8854-9B28091AEB07}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Reconsider this question, look for other examples

Reply:
    Propose deleting this question entirely
Reply:
    0 if none, 3 if within ½ mile, and 6 if direct access						0 - 6										moved to ED section

		(Maximum Points = 8) 8		11a. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1										Project carries public transit		0-4

				11b. Project in community served by transit*						3										new		new		*any type of paratransit, Flex etc.

		4. Sustainability

tc={7CE10100-1D94-44F8-828A-FCC3E102DC7C}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Increase to 15 points overall
Reply:
    Add a question to award points if sponsor has a pavement mgmt program
Reply:
    Rename, such as Project Readiness & Funding		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						10										Project is sponsor's #1 priority / moved above 		8

		(Maximum Points = 13) 15		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5

				17. Is there a pavement management system?						0-2										new

				17. Project in community with public transit

tc={3E5D1235-3034-4FA0-8572-459CA1BB6865}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Move #17 with #11 (Group 3)																17. Project in community with public transit		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6

				19. ITS project																ITS project		3

		(Maximum Points = 60) 50

tc={60267A7F-20BB-40E3-BE95-90D58317C9C2}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Reduce to 50 overall		21. Roadway Projects

tc={4CF8EC1D-7186-4224-BF5B-64FD193FBE3E}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Attempt a scale of 0-10 instead of 0-20																21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0										New roadway		0

				Resurfacing						2

tc={CB5ECD8D-2428-4EEA-95C9-46CD27239E9F}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    3										Resurfacing		4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

tc={AFF7600F-8CF2-41AF-9589-A2C5C8A237C4}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    4										Rehabilitation with some base replacement		7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

tc={72701805-548D-4AD5-BEB9-DBE9CAC8740F}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    5										Reconstruct with full base replacement		10

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

tc={D5EC1872-1637-4006-8166-DF902C28766B}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    7										Widen/narrow and resurface		13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate																Widen/narrow and rehabilitate		17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

tc={0928BB70-97B1-4636-9266-9AA23FF2B26A}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    10										Widen/narrow and reconstruct		20

				23a. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %

tc={0197BA0A-705F-4FF7-A8BB-DBCCFB1B6E83}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Simplify to 5 categories in the range, increase to 15
Reply:
    Include a category “is this project implementing a proven safety countermeasure?” from FHWA
Reply:
    TMACOG can calculate if a location does not appear in the locations report, or if there are multiple locations id’d in the report
						

tc={C2586113-0433-4B21-8904-9266E26B1025}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    8		

tc={0928BB70-97B1-4636-9266-9AA23FF2B26A}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    10										23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .99				<30%		0										< .49		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3										.5 to .99		1

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6										1 to 1.49		2

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9										1.5 to 1.99		3

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12										2 to 2.49		4

				> 5				>55%		15										2.5 to 2.99		5

				3 to 3.49																3 to 3.49		6

				3.5 to 3.99																3.5 to 3.99		7

				4 to 4.49																4 to 4.49		8

				4.5 to 4.99																4.5 to 4.99		9

		 		> 5																> 5		10

				23b. Does this project implement a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?

tc={530E2A4A-D709-4C9E-823B-90583EC0BAB1}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    List out the countermeasures (on application). Exclude project items that are a given, such as pavement friction and pavement markings		

tc={ED981A0C-5698-45A7-85D7-A6990652B747}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Move here as stand alone item
Reply:
    Make this a bonus at the end of the point tally																new

				Nothing will be implemented						0

				1-3 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				4-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

		

tc={8E09B5F0-EFA0-4AFF-8736-8881594204B4}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Tie into regional safety location report - crash rates and % injury		

tc={75FCFEA5-D9F3-4B42-AE59-B7266225E4C2}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Remove #1		

tc={FA0E9DC7-551F-43AF-8BC7-3A3D15C94DC4}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Move more points here from System Use
Reply:
    Increase to 15 points
		7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 

tc={E485239E-749A-41DF-A857-2DF989334C32}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Adjust scale down (less emphasis)
Reply:
    Propose changing this to AADT and not # of daily users
Reply:
    And verify if the ranges works
Reply:
    Adjust the ranges, >5000 = 0, 5000-9999 = 1, etc		

tc={B528B2A0-34C9-41E6-ABBA-02360A3D31B9}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Look in to Jobs Ohio, job sites on County pages
		

tc={3DF44B72-3308-4807-B796-A522CAF3AD3A}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Tie into Jobs Ohio available sites																24. Existing average daily users

				< 7,000						0										< 7		0

				7,000 to 14,999						1										7.0 to 10.5		1

				15,000 to 24,999						2										10.5 to 14		2

				>25,000						3										14 to 28		3

				28 to 42																28 to 42		4

				42 to 56																42 to 56		5

				56 to 70																56 to 70		6

				> 70																> 70		7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

tc={A2B49116-447B-4618-AA4E-2ACD42926A10}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Adjust scale down (less emphasis)		

tc={3AA10D9B-C345-403B-BD69-4C4B03FE4958}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Reconsider this question, look for other examples

Reply:
    Propose deleting this question entirely
Reply:
    0 if none, 3 if within ½ mile, and 6 if direct access		

tc={59A2E8F4-3F81-440B-845B-5072C99B1ED0}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Combine Livability and Inter-connectivity into a single item, maximum points = 15		

tc={E03696FE-3376-4821-BC50-C959BD9A1BA9}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Propose deleting Inter-conn and move the transit questions to Livability (and the points); then need to adjust Livability points to account for the add’l 8		

tc={46A3B236-050C-4C26-8854-9B28091AEB07}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Reconsider this question, look for other examples

Reply:
    Propose deleting this question entirely
Reply:
    0 if none, 3 if within ½ mile, and 6 if direct access																25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0										< 3%		0

				3 % to 9 %						1										3 % to 6 %		1

				9.01% to 15%						2										6.01% to 9%		2

				> 15%						3										9.01% to 12%		3

				12.01% to 15%																12.01% to 15%		4

				> 15%																> 15%		5

				Truck Impact Route						2										Truck Impact Route		3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						2										Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)		3

				26. Project listed in 2055 Plan

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10										delete

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

tc={C22DB6E1-9557-4276-905A-EBFF006BCF12}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Bump up the points
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Comment:
    Increase to 15 points overall
Reply:
    Add a question to award points if sponsor has a pavement mgmt program
Reply:
    Rename, such as Project Readiness & Funding		4 years						4												2

				8 years						6												4

				9 or more years						8												6

				28. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)																new: exempting small projects

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		0

Move here as stand alone item



Make this a bonus at the end of the point tally



Remove #1



Move more points here from System Use



Increase to 15 points




Look in to Jobs Ohio, job sites on County pages




Tie into Jobs Ohio available sites



Reconsider this question, look for other examples




Propose deleting this question entirely



0 if none, 3 if within ½ mile, and 6 if direct access



Combine Livability and Inter-connectivity into a single item, maximum points = 15



Propose deleting Inter-conn and move the transit questions to Livability (and the points); then need to adjust Livability points to account for the add’l 8



Reconsider this question, look for other examples




Propose deleting this question entirely



0 if none, 3 if within ½ mile, and 6 if direct access



Increase to 15 points overall



Add a question to award points if sponsor has a pavement mgmt program



Rename, such as Project Readiness & Funding



Move #17 with #11 (Group 3)



Reduce to 50 overall



Attempt a scale of 0-10 instead of 0-20



3



4



5



7



8



10



Simplify to 5 categories in the range, increase to 15



Include a category “is this project implementing a proven safety countermeasure?” from FHWA



TMACOG can calculate if a location does not appear in the locations report, or if there are multiple locations id’d in the report




List out the countermeasures (on application). Exclude project items that are a given, such as pavement friction and pavement markings



Tie into regional safety location report - crash rates and % injury



Adjust scale down (less emphasis)



Propose changing this to AADT and not # of daily users



And verify if the ranges works



Adjust the ranges, >5000 = 0, 5000-9999 = 1, etc



Adjust scale down (less emphasis)



Bump up the points







TMACOG-01

		TMACOG-01: Dunbridge Rd. Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Bowling Green				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Brad Holman				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-354-6237				Route:		Dunbridge

										Contact E-mail:		bholman@bgohio.org				Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The project will include milling and paving 1.5 inches of asphalt on Dunbridge Road from US 6 to Poe Road. For sections of road with significant deterioration, partial and full depth pavement repairs will also be made.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2027										$88,000		City of BG		$88,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$998,400								$249,600		City of BG		$1,248,000

		Construction (CE)		2028										$124,800		City of BG		$124,800

		Contingency

		Funding Totals 				$998,400				$0				$462,400				$1,460,800

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				68.3%				0.0%				31.7%				100.0%

				*NOTE: Could accelerate project to be bid as soon as 4/1/2025 if possible

		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		4

		2. Livability		11		3

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		28

		Total		100		48



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-01: Dunbridge Rd. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created
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    Remove #1

		(Maximum Points = 8) 15
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    Move more points here from System Use
Reply:
    Increase to 15 points
		5-14						2		4

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11) 12		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2		Cost estimate includes $ for sharrows

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8) 8		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability
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    Increase to 15 points overall
Reply:
    Add a question to award points if sponsor has a pavement mgmt program		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13) 15		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit
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    Move #17 with #11 (Group 3)						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		54 (weighted)

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60) 50
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    Reduce to 50 overall		21. Roadway Projects
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    Attempt a scale of 0-10 instead of 0-20

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4
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    3

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7
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    4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10
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    5

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13
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    7

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17
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    8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20
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				23. Accident rate per million vehicles
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Comment:
    Increase to 15 points overall
Reply:
    Add a question to award points if sponsor has a pavement mgmt program		< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users
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    Adjust scale down (less emphasis)
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Comment:
    Move #17 with #11 (Group 3)		< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)
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    Adjust scale down (less emphasis)		
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    Reduce to 50 overall		
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Comment:
    Attempt a scale of 0-10 instead of 0-20										truck ADT = 1063.31 (weighted)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Only the roundabout projects @Wooster and @Woodbridge are listed on priority list; otherwise this is a System Preservation project

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		53

Remove #1



Move more points here from System Use



Increase to 15 points




Increase to 15 points overall



Add a question to award points if sponsor has a pavement mgmt program



Move #17 with #11 (Group 3)



Reduce to 50 overall



Attempt a scale of 0-10 instead of 0-20



3



4



5



7



8



10



Simplify to 5 categories in the range, increase to 15



Adjust scale down (less emphasis)



Adjust scale down (less emphasis)
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Test_TMACOG-01

		TMACOG-01: Dunbridge Rd. Resurfacing																		Project scored 15 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Bowling Green				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Brad Holman				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-354-6237				Route:		Dunbridge

										Contact E-mail:		bholman@bgohio.org				Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The project will include milling and paving 1.5 inches of asphalt on Dunbridge Road from US 6 to Poe Road. For sections of road with significant deterioration, partial and full depth pavement repairs will also be made.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2027										$88,000		City of BG		$88,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$998,400								$249,600		City of BG		$1,248,000

		Construction (CE)		2028										$124,800		City of BG		$124,800

		Contingency

		Funding Totals 				$998,400				$0				$462,400				$1,460,800

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				68.3%				0.0%				31.7%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		6

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		9

		4. System Use & Performance		55		31

		Total		100		53

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		63



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-01: Dunbridge Rd. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0		corridor is not listed

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		1 (Sharrows)

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		3563 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								3

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		2

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		53

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		63
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TMACOG-02

		TMACOG-02: Curtice Rd. Pavement and Drainage Improvements



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing, Bike Trail						Project Sponsor:		City of Northwood				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Kevin Laughlin				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-690-1629				Route:		Curtice

										Contact E-mail:		cityadministrator@northwoodoh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project will enclose an exsiting roadside ditch and build a bike trail over the enclosure ditch so this bike trail can connect into the bike trail from the City of Oregon's Town Center and the City of Northwood's The Enclave. This path will also connect to the City of Northwood's Nature Trails Park so residents have access to the proposed trail through the existing sidewalk networks along Curtice Rd. The project will also resurface and repair the pavement along Curtice Road including the slide areas of the roadside ditch.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Other Funding 		Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2026										$257,000		City of Northwood		$257,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2027		$7,248,151								$584,500		City of Northwood		$7,832,651

		Construction (CE)		2027		$45,000												$45,000

		Contingency		2027		$783,249												$783,249

		Funding Totals 				$8,076,400				$0				$841,500				$8,917,900

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				90.6%				0.0%				9.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		0

		2. Livability		11		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		0

		5. System Use and Performance		60		0

		Total		100		0



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-02: Curtice Rd. Pavement and Drainage Improvements

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6				58 (weighted)

				19. ITS project						3

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										On System Preservation list 

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		0



mailto:cityadministrator@northwoodoh.gov

TMACOG-03

		TMACOG-03: Navarre Ave. Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Oregon				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Paul Roman				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-698-7046				Route:		Navarre (SR 2)

										Contact E-mail:		proman@ci.oregon.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The project limits are between the western corporation line and Issac Streets Drive. The project will consist of milling approximately 3" of the existing asphalt surface throughout the project limits. This will be followed by making any necessary base repairs by removing the deteriorated material and replacing with 301 asphalt concrete base material. Following roadway base repairs, a two-course asphalt overlay will be placed over the entire project limits. The project will also include pavement markings, ADA curb ramp updates, and related work, as necessary.








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2026										$10,000		City of Oregon		$10,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$500,000								$672,402		City of Oregon		$1,172,402

		Construction (CE)		2028										$30,000		City of Oregon		$30,000

		Contigency		2024										$117,240		City of Oregon		$117,240

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$829,643				$1,329,643

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				37.6%				0.0%				62.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		3

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		19

		Total		100		41



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-03: Navarre Ave. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2		Resurface existing lane

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4		Fixed route (#2) travels down part of Navarre

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		86 (weighted)

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		4

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		4

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										#1 ranked project on the Plan Priority list (2026+)

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		48



mailto:proman@ci.oregon.oh.us

Test_TMACOG-03

		TMACOG-03: Navarre Ave. Resurfacing																		Project scored 11 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Oregon				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Paul Roman				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-698-7046				Route:		Navarre (SR 2)

										Contact E-mail:		proman@ci.oregon.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The project limits are between the western corporation line and Issac Streets Drive. The project will consist of milling approximately 3" of the existing asphalt surface throughout the project limits. This will be followed by making any necessary base repairs by removing the deteriorated material and replacing with 301 asphalt concrete base material. Following roadway base repairs, a two-course asphalt overlay will be placed over the entire project limits. The project will also include pavement markings, ADA curb ramp updates, and related work, as necessary.








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2026										$10,000		City of Oregon		$10,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$500,000								$672,402		City of Oregon		$1,172,402

		Construction (CE)		2028										$30,000		City of Oregon		$30,000

		Contigency		2024										$117,240		City of Oregon		$117,240

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$829,643				$1,329,643

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				37.6%				0.0%				62.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		6

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		7

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		11

		4. System Use & Performance		55		18

		Total		100		42

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		52



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-03: Navarre Ave. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								4

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		1

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								6

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0		corridor is not listed

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								4		28,401

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1		5%

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		3

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		42

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		52





























mailto:proman@ci.oregon.oh.us

TMACOG-04

		TMACOG-04: East South Boundary St. Rehabilitation



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		City of Perrysburg				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Brian Thomas				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-892-7880				Route:		E.S. Boundary

										Contact E-mail:		bthomas@ci.perrysburg.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The proposal is to mill 1.5" of existing asphalt, make any needed full depth spot repairs, replace any deficient curb and curb ramps, replace any damaged castings on existing catch basins, place 1.5" of asphalt surface course and install new pavement markings.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)																$0

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2027		$500,000								$282,345		City of Perrysburg		$782,345

		Construction (CE)		2027										$39,118		City of Perrysburg		$39,118

		Contingency		2027										$78,235		City of Perrysburg		$78,235

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$399,698				$899,698

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				55.6%				0.0%				44.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		18

		Total		100		33



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-04: East South Boundary St. Rehabilitation

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		0

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		72

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 741.4 (weighted)

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		38



mailto:bthomas@ci.perrysburg.oh.us

Test_TMACOG-04

		TMACOG-04: East South Boundary St. Rehabilitation																		Project scored 5 points higher



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		City of Perrysburg				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Brian Thomas				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-892-7880				Route:		E.S. Boundary

										Contact E-mail:		bthomas@ci.perrysburg.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The proposal is to mill 1.5" of existing asphalt, make any needed full depth spot repairs, replace any deficient curb and curb ramps, replace any damaged castings on existing catch basins, place 1.5" of asphalt surface course and install new pavement markings.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)																$0

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2027		$500,000								$282,345		City of Perrysburg		$782,345

		Construction (CE)		2027										$39,118		City of Perrysburg		$39,118

		Contingency		2027										$78,235		City of Perrysburg		$78,235

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$399,698				$899,698

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				55.6%				0.0%				44.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		2

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		10

		4. System Use & Performance		55		13

		Total		100		28

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		38



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-04: East South Boundary St. Rehabilitation

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								0

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		9450

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1		9%

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								2

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		28

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		38
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TMACOG-05

		TMACOG-05: Superior St. @ Eagle Point Rd. Roundabout



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction, Roundabout						Project Sponsor:		City of Rossford				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Allyson Murray				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-666-0210				Route:		Superior (SR 65)

										Contact E-mail:		cityadmin@rossfordohio.com				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Reconstruction of the existing signalized intersection with a modern roundabout including pavement, splitter islands & inner circle; curbing, sidewalk, bus stop construction; storm sewer, underdrains, catch basins, manholes; water line and sanitary sewer line and their appurtenances replacement or adjustment as needed; pavement markings & signs; landscaping, aesthetic lighting, and other enhancements to create a southern gateway to downtown Rossford and Rossford Junior-Senior High Schools; and other related work.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2025										$504,000		City of Rossford		$504,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2027		$552,000								$633,000		City of Rossford		$1,185,000

		Construction (CO)		2028		$2,240,000				$325,000		OPWC		$235,000		City of Rossford		$2,800,000

		Construction (CE)		2028		$179,000								$45,000		City of Rossford		$224,000

		Contingency		2028		$224,000								$56,000		City of Rossford		$280,000

		Funding Totals 				$3,195,000				$325,000				$1,473,000				$4,993,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				64.0%				6.5%				29.5%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		4

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		13

		Total		100		40



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-05: Superior St. @ Eagle Point Rd. Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		2

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		93

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 138

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		41



mailto:cityadmin@rossfordohio.com

Test_TMACOG-05

		TMACOG-05: Superior St. @ Eagle Point Rd. Roundabout																		Project scored 7 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction, Roundabout						Project Sponsor:		City of Rossford				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Allyson Murray				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-666-0210				Route:		Superior (SR 65)

										Contact E-mail:		cityadmin@rossfordohio.com				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Reconstruction of the existing signalized intersection with a modern roundabout including pavement, splitter islands & inner circle; curbing, sidewalk, bus stop construction; storm sewer, underdrains, catch basins, manholes; water line and sanitary sewer line and their appurtenances replacement or adjustment as needed; pavement markings & signs; landscaping, aesthetic lighting, and other enhancements to create a southern gateway to downtown Rossford and Rossford Junior-Senior High Schools; and other related work.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2025										$504,000		City of Rossford		$504,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2027		$552,000								$633,000		City of Rossford		$1,185,000

		Construction (CO)		2028		$2,240,000				$325,000		OPWC		$235,000		City of Rossford		$2,800,000

		Construction (CE)		2028		$179,000								$45,000		City of Rossford		$224,000

		Contingency		2028		$224,000								$56,000		City of Rossford		$280,000

		Funding Totals 				$3,195,000				$325,000				$1,473,000				$4,993,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				64.0%				6.5%				29.5%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		7

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		5

		4. System Use & Performance		55		8

		Total		100		23

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		33



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-05: Superior St. @ Eagle Point Rd. Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		2

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								0

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		roundabout, lighting

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		8154

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		23

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		33
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TMACOG-06

		TMACOG-06: Main St. Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction, roundabout						Project Sponsor:		City of Sylvania				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Joe Shaw				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-885-8967				Route:		Main

										Contact E-mail:		jshaw@cityofsylvania.com				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Full-depth reconstruction of Main Street including storm sewer replacement, sidewalk replacement, implementation of bike lanes and a multi-use path along the north and west legs of the intersection. The traffic signal will be removed in lieu of a modern single-lane roundabout at Convent Boulevard. The existing roadway width for the south leg will undergo a "road diet" reducing the traveled lanes in each direction from 16' to 12' with bike lanes added on each side.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2026										$225,000		City of Sylvania		$225,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2027										$70,000		City of Sylvania		$70,000

		Construction (CO)		2029		$500,000				$799,900		OPWC		$371,290		City of Sylvania		$1,671,190

		Construction (CE)		2029										$200,000		City of Sylvania		$200,000

		Contingency		2029										$267,391		City of Sylvania		$267,391

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$799,900				$1,133,681				$2,433,581

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				20.5%				32.9%				46.6%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		18

		Total		100		52



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-06: Main St. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		4		63

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										no classification data avaialble in TCDS

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										System Preservation

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		54
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Test_TMACOG-06

		TMACOG-06: Main St. Reconstruction																		Project scored 3 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction, roundabout						Project Sponsor:		City of Sylvania				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Joe Shaw				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-885-8967				Route:		Main

										Contact E-mail:		jshaw@cityofsylvania.com				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Full-depth reconstruction of Main Street including storm sewer replacement, sidewalk replacement, implementation of bike lanes and a multi-use path along the north and west legs of the intersection. The traffic signal will be removed in lieu of a modern single-lane roundabout at Convent Boulevard. The existing roadway width for the south leg will undergo a "road diet" reducing the traveled lanes in each direction from 16' to 12' with bike lanes added on each side.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2026										$225,000		City of Sylvania		$225,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2027										$70,000		City of Sylvania		$70,000

		Construction (CO)		2029		$500,000				$799,900		OPWC		$371,290		City of Sylvania		$1,671,190

		Construction (CE)		2029										$200,000		City of Sylvania		$200,000

		Contingency		2029										$267,391		City of Sylvania		$267,391

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$799,900				$1,133,681				$2,433,581

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				20.5%				32.9%				46.6%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		15

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		6

		4. System Use & Performance		55		15

		Total		100		39

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		49



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-06: Main St. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		4

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								0

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								2		Bike facilities, roundabout, and road diet

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		8200

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		39

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		49
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TMACOG-07

		TMACOG-07: Ashland Ave. Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Ashland

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. Ashland will be narrowed from 36' wide to 24', but the road will keep bumpouts and on-street parking where necessary. The signals at Woodruff Avenue intersection will be upgraded. With the narrowing, street trees will be added in a new treelawn section.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$424,060		City of Toledo		$424,060

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$3,425,440								$856,360		City of Toledo		$4,281,800

		Construction (CE)												$128,454		City of Toledo		$128,454

		Contingency												$214,090		City of Toledo		$214,090

		Funding Totals 				$3,425,440				$0				$1,622,964				$5,048,404

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.9%				0.0%				32.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		2

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		6

		5. System Use and Performance		60		39

		Total		100		57



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-07: Ashland Ave. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		54

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		20

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										<500 trucks

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										System Preservation

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		57



mailto:TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov

Test_TMACOG-07

		TMACOG-07: Ashland Ave. Reconstruction																		Project scored 11 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Ashland

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. Ashland will be narrowed from 36' wide to 24', but the road will keep bumpouts and on-street parking where necessary. The signals at Woodruff Avenue intersection will be upgraded. With the narrowing, street trees will be added in a new treelawn section.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$424,060		City of Toledo		$424,060

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$3,425,440								$856,360		City of Toledo		$4,281,800

		Construction (CE)												$128,454		City of Toledo		$128,454

		Contingency												$214,090		City of Toledo		$214,090

		Funding Totals 				$3,425,440				$0				$1,622,964				$5,048,404

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.9%				0.0%				32.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		2

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		6

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		5

		4. System Use & Performance		55		33

		Total		100		46

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		46



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-07: Ashland Ave. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		1

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								10

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		Road narrowing with bumpouts

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		2325 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		46

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		46
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TMACOG-08

		TMACOG-08: Broadway St. Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Broadway

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. Broadway will also add bike lanes to continue from the previous project. Bumpouts for crossings will be added where needed.The section from Stebbins to Shadowlawn is a combined sewer area - this project intends to separate the storm sewer from the sanitary in that area.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$824,290		City of Toledo		$824,290

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$6,594,320								$1,648,580		City of Toledo		$8,242,900

		Construction (CE)												$247,290		City of Toledo		$247,290

		Contingency												$412,140		City of Toledo		$412,140

		Funding Totals 				$6,594,320				$0				$3,132,300				$9,726,620

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		6

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		6

		5. System Use and Performance		60		30

		Total		100		52



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-08: Broadway St. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		46

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		7

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 1665

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										System Preservation

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		52



mailto:TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov

Test_TMACOG-08

		TMACOG-08: Broadway St. Reconstruction																		Project scored 5 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Broadway

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. Broadway will also add bike lanes to continue from the previous project. Bumpouts for crossings will be added where needed.The section from Stebbins to Shadowlawn is a combined sewer area - this project intends to separate the storm sewer from the sanitary in that area.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$824,290		City of Toledo		$824,290

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$6,594,320								$1,648,580		City of Toledo		$8,242,900

		Construction (CE)												$247,290		City of Toledo		$247,290

		Contingency												$412,140		City of Toledo		$412,140

		Funding Totals 				$6,594,320				$0				$3,132,300				$9,726,620

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		10

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		5

		4. System Use & Performance		55		29

		Total		100		47

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		47



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-08: Broadway St. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								9

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		Bike lanes

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		5050

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								3

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		47

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		47
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TMACOG-09

		TMACOG-09: Byrne Rd. Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Byrne

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs and minor sidewalk improvements. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$381,730		City of Toledo		$381,730

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2030		$3,053,840								$763,460		City of Toledo		$3,817,300

		Construction (CE)												$114,520		City of Toledo		$114,520

		Contingency												$190,860		City of Toledo		$190,860

		Funding Totals 				$3,053,840				$0				$1,450,570				$4,504,410

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		9

		5. System Use and Performance		60		28

		Total		100		48



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-09: Byrne Rd. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		68

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		4

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 2508.99 (weighted)

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		48
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Test_TMACOG-09

		TMACOG-09: Byrne Rd. Resurfacing																		Project scored the same score as before



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Byrne

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs and minor sidewalk improvements. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$381,730		City of Toledo		$381,730

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2030		$3,053,840								$763,460		City of Toledo		$3,817,300

		Construction (CE)												$114,520		City of Toledo		$114,520

		Contingency												$190,860		City of Toledo		$190,860

		Funding Totals 				$3,053,840				$0				$1,450,570				$4,504,410

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		6

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		8

		4. System Use & Performance		55		29

		Total		100		48

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		48



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-09: Byrne Rd. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								4

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								3		18,538 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								2

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		48

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		48
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TMACOG-10

		TMACOG-10: Delaware Ave. Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Delaware

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs and minor sidewalk improvements. The project may include sidewalk bumpouts where necessary for improved pedestrian crossing safety. This project is being applied for as a small project.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$111,110		City of Toledo		$111,110

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$500,000								$611,100		City of Toledo		$1,111,100

		Construction (CE)												$33,330		City of Toledo		$33,330

		Contingency												$55,550		City of Toledo		$55,550

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$811,090				$1,311,090

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				38.1%				0.0%				61.9%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		11

		5. System Use and Performance		60		23

		Total		100		41



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-10: Delaware Ave. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		4		56

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										<500 trucks

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										System Preservation

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		41
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Test_TMACOG-10

		TMACOG-10: Delaware Ave. Resurfacing																		Project scored 1 point higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Delaware

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs and minor sidewalk improvements. The project may include sidewalk bumpouts where necessary for improved pedestrian crossing safety. This project is being applied for as a small project.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$111,110		City of Toledo		$111,110

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$500,000								$611,100		City of Toledo		$1,111,100

		Construction (CE)												$33,330		City of Toledo		$33,330

		Contingency												$55,550		City of Toledo		$55,550

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$811,090				$1,311,090

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				38.1%				0.0%				61.9%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		2

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		10

		4. System Use & Performance		55		25

		Total		100		42

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		42



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-10: Delaware Ave. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		4

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		3500

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		42

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		42





























mailto:TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov

TMACOG-11

		TMACOG-11: Glanzman Rd. Reclamation



		Project Type: 		Reclamation						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Glanzman

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project will perform a full depth reclamation on Glanzman and will include minor sidewalk improvements and RRFBs for safe crossing at the Birchwood intersection and the Heatherdowns Branch Library. This project is being applied for as a small project.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$207,360		City of Toledo		$207,360

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$500,000								$1,573,600		City of Toledo		$2,073,600

		Construction (CE)												$62,208		City of Toledo		$62,208

		Contingency												$103,680		City of Toledo		$103,680

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$1,946,848				$2,446,848

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				20.4%				0.0%				79.6%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		6

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		11

		5. System Use and Performance		60		24

		Total		100		47



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-11: Glanzman Rd. Reclamation

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		2

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		4		62

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		6

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 666

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		47
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Test_TMACOG-11

		TMACOG-11: Glanzman Rd. Reclamation																		Project scored 2 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reclamation						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Glanzman

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project will perform a full depth reclamation on Glanzman and will include minor sidewalk improvements and RRFBs for safe crossing at the Birchwood intersection and the Heatherdowns Branch Library. This project is being applied for as a small project.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$207,360		City of Toledo		$207,360

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$500,000								$1,573,600		City of Toledo		$2,073,600

		Construction (CE)												$62,208		City of Toledo		$62,208

		Contingency												$103,680		City of Toledo		$103,680

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$1,946,848				$2,446,848

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				20.4%				0.0%				79.6%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		2

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		9

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		10

		4. System Use & Performance		55		24

		Total		100		45

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		45



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-11: Glanzman Rd. Reclamation

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		1

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		2

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		4

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								9

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		RRFB

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		4550

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								2

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		45

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		45
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TMACOG-12

		TMACOG-12: Heatherdowns Bl. (Perrysburg-Holland to Reynolds) Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Heatherdowns

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs and minor sidewalk improvements. This project is being applied for as a small project.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$185,400		City of Toledo		$185,400

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$500,000								$1,354,000		City of Toledo		$1,854,000

		Construction (CE)												$55,620		City of Toledo		$55,620

		Contingency												$92,700		City of Toledo		$92,700

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$1,687,720				$2,187,720

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				22.9%				0.0%				77.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		4

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		11

		5. System Use and Performance		60		17

		Total		100		37



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-12: Heatherdowns Bl. (Perrysburg-Holland to Reynolds) Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		4

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		4		64

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		4

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		5

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										<500 trucks

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										System Preservation

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		37
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Test_TMACOG-12

		TMACOG-12: Heatherdowns Bl. (Perrysburg-Holland to Reynolds) Resurfacing																		Project scored 3 points lower



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Heatherdowns

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs and minor sidewalk improvements. This project is being applied for as a small project.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$185,400		City of Toledo		$185,400

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$500,000								$1,354,000		City of Toledo		$1,854,000

		Construction (CE)												$55,620		City of Toledo		$55,620

		Contingency												$92,700		City of Toledo		$92,700

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$1,687,720				$2,187,720

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				22.9%				0.0%				77.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		10

		4. System Use & Performance		55		16

		Total		100		34

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		34



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-12: Heatherdowns Bl. (Perrysburg-Holland to Reynolds) Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		4

				20. Roadway Projects								2

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								6

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								3		15,828 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		34

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		34
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TMACOG-13

		TMACOG-13: Heatherdowns Bl. (Reynolds to Eastgate) Resurfacing

		*Extent: Reynolds to Eastgate

		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Heatherdowns

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs and minor sidewalk improvements. This project will also add "pork chop" islands, pedestals, and overhead sign structures at the Eastgate intersection.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$274,560		City of Toledo		$274,560

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2030		$2,196,480								$549,120		City of Toledo		$2,745,600

		Construction (CE)												$82,368		City of Toledo		$82,368

		Contingency												$137,280		City of Toledo		$137,280

		Funding Totals 				$2,196,480				$0				$1,043,328				$3,239,808

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		4

		5. System Use and Performance		60		24

		Total		100		39



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-13: Heatherdowns Bl. (Reynolds to Eastgate) Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		4		63

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		9

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		4

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										<500 trucks

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		39
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Test_TMACOG-13

		TMACOG-13: Heatherdowns Bl. (Reynolds to Eastgate) Resurfacing																		Project scored 4 points lower



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Heatherdowns

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs and minor sidewalk improvements. This project will also add "pork chop" islands, pedestals, and overhead sign structures at the Eastgate intersection.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$274,560		City of Toledo		$274,560

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2030		$2,196,480								$549,120		City of Toledo		$2,745,600

		Construction (CE)												$82,368		City of Toledo		$82,368

		Contingency												$137,280		City of Toledo		$137,280

		Funding Totals 				$2,196,480				$0				$1,043,328				$3,239,808

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		4

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		3

		4. System Use & Performance		55		23

		Total		100		35

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		35



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-13: Heatherdowns Bl. (Reynolds to Eastgate) Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								4

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		4

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								12

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		overhead signage

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								3		19,650 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		35

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		35
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TMACOG-14

		TMACOG-14: Heatherdowns Bl. (Schneider to Byrne) Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Heatherdowns

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs and minor sidewalk improvements. This project will also reconstruct to intersections and add a mini roundabout at each location - one at the Birchwood intersection and one at the Schneider intersection. The roundabout at Schneider will also cut Meadowlark off at the intersection, which will become a turnaround.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$253,600		City of Toledo		$253,600

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$2,028,800								$507,200		City of Toledo		$2,536,000

		Construction (CE)												$76,080		City of Toledo		$76,080

		Contigency												$126,800		City of Toledo		$126,800

		Funding Totals 				$2,028,800				$0				$963,680				$2,992,480

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		0

		2. Livability		11		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		0

		5. System Use and Performance		60		0

		Total		100		0



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-14: Heatherdowns Bl. (Schneider to Byrne) Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6				65

				19. ITS project						3

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		0



mailto:TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov

TMACOG-15

		TMACOG-15: Lawrence Ave. Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Lawrence

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. Lawrence will be narrowed with a lane reduction from 4 lanes to 2 lanes form Woodruff to Dorr, with bumpouts for parking added to the east side of the road. In addition, a multi-use path will be constructed on the west side of the road to connect into the planned path on Dorr Street. The road narrowing allows for new trees to be planted along the sides of the road. Mini roundabouts will be planned to be added at the intersections of Lincoln Avenue and Oakwood Avenue, but construction will be pending community input. The road will also be reconfigured between Monroe and the I-75 entrance ramp.








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$571,400		City of Toledo		$571,400

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$4,571,200								$1,142,800		City of Toledo		$5,714,000

		Construction (CE)												$171,420		City of Toledo		$171,420

		Contingency												$285,700		City of Toledo		$285,700

		Funding Totals 				$4,571,200				$0				$2,171,320				$6,742,520

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		4

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		4

		5. System Use and Performance		60		40

		Total		100		54



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-15: Lawrence Ave. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1										2		69		25.5555555556

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		46								1.3		91		21.9074074074

				19. ITS project						3		0										1.2		60		13.3333333333

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects																		0.4		67		4.962962963

				New roadway						0		20										0.1		89		1.6481481481

				Resurfacing						4												0.4		79		5.8518518519

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7												5.4				73.2592592593

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 658

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										System Preservation

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		54
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Test_TMACOG-15

		TMACOG-15: Lawrence Ave. Reconstruction																		Project scored 6 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Lawrence

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. Lawrence will be narrowed with a lane reduction from 4 lanes to 2 lanes form Woodruff to Dorr, with bumpouts for parking added to the east side of the road. In addition, a multi-use path will be constructed on the west side of the road to connect into the planned path on Dorr Street. The road narrowing allows for new trees to be planted along the sides of the road. Mini roundabouts will be planned to be added at the intersections of Lincoln Avenue and Oakwood Avenue, but construction will be pending community input. The road will also be reconfigured between Monroe and the I-75 entrance ramp.








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$571,400		City of Toledo		$571,400

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$4,571,200								$1,142,800		City of Toledo		$5,714,000

		Construction (CE)												$171,420		City of Toledo		$171,420

		Contingency												$285,700		City of Toledo		$285,700

		Funding Totals 				$4,571,200				$0				$2,171,320				$6,742,520

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		1

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		7

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		3

		4. System Use & Performance		55		37

		Total		100		48

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		48



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-15: Lawrence Ave. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								1

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		1

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								10

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								2		Bike lanes, road diet, roundabouts (2)

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		2750

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		48

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		48
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TMACOG-16

		TMACOG-16: Lewis Ave. Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Lewis

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. Planned safety improvements for pedestrians include bumpouts at needed intersections, a hybrid beacon, and a relocation of the signal, crossing, and bus drive for the new school. The storm line is planned to be lowered by the Gramercy intersection to reduce flooding at that location.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$700,030		City of Toledo		$700,030

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2030		$5,600,240								$1,400,060		City of Toledo		$7,000,300

		Construction (CE)												$210,010		City of Toledo		$210,010

		Contingency												$350,010		City of Toledo		$350,010

		Funding Totals 				$5,600,240				$0				$2,660,110				$8,260,350

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		6

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		4

		5. System Use and Performance		60		35

		Total		100		55



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-16: Lewis Ave. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		39

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										no recent classification data to determine amount of trucks; counts that are 10+ years old have >500 trucks, though

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										System Preservation

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		55
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Test_TMACOG-16

		TMACOG-16: Lewis Ave. Reconstruction																		Project scored 4 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Lewis

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. Planned safety improvements for pedestrians include bumpouts at needed intersections, a hybrid beacon, and a relocation of the signal, crossing, and bus drive for the new school. The storm line is planned to be lowered by the Gramercy intersection to reduce flooding at that location.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$700,030		City of Toledo		$700,030

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2030		$5,600,240								$1,400,060		City of Toledo		$7,000,300

		Construction (CE)												$210,010		City of Toledo		$210,010

		Contingency												$350,010		City of Toledo		$350,010

		Funding Totals 				$5,600,240				$0				$2,660,110				$8,260,350

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		4

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		10

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		3

		4. System Use & Performance		55		34

		Total		100		51

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		51



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-16: Lewis Ave. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								4

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		PHB

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								2		13,900 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		51

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		51
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TMACOG-17

		TMACOG-17: Seaman Rd. Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Seaman

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. There are gaps in the existing sidewalk that will be need to be completed as part of the project.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$527,700		City of Toledo		$527,700

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2030		$4,221,600								$1,055,400		City of Toledo		$5,277,000

		Construction (CE)												$158,310		City of Toledo		$158,310

		Contingency												$263,850		City of Toledo		$263,850

		Funding Totals 				$4,221,600				$0				$2,005,260				$6,226,860

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		6

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		6

		5. System Use and Performance		60		27

		Total		100		49



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-17: Seaman Rd. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		47

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										no classification data

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		49



mailto:TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov

Test_TMACOG-17

		TMACOG-17: Seaman Rd. Reconstruction																		Project scored 2 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Seaman

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. There are gaps in the existing sidewalk that will be need to be completed as part of the project.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$527,700		City of Toledo		$527,700

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2030		$4,221,600								$1,055,400		City of Toledo		$5,277,000

		Construction (CE)												$158,310		City of Toledo		$158,310

		Contingency												$263,850		City of Toledo		$263,850

		Funding Totals 				$4,221,600				$0				$2,005,260				$6,226,860

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		4

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		10

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		5

		4. System Use & Performance		55		28

		Total		100		47

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		47



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-17: Seaman Rd. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		fill in sidewalk gaps

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		2375 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		47

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		47
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TMACOG-18

		TMACOG-18: Sylvania Ave. Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Sylvania

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. A new roundabout is proposed at the intersection of Sylvania and Bennett. The signal at the Fairview Drive intersection will be upgraded. Bumpouts will be installed for easier pedestrian crossing. This is the City of Toledo's #1 project.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$499,890		City of Toledo		$499,890

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$3,999,120								$999,780		City of Toledo		$4,998,900

		Construction (CE)												$149,967		City of Toledo		$149,967

		Contingency												$249,945		City of Toledo		$249,945

		Funding Totals 				$3,999,120				$0				$1,899,582				$5,898,702

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		12

		5. System Use and Performance		60		30

		Total		100		49



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-18: Seaman Rd. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		37

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										no classification data (count in 2009 with 770 trucks)

				< 3%						0		3

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										System Preservation

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		49
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Test_TMACOG-18

		TMACOG-18: Sylvania Ave. Reconstruction																		Project scored 2 points higher



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Sylvania

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. A new roundabout is proposed at the intersection of Sylvania and Bennett. The signal at the Fairview Drive intersection will be upgraded. Bumpouts will be installed for easier pedestrian crossing. This is the City of Toledo's #1 project.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$499,890		City of Toledo		$499,890

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$3,999,120								$999,780		City of Toledo		$4,998,900

		Construction (CE)												$149,967		City of Toledo		$149,967

		Contingency												$249,945		City of Toledo		$249,945

		Funding Totals 				$3,999,120				$0				$1,899,582				$5,898,702

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		2

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		4

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		3

		4. System Use & Performance		55		32

		Total		100		41

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		51



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-##: Intentionally blank

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0		rail line within distance, unsure if any nearby businesses use rail

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		roundabout

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		7800

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								3

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		41

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		51





























mailto:TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov

TMACOG-19

		TMACOG-19: Tiffin St./George Hardy Dr./John Carey Dr. Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Tiffin/GH/JC

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs and minor sidewalk improvements. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$152,170		City of Toledo		$152,170

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2030		$1,217,360								$304,340		City of Toledo		$1,521,700

		Construction (CE)												$45,650		City of Toledo		$45,650

		Contingency												$76,080		City of Toledo		$76,080

		Funding Totals 				$1,217,360				$0				$578,240				$1,795,600

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		0

		2. Livability		11		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		0

		5. System Use and Performance		60		0

		Total		100		0



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-19: Tiffin St./George Hardy Dr./John Carey Dr. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6				62

				19. ITS project						3

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		0



mailto:TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov

TMACOG-20

		TMACOG-20: Tremainsville Rd. Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Tremainsville

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs. Sidewalk will be added where there is none on the south side of the road from Laskey to Oak Grove. The lanes will be narrowed and bike lanes will be added to the road. The road will be widened between Westbrook and Coolidge to accommodate the bike lanes and still maintain a left turn lane into Start High School.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$256,390		City of Toledo		$256,390

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$2,051,120								$512,780		City of Toledo		$2,563,900

		Construction (CE)												$76,920		City of Toledo		$76,920

		Contingency												$128,190		City of Toledo		$128,190

		Funding Totals 				$2,051,120				$0				$974,280				$3,025,400

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		4

		5. System Use and Performance		60		36

		Total		100		61



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-20: Tremainsville Rd. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		52

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		13

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 672.51 (weighted)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Plan Priority 2026+ (#110)

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		61



mailto:TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov

Test_TMACOG-20

		TMACOG-20: Tremainsville Rd. Resurfacing																		Project scored 5 points lower



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Tremainsville

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs. Sidewalk will be added where there is none on the south side of the road from Laskey to Oak Grove. The lanes will be narrowed and bike lanes will be added to the road. The road will be widened between Westbrook and Coolidge to accommodate the bike lanes and still maintain a left turn lane into Start High School.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$256,390		City of Toledo		$256,390

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$2,051,120								$512,780		City of Toledo		$2,563,900

		Construction (CE)												$76,920		City of Toledo		$76,920

		Contingency												$128,190		City of Toledo		$128,190

		Funding Totals 				$2,051,120				$0				$974,280				$3,025,400

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		2

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		15

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		3

		4. System Use & Performance		55		36

		Total		100		56

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		56



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-20: Tremainsville Rd. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								8

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		Fill in sidewalk gaps, bike lanes

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		5825 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		56

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		56
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TMACOG-21

		TMACOG-21: SR 64 Right Turn Lane at US 24 Interchange



		Project Type: 		Right Turn Lane, Sidewalks						Project Sponsor:		City of Waterville				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Jon Gochenour				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-878-8100				Route:		SR 64

										Contact E-mail:		jgoch@waterville.org				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Install a westbound right-turn lane on State Route 64 beginning at Pray Boulevard and terminating at the Northbound US-24 Ramp at the US-24/State Route 64 interchange. Also included is a six foot wide sidewalk, which will connect to Pray Boulevard and State Route 64 Bridge sidewalks.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$70,000		City of Waterville		$70,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$480,000								$120,000		City of Waterville		$600,000

		Construction (CE)		2028		$48,000								$12,000		City of Waterville		$60,000

		Contingency		2028		$20,000								$5,000		City of Waterville		$25,000

		Funding Totals 				$548,000				$0				$207,000				$755,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				72.6%				0.0%				27.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		6

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		7

		Total		100		28



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-21: SR 64 Right Turn Lane at US 24 Interchange

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1		TARTA Flex (no fixed route)

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		87

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		0

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 1464

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		30



mailto:jgoch@waterville.org

Test_TMACOG-21

		TMACOG-21: SR 64 Turn Lanes at US 24 Interchange																		Project scored 10 points higher



		Project Type: 		Right Turn Lane, Sidewalks						Project Sponsor:		City of Waterville				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Jon Gochenour				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-878-8100				Route:		SR 64

										Contact E-mail:		jgoch@waterville.org				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Install a westbound right-turn lane on State Route 64 beginning at Pray Boulevard and terminating at the Northbound US-24 Ramp at the US-24/State Route 64 interchange. Also included is a six foot wide sidewalk, which will connect to Pray Boulevard and State Route 64 Bridge sidewalks.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$70,000		City of Waterville		$70,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$480,000								$120,000		City of Waterville		$600,000

		Construction (CE)		2028		$48,000								$12,000		City of Waterville		$60,000

		Contingency		2028		$20,000								$5,000		City of Waterville		$25,000

		Funding Totals 				$548,000				$0				$207,000				$755,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				72.6%				0.0%				27.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		9

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		6

		4. System Use & Performance		55		6

		Total		100		28

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		38



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-21: SR 64 Turn Lanes at US 24 Interchange

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								0

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								0

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		turn lane, sidewalk

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								2		11,650

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		28

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		38
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TMACOG-22

		TMACOG-22: Clark St. Improvements



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Village of Holland				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Robert Bethel				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-865-7104				Route:		Clark

										Contact E-mail:		bethel@hollandohio.com				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The project will include milling and resurfacing Clark Street from Second Street to Angola Road (approximately 2,270 feet) in the Village of Holland. Curb ramps within the project limits will be removed and replaced to meet ADA standards. Sections of deteriorated curb and gutter and sections of walk will be removed and replaced as needed. Manholes and catch basins within the project limits will be reconstructed to grade with concrete collars. New pavement markings will be placed within the project limits.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2026										$52,500		Village of Holland		$52,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$278,160								$69,540		Village of Holland		$347,700

		Construction (CE)		2028		$27,840								$6,960		Village of Holland		$34,800

		Contingency																$0

		Funding Totals 				$306,000				$0				$129,000				$435,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				70.3%				0.0%				29.7%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		14

		Total		100		29



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-22: Clark St. Improvements

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1		TARTA Flex (no fixed route)

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		82

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		4

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										no classficiation data

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		33



mailto:bethel@hollandohio.com

Test_TMACOG-22

		TMACOG-22: Clark St. Improvements																		Project scored 11 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Village of Holland				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Robert Bethel				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-865-7104				Route:		Clark

										Contact E-mail:		bethel@hollandohio.com				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The project will include milling and resurfacing Clark Street from Second Street to Angola Road (approximately 2,270 feet) in the Village of Holland. Curb ramps within the project limits will be removed and replaced to meet ADA standards. Sections of deteriorated curb and gutter and sections of walk will be removed and replaced as needed. Manholes and catch basins within the project limits will be reconstructed to grade with concrete collars. New pavement markings will be placed within the project limits.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2026										$52,500		Village of Holland		$52,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$278,160								$69,540		Village of Holland		$347,700

		Construction (CE)		2028		$27,840								$6,960		Village of Holland		$34,800

		Contingency																$0

		Funding Totals 				$306,000				$0				$129,000				$435,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				70.3%				0.0%				29.7%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		2

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		8

		4. System Use & Performance		55		17

		Total		100		30

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		40



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-22: Clark St. Improvements

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0		Rail line within distance but I don't see any businesses that have access

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								2

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		2750

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		30

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		40
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TMACOG-23

		TMACOG-23: McCord Rd. Roundabout



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Village of Holland				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Robert Bethel				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-865-7104				Route:		McCord

										Contact E-mail:		bethel@hollandohio.com				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Project includes milling and resurfacing the roundabout to the existing pavement joints at McCord Road, Hall Street, and North Mall Drive intersection. The project also includes placing new high visibility pavement markings, repairing damaged/deteriorated curb ramps, and widening the radius of the southeast exit path.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2026										$40,900		Village of Holland		$40,900

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$216,480								$54,120		Village of Holland		$270,600

		Construction (CE)		2028		$21,680								$5,420		Village of Holland		$27,100

		Contingency																$0

		Funding Totals 				$238,160				$0				$100,440				$338,600

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				70.3%				0.0%				29.7%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		0

		2. Livability		11		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		9

		5. System Use and Performance		60		21

		Total		100		34



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-23: McCord Rd. Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		0

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		81

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		4

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		4

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 1140

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		34



mailto:bethel@hollandohio.com

Test_TMACOG-23

		TMACOG-23: McCord Rd. Roundabout																		Project scored 7 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Village of Holland				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Robert Bethel				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-865-7104				Route:		McCord

										Contact E-mail:		bethel@hollandohio.com				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Project includes milling and resurfacing the roundabout to the existing pavement joints at McCord Road, Hall Street, and North Mall Drive intersection. The project also includes placing new high visibility pavement markings, repairing damaged/deteriorated curb ramps, and widening the radius of the southeast exit path.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2026										$40,900		Village of Holland		$40,900

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$216,480								$54,120		Village of Holland		$270,600

		Construction (CE)		2028		$21,680								$5,420		Village of Holland		$27,100

		Contingency																$0

		Funding Totals 				$238,160				$0				$100,440				$338,600

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				70.3%				0.0%				29.7%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		5

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		4

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		8

		4. System Use & Performance		55		24

		Total		100		41

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		41



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-23: McCord Rd. Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0		Rail line within distance but I don't see any businesses that have access

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								2

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								4		21,000 (McCord only)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		2

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		41

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		41
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TMACOG-24

		TMACOG-24: Finzel Rd. Improvements & Weckerly Rd. Multi Use Path



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing, MUP						Project Sponsor:		Village of Whitehouse				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Steve Pilcher				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-877-5383				Route:		Finzel, Weckerly

										Contact E-mail:		spilcher@whitehouseoh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The project involves resurfacing Finzel Road from SR 64 to Weckerly Road. Along with this resurfacing, a mini roundabout at the intersection of Finzel Road and Dutch Road. This mini roundabout will include new pavement, sidewalk,storm sewer  and curb and gutter. Also, A new 10' wide multi use path to be constructed from S. of Cable Ave. to the Anthony Wayne High School. This path will built to connect a path form the Village of Whitehouse to the Anthony Wayne High School. This path would involve some curb and gutter, strorm sewer relocation and retaining walls to reduce R/W impacts.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$48,000		Village of Whitehouse		$48,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)														Village of Whitehouse		$0

		Construction (CO)		2027		$451,780								$112,950		Village of Whitehouse		$564,730

		Construction (CE)		2027		$14,400								$3,600		Village of Whitehouse		$18,000

		Contingency																$0

		Funding Totals 				$466,180				$0				$164,550				$630,730

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				73.9%				0.0%				26.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		23

		Total		100		38



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-24: Finzel Rd. Improvements & Weckerly Rd. Multi Use Path

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1		TARTA Flex (no fixed route)

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		74

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		4

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		5

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 663 (weighted)

				< 3%						0		3

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		6

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		40
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Test_TMACOG-24

		TMACOG-24: Finzel Rd. Improvements (formerly included Weckerly MUP)																		Project scored 10 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing, MUP						Project Sponsor:		Village of Whitehouse				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Steve Pilcher				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-877-5383				Route:		Finzel, Weckerly

										Contact E-mail:		spilcher@whitehouseoh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The project involves resurfacing Finzel Road from SR 64 to Weckerly Road. Along with this resurfacing, a mini roundabout at the intersection of Finzel Road and Dutch Road. This mini roundabout will include new pavement, sidewalk,storm sewer  and curb and gutter. Also, A new 10' wide multi use path to be constructed from S. of Cable Ave. to the Anthony Wayne High School. This path will built to connect a path form the Village of Whitehouse to the Anthony Wayne High School. This path would involve some curb and gutter, strorm sewer relocation and retaining walls to reduce R/W impacts.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$48,000		Village of Whitehouse		$48,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)														Village of Whitehouse		$0

		Construction (CO)		2027		$451,780								$112,950		Village of Whitehouse		$564,730

		Construction (CE)		2027		$14,400								$3,600		Village of Whitehouse		$18,000

		Contingency																$0

		Funding Totals 				$466,180				$0				$164,550				$630,730

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				73.9%				0.0%				26.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		6

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		4

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		6

		4. System Use & Performance		55		22

		Total		100		38

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		48



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-24: Finzel Rd. Improvements (formerly included Weckerly MUP)

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								1

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								2

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								6

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		3783 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								3

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								6

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		38

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		48
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TMACOG-25

		TMACOG-25: Angola Rd. and McCord Rd. Improvements



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County Engineers				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Sarah Rowland				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Angola, McCord

										Contact E-mail:		srowland@co.lucas.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The scope of work includes milling the existing pavement, performing spot full depth repairs, placing a two course asphalt concrete overlay, adjusting manholes, minor curb repairs, bringing drives to grade, placing pavement markings and RPMS, and other related work.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 1		Non-Federal Funding Source 1		Local Match 2		Non-Federal Funding Source 2		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$52,624		Lucas Co Engineers		$39,376		Village of Holland		$92,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																				$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$1,688,400								$145,178		Lucas Co Engineers		$108,629		Village of Holland		$1,942,207

		Construction (CE)		2029										$40,898		Lucas Co Engineers		$30,602		Village of Holland		$71,500

		Contingency		2029										$55,366		Lucas Co Engineers		$41,427		Village of Holland		$96,793

		Funding Totals 				$1,688,400				$0				$294,066				$220,034				$2,202,500

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				76.7%				0.0%				13.4%				10.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		4

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		21

		Total		100		39



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-25: Angola Rd. and McCord Rd. Improvements

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		4

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1		TARTA Flex (no fixed route)

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		77 (weighted)

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		4

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		4

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 591.2 (weighted)

				< 3%						0		3

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										On Plan Priority project list (#84 - sidewalk gaps)

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		41
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Test_TMACOG-25

		TMACOG-25: Angola Rd. and McCord Rd. Improvements																		Project scored 3 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County Engineers				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Sarah Rowland				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Angola, McCord

										Contact E-mail:		srowland@co.lucas.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The scope of work includes milling the existing pavement, performing spot full depth repairs, placing a two course asphalt concrete overlay, adjusting manholes, minor curb repairs, bringing drives to grade, placing pavement markings and RPMS, and other related work.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 1		Non-Federal Funding Source 1		Local Match 2		Non-Federal Funding Source 2		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$52,624		Lucas Co Engineers		$39,376		Village of Holland		$92,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																				$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$1,688,400								$145,178		Lucas Co Engineers		$108,629		Village of Holland		$1,942,207

		Construction (CE)		2029										$40,898		Lucas Co Engineers		$30,602		Village of Holland		$71,500

		Contingency		2029										$55,366		Lucas Co Engineers		$41,427		Village of Holland		$96,793

		Funding Totals 				$1,688,400				$0				$294,066				$220,034				$2,202,500

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				76.7%				0.0%				13.4%				10.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		4

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		4

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		6

		4. System Use & Performance		55		18

		Total		100		32

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		42



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-25: Angola Rd. and McCord Rd. Improvements

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0		Rail line within distance but I don't see any businesses that have access

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								0

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								6

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		1

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		intersection = 6913 (ave) + Angola = 10,425 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								3

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		32

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		42
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TMACOG-26

		TMACOG-26: Salisbury Rd. Improvements



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County Engineers				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Sarah Rowland				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Salisbury

										Contact E-mail:		srowland@co.lucas.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The scope of work includes milling the existing pavement, performing spot full depth repairs, placing a two course asphalt concrete overlay, adjusting manholes, minor curb repairs, placing pavement markings and RPMS, and other related work.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$50,500		Lucas Co Engineers		$50,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$500,000								$620,742		Lucas Co Engineers		$1,120,742

		Construction (CE)												$39,500		Lucas Co Engineers		$39,500

		Contingency												$56,258		Lucas Co Engineers		$56,258

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$767,000				$1,267,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				39.5%				0.0%				60.5%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		11

		5. System Use and Performance		60		20

		Total		100		34



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-26: Salisbury Rd. Improvements

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1		TARTA Flex (no fixed route)

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		77

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		3

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		5

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		34



mailto:srowland@co.lucas.oh.us

Test_TMACOG-26

		TMACOG-26: Salisbury Rd Improvements																		Project scored 3 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County Engineers				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Sarah Rowland				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Salisbury

										Contact E-mail:		srowland@co.lucas.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The scope of work includes milling the existing pavement, performing spot full depth repairs, placing a two course asphalt concrete overlay, adjusting manholes, minor curb repairs, placing pavement markings and RPMS, and other related work.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$50,500		Lucas Co Engineers		$50,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$500,000								$620,742		Lucas Co Engineers		$1,120,742

		Construction (CE)												$39,500		Lucas Co Engineers		$39,500

		Contingency												$56,258		Lucas Co Engineers		$56,258

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$767,000				$1,267,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				39.5%				0.0%				60.5%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		9

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		4

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		10

		4. System Use & Performance		55		14

		Total		100		37

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		37



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-26: Salisbury Rd Improvements

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								4

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								3

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		1		Salisbury at I-475 SB exit ramp

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		9300 (old count, just off to the west is a more recent count of 12,350)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								2

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		3

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		37

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		37
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TMACOG-27

		TMACOG-27: Roachton Rd. Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Wood County Engineers				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Jason Sisco				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-354-9070				Route:		Roachton

										Contact E-mail:		JSisco@woodcountyohio.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Mill and fill Roachton Road from SR 65 to CSX Railroad and from 400 feet west of SR 25 to I-75 bridge.  Project includes milling the existing service, placing asphalt surface course.  Project will also include berm, pavement markings, manhole adjustments, sidewalk and curb ramp upgrades.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2027										$100,000		Wood Co Engineers		$100,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$500,000								$500,200		Wood Co Engineers		$1,000,200

		Construction (CE)		2028										$100,000		Wood Co Engineers		$100,000

		Contingency		2028										$100,000		Wood Co Engineers		$100,000

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$800,200				$1,300,200

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				38.5%				0.0%				61.5%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		23

		Total		100		38



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-27: Roachton Rd. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		0

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		68 (weighted)

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		4

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 651.27 (weighted)

				< 3%						0		3

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		43





Test_TMACOG-27

		TMACOG-27: Roachton Road Resurfacing																		Project scored 18 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Wood County Engineers				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Jason Sisco				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-354-9070				Route:		Roachton

										Contact E-mail:		JSisco@woodcountyohio.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Mill and fill Roachton Road from SR 65 to CSX Railroad and from 400 feet west of SR 25 to I-75 bridge.  Project includes milling the existing service, placing asphalt surface course.  Project will also include berm, pavement markings, manhole adjustments, sidewalk and curb ramp upgrades.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2027										$100,000		Wood Co Engineers		$100,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$500,000								$500,200		Wood Co Engineers		$1,000,200

		Construction (CE)		2028										$100,000		Wood Co Engineers		$100,000

		Contingency		2028										$100,000		Wood Co Engineers		$100,000

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$800,200				$1,300,200

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				38.5%				0.0%				61.5%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		10

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		10

		4. System Use & Performance		55		26

		Total		100		46

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		56



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-27: Roachton Road Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								3		Within distance, in Levis Commons area (according to aerial photo - SCHUTZ Container Systems)

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								2

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		5717 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								3

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		46

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		56

































2024 
Round
(Rescore)

ID Project Sponsor Project Name Total 
Points

STBG 
Funding 

Requested

Total Project 
Cost

TMACOG-01 City of Bowling Green Dunbridge Rd. Resurfacing 63 $998,400 $1,460,800
TMACOG-20 City of Toledo Tremainsville Rd. Resurfacing 56 $2,051,120 $3,025,400
TMACOG-27 Wood County Engineers Roachton Rd. Resurfacing 56 $500,000 $1,300,200
TMACOG-03 City of Oregon Navarre Ave. Resurfacing 52 $500,000 $1,329,643
TMACOG-16 City of Toledo Lewis Ave. Reconstruction 51 $5,600,240 $8,260,350
TMACOG-18 City of Toledo Sylvania Ave. Reconstruction 51 $3,999,120 $5,898,702
TMACOG-06 City of Sylvania Main St. Reconstruction 49 $500,000 $2,433,581
TMACOG-15 City of Toledo Lawrence Ave. Reconstruction 48 $4,571,200 $6,742,520
TMACOG-24 Village of Whitehouse Finzel Rd. Improvements 48 $466,180 $630,730
TMACOG-09 City of Toledo Byrne Rd. Resurfacing 48 $3,053,840 $4,504,410
TMACOG-17 City of Toledo Seaman Rd. Reconstruction 47 $4,221,600 $6,226,860
TMACOG-08 City of Toledo Broadway St. Reconstruction 47 $6,594,320 $9,726,620
TMACOG-07 City of Toledo Ashland Ave. Reconstruction 46 $3,425,440 $5,048,404
TMACOG-11 City of Toledo Glanzman Rd. Reclamation 45 $500,000 $2,446,848
TMACOG-10 City of Toledo Delaware Ave. Resurfacing 42 $500,000 $1,311,090

TMACOG-25 Lucas County Engineers Angola Rd. and McCord Rd. 
Improvements

42 $1,688,400 $2,202,500

TMACOG-23 Village of Holland McCord Rd. Roundabout 41 $238,160 $338,600
TMACOG-22 Village of Holland Clark St. Improvements 40 $306,000 $435,000

TMACOG-21 City of Waterville SR 64 Right Turn Lane at US 24 
Interchange

38 $548,000 $755,000

TMACOG-04 City of Perrysburg East South Boundary St. 
Rehabilitation

38 $500,000 $899,698

TMACOG-26 Lucas County Engineers Salisbury Rd. Improvements 37 $500,000 $1,267,000

TMACOG-13 City of Toledo Heatherdowns Bl. (Reynolds to 
Eastgate) Resurfacing

35 $2,196,480 $3,239,808

TMACOG-12 City of Toledo Heatherdowns Bl. (Perrysburg-
Holland to Reynolds) Resurfacing

34 $500,000 $2,187,720

TMACOG-05 City of Rossford Superior St. @ Eagle Point Rd. 
Roundabout

33 $3,195,000 $4,993,000

2024 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation - TEST

Large Project $17,220,080 

Small Project +$3,704,340 

$20,924,420 


STBG Summary - ORIG

		2024 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation - ORIGINAL

		ID		Project Sponsor		Project Name		Economic Development		Livability		Inter-Connectivity		Sustainability		System Use and Performance		Total Points		STBG Funding Requested		Total Project Cost

		TMACOG-20		City of Toledo		Tremainsville Rd. Resurfacing		6		11		4		4		36		61		$2,051,120		$3,025,400				Toledo = 4 large ($15,648,000) and 2 small ($1,000,000) = $16,648,000

		TMACOG-07		City of Toledo		Ashland Ave. Reconstruction		6		2		4		6		39		57		$3,425,440		$5,048,404				Else = 1 large ($998,400) and 7 small ($3,204,340) = $4,202,740

		TMACOG-16		City of Toledo		Lewis Ave. Reconstruction		6		6		4		4		35		55		$5,600,240		$8,260,350

		TMACOG-15		City of Toledo		Lawrence Ave. Reconstruction		6		4		0		4		40		54		$4,571,200		$6,742,520

		TMACOG-06		City of Sylvania		Main St. Reconstruction		6		11		4		13		18		52		$500,000		$2,433,581

		TMACOG-08		City of Toledo		Broadway St. Reconstruction		6		6		4		6		30		52		$6,594,320		$9,726,620

		TMACOG-17		City of Toledo		Seaman Rd. Reconstruction		6		6		4		6		27		49		$4,221,600		$6,226,860

		TMACOG-18		City of Toledo		Sylvania Ave. Reconstruction		6		1		0		12		30		49		$3,999,120		$5,898,702

		TMACOG-01		City of Bowling Green		Dunbridge Rd. Resurfacing		4		3		0		13		28		48		$998,400		$1,460,800

		TMACOG-09		City of Toledo		Byrne Rd. Resurfacing		6		1		4		9		28		48		$3,053,840		$4,504,410

		TMACOG-11		City of Toledo		Glanzman Rd. Reclamation		6		6		0		11		24		47		$500,000		$2,446,848

		TMACOG-03		City of Oregon		Navarre Ave. Resurfacing		2		3		4		13		19		41		$500,000		$1,329,643

		TMACOG-10		City of Toledo		Delaware Ave. Resurfacing		2		1		4		11		23		41		$500,000		$1,311,090

		TMACOG-05		City of Rossford		Superior St. @ Eagle Point Rd. Roundabout		6		4		4		13		13		40		$3,195,000		$4,993,000

		TMACOG-13		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Reynolds to Eastgate) Resurfacing		6		1		4		4		24		39		$2,196,480		$3,239,808

		TMACOG-25		Lucas County Engineers		Angola Rd. and McCord Rd. Improvements		4		1		0		13		21		39		$1,688,400		$2,202,500

		TMACOG-24		Village of Whitehouse		Finzel Rd. Improvements & Weckerly Rd. Multi Use Path		2		0		0		13		23		38		$466,180		$630,730

		TMACOG-27		Wood County Engineers		Roachton Rd. Resurfacing		2		0		0		13		23		38		$500,000		$1,300,200

		TMACOG-12		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Perrysburg-Holland to Reynolds) Resurfacing		4		1		4		11		17		37		$500,000		$2,187,720

		TMACOG-23		Village of Holland		McCord Rd. Roundabout		0		0		4		9		21		34		$238,160		$338,600

		TMACOG-26		Lucas County Engineers		Salisbury Rd. Improvements		2		1		0		11		20		34		$500,000		$1,267,000

		TMACOG-04		City of Perrysburg		East South Boundary St. Rehabilitation		2		0		0		13		18		33		$500,000		$899,698

		TMACOG-22		Village of Holland		Clark St. Improvements		2		0		0		13		14		29		$306,000		$435,000

		TMACOG-21		City of Waterville		SR 64 Right Turn Lane at US 24 Interchange		2		6		0		13		7		28		$548,000		$755,000

		TMACOG-02		City of Northwood		Curtice Rd. Pavement and Drainage Improvements		0		0		0		0		0		0		$8,076,400		$8,917,900		WITHDRAWN

		TMACOG-14		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Schneider to Byrne) Resurfacing		0		0		0		0		0		0		$2,028,800		$2,992,480		WITHDRAWN

		TMACOG-19		City of Toledo		Tiffin St./George Hardy Dr./John Carey Dr. Resurfacing		0		0		0		0		0		0		$1,217,360		$1,795,600		WITHDRAWN

		Large Project		$16,646,400

		Small Project		$4,204,340

				$20,850,740





STBG Summary - TEST

		2024 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation - TEST

		ID		Project Sponsor		Project Name		Economic Development		Livability & Interconnectivity		Project Readiness & Funding		System Use and Performance		#1 Project Bonus		Total Points		STBG Funding Requested		Total Project Cost

		TMACOG-01		City of Bowling Green		Dunbridge Rd. Resurfacing		7		6		9		31		10		63		$998,400		$1,460,800				Toledo = 4 large ($16,221,680) and 1 small ($500,000) = $16,721,680 (79.9%)

		TMACOG-20		City of Toledo		Tremainsville Rd. Resurfacing		2		15		3		36		0		56		$2,051,120		$3,025,400				Else = 1 large ($998,400) and 7 small ($3,204,340) = $4,202,740 (20.1%)

		TMACOG-27		Wood County Engineers		Roachton Rd. Resurfacing		10		0		10		26		10		56		$500,000		$1,300,200

		TMACOG-03		City of Oregon		Navarre Ave. Resurfacing		6		7		11		18		10		52		$500,000		$1,329,643

		TMACOG-16		City of Toledo		Lewis Ave. Reconstruction		4		10		3		34		0		51		$5,600,240		$8,260,350

		TMACOG-18		City of Toledo		Sylvania Ave. Reconstruction		2		4		3		32		10		51		$3,999,120		$5,898,702

		TMACOG-06		City of Sylvania		Main St. Reconstruction		3		15		6		15		10		49		$500,000		$2,433,581

		TMACOG-15		City of Toledo		Lawrence Ave. Reconstruction		1		7		3		37		0		48		$4,571,200		$6,742,520

		TMACOG-24		Village of Whitehouse		Finzel Rd. Improvements		6		4		6		22		10		48		$466,180		$630,730

		TMACOG-09		City of Toledo		Byrne Rd. Resurfacing		6		5		8		29		0		48		$3,053,840		$4,504,410

		TMACOG-17		City of Toledo		Seaman Rd. Reconstruction		4		10		5		28		0		47		$4,221,600		$6,226,860

		TMACOG-08		City of Toledo		Broadway St. Reconstruction		3		10		5		29		0		47		$6,594,320		$9,726,620

		TMACOG-07		City of Toledo		Ashland Ave. Reconstruction		2		6		5		33		0		46		$3,425,440		$5,048,404

		TMACOG-11		City of Toledo		Glanzman Rd. Reclamation		2		9		10		24		0		45		$500,000		$2,446,848

		TMACOG-10		City of Toledo		Delaware Ave. Resurfacing		2		5		10		25		0		42		$500,000		$1,311,090

		TMACOG-25		Lucas County Engineers		Angola Rd. and McCord Rd. Improvements		4		4		6		18		10		42		$1,688,400		$2,202,500

		TMACOG-23		Village of Holland		McCord Rd. Roundabout		5		4		8		24		0		41		$238,160		$338,600

		TMACOG-22		Village of Holland		Clark St. Improvements		2		3		8		17		10		40		$306,000		$435,000

		TMACOG-21		City of Waterville		SR 64 Right Turn Lane at US 24 Interchange		7		9		6		6		10		38		$548,000		$755,000

		TMACOG-04		City of Perrysburg		East South Boundary St. Rehabilitation		2		3		10		13		10		38		$500,000		$899,698

		TMACOG-26		Lucas County Engineers		Salisbury Rd. Improvements		9		4		10		14		0		37		$500,000		$1,267,000

		TMACOG-13		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Reynolds to Eastgate) Resurfacing		4		5		3		23		0		35		$2,196,480		$3,239,808

		TMACOG-12		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Perrysburg-Holland to Reynolds) Resurfacing		3		5		10		16		0		34		$500,000		$2,187,720

		TMACOG-05		City of Rossford		Superior St. @ Eagle Point Rd. Roundabout		3		7		5		8		10		33		$3,195,000		$4,993,000

		TMACOG-02		City of Northwood		Curtice Rd. Pavement and Drainage Improvements		0		0		0		0				0		$8,076,400		$8,917,900		WITHDRAWN

		TMACOG-14		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Schneider to Byrne) Resurfacing		0		0		0		0				0		$2,028,800		$2,992,480		WITHDRAWN

		TMACOG-19		City of Toledo		Tiffin St./George Hardy Dr./John Carey Dr. Resurfacing		0		0		0		0				0		$1,217,360		$1,795,600		WITHDRAWN

		Large Project		$17,220,080

		Small Project		$3,704,340

				$20,924,420





Blank test sheet (clean)

		TMACOG-##: Intentionally blank



		Project Type: 								Project Sponsor:						PID: 

		ODOT District:								Contact Name:						County:

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:						Route:

										Contact E-mail:						Section:



		Brief Scope of Work







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)

		Right-of-Way (RW)

		Construction (CO)

		Construction (CE)

		Contingency

		Funding Totals 

		Percentage of Total Project Cost



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		0

		4. System Use & Performance		55		0

		Total		100		0

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		0



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-##: Intentionally blank

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6

				20. Roadway Projects

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report

tc={30784610-FCB2-4B03-A748-E99B8C378A5F}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    2 points if on HSIP eligible list, 1 point if on monitored list (Safety Report 2020-22)						1

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		0

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10

				Total + Bonus						110		0

2 points if on HSIP eligible list, 1 point if on monitored list (Safety Report 2020-22)







Blank test sheet (marked up)

		TMACOG-##: Intentionally blank



		Project Type: 								Project Sponsor:						PID: 

		ODOT District:								Contact Name:						County:

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:						Route:

										Contact E-mail:						Section:



		Brief Scope of Work







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)

		Right-of-Way (RW)

		Construction (CO)

		Construction (CE)

		Contingency

		Funding Totals 

		Percentage of Total Project Cost



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		0		15

		2. Livability		12		0		12

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0		8

		4. Sustainability		15		0		15

		5. System Use and Performance		50		0		50

		Total		100		0		100



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-##: Intentionally blank

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments						Original Measure		Original Points available

		maximum points = 10		x. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority

tc={ED981A0C-5698-45A7-85D7-A6990652B747}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Move here as stand alone item
Reply:
    Make this a bonus at the end of the point tally						10

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

tc={75FCFEA5-D9F3-4B42-AE59-B7266225E4C2}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Remove #1																1. Number of Jobs Created

		(Maximum Points = 8) 15

tc={FA0E9DC7-551F-43AF-8BC7-3A3D15C94DC4}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Move more points here from System Use
Reply:
    Increase to 15 points
		5-14																5-14		2

				15-25																15-25		4

				> 25																>25		6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

tc={B528B2A0-34C9-41E6-ABBA-02360A3D31B9}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Look in to Jobs Ohio, job sites on County pages


				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

				new. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile

tc={3DF44B72-3308-4807-B796-A522CAF3AD3A}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Tie into Jobs Ohio available sites																new		new

				0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				new. Project will have a regional impact (based on 2020 Func Class?)																new		new

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 & urban)						1

				10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals

tc={3AA10D9B-C345-403B-BD69-4C4B03FE4958}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Reconsider this question, look for other examples

Reply:
    Propose deleting this question entirely
Reply:
    0 if none, 3 if within ½ mile, and 6 if direct access						0 - 6

		2. Livability

tc={59A2E8F4-3F81-440B-845B-5072C99B1ED0}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Combine Livability and Inter-connectivity into a single item, maximum points = 15		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11) 12		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for aesthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5

		3. Inter-connectivity

tc={E03696FE-3376-4821-BC50-C959BD9A1BA9}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Propose deleting Inter-conn and move the transit questions to Livability (and the points); then need to adjust Livability points to account for the add’l 8		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals

tc={46A3B236-050C-4C26-8854-9B28091AEB07}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Reconsider this question, look for other examples

Reply:
    Propose deleting this question entirely
Reply:
    0 if none, 3 if within ½ mile, and 6 if direct access						0 - 6										moved to ED section

		(Maximum Points = 8) 8		11a. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1										Project carries public transit		0-4

				11b. Project in community served by transit*						3										new		new		*any type of paratransit, Flex etc.

		4. Sustainability

tc={7CE10100-1D94-44F8-828A-FCC3E102DC7C}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Increase to 15 points overall
Reply:
    Add a question to award points if sponsor has a pavement mgmt program
Reply:
    Rename, such as Project Readiness & Funding		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						10										Project is sponsor's #1 priority / moved above 		8

		(Maximum Points = 13) 15		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5

				17. Is there a pavement management system?						0-2										new

				17. Project in community with public transit

tc={3E5D1235-3034-4FA0-8572-459CA1BB6865}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Move #17 with #11 (Group 3)																17. Project in community with public transit		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6

				19. ITS project																ITS project		3

		(Maximum Points = 60) 50

tc={60267A7F-20BB-40E3-BE95-90D58317C9C2}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Reduce to 50 overall		21. Roadway Projects

tc={4CF8EC1D-7186-4224-BF5B-64FD193FBE3E}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Attempt a scale of 0-10 instead of 0-20																21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0										New roadway		0

				Resurfacing						2

tc={CB5ECD8D-2428-4EEA-95C9-46CD27239E9F}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    3										Resurfacing		4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

tc={AFF7600F-8CF2-41AF-9589-A2C5C8A237C4}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    4										Rehabilitation with some base replacement		7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

tc={72701805-548D-4AD5-BEB9-DBE9CAC8740F}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    5										Reconstruct with full base replacement		10

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

tc={D5EC1872-1637-4006-8166-DF902C28766B}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    7										Widen/narrow and resurface		13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate																Widen/narrow and rehabilitate		17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

tc={0928BB70-97B1-4636-9266-9AA23FF2B26A}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    10										Widen/narrow and reconstruct		20

				23a. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %

tc={0197BA0A-705F-4FF7-A8BB-DBCCFB1B6E83}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Simplify to 5 categories in the range, increase to 15
Reply:
    Include a category “is this project implementing a proven safety countermeasure?” from FHWA
Reply:
    TMACOG can calculate if a location does not appear in the locations report, or if there are multiple locations id’d in the report
						

tc={C2586113-0433-4B21-8904-9266E26B1025}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    8		

tc={0928BB70-97B1-4636-9266-9AA23FF2B26A}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    10										23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .99				<30%		0										< .49		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3										.5 to .99		1

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6										1 to 1.49		2

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9										1.5 to 1.99		3

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12										2 to 2.49		4

				> 5				>55%		15										2.5 to 2.99		5

				3 to 3.49																3 to 3.49		6

				3.5 to 3.99																3.5 to 3.99		7

				4 to 4.49																4 to 4.49		8

				4.5 to 4.99																4.5 to 4.99		9

		 		> 5																> 5		10

				23b. Does this project implement a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?

tc={530E2A4A-D709-4C9E-823B-90583EC0BAB1}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    List out the countermeasures (on application). Exclude project items that are a given, such as pavement friction and pavement markings		

tc={ED981A0C-5698-45A7-85D7-A6990652B747}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Move here as stand alone item
Reply:
    Make this a bonus at the end of the point tally																new

				Nothing will be implemented						0

				1-3 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				4-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

		

tc={8E09B5F0-EFA0-4AFF-8736-8881594204B4}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Tie into regional safety location report - crash rates and % injury		

tc={75FCFEA5-D9F3-4B42-AE59-B7266225E4C2}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Remove #1		

tc={FA0E9DC7-551F-43AF-8BC7-3A3D15C94DC4}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Move more points here from System Use
Reply:
    Increase to 15 points
		7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 

tc={E485239E-749A-41DF-A857-2DF989334C32}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Adjust scale down (less emphasis)
Reply:
    Propose changing this to AADT and not # of daily users
Reply:
    And verify if the ranges works
Reply:
    Adjust the ranges, >5000 = 0, 5000-9999 = 1, etc		

tc={B528B2A0-34C9-41E6-ABBA-02360A3D31B9}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Look in to Jobs Ohio, job sites on County pages
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Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Tie into Jobs Ohio available sites																24. Existing average daily users

				< 7,000						0										< 7		0

				7,000 to 14,999						1										7.0 to 10.5		1

				15,000 to 24,999						2										10.5 to 14		2

				>25,000						3										14 to 28		3

				28 to 42																28 to 42		4

				42 to 56																42 to 56		5

				56 to 70																56 to 70		6

				> 70																> 70		7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)
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Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Adjust scale down (less emphasis)		
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Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Reconsider this question, look for other examples

Reply:
    Propose deleting this question entirely
Reply:
    0 if none, 3 if within ½ mile, and 6 if direct access		

tc={59A2E8F4-3F81-440B-845B-5072C99B1ED0}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Combine Livability and Inter-connectivity into a single item, maximum points = 15		

tc={E03696FE-3376-4821-BC50-C959BD9A1BA9}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Propose deleting Inter-conn and move the transit questions to Livability (and the points); then need to adjust Livability points to account for the add’l 8		

tc={46A3B236-050C-4C26-8854-9B28091AEB07}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Reconsider this question, look for other examples

Reply:
    Propose deleting this question entirely
Reply:
    0 if none, 3 if within ½ mile, and 6 if direct access																25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0										< 3%		0

				3 % to 9 %						1										3 % to 6 %		1

				9.01% to 15%						2										6.01% to 9%		2

				> 15%						3										9.01% to 12%		3

				12.01% to 15%																12.01% to 15%		4

				> 15%																> 15%		5

				Truck Impact Route						2										Truck Impact Route		3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						2										Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)		3

				26. Project listed in 2055 Plan

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10										delete

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

tc={C22DB6E1-9557-4276-905A-EBFF006BCF12}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Bump up the points

		

tc={7CE10100-1D94-44F8-828A-FCC3E102DC7C}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Increase to 15 points overall
Reply:
    Add a question to award points if sponsor has a pavement mgmt program
Reply:
    Rename, such as Project Readiness & Funding		4 years						4												2

				8 years						6												4

				9 or more years						8												6

				28. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)																new: exempting small projects

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		0

Move here as stand alone item



Make this a bonus at the end of the point tally



Remove #1



Move more points here from System Use



Increase to 15 points




Look in to Jobs Ohio, job sites on County pages




Tie into Jobs Ohio available sites



Reconsider this question, look for other examples




Propose deleting this question entirely



0 if none, 3 if within ½ mile, and 6 if direct access



Combine Livability and Inter-connectivity into a single item, maximum points = 15



Propose deleting Inter-conn and move the transit questions to Livability (and the points); then need to adjust Livability points to account for the add’l 8



Reconsider this question, look for other examples




Propose deleting this question entirely



0 if none, 3 if within ½ mile, and 6 if direct access



Increase to 15 points overall



Add a question to award points if sponsor has a pavement mgmt program



Rename, such as Project Readiness & Funding



Move #17 with #11 (Group 3)



Reduce to 50 overall



Attempt a scale of 0-10 instead of 0-20



3



4



5



7



8



10



Simplify to 5 categories in the range, increase to 15



Include a category “is this project implementing a proven safety countermeasure?” from FHWA



TMACOG can calculate if a location does not appear in the locations report, or if there are multiple locations id’d in the report




List out the countermeasures (on application). Exclude project items that are a given, such as pavement friction and pavement markings



Tie into regional safety location report - crash rates and % injury



Adjust scale down (less emphasis)



Propose changing this to AADT and not # of daily users



And verify if the ranges works



Adjust the ranges, >5000 = 0, 5000-9999 = 1, etc



Adjust scale down (less emphasis)



Bump up the points







TMACOG-01

		TMACOG-01: Dunbridge Rd. Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Bowling Green				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Brad Holman				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-354-6237				Route:		Dunbridge

										Contact E-mail:		bholman@bgohio.org				Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The project will include milling and paving 1.5 inches of asphalt on Dunbridge Road from US 6 to Poe Road. For sections of road with significant deterioration, partial and full depth pavement repairs will also be made.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2027										$88,000		City of BG		$88,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$998,400								$249,600		City of BG		$1,248,000

		Construction (CE)		2028										$124,800		City of BG		$124,800

		Contingency

		Funding Totals 				$998,400				$0				$462,400				$1,460,800

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				68.3%				0.0%				31.7%				100.0%

				*NOTE: Could accelerate project to be bid as soon as 4/1/2025 if possible

		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		4

		2. Livability		11		3

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		28

		Total		100		48



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-01: Dunbridge Rd. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

tc={3C59B459-389E-4989-ADA0-89471E33C0A8}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Remove #1

		(Maximum Points = 8) 15

tc={DC637024-D2F5-4C89-9E74-BBC6FD9457FF}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Move more points here from System Use
Reply:
    Increase to 15 points
		5-14						2		4

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11) 12		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2		Cost estimate includes $ for sharrows

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8) 8		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability

tc={E3DF0A4E-D597-49CB-8FA5-841BE712D87C}: [Threaded comment]
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Comment:
    Increase to 15 points overall
Reply:
    Add a question to award points if sponsor has a pavement mgmt program		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13) 15		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit
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Comment:
    Move #17 with #11 (Group 3)						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		54 (weighted)

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60) 50

tc={4FE830C9-8739-4214-819A-FB950C5CE3A4}: [Threaded comment]

Your version of Excel allows you to read this threaded comment; however, any edits to it will get removed if the file is opened in a newer version of Excel. Learn more: https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?linkid=870924

Comment:
    Reduce to 50 overall		21. Roadway Projects
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Comment:
    Attempt a scale of 0-10 instead of 0-20

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4
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Comment:
    3

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7
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Comment:
    4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10
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Comment:
    5

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13
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Comment:
    7

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17
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Comment:
    8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20
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Comment:
    10

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles
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Comment:
    Simplify to 5 categories in the range, increase to 15
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Comment:
    8		
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Comment:
    10		
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Comment:
    Increase to 15 points overall
Reply:
    Add a question to award points if sponsor has a pavement mgmt program		< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users
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Comment:
    Adjust scale down (less emphasis)
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Comment:
    Move #17 with #11 (Group 3)		< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)
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Comment:
    Adjust scale down (less emphasis)		
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Comment:
    Reduce to 50 overall		
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Comment:
    Attempt a scale of 0-10 instead of 0-20										truck ADT = 1063.31 (weighted)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Only the roundabout projects @Wooster and @Woodbridge are listed on priority list; otherwise this is a System Preservation project

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		53

Remove #1



Move more points here from System Use



Increase to 15 points




Increase to 15 points overall



Add a question to award points if sponsor has a pavement mgmt program



Move #17 with #11 (Group 3)



Reduce to 50 overall



Attempt a scale of 0-10 instead of 0-20



3



4



5



7



8



10



Simplify to 5 categories in the range, increase to 15



Adjust scale down (less emphasis)



Adjust scale down (less emphasis)





mailto:bholman@bgohio.org

Test_TMACOG-01

		TMACOG-01: Dunbridge Rd. Resurfacing																		Project scored 15 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Bowling Green				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Brad Holman				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-354-6237				Route:		Dunbridge

										Contact E-mail:		bholman@bgohio.org				Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The project will include milling and paving 1.5 inches of asphalt on Dunbridge Road from US 6 to Poe Road. For sections of road with significant deterioration, partial and full depth pavement repairs will also be made.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2027										$88,000		City of BG		$88,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$998,400								$249,600		City of BG		$1,248,000

		Construction (CE)		2028										$124,800		City of BG		$124,800

		Contingency

		Funding Totals 				$998,400				$0				$462,400				$1,460,800

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				68.3%				0.0%				31.7%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		6

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		9

		4. System Use & Performance		55		31

		Total		100		53

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		63



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-01: Dunbridge Rd. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0		corridor is not listed

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		1 (Sharrows)

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		3563 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								3

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		2

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		53

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		63





























mailto:bholman@bgohio.org

TMACOG-02

		TMACOG-02: Curtice Rd. Pavement and Drainage Improvements



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing, Bike Trail						Project Sponsor:		City of Northwood				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Kevin Laughlin				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-690-1629				Route:		Curtice

										Contact E-mail:		cityadministrator@northwoodoh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project will enclose an exsiting roadside ditch and build a bike trail over the enclosure ditch so this bike trail can connect into the bike trail from the City of Oregon's Town Center and the City of Northwood's The Enclave. This path will also connect to the City of Northwood's Nature Trails Park so residents have access to the proposed trail through the existing sidewalk networks along Curtice Rd. The project will also resurface and repair the pavement along Curtice Road including the slide areas of the roadside ditch.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Other Funding 		Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2026										$257,000		City of Northwood		$257,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2027		$7,248,151								$584,500		City of Northwood		$7,832,651

		Construction (CE)		2027		$45,000												$45,000

		Contingency		2027		$783,249												$783,249

		Funding Totals 				$8,076,400				$0				$841,500				$8,917,900

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				90.6%				0.0%				9.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		0

		2. Livability		11		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		0

		5. System Use and Performance		60		0

		Total		100		0



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-02: Curtice Rd. Pavement and Drainage Improvements

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6				58 (weighted)

				19. ITS project						3

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										On System Preservation list 

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		0



mailto:cityadministrator@northwoodoh.gov

TMACOG-03

		TMACOG-03: Navarre Ave. Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Oregon				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Paul Roman				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-698-7046				Route:		Navarre (SR 2)

										Contact E-mail:		proman@ci.oregon.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The project limits are between the western corporation line and Issac Streets Drive. The project will consist of milling approximately 3" of the existing asphalt surface throughout the project limits. This will be followed by making any necessary base repairs by removing the deteriorated material and replacing with 301 asphalt concrete base material. Following roadway base repairs, a two-course asphalt overlay will be placed over the entire project limits. The project will also include pavement markings, ADA curb ramp updates, and related work, as necessary.








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2026										$10,000		City of Oregon		$10,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$500,000								$672,402		City of Oregon		$1,172,402

		Construction (CE)		2028										$30,000		City of Oregon		$30,000

		Contigency		2024										$117,240		City of Oregon		$117,240

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$829,643				$1,329,643

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				37.6%				0.0%				62.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		3

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		19

		Total		100		41



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-03: Navarre Ave. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2		Resurface existing lane

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4		Fixed route (#2) travels down part of Navarre

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		86 (weighted)

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		4

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		4

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										#1 ranked project on the Plan Priority list (2026+)

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		48



mailto:proman@ci.oregon.oh.us

Test_TMACOG-03

		TMACOG-03: Navarre Ave. Resurfacing																		Project scored 11 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Oregon				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Paul Roman				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-698-7046				Route:		Navarre (SR 2)

										Contact E-mail:		proman@ci.oregon.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The project limits are between the western corporation line and Issac Streets Drive. The project will consist of milling approximately 3" of the existing asphalt surface throughout the project limits. This will be followed by making any necessary base repairs by removing the deteriorated material and replacing with 301 asphalt concrete base material. Following roadway base repairs, a two-course asphalt overlay will be placed over the entire project limits. The project will also include pavement markings, ADA curb ramp updates, and related work, as necessary.








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2026										$10,000		City of Oregon		$10,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$500,000								$672,402		City of Oregon		$1,172,402

		Construction (CE)		2028										$30,000		City of Oregon		$30,000

		Contigency		2024										$117,240		City of Oregon		$117,240

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$829,643				$1,329,643

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				37.6%				0.0%				62.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		6

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		7

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		11

		4. System Use & Performance		55		18

		Total		100		42

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		52



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-03: Navarre Ave. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								4

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		1

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								6

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0		corridor is not listed

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								4		28,401

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1		5%

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		3

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		42

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		52





























mailto:proman@ci.oregon.oh.us

TMACOG-04

		TMACOG-04: East South Boundary St. Rehabilitation



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		City of Perrysburg				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Brian Thomas				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-892-7880				Route:		E.S. Boundary

										Contact E-mail:		bthomas@ci.perrysburg.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The proposal is to mill 1.5" of existing asphalt, make any needed full depth spot repairs, replace any deficient curb and curb ramps, replace any damaged castings on existing catch basins, place 1.5" of asphalt surface course and install new pavement markings.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)																$0

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2027		$500,000								$282,345		City of Perrysburg		$782,345

		Construction (CE)		2027										$39,118		City of Perrysburg		$39,118

		Contingency		2027										$78,235		City of Perrysburg		$78,235

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$399,698				$899,698

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				55.6%				0.0%				44.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		18

		Total		100		33



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-04: East South Boundary St. Rehabilitation

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		0

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		72

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 741.4 (weighted)

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		38



mailto:bthomas@ci.perrysburg.oh.us

Test_TMACOG-04

		TMACOG-04: East South Boundary St. Rehabilitation																		Project scored 5 points higher



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		City of Perrysburg				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Brian Thomas				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-892-7880				Route:		E.S. Boundary

										Contact E-mail:		bthomas@ci.perrysburg.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The proposal is to mill 1.5" of existing asphalt, make any needed full depth spot repairs, replace any deficient curb and curb ramps, replace any damaged castings on existing catch basins, place 1.5" of asphalt surface course and install new pavement markings.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)																$0

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2027		$500,000								$282,345		City of Perrysburg		$782,345

		Construction (CE)		2027										$39,118		City of Perrysburg		$39,118

		Contingency		2027										$78,235		City of Perrysburg		$78,235

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$399,698				$899,698

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				55.6%				0.0%				44.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		2

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		10

		4. System Use & Performance		55		13

		Total		100		28

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		38



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-04: East South Boundary St. Rehabilitation

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								0

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		9450

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1		9%

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								2

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		28

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		38
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TMACOG-05

		TMACOG-05: Superior St. @ Eagle Point Rd. Roundabout



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction, Roundabout						Project Sponsor:		City of Rossford				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Allyson Murray				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-666-0210				Route:		Superior (SR 65)

										Contact E-mail:		cityadmin@rossfordohio.com				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Reconstruction of the existing signalized intersection with a modern roundabout including pavement, splitter islands & inner circle; curbing, sidewalk, bus stop construction; storm sewer, underdrains, catch basins, manholes; water line and sanitary sewer line and their appurtenances replacement or adjustment as needed; pavement markings & signs; landscaping, aesthetic lighting, and other enhancements to create a southern gateway to downtown Rossford and Rossford Junior-Senior High Schools; and other related work.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2025										$504,000		City of Rossford		$504,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2027		$552,000								$633,000		City of Rossford		$1,185,000

		Construction (CO)		2028		$2,240,000				$325,000		OPWC		$235,000		City of Rossford		$2,800,000

		Construction (CE)		2028		$179,000								$45,000		City of Rossford		$224,000

		Contingency		2028		$224,000								$56,000		City of Rossford		$280,000

		Funding Totals 				$3,195,000				$325,000				$1,473,000				$4,993,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				64.0%				6.5%				29.5%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		4

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		13

		Total		100		40



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-05: Superior St. @ Eagle Point Rd. Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		2

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		93

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 138

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		41



mailto:cityadmin@rossfordohio.com

Test_TMACOG-05

		TMACOG-05: Superior St. @ Eagle Point Rd. Roundabout																		Project scored 7 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction, Roundabout						Project Sponsor:		City of Rossford				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Allyson Murray				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-666-0210				Route:		Superior (SR 65)

										Contact E-mail:		cityadmin@rossfordohio.com				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Reconstruction of the existing signalized intersection with a modern roundabout including pavement, splitter islands & inner circle; curbing, sidewalk, bus stop construction; storm sewer, underdrains, catch basins, manholes; water line and sanitary sewer line and their appurtenances replacement or adjustment as needed; pavement markings & signs; landscaping, aesthetic lighting, and other enhancements to create a southern gateway to downtown Rossford and Rossford Junior-Senior High Schools; and other related work.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2025										$504,000		City of Rossford		$504,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2027		$552,000								$633,000		City of Rossford		$1,185,000

		Construction (CO)		2028		$2,240,000				$325,000		OPWC		$235,000		City of Rossford		$2,800,000

		Construction (CE)		2028		$179,000								$45,000		City of Rossford		$224,000

		Contingency		2028		$224,000								$56,000		City of Rossford		$280,000

		Funding Totals 				$3,195,000				$325,000				$1,473,000				$4,993,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				64.0%				6.5%				29.5%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		7

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		5

		4. System Use & Performance		55		8

		Total		100		23

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		33



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-05: Superior St. @ Eagle Point Rd. Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		2

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								0

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		roundabout, lighting

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		8154

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		23

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		33
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TMACOG-06

		TMACOG-06: Main St. Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction, roundabout						Project Sponsor:		City of Sylvania				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Joe Shaw				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-885-8967				Route:		Main

										Contact E-mail:		jshaw@cityofsylvania.com				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Full-depth reconstruction of Main Street including storm sewer replacement, sidewalk replacement, implementation of bike lanes and a multi-use path along the north and west legs of the intersection. The traffic signal will be removed in lieu of a modern single-lane roundabout at Convent Boulevard. The existing roadway width for the south leg will undergo a "road diet" reducing the traveled lanes in each direction from 16' to 12' with bike lanes added on each side.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2026										$225,000		City of Sylvania		$225,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2027										$70,000		City of Sylvania		$70,000

		Construction (CO)		2029		$500,000				$799,900		OPWC		$371,290		City of Sylvania		$1,671,190

		Construction (CE)		2029										$200,000		City of Sylvania		$200,000

		Contingency		2029										$267,391		City of Sylvania		$267,391

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$799,900				$1,133,681				$2,433,581

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				20.5%				32.9%				46.6%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		18

		Total		100		52



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-06: Main St. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		4		63

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										no classification data avaialble in TCDS

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										System Preservation

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		54



mailto:jshaw@cityofsylvania.com

Test_TMACOG-06

		TMACOG-06: Main St. Reconstruction																		Project scored 3 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction, roundabout						Project Sponsor:		City of Sylvania				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Joe Shaw				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-885-8967				Route:		Main

										Contact E-mail:		jshaw@cityofsylvania.com				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Full-depth reconstruction of Main Street including storm sewer replacement, sidewalk replacement, implementation of bike lanes and a multi-use path along the north and west legs of the intersection. The traffic signal will be removed in lieu of a modern single-lane roundabout at Convent Boulevard. The existing roadway width for the south leg will undergo a "road diet" reducing the traveled lanes in each direction from 16' to 12' with bike lanes added on each side.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2026										$225,000		City of Sylvania		$225,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2027										$70,000		City of Sylvania		$70,000

		Construction (CO)		2029		$500,000				$799,900		OPWC		$371,290		City of Sylvania		$1,671,190

		Construction (CE)		2029										$200,000		City of Sylvania		$200,000

		Contingency		2029										$267,391		City of Sylvania		$267,391

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$799,900				$1,133,681				$2,433,581

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				20.5%				32.9%				46.6%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		15

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		6

		4. System Use & Performance		55		15

		Total		100		39

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		49



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-06: Main St. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		4

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								0

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								2		Bike facilities, roundabout, and road diet

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		8200

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		39

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		49





























mailto:jshaw@cityofsylvania.com

TMACOG-07

		TMACOG-07: Ashland Ave. Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Ashland

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. Ashland will be narrowed from 36' wide to 24', but the road will keep bumpouts and on-street parking where necessary. The signals at Woodruff Avenue intersection will be upgraded. With the narrowing, street trees will be added in a new treelawn section.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$424,060		City of Toledo		$424,060

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$3,425,440								$856,360		City of Toledo		$4,281,800

		Construction (CE)												$128,454		City of Toledo		$128,454

		Contingency												$214,090		City of Toledo		$214,090

		Funding Totals 				$3,425,440				$0				$1,622,964				$5,048,404

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.9%				0.0%				32.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		2

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		6

		5. System Use and Performance		60		39

		Total		100		57



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-07: Ashland Ave. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		54

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		20

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										<500 trucks

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										System Preservation

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		57



mailto:TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov

Test_TMACOG-07

		TMACOG-07: Ashland Ave. Reconstruction																		Project scored 11 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Ashland

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. Ashland will be narrowed from 36' wide to 24', but the road will keep bumpouts and on-street parking where necessary. The signals at Woodruff Avenue intersection will be upgraded. With the narrowing, street trees will be added in a new treelawn section.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$424,060		City of Toledo		$424,060

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$3,425,440								$856,360		City of Toledo		$4,281,800

		Construction (CE)												$128,454		City of Toledo		$128,454

		Contingency												$214,090		City of Toledo		$214,090

		Funding Totals 				$3,425,440				$0				$1,622,964				$5,048,404

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.9%				0.0%				32.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		2

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		6

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		5

		4. System Use & Performance		55		33

		Total		100		46

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		46



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-07: Ashland Ave. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		1

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								10

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		Road narrowing with bumpouts

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		2325 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		46

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		46





























mailto:TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov

TMACOG-08

		TMACOG-08: Broadway St. Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Broadway

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. Broadway will also add bike lanes to continue from the previous project. Bumpouts for crossings will be added where needed.The section from Stebbins to Shadowlawn is a combined sewer area - this project intends to separate the storm sewer from the sanitary in that area.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$824,290		City of Toledo		$824,290

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$6,594,320								$1,648,580		City of Toledo		$8,242,900

		Construction (CE)												$247,290		City of Toledo		$247,290

		Contingency												$412,140		City of Toledo		$412,140

		Funding Totals 				$6,594,320				$0				$3,132,300				$9,726,620

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		6

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		6

		5. System Use and Performance		60		30

		Total		100		52



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-08: Broadway St. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		46

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		7

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 1665

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										System Preservation

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		52



mailto:TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov

Test_TMACOG-08

		TMACOG-08: Broadway St. Reconstruction																		Project scored 5 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Broadway

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. Broadway will also add bike lanes to continue from the previous project. Bumpouts for crossings will be added where needed.The section from Stebbins to Shadowlawn is a combined sewer area - this project intends to separate the storm sewer from the sanitary in that area.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$824,290		City of Toledo		$824,290

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$6,594,320								$1,648,580		City of Toledo		$8,242,900

		Construction (CE)												$247,290		City of Toledo		$247,290

		Contingency												$412,140		City of Toledo		$412,140

		Funding Totals 				$6,594,320				$0				$3,132,300				$9,726,620

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		10

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		5

		4. System Use & Performance		55		29

		Total		100		47

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		47



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-08: Broadway St. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								9

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		Bike lanes

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		5050

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								3

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		47

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		47
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TMACOG-09

		TMACOG-09: Byrne Rd. Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Byrne

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs and minor sidewalk improvements. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$381,730		City of Toledo		$381,730

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2030		$3,053,840								$763,460		City of Toledo		$3,817,300

		Construction (CE)												$114,520		City of Toledo		$114,520

		Contingency												$190,860		City of Toledo		$190,860

		Funding Totals 				$3,053,840				$0				$1,450,570				$4,504,410

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		9

		5. System Use and Performance		60		28

		Total		100		48



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-09: Byrne Rd. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		68

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		4

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 2508.99 (weighted)

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		48
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Test_TMACOG-09

		TMACOG-09: Byrne Rd. Resurfacing																		Project scored the same score as before



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Byrne

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs and minor sidewalk improvements. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$381,730		City of Toledo		$381,730

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2030		$3,053,840								$763,460		City of Toledo		$3,817,300

		Construction (CE)												$114,520		City of Toledo		$114,520

		Contingency												$190,860		City of Toledo		$190,860

		Funding Totals 				$3,053,840				$0				$1,450,570				$4,504,410

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		6

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		8

		4. System Use & Performance		55		29

		Total		100		48

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		48



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-09: Byrne Rd. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								4

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								3		18,538 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								2

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		48

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		48
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TMACOG-10

		TMACOG-10: Delaware Ave. Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Delaware

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs and minor sidewalk improvements. The project may include sidewalk bumpouts where necessary for improved pedestrian crossing safety. This project is being applied for as a small project.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$111,110		City of Toledo		$111,110

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$500,000								$611,100		City of Toledo		$1,111,100

		Construction (CE)												$33,330		City of Toledo		$33,330

		Contingency												$55,550		City of Toledo		$55,550

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$811,090				$1,311,090

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				38.1%				0.0%				61.9%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		11

		5. System Use and Performance		60		23

		Total		100		41



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-10: Delaware Ave. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		4		56

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										<500 trucks

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										System Preservation

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		41
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Test_TMACOG-10

		TMACOG-10: Delaware Ave. Resurfacing																		Project scored 1 point higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Delaware

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs and minor sidewalk improvements. The project may include sidewalk bumpouts where necessary for improved pedestrian crossing safety. This project is being applied for as a small project.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$111,110		City of Toledo		$111,110

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$500,000								$611,100		City of Toledo		$1,111,100

		Construction (CE)												$33,330		City of Toledo		$33,330

		Contingency												$55,550		City of Toledo		$55,550

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$811,090				$1,311,090

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				38.1%				0.0%				61.9%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		2

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		10

		4. System Use & Performance		55		25

		Total		100		42

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		42



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-10: Delaware Ave. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		4

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		3500

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		42

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		42
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TMACOG-11

		TMACOG-11: Glanzman Rd. Reclamation



		Project Type: 		Reclamation						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Glanzman

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project will perform a full depth reclamation on Glanzman and will include minor sidewalk improvements and RRFBs for safe crossing at the Birchwood intersection and the Heatherdowns Branch Library. This project is being applied for as a small project.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$207,360		City of Toledo		$207,360

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$500,000								$1,573,600		City of Toledo		$2,073,600

		Construction (CE)												$62,208		City of Toledo		$62,208

		Contingency												$103,680		City of Toledo		$103,680

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$1,946,848				$2,446,848

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				20.4%				0.0%				79.6%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		6

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		11

		5. System Use and Performance		60		24

		Total		100		47



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-11: Glanzman Rd. Reclamation

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		2

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		4		62

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		6

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 666

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		47



mailto:TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov

Test_TMACOG-11

		TMACOG-11: Glanzman Rd. Reclamation																		Project scored 2 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reclamation						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Glanzman

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project will perform a full depth reclamation on Glanzman and will include minor sidewalk improvements and RRFBs for safe crossing at the Birchwood intersection and the Heatherdowns Branch Library. This project is being applied for as a small project.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$207,360		City of Toledo		$207,360

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$500,000								$1,573,600		City of Toledo		$2,073,600

		Construction (CE)												$62,208		City of Toledo		$62,208

		Contingency												$103,680		City of Toledo		$103,680

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$1,946,848				$2,446,848

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				20.4%				0.0%				79.6%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		2

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		9

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		10

		4. System Use & Performance		55		24

		Total		100		45

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		45



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-11: Glanzman Rd. Reclamation

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		1

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		2

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		4

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								9

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		RRFB

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		4550

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								2

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		45

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		45
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TMACOG-12

		TMACOG-12: Heatherdowns Bl. (Perrysburg-Holland to Reynolds) Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Heatherdowns

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs and minor sidewalk improvements. This project is being applied for as a small project.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$185,400		City of Toledo		$185,400

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$500,000								$1,354,000		City of Toledo		$1,854,000

		Construction (CE)												$55,620		City of Toledo		$55,620

		Contingency												$92,700		City of Toledo		$92,700

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$1,687,720				$2,187,720

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				22.9%				0.0%				77.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		4

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		11

		5. System Use and Performance		60		17

		Total		100		37



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-12: Heatherdowns Bl. (Perrysburg-Holland to Reynolds) Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		4

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		4		64

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		4

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		5

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										<500 trucks

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										System Preservation

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		37
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Test_TMACOG-12

		TMACOG-12: Heatherdowns Bl. (Perrysburg-Holland to Reynolds) Resurfacing																		Project scored 3 points lower



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Heatherdowns

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs and minor sidewalk improvements. This project is being applied for as a small project.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$185,400		City of Toledo		$185,400

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$500,000								$1,354,000		City of Toledo		$1,854,000

		Construction (CE)												$55,620		City of Toledo		$55,620

		Contingency												$92,700		City of Toledo		$92,700

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$1,687,720				$2,187,720

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				22.9%				0.0%				77.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		10

		4. System Use & Performance		55		16

		Total		100		34

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		34



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-12: Heatherdowns Bl. (Perrysburg-Holland to Reynolds) Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		4

				20. Roadway Projects								2

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								6

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								3		15,828 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		34

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		34
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TMACOG-13

		TMACOG-13: Heatherdowns Bl. (Reynolds to Eastgate) Resurfacing

		*Extent: Reynolds to Eastgate

		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Heatherdowns

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs and minor sidewalk improvements. This project will also add "pork chop" islands, pedestals, and overhead sign structures at the Eastgate intersection.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$274,560		City of Toledo		$274,560

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2030		$2,196,480								$549,120		City of Toledo		$2,745,600

		Construction (CE)												$82,368		City of Toledo		$82,368

		Contingency												$137,280		City of Toledo		$137,280

		Funding Totals 				$2,196,480				$0				$1,043,328				$3,239,808

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		4

		5. System Use and Performance		60		24

		Total		100		39



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-13: Heatherdowns Bl. (Reynolds to Eastgate) Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		4		63

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		9

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		4

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										<500 trucks

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		39
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Test_TMACOG-13

		TMACOG-13: Heatherdowns Bl. (Reynolds to Eastgate) Resurfacing																		Project scored 4 points lower



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Heatherdowns

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs and minor sidewalk improvements. This project will also add "pork chop" islands, pedestals, and overhead sign structures at the Eastgate intersection.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$274,560		City of Toledo		$274,560

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2030		$2,196,480								$549,120		City of Toledo		$2,745,600

		Construction (CE)												$82,368		City of Toledo		$82,368

		Contingency												$137,280		City of Toledo		$137,280

		Funding Totals 				$2,196,480				$0				$1,043,328				$3,239,808

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		4

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		3

		4. System Use & Performance		55		23

		Total		100		35

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		35



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-13: Heatherdowns Bl. (Reynolds to Eastgate) Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								4

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		4

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								12

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		overhead signage

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								3		19,650 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		35

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		35
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TMACOG-14

		TMACOG-14: Heatherdowns Bl. (Schneider to Byrne) Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Heatherdowns

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs and minor sidewalk improvements. This project will also reconstruct to intersections and add a mini roundabout at each location - one at the Birchwood intersection and one at the Schneider intersection. The roundabout at Schneider will also cut Meadowlark off at the intersection, which will become a turnaround.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$253,600		City of Toledo		$253,600

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$2,028,800								$507,200		City of Toledo		$2,536,000

		Construction (CE)												$76,080		City of Toledo		$76,080

		Contigency												$126,800		City of Toledo		$126,800

		Funding Totals 				$2,028,800				$0				$963,680				$2,992,480

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		0

		2. Livability		11		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		0

		5. System Use and Performance		60		0

		Total		100		0



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-14: Heatherdowns Bl. (Schneider to Byrne) Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6				65

				19. ITS project						3

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		0



mailto:TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov

TMACOG-15

		TMACOG-15: Lawrence Ave. Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Lawrence

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. Lawrence will be narrowed with a lane reduction from 4 lanes to 2 lanes form Woodruff to Dorr, with bumpouts for parking added to the east side of the road. In addition, a multi-use path will be constructed on the west side of the road to connect into the planned path on Dorr Street. The road narrowing allows for new trees to be planted along the sides of the road. Mini roundabouts will be planned to be added at the intersections of Lincoln Avenue and Oakwood Avenue, but construction will be pending community input. The road will also be reconfigured between Monroe and the I-75 entrance ramp.








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$571,400		City of Toledo		$571,400

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$4,571,200								$1,142,800		City of Toledo		$5,714,000

		Construction (CE)												$171,420		City of Toledo		$171,420

		Contingency												$285,700		City of Toledo		$285,700

		Funding Totals 				$4,571,200				$0				$2,171,320				$6,742,520

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		4

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		4

		5. System Use and Performance		60		40

		Total		100		54



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-15: Lawrence Ave. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1										2		69		25.5555555556

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		46								1.3		91		21.9074074074

				19. ITS project						3		0										1.2		60		13.3333333333

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects																		0.4		67		4.962962963

				New roadway						0		20										0.1		89		1.6481481481

				Resurfacing						4												0.4		79		5.8518518519

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7												5.4				73.2592592593

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 658

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										System Preservation

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		54
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Test_TMACOG-15

		TMACOG-15: Lawrence Ave. Reconstruction																		Project scored 6 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Lawrence

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. Lawrence will be narrowed with a lane reduction from 4 lanes to 2 lanes form Woodruff to Dorr, with bumpouts for parking added to the east side of the road. In addition, a multi-use path will be constructed on the west side of the road to connect into the planned path on Dorr Street. The road narrowing allows for new trees to be planted along the sides of the road. Mini roundabouts will be planned to be added at the intersections of Lincoln Avenue and Oakwood Avenue, but construction will be pending community input. The road will also be reconfigured between Monroe and the I-75 entrance ramp.








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$571,400		City of Toledo		$571,400

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$4,571,200								$1,142,800		City of Toledo		$5,714,000

		Construction (CE)												$171,420		City of Toledo		$171,420

		Contingency												$285,700		City of Toledo		$285,700

		Funding Totals 				$4,571,200				$0				$2,171,320				$6,742,520

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		1

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		7

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		3

		4. System Use & Performance		55		37

		Total		100		48

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		48



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-15: Lawrence Ave. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								1

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		1

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								10

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								2		Bike lanes, road diet, roundabouts (2)

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		2750

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		48

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		48





























mailto:TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov

TMACOG-16

		TMACOG-16: Lewis Ave. Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Lewis

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. Planned safety improvements for pedestrians include bumpouts at needed intersections, a hybrid beacon, and a relocation of the signal, crossing, and bus drive for the new school. The storm line is planned to be lowered by the Gramercy intersection to reduce flooding at that location.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$700,030		City of Toledo		$700,030

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2030		$5,600,240								$1,400,060		City of Toledo		$7,000,300

		Construction (CE)												$210,010		City of Toledo		$210,010

		Contingency												$350,010		City of Toledo		$350,010

		Funding Totals 				$5,600,240				$0				$2,660,110				$8,260,350

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		6

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		4

		5. System Use and Performance		60		35

		Total		100		55



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-16: Lewis Ave. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		39

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										no recent classification data to determine amount of trucks; counts that are 10+ years old have >500 trucks, though

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										System Preservation

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		55



mailto:TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov

Test_TMACOG-16

		TMACOG-16: Lewis Ave. Reconstruction																		Project scored 4 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Lewis

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. Planned safety improvements for pedestrians include bumpouts at needed intersections, a hybrid beacon, and a relocation of the signal, crossing, and bus drive for the new school. The storm line is planned to be lowered by the Gramercy intersection to reduce flooding at that location.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$700,030		City of Toledo		$700,030

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2030		$5,600,240								$1,400,060		City of Toledo		$7,000,300

		Construction (CE)												$210,010		City of Toledo		$210,010

		Contingency												$350,010		City of Toledo		$350,010

		Funding Totals 				$5,600,240				$0				$2,660,110				$8,260,350

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		4

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		10

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		3

		4. System Use & Performance		55		34

		Total		100		51

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		51



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-16: Lewis Ave. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								4

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		PHB

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								2		13,900 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		51

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		51





























mailto:TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov

TMACOG-17

		TMACOG-17: Seaman Rd. Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Seaman

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. There are gaps in the existing sidewalk that will be need to be completed as part of the project.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$527,700		City of Toledo		$527,700

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2030		$4,221,600								$1,055,400		City of Toledo		$5,277,000

		Construction (CE)												$158,310		City of Toledo		$158,310

		Contingency												$263,850		City of Toledo		$263,850

		Funding Totals 				$4,221,600				$0				$2,005,260				$6,226,860

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		6

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		6

		5. System Use and Performance		60		27

		Total		100		49



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-17: Seaman Rd. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		47

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										no classification data

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		49



mailto:TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov

Test_TMACOG-17

		TMACOG-17: Seaman Rd. Reconstruction																		Project scored 2 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Seaman

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. There are gaps in the existing sidewalk that will be need to be completed as part of the project.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$527,700		City of Toledo		$527,700

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2030		$4,221,600								$1,055,400		City of Toledo		$5,277,000

		Construction (CE)												$158,310		City of Toledo		$158,310

		Contingency												$263,850		City of Toledo		$263,850

		Funding Totals 				$4,221,600				$0				$2,005,260				$6,226,860

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		4

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		10

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		5

		4. System Use & Performance		55		28

		Total		100		47

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		47



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-17: Seaman Rd. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		fill in sidewalk gaps

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		2375 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		47

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		47
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TMACOG-18

		TMACOG-18: Sylvania Ave. Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Sylvania

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. A new roundabout is proposed at the intersection of Sylvania and Bennett. The signal at the Fairview Drive intersection will be upgraded. Bumpouts will be installed for easier pedestrian crossing. This is the City of Toledo's #1 project.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$499,890		City of Toledo		$499,890

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$3,999,120								$999,780		City of Toledo		$4,998,900

		Construction (CE)												$149,967		City of Toledo		$149,967

		Contingency												$249,945		City of Toledo		$249,945

		Funding Totals 				$3,999,120				$0				$1,899,582				$5,898,702

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		12

		5. System Use and Performance		60		30

		Total		100		49



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-18: Seaman Rd. Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		37

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										no classification data (count in 2009 with 770 trucks)

				< 3%						0		3

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										System Preservation

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		49



mailto:TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov

Test_TMACOG-18

		TMACOG-18: Sylvania Ave. Reconstruction																		Project scored 2 points higher



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Sylvania

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction of the roadway. A new roundabout is proposed at the intersection of Sylvania and Bennett. The signal at the Fairview Drive intersection will be upgraded. Bumpouts will be installed for easier pedestrian crossing. This is the City of Toledo's #1 project.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$499,890		City of Toledo		$499,890

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$3,999,120								$999,780		City of Toledo		$4,998,900

		Construction (CE)												$149,967		City of Toledo		$149,967

		Contingency												$249,945		City of Toledo		$249,945

		Funding Totals 				$3,999,120				$0				$1,899,582				$5,898,702

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		2

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		4

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		3

		4. System Use & Performance		55		32

		Total		100		41

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		51



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-##: Intentionally blank

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0		rail line within distance, unsure if any nearby businesses use rail

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		roundabout

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		7800

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								3

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		41

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		51
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TMACOG-19

		TMACOG-19: Tiffin St./George Hardy Dr./John Carey Dr. Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Tiffin/GH/JC

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs and minor sidewalk improvements. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$152,170		City of Toledo		$152,170

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2030		$1,217,360								$304,340		City of Toledo		$1,521,700

		Construction (CE)												$45,650		City of Toledo		$45,650

		Contingency												$76,080		City of Toledo		$76,080

		Funding Totals 				$1,217,360				$0				$578,240				$1,795,600

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		0

		2. Livability		11		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		0

		5. System Use and Performance		60		0

		Total		100		0



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-19: Tiffin St./George Hardy Dr./John Carey Dr. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6				62

				19. ITS project						3

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		0



mailto:TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov

TMACOG-20

		TMACOG-20: Tremainsville Rd. Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Tremainsville

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs. Sidewalk will be added where there is none on the south side of the road from Laskey to Oak Grove. The lanes will be narrowed and bike lanes will be added to the road. The road will be widened between Westbrook and Coolidge to accommodate the bike lanes and still maintain a left turn lane into Start High School.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$256,390		City of Toledo		$256,390

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$2,051,120								$512,780		City of Toledo		$2,563,900

		Construction (CE)												$76,920		City of Toledo		$76,920

		Contingency												$128,190		City of Toledo		$128,190

		Funding Totals 				$2,051,120				$0				$974,280				$3,025,400

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		4

		5. System Use and Performance		60		36

		Total		100		61



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-20: Tremainsville Rd. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		52

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		13

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 672.51 (weighted)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Plan Priority 2026+ (#110)

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		61



mailto:TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov

Test_TMACOG-20

		TMACOG-20: Tremainsville Rd. Resurfacing																		Project scored 5 points lower



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Tremainsville

										Contact E-mail:		TIM.GROSJEAN@toledo.oh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs. Sidewalk will be added where there is none on the south side of the road from Laskey to Oak Grove. The lanes will be narrowed and bike lanes will be added to the road. The road will be widened between Westbrook and Coolidge to accommodate the bike lanes and still maintain a left turn lane into Start High School.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$256,390		City of Toledo		$256,390

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$2,051,120								$512,780		City of Toledo		$2,563,900

		Construction (CE)												$76,920		City of Toledo		$76,920

		Contingency												$128,190		City of Toledo		$128,190

		Funding Totals 				$2,051,120				$0				$974,280				$3,025,400

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		2

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		15

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		3

		4. System Use & Performance		55		36

		Total		100		56

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		56



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-20: Tremainsville Rd. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								8

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		Fill in sidewalk gaps, bike lanes

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		5825 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		56

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		56
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TMACOG-21

		TMACOG-21: SR 64 Right Turn Lane at US 24 Interchange



		Project Type: 		Right Turn Lane, Sidewalks						Project Sponsor:		City of Waterville				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Jon Gochenour				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-878-8100				Route:		SR 64

										Contact E-mail:		jgoch@waterville.org				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Install a westbound right-turn lane on State Route 64 beginning at Pray Boulevard and terminating at the Northbound US-24 Ramp at the US-24/State Route 64 interchange. Also included is a six foot wide sidewalk, which will connect to Pray Boulevard and State Route 64 Bridge sidewalks.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$70,000		City of Waterville		$70,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$480,000								$120,000		City of Waterville		$600,000

		Construction (CE)		2028		$48,000								$12,000		City of Waterville		$60,000

		Contingency		2028		$20,000								$5,000		City of Waterville		$25,000

		Funding Totals 				$548,000				$0				$207,000				$755,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				72.6%				0.0%				27.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		6

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		7

		Total		100		28



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-21: SR 64 Right Turn Lane at US 24 Interchange

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1		TARTA Flex (no fixed route)

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		87

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		0

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 1464

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		30



mailto:jgoch@waterville.org

Test_TMACOG-21

		TMACOG-21: SR 64 Turn Lanes at US 24 Interchange																		Project scored 10 points higher



		Project Type: 		Right Turn Lane, Sidewalks						Project Sponsor:		City of Waterville				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Jon Gochenour				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-878-8100				Route:		SR 64

										Contact E-mail:		jgoch@waterville.org				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Install a westbound right-turn lane on State Route 64 beginning at Pray Boulevard and terminating at the Northbound US-24 Ramp at the US-24/State Route 64 interchange. Also included is a six foot wide sidewalk, which will connect to Pray Boulevard and State Route 64 Bridge sidewalks.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$70,000		City of Waterville		$70,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$480,000								$120,000		City of Waterville		$600,000

		Construction (CE)		2028		$48,000								$12,000		City of Waterville		$60,000

		Contingency		2028		$20,000								$5,000		City of Waterville		$25,000

		Funding Totals 				$548,000				$0				$207,000				$755,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				72.6%				0.0%				27.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		9

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		6

		4. System Use & Performance		55		6

		Total		100		28

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		38



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-21: SR 64 Turn Lanes at US 24 Interchange

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								0

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								0

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		turn lane, sidewalk

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								2		11,650

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		28

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		38
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TMACOG-22

		TMACOG-22: Clark St. Improvements



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Village of Holland				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Robert Bethel				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-865-7104				Route:		Clark

										Contact E-mail:		bethel@hollandohio.com				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The project will include milling and resurfacing Clark Street from Second Street to Angola Road (approximately 2,270 feet) in the Village of Holland. Curb ramps within the project limits will be removed and replaced to meet ADA standards. Sections of deteriorated curb and gutter and sections of walk will be removed and replaced as needed. Manholes and catch basins within the project limits will be reconstructed to grade with concrete collars. New pavement markings will be placed within the project limits.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2026										$52,500		Village of Holland		$52,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$278,160								$69,540		Village of Holland		$347,700

		Construction (CE)		2028		$27,840								$6,960		Village of Holland		$34,800

		Contingency																$0

		Funding Totals 				$306,000				$0				$129,000				$435,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				70.3%				0.0%				29.7%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		14

		Total		100		29



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-22: Clark St. Improvements

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1		TARTA Flex (no fixed route)

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		82

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		4

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										no classficiation data

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		33
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Test_TMACOG-22

		TMACOG-22: Clark St. Improvements																		Project scored 11 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Village of Holland				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Robert Bethel				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-865-7104				Route:		Clark

										Contact E-mail:		bethel@hollandohio.com				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The project will include milling and resurfacing Clark Street from Second Street to Angola Road (approximately 2,270 feet) in the Village of Holland. Curb ramps within the project limits will be removed and replaced to meet ADA standards. Sections of deteriorated curb and gutter and sections of walk will be removed and replaced as needed. Manholes and catch basins within the project limits will be reconstructed to grade with concrete collars. New pavement markings will be placed within the project limits.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2026										$52,500		Village of Holland		$52,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$278,160								$69,540		Village of Holland		$347,700

		Construction (CE)		2028		$27,840								$6,960		Village of Holland		$34,800

		Contingency																$0

		Funding Totals 				$306,000				$0				$129,000				$435,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				70.3%				0.0%				29.7%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		2

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		8

		4. System Use & Performance		55		17

		Total		100		30

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		40



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-22: Clark St. Improvements

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0		Rail line within distance but I don't see any businesses that have access

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								2

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		2750

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		30

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		40
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TMACOG-23

		TMACOG-23: McCord Rd. Roundabout



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Village of Holland				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Robert Bethel				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-865-7104				Route:		McCord

										Contact E-mail:		bethel@hollandohio.com				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Project includes milling and resurfacing the roundabout to the existing pavement joints at McCord Road, Hall Street, and North Mall Drive intersection. The project also includes placing new high visibility pavement markings, repairing damaged/deteriorated curb ramps, and widening the radius of the southeast exit path.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2026										$40,900		Village of Holland		$40,900

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$216,480								$54,120		Village of Holland		$270,600

		Construction (CE)		2028		$21,680								$5,420		Village of Holland		$27,100

		Contingency																$0

		Funding Totals 				$238,160				$0				$100,440				$338,600

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				70.3%				0.0%				29.7%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		0

		2. Livability		11		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		9

		5. System Use and Performance		60		21

		Total		100		34



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-23: McCord Rd. Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		0

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		81

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		4

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		4

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 1140

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		34
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Test_TMACOG-23

		TMACOG-23: McCord Rd. Roundabout																		Project scored 7 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Village of Holland				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Robert Bethel				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-865-7104				Route:		McCord

										Contact E-mail:		bethel@hollandohio.com				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Project includes milling and resurfacing the roundabout to the existing pavement joints at McCord Road, Hall Street, and North Mall Drive intersection. The project also includes placing new high visibility pavement markings, repairing damaged/deteriorated curb ramps, and widening the radius of the southeast exit path.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2026										$40,900		Village of Holland		$40,900

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$216,480								$54,120		Village of Holland		$270,600

		Construction (CE)		2028		$21,680								$5,420		Village of Holland		$27,100

		Contingency																$0

		Funding Totals 				$238,160				$0				$100,440				$338,600

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				70.3%				0.0%				29.7%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		5

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		4

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		8

		4. System Use & Performance		55		24

		Total		100		41

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		41



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-23: McCord Rd. Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0		Rail line within distance but I don't see any businesses that have access

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								2

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								4		21,000 (McCord only)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		2

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		41

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		41
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TMACOG-24

		TMACOG-24: Finzel Rd. Improvements & Weckerly Rd. Multi Use Path



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing, MUP						Project Sponsor:		Village of Whitehouse				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Steve Pilcher				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-877-5383				Route:		Finzel, Weckerly

										Contact E-mail:		spilcher@whitehouseoh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The project involves resurfacing Finzel Road from SR 64 to Weckerly Road. Along with this resurfacing, a mini roundabout at the intersection of Finzel Road and Dutch Road. This mini roundabout will include new pavement, sidewalk,storm sewer  and curb and gutter. Also, A new 10' wide multi use path to be constructed from S. of Cable Ave. to the Anthony Wayne High School. This path will built to connect a path form the Village of Whitehouse to the Anthony Wayne High School. This path would involve some curb and gutter, strorm sewer relocation and retaining walls to reduce R/W impacts.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$48,000		Village of Whitehouse		$48,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)														Village of Whitehouse		$0

		Construction (CO)		2027		$451,780								$112,950		Village of Whitehouse		$564,730

		Construction (CE)		2027		$14,400								$3,600		Village of Whitehouse		$18,000

		Contingency																$0

		Funding Totals 				$466,180				$0				$164,550				$630,730

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				73.9%				0.0%				26.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		23

		Total		100		38



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-24: Finzel Rd. Improvements & Weckerly Rd. Multi Use Path

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1		TARTA Flex (no fixed route)

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		74

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		4

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		5

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 663 (weighted)

				< 3%						0		3

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		6

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		40



mailto:spilcher@whitehouseoh.gov

Test_TMACOG-24

		TMACOG-24: Finzel Rd. Improvements (formerly included Weckerly MUP)																		Project scored 10 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing, MUP						Project Sponsor:		Village of Whitehouse				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Steve Pilcher				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-877-5383				Route:		Finzel, Weckerly

										Contact E-mail:		spilcher@whitehouseoh.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The project involves resurfacing Finzel Road from SR 64 to Weckerly Road. Along with this resurfacing, a mini roundabout at the intersection of Finzel Road and Dutch Road. This mini roundabout will include new pavement, sidewalk,storm sewer  and curb and gutter. Also, A new 10' wide multi use path to be constructed from S. of Cable Ave. to the Anthony Wayne High School. This path will built to connect a path form the Village of Whitehouse to the Anthony Wayne High School. This path would involve some curb and gutter, strorm sewer relocation and retaining walls to reduce R/W impacts.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$48,000		Village of Whitehouse		$48,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)														Village of Whitehouse		$0

		Construction (CO)		2027		$451,780								$112,950		Village of Whitehouse		$564,730

		Construction (CE)		2027		$14,400								$3,600		Village of Whitehouse		$18,000

		Contingency																$0

		Funding Totals 				$466,180				$0				$164,550				$630,730

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				73.9%				0.0%				26.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		6

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		4

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		6

		4. System Use & Performance		55		22

		Total		100		38

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		48



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-24: Finzel Rd. Improvements (formerly included Weckerly MUP)

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								1

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								2

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								6

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		3783 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								3

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								6

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		38

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		48
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TMACOG-25

		TMACOG-25: Angola Rd. and McCord Rd. Improvements



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County Engineers				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Sarah Rowland				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Angola, McCord

										Contact E-mail:		srowland@co.lucas.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The scope of work includes milling the existing pavement, performing spot full depth repairs, placing a two course asphalt concrete overlay, adjusting manholes, minor curb repairs, bringing drives to grade, placing pavement markings and RPMS, and other related work.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 1		Non-Federal Funding Source 1		Local Match 2		Non-Federal Funding Source 2		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$52,624		Lucas Co Engineers		$39,376		Village of Holland		$92,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																				$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$1,688,400								$145,178		Lucas Co Engineers		$108,629		Village of Holland		$1,942,207

		Construction (CE)		2029										$40,898		Lucas Co Engineers		$30,602		Village of Holland		$71,500

		Contingency		2029										$55,366		Lucas Co Engineers		$41,427		Village of Holland		$96,793

		Funding Totals 				$1,688,400				$0				$294,066				$220,034				$2,202,500

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				76.7%				0.0%				13.4%				10.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		4

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		21

		Total		100		39



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-25: Angola Rd. and McCord Rd. Improvements

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		4

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1		TARTA Flex (no fixed route)

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		77 (weighted)

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		4

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		4

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 591.2 (weighted)

				< 3%						0		3

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										On Plan Priority project list (#84 - sidewalk gaps)

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		41



mailto:srowland@co.lucas.oh.us

Test_TMACOG-25

		TMACOG-25: Angola Rd. and McCord Rd. Improvements																		Project scored 3 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County Engineers				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Sarah Rowland				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Angola, McCord

										Contact E-mail:		srowland@co.lucas.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The scope of work includes milling the existing pavement, performing spot full depth repairs, placing a two course asphalt concrete overlay, adjusting manholes, minor curb repairs, bringing drives to grade, placing pavement markings and RPMS, and other related work.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 1		Non-Federal Funding Source 1		Local Match 2		Non-Federal Funding Source 2		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$52,624		Lucas Co Engineers		$39,376		Village of Holland		$92,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																				$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$1,688,400								$145,178		Lucas Co Engineers		$108,629		Village of Holland		$1,942,207

		Construction (CE)		2029										$40,898		Lucas Co Engineers		$30,602		Village of Holland		$71,500

		Contingency		2029										$55,366		Lucas Co Engineers		$41,427		Village of Holland		$96,793

		Funding Totals 				$1,688,400				$0				$294,066				$220,034				$2,202,500

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				76.7%				0.0%				13.4%				10.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		4

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		4

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		6

		4. System Use & Performance		55		18

		Total		100		32

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		42



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-25: Angola Rd. and McCord Rd. Improvements

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0		Rail line within distance but I don't see any businesses that have access

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								0

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								6

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		1

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		intersection = 6913 (ave) + Angola = 10,425 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								3

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		32

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		42
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TMACOG-26

		TMACOG-26: Salisbury Rd. Improvements



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County Engineers				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Sarah Rowland				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Salisbury

										Contact E-mail:		srowland@co.lucas.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The scope of work includes milling the existing pavement, performing spot full depth repairs, placing a two course asphalt concrete overlay, adjusting manholes, minor curb repairs, placing pavement markings and RPMS, and other related work.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$50,500		Lucas Co Engineers		$50,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$500,000								$620,742		Lucas Co Engineers		$1,120,742

		Construction (CE)												$39,500		Lucas Co Engineers		$39,500

		Contingency												$56,258		Lucas Co Engineers		$56,258

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$767,000				$1,267,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				39.5%				0.0%				60.5%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		11

		5. System Use and Performance		60		20

		Total		100		34



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-26: Salisbury Rd. Improvements

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		0

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1		TARTA Flex (no fixed route)

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		77

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		3

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		5

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		0

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		34



mailto:srowland@co.lucas.oh.us

Test_TMACOG-26

		TMACOG-26: Salisbury Rd Improvements																		Project scored 3 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County Engineers				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Sarah Rowland				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Salisbury

										Contact E-mail:		srowland@co.lucas.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The scope of work includes milling the existing pavement, performing spot full depth repairs, placing a two course asphalt concrete overlay, adjusting manholes, minor curb repairs, placing pavement markings and RPMS, and other related work.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$50,500		Lucas Co Engineers		$50,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2029		$500,000								$620,742		Lucas Co Engineers		$1,120,742

		Construction (CE)												$39,500		Lucas Co Engineers		$39,500

		Contingency												$56,258		Lucas Co Engineers		$56,258

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$767,000				$1,267,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				39.5%				0.0%				60.5%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		9

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		4

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		10

		4. System Use & Performance		55		14

		Total		100		37

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		37



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-26: Salisbury Rd Improvements

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								4

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								3

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		1		Salisbury at I-475 SB exit ramp

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		9300 (old count, just off to the west is a more recent count of 12,350)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								2

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		3

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		37

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		37
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TMACOG-27

		TMACOG-27: Roachton Rd. Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Wood County Engineers				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Jason Sisco				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-354-9070				Route:		Roachton

										Contact E-mail:		JSisco@woodcountyohio.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Mill and fill Roachton Road from SR 65 to CSX Railroad and from 400 feet west of SR 25 to I-75 bridge.  Project includes milling the existing service, placing asphalt surface course.  Project will also include berm, pavement markings, manhole adjustments, sidewalk and curb ramp upgrades.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2027										$100,000		Wood Co Engineers		$100,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$500,000								$500,200		Wood Co Engineers		$1,000,200

		Construction (CE)		2028										$100,000		Wood Co Engineers		$100,000

		Contingency		2028										$100,000		Wood Co Engineers		$100,000

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$800,200				$1,300,200

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				38.5%				0.0%				61.5%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		23

		Total		100		38



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-27: Roachton Rd. Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2		0

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		0

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6		0

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		0

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		0

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		68 (weighted)

				19. ITS project						3		0

		(Maximum Points = 60)		21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		4

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										truck ADT = 651.27 (weighted)

				< 3%						0		3

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3		0

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Not listed

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10		0

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		43





Test_TMACOG-27

		TMACOG-27: Roachton Road Resurfacing																		Project scored 18 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Wood County Engineers				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Jason Sisco				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-354-9070				Route:		Roachton

										Contact E-mail:		JSisco@woodcountyohio.gov				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Mill and fill Roachton Road from SR 65 to CSX Railroad and from 400 feet west of SR 25 to I-75 bridge.  Project includes milling the existing service, placing asphalt surface course.  Project will also include berm, pavement markings, manhole adjustments, sidewalk and curb ramp upgrades.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2027										$100,000		Wood Co Engineers		$100,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2028		$500,000								$500,200		Wood Co Engineers		$1,000,200

		Construction (CE)		2028										$100,000		Wood Co Engineers		$100,000

		Contingency		2028										$100,000		Wood Co Engineers		$100,000

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$800,200				$1,300,200

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				38.5%				0.0%				61.5%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		10

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		10

		4. System Use & Performance		55		26

		Total		100		46

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		56



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-27: Roachton Road Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								3		Within distance, in Levis Commons area (according to aerial photo - SCHUTZ Container Systems)

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								2

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		5717 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								3

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		46

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		56

































2024 
Round

(Difference: 
Original vs. 
Rescore)

ID Project Sponsor Project Name Test 
Points

ORIG 
Points

Difference

TMACOG-01 City of Bowling Green Dunbridge Rd. Resurfacing 63 48 +15
TMACOG-20 City of Toledo Tremainsville Rd. Resurfacing 56 61 -5
TMACOG-27 Wood County Engineers Roachton Rd. Resurfacing 56 38 +18
TMACOG-03 City of Oregon Navarre Ave. Resurfacing 52 41 +11
TMACOG-16 City of Toledo Lewis Ave. Reconstruction 51 55 -4
TMACOG-18 City of Toledo Sylvania Ave. Reconstruction 51 49 +2
TMACOG-06 City of Sylvania Main St. Reconstruction 49 52 -3
TMACOG-09 City of Toledo Byrne Rd. Resurfacing 48 48 0
TMACOG-15 City of Toledo Lawrence Ave. Reconstruction 48 54 -6
TMACOG-24 Village of Whitehouse Finzel Rd. Improvements 48 38 +10
TMACOG-08 City of Toledo Broadway St. Reconstruction 47 52 -5
TMACOG-17 City of Toledo Seaman Rd. Reconstruction 47 49 -2
TMACOG-07 City of Toledo Ashland Ave. Reconstruction 46 57 -11
TMACOG-11 City of Toledo Glanzman Rd. Reclamation 45 47 -2
TMACOG-10 City of Toledo Delaware Ave. Resurfacing 42 41 +1

TMACOG-25 Lucas County Engineers Angola Rd. and McCord Rd. 
Improvements

42 39 +3

TMACOG-23 Village of Holland McCord Rd. Roundabout 41 34 +7
TMACOG-22 Village of Holland Clark St. Improvements 40 29 +11

TMACOG-04 City of Perrysburg East South Boundary St. 
Rehabilitation

38 33 +5

TMACOG-21 City of Waterville SR 64 Right Turn Lane at US 24 
Interchange

38 28 +10

TMACOG-26 Lucas County Engineers Salisbury Rd. Improvements 37 34 +3

TMACOG-13 City of Toledo Heatherdowns Bl. (Reynolds to 
Eastgate) Resurfacing

35 39 -4

TMACOG-12 City of Toledo Heatherdowns Bl. (Perrysburg-
Holland to Reynolds) Resurfacing

34 37 -3

TMACOG-05 City of Rossford Superior St. @ Eagle Point Rd. 
Roundabout

33 40 -7

2024 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation - TEST


Differences

		2024		ORIGINAL		RESCORE				2021		ORIGINAL		RESCORE

		Toledo: large projects		4 / $15.6m		4 / $16.2m				Toledo: large projects		4 / $14.8m		3 / $12.6m

		Toledo: small projects		2 / $1m		1 / $500k				Toledo: small projects		2 / $1m		2 / $1m

		Toledo: total		$16,648,000		$16,721,680				Toledo: total		$15,772,160		$13,598,800

		Toledo: % of funding		79.80%		79.90%				Toledo: % of funding		72.90%		67.60%

		Others: large projects		1 / $998k		1 / $998k				Others: large projects		1 / $2.9m		3 / $3.8m

		Others: small projects		7 / $3.2m		7 / $3.2m				Others: small projects		7 / $3.0m		6 / $2.7m

		Others: total		$4,202,740		$4,202,740				Others: total		$5,849,150		$6,527,078

		Others: % of funding		20.20%		20.10%				Others: % of funding		27.10%		32.40%

														$20,125,878







2024 STBG Summary - ORIG

		2024 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation - ORIGINAL

		ID		Project Sponsor		Project Name		Economic Development		Livability		Inter-Connectivity		Sustainability		System Use and Performance		Total Points		STBG Funding Requested		Total Project Cost

		TMACOG-20		City of Toledo		Tremainsville Rd. Resurfacing		6		11		4		4		36		61		$2,051,120		$3,025,400				Toledo = 4 large ($15,648,000) and 2 small ($1,000,000) = $16,648,000

		TMACOG-07		City of Toledo		Ashland Ave. Reconstruction		6		2		4		6		39		57		$3,425,440		$5,048,404				Else = 1 large ($998,400) and 7 small ($3,204,340) = $4,202,740

		TMACOG-16		City of Toledo		Lewis Ave. Reconstruction		6		6		4		4		35		55		$5,600,240		$8,260,350

		TMACOG-15		City of Toledo		Lawrence Ave. Reconstruction		6		4		0		4		40		54		$4,571,200		$6,742,520

		TMACOG-06		City of Sylvania		Main St. Reconstruction		6		11		4		13		18		52		$500,000		$2,433,581

		TMACOG-08		City of Toledo		Broadway St. Reconstruction		6		6		4		6		30		52		$6,594,320		$9,726,620

		TMACOG-17		City of Toledo		Seaman Rd. Reconstruction		6		6		4		6		27		49		$4,221,600		$6,226,860

		TMACOG-18		City of Toledo		Sylvania Ave. Reconstruction		6		1		0		12		30		49		$3,999,120		$5,898,702

		TMACOG-01		City of Bowling Green		Dunbridge Rd. Resurfacing		4		3		0		13		28		48		$998,400		$1,460,800

		TMACOG-09		City of Toledo		Byrne Rd. Resurfacing		6		1		4		9		28		48		$3,053,840		$4,504,410

		TMACOG-11		City of Toledo		Glanzman Rd. Reclamation		6		6		0		11		24		47		$500,000		$2,446,848

		TMACOG-03		City of Oregon		Navarre Ave. Resurfacing		2		3		4		13		19		41		$500,000		$1,329,643

		TMACOG-10		City of Toledo		Delaware Ave. Resurfacing		2		1		4		11		23		41		$500,000		$1,311,090

		TMACOG-05		City of Rossford		Superior St. @ Eagle Point Rd. Roundabout		6		4		4		13		13		40		$3,195,000		$4,993,000

		TMACOG-13		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Reynolds to Eastgate) Resurfacing		6		1		4		4		24		39		$2,196,480		$3,239,808

		TMACOG-25		Lucas County Engineers		Angola Rd. and McCord Rd. Improvements		4		1		0		13		21		39		$1,688,400		$2,202,500

		TMACOG-24		Village of Whitehouse		Finzel Rd. Improvements & Weckerly Rd. Multi Use Path		2		0		0		13		23		38		$466,180		$630,730

		TMACOG-27		Wood County Engineers		Roachton Rd. Resurfacing		2		0		0		13		23		38		$500,000		$1,300,200

		TMACOG-12		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Perrysburg-Holland to Reynolds) Resurfacing		4		1		4		11		17		37		$500,000		$2,187,720

		TMACOG-23		Village of Holland		McCord Rd. Roundabout		0		0		4		9		21		34		$238,160		$338,600

		TMACOG-26		Lucas County Engineers		Salisbury Rd. Improvements		2		1		0		11		20		34		$500,000		$1,267,000

		TMACOG-04		City of Perrysburg		East South Boundary St. Rehabilitation		2		0		0		13		18		33		$500,000		$899,698

		TMACOG-22		Village of Holland		Clark St. Improvements		2		0		0		13		14		29		$306,000		$435,000

		TMACOG-21		City of Waterville		SR 64 Right Turn Lane at US 24 Interchange		2		6		0		13		7		28		$548,000		$755,000

		TMACOG-02		City of Northwood		Curtice Rd. Pavement and Drainage Improvements		0		0		0		0		0		0		$8,076,400		$8,917,900		WITHDRAWN

		TMACOG-14		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Schneider to Byrne) Resurfacing		0		0		0		0		0		0		$2,028,800		$2,992,480		WITHDRAWN

		TMACOG-19		City of Toledo		Tiffin St./George Hardy Dr./John Carey Dr. Resurfacing		0		0		0		0		0		0		$1,217,360		$1,795,600		WITHDRAWN

		Large Project		$16,646,400

		Small Project		$4,204,340

				$20,850,740





2024 STBG Summary - TEST

		2024 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation - TEST

		ID		Project Sponsor		Project Name		Economic Development		Livability & Interconnectivity		Project Readiness & Funding		System Use and Performance		#1 Project Bonus		Test Points		ORIG Points		Difference		STBG Funding Requested		Total Project Cost

		TMACOG-01		City of Bowling Green		Dunbridge Rd. Resurfacing		7		6		9		31		10		63		48		+15		$998,400		$1,460,800				Toledo = 4 large ($16,221,680) and 1 small ($500,000) = $16,721,680 (79.9%)

		TMACOG-20		City of Toledo		Tremainsville Rd. Resurfacing		2		15		3		36		0		56		61		-5		$2,051,120		$3,025,400				Else = 1 large ($998,400) and 7 small ($3,204,340) = $4,202,740 (20.1%)

		TMACOG-27		Wood County Engineers		Roachton Rd. Resurfacing		10		0		10		26		10		56		38		+18		$500,000		$1,300,200

		TMACOG-03		City of Oregon		Navarre Ave. Resurfacing		6		7		11		18		10		52		41		+11		$500,000		$1,329,643

		TMACOG-16		City of Toledo		Lewis Ave. Reconstruction		4		10		3		34		0		51		55		-4		$5,600,240		$8,260,350

		TMACOG-18		City of Toledo		Sylvania Ave. Reconstruction		2		4		3		32		10		51		49		+2		$3,999,120		$5,898,702

		TMACOG-06		City of Sylvania		Main St. Reconstruction		3		15		6		15		10		49		52		-3		$500,000		$2,433,581

		TMACOG-09		City of Toledo		Byrne Rd. Resurfacing		6		5		8		29		0		48		48		0		$3,053,840		$4,504,410

		TMACOG-15		City of Toledo		Lawrence Ave. Reconstruction		1		7		3		37		0		48		54		-6		$4,571,200		$6,742,520

		TMACOG-24		Village of Whitehouse		Finzel Rd. Improvements		6		4		6		22		10		48		38		+10		$466,180		$630,730

		TMACOG-08		City of Toledo		Broadway St. Reconstruction		3		10		5		29		0		47		52		-5		$6,594,320		$9,726,620

		TMACOG-17		City of Toledo		Seaman Rd. Reconstruction		4		10		5		28		0		47		49		-2		$4,221,600		$6,226,860

		TMACOG-07		City of Toledo		Ashland Ave. Reconstruction		2		6		5		33		0		46		57		-11		$3,425,440		$5,048,404

		TMACOG-11		City of Toledo		Glanzman Rd. Reclamation		2		9		10		24		0		45		47		-2		$500,000		$2,446,848

		TMACOG-10		City of Toledo		Delaware Ave. Resurfacing		2		5		10		25		0		42		41		+1		$500,000		$1,311,090

		TMACOG-25		Lucas County Engineers		Angola Rd. and McCord Rd. Improvements		4		4		6		18		10		42		39		+3		$1,688,400		$2,202,500

		TMACOG-23		Village of Holland		McCord Rd. Roundabout		5		4		8		24		0		41		34		+7		$238,160		$338,600

		TMACOG-22		Village of Holland		Clark St. Improvements		2		3		8		17		10		40		29		+11		$306,000		$435,000

		TMACOG-04		City of Perrysburg		East South Boundary St. Rehabilitation		2		3		10		13		10		38		33		+5		$500,000		$899,698

		TMACOG-21		City of Waterville		SR 64 Right Turn Lane at US 24 Interchange		7		9		6		6		10		38		28		+10		$548,000		$755,000

		TMACOG-26		Lucas County Engineers		Salisbury Rd. Improvements		9		4		10		14		0		37		34		+3		$500,000		$1,267,000

		TMACOG-13		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Reynolds to Eastgate) Resurfacing		4		5		3		23		0		35		39		-4		$2,196,480		$3,239,808

		TMACOG-12		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Perrysburg-Holland to Reynolds) Resurfacing		3		5		10		16		0		34		37		-3		$500,000		$2,187,720

		TMACOG-05		City of Rossford		Superior St. @ Eagle Point Rd. Roundabout		3		7		5		8		10		33		40		-7		$3,195,000		$4,993,000

		TMACOG-02		City of Northwood		Curtice Rd. Pavement and Drainage Improvements		0		0		0		0				0						$8,076,400		$8,917,900

		TMACOG-14		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Schneider to Byrne) Resurfacing		0		0		0		0				0						$2,028,800		$2,992,480

		TMACOG-19		City of Toledo		Tiffin St./George Hardy Dr./John Carey Dr. Resurfacing		0		0		0		0				0						$1,217,360		$1,795,600

		Large Project		$4,040,800

		Small Project		$18,534,600

				$22,575,400





2021 STBG Summary - ORIG

		2021 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation - ORIGINAL

		ID		Project Sponsor		Project Name		Economic Development		Livability		Inter-Connectivity		Sustainability		System Use and Performance		Total Points		STBG Funding Requested		Total Project Cost		CRRSAA Eligible

		TMACOG-16		City of Toledo		Summit St Cycle Track Phase 1		6		11		4		10		40		71		$4,725,600		$6,970,260

		TMACOG-17		City of Toledo		Summit St Cycle Track Phase 2		6		11		4		10		36		67		$4,460,080		$6,578,618

		TMACOG-10		City of Toledo		Douglas Rd Reconstruction		6		11		0		5		35		57		$2,173,360		$3,205,706

		TMACOG-07		City of Sylvania		Erie & Monroe Roundabout and Resurfacing		6		10		4		13		22		55		$2,861,950		$4,028,132

		TMACOG-08		City of Toledo		Arlington Ave Reconstruction		6		3		4		13		29		55		$3,413,120		$5,034,352

		TMACOG-19		City of Toledo		Tremainsville Rd Resurfacing		6		6		4		10		28		54		$1,642,320		$2,422,426		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-05		City of Rossford		Glenwood & Buck Roundabout		4		6		4		5		34		53		$985,600		$1,500,000		CRRSAA - Not Recommended

		TMACOG-20		City of Waterville		Waterville-Monclova Rd		4		10		0		13		26		53		$1,086,278		$1,532,848

		TMACOG-28		Village of North Baltimore		E Broadway St		6		10		0		13		24		53		$1,766,000		$2,759,800		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-29		Village of North Baltimore		E Broadway St Small Project		6		10		0		13		24		53		$500,000		$2,759,800		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-01		City of Bowling Green		Brim and Bishop		6		11		0		13		20		50		$1,888,480		$2,618,600

		TMACOG-33		Lucas County		Monclova Rd		6		11		0		11		21		49		$2,119,287		$3,119,109

		TMACOG-26		Monclova Twp		Monclova & Waterville-Monclova Roundabout		2		9		0		13		23		47		$500,000		$942,800

		TMACOG-27		Perrysburg Twp		Five Point Rd		4		0		0		10		33		47		$1,748,750		$2,285,868		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-12		City of Toledo		Lagrange St Resurfacing		4		3		4		12		23		46		$500,000		$1,758,908		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-18		City of Toledo		Sylvania Ave Resurfacing		4		1		4		12		25		46		$500,000		$1,688,344

		TMACOG-06		City of Rossford		SR 65 & Glenwood Intersection Improvements		2		3		4		13		23		45		$448,000		$650,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-13		City of Toledo		Laskey Rd Resurfacing		6		1		0		10		28		45		$1,829,200		$2,698,070

		TMACOG-15		City of Toledo		Schneider Rd Reconstruction		6		1		0		7		31		45		$1,871,440		$2,760,374

		TMACOG-09		City of Toledo		Consaul St Reconstruction		6		6		0		5		27		44		$4,766,160		$7,030,086

		TMACOG-11		City of Toledo		Glendale Ave Resurfacing		6		1		4		12		19		42		$500,000		$2,354,690

		TMACOG-14		City of Toledo		Richards Rd Resurfacing and Sidepath		4		11		0		5		22		42		$1,112,400		$1,640,790

		TMACOG-30		Village of Swanton		Hallett Phase A		2		5		0		13		20		40		$448,000		$800,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-03		City of Oregon		Coy Rd Resurfacing		2		2		0		11		22		37		$500,000		$975,812		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-21		Lucas County		Albon and Monclova Roundabout		4		11		0		5		16		36		$1,073,848		$1,871,315

		TMACOG-04		City of Oregon		Starr Ave Rehabilitation		2		2		0		13		18		35		$500,000		$1,047,216

		TMACOG-25		Lucas County		Talmadge Rd		2		1		4		7		21		35		$593,600		$777,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-32		Wood County		Luckey Rd		2		0		0		13		20		35		$412,000		$515,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-24		Lucas County		Sylvania & Herr Roundabout		2		11		0		4		16		33		$843,681		$1,286,604

		TMACOG-31		Village of Swanton		Hallett Phase B		2		5		0		8		16		31		$371,200		$580,000

		TMACOG-23		Lucas County		Laskey Rd Resurfacing		2		5		0		7		16		30		$322,800		$421,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-22		Lucas County		Bancroft and McCord Resurfacings		2		5		0		7		15		29		$381,200		$497,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-02		City of Maumee		US 24 Safety Improvements		6		11		4		13		34		0		$495,000		$14,252,723		CRRSAA

						Recommended for Funding														$17,634,110

						CRRSAA Recommended for Funding														$3,538,320

						Small Projects Recommended for Funding														$3,987,200

						Total Funding Recommendation														$25,159,630		$21,621,310





2021 STBG Summary - TEST

		2021 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation

		ID		Project Sponsor		Project Name		Economic Development		Livability & Interconnectivity		Project Readiness & Funding		System Use & Performance		#1 Project Bonus		Total Points		ORIG Point		Difference		STBG Funding Requested		Total Project Cost

		TMACOG-05		City of Rossford		Glenwood & Buck Roundabout		7		10		4		37		10		68		53		+15		$985,600		$1,500,000						Toledo = 3 large ($12,598,800) and 2 small ($1,000,000) = $13,598,800 (66%)

		TMACOG-16		City of Toledo		Summit St Cycle Track Phase 1		6		15		9		33		0		63		71		-8		$4,725,600		$6,970,260						Else = 3 large ($3,837,878) and 6 small ($2,689,200) = $6,527,078 (34%)

		TMACOG-08		City of Toledo		Arlington Ave Reconstruction		5		7		9		30		10		61		55		+6		$3,413,120		$5,034,352

		TMACOG-17		City of Toledo		Summit St Cycle Track Phase 2		6		15		9		30		0		60		67		-7		$4,460,080		$6,578,618

		TMACOG-29		Village of North Baltimore		E Broadway St Small Project		4		10		12		22		10		58		53		+7		$500,000		$2,759,800		lg proj instead

		TMACOG-28		Village of North Baltimore		E Broadway St		4		10		12		22		10		58		53		+5		$1,766,000		$2,759,800

		TMACOG-20		City of Waterville		Waterville-Monclova Rd		7		13		4		23		10		57		53		+4		$1,086,278		$1,532,848

		TMACOG-01		City of Bowling Green		Brim and Bishop		7		15		4		17		10		53		50		+3		$1,888,480		$2,618,600

		TMACOG-26		Monclova Twp		Monclova & Waterville-Monclova Roundabout		7		12		6		17		10		52		47		+5		$500,000		$942,800

		TMACOG-27		Perrysburg Twp		Five Point Rd		7		0		2		33		10		52		47		+5		$1,748,750		$2,285,868

		TMACOG-19		City of Toledo		Tremainsville Rd Resurfacing		2		10		9		29		0		50		54		-4		$1,642,320		$2,422,426

		TMACOG-07		City of Sylvania		Erie & Monroe Roundabout and Resurfacing		3		14		4		18		10		49		55		-6		$2,861,950		$4,028,132

		TMACOG-06		City of Rossford		SR 65 & Glenwood Intersection Improvements		9		7		4		18		10		48		45		+3		$448,000		$650,000

		TMACOG-33		Lucas County		Monclova Rd		7		12		3		16		10		48		49		-1		$2,119,287		$3,119,109

		TMACOG-09		City of Toledo		Consaul St Reconstruction		5		9		4		29		0		47		44		+3		$4,766,160		$7,030,086

		TMACOG-04		City of Oregon		Starr Ave Rehabilitation		3		5		11		16		10		45		35		+10		$500,000		$1,047,216

		TMACOG-10		City of Toledo		Douglas Rd Reconstruction		3		14		4		24		0		45		57		-12		$2,173,360		$3,205,706

		TMACOG-12		City of Toledo		Lagrange St Resurfacing		3		7		11		24		0		45		57		-12		$500,000		$1,758,908

		TMACOG-13		City of Toledo		Laskey Rd Resurfacing		4		4		9		28		0		45		45		0		$1,829,200		$2,698,070

		TMACOG-32		Wood County		Luckey Rd		7		0		6		21		10		44		35		+9		$412,000		$515,000

		TMACOG-18		City of Toledo		Sylvania Ave Resurfacing		3		5		11		24		0		43		46		-3		$500,000		$1,688,344		next 2nd project (small)

		TMACOG-30		Village of Swanton		Hallett Phase A		4		5		8		16		10		43		40		+3		$448,000		$800,000

		TMACOG-11		City of Toledo		Glendale Ave Resurfacing		6		5		11		19		0		41		42		-1		$500,000		$2,354,690

		TMACOG-03		City of Oregon		Coy Rd Resurfacing		7		5		11		17		0		40		37		+3		$500,000		$975,812

		TMACOG-14		City of Toledo		Richards Rd Resurfacing and Sidepath		3		14		4		18		0		39		42		-3		$1,112,400		$1,640,790

		TMACOG-24		Lucas County		Sylvania & Herr Roundabout		8		15		3		12		0		38		33		+5		$843,681		$1,286,604

		TMACOG-21		Lucas County		Albon and Monclova Roundabout		7		15		5		10		0		37		36		+1		$1,073,848		$1,871,315

		TMACOG-15		City of Toledo		Schneider Rd Reconstruction		1		4		6		22		0		33		45		-12		$1,871,440		$2,760,374

		TMACOG-25		Lucas County		Talmadge Rd		3		5		6		19		0		33		35		-2		$593,600		$777,000

		TMACOG-31		Village of Swanton		Hallett Phase B		7		5		8		13		0		33		31		+2		$371,200		$580,000

		TMACOG-22		Lucas County		Bancroft and McCord Resurfacings		3		8		6		13		0		30		29		+1		$381,200		$497,000

		TMACOG-23		Lucas County		Laskey Rd Resurfacing		3		8		6		12		0		29		30		-1		$322,800		$421,000

		TMACOG-02		City of Maumee		US 24 Safety Improvements		12		15		8		38		10		83		0				$495,000		$14,252,723

						Recommended for Funding																		$16,436,678

						CRRSAA Recommended for Funding																		$4,617,078

						Small Projects Recommended for Funding																		$9,611,797

						Total Funding Recommendation																		$26,048,475		exclude CRRSAA 







Differences – 2024 round
ORIGINAL LIST:

Toledo: 4 large and 2 small projects 
 * $16,648,000
 * 79.8%

All others: 1 large and 7 small 
projects
 * $4,202,740
 * 20.2%

RESCORE LIST:

Toledo: 4 large and 1 small projects 
 * $16,721,680
 * 79.9%

All others: 1 large and 7 small 
projects
 * $4,202,740
 * 20.1%

Projects shuffled around, but no major differences to award amounts.



2021 
Round
(Original)

* Items highlighted in blue are CRRSAA funded projects not 
typical of a STBG solicitation round.

Large Project $17,634,110
Small Project +$3,987,200 

$21,621,310 

ID Project Sponsor Project Name
Total 

Points

STBG 
Funding 

Requested

Total Project 
Cost

TMACOG-16 City of Toledo Summit St Cycle Track Phase 1 71 $4,725,600 $6,970,260
TMACOG-17 City of Toledo Summit St Cycle Track Phase 2 67 $4,460,080 $6,578,618
TMACOG-10 City of Toledo Douglas Rd Reconstruction 57 $2,173,360 $3,205,706

TMACOG-07 City of Sylvania Erie & Monroe Roundabout and 
Resurfacing

55 $2,861,950 $4,028,132

TMACOG-08 City of Toledo Arlington Ave Reconstruction 55 $3,413,120 $5,034,352
TMACOG-19 City of Toledo Tremainsville Rd Resurfacing 54 $1,642,320 $2,422,426
TMACOG-05 City of Rossford Glenwood & Buck Roundabout 53 $985,600 $1,500,000
TMACOG-20 City of Waterville Waterville-Monclova Rd 53 $1,086,278 $1,532,848
TMACOG-28 Village of North Baltimore E Broadway St 53 $1,766,000 $2,759,800
TMACOG-29 Village of North Baltimore E Broadway St Small Project 53 $500,000 $2,759,800
TMACOG-01 City of Bowling Green Brim and Bishop 50 $1,888,480 $2,618,600
TMACOG-33 Lucas County Monclova Rd 49 $2,119,287 $3,119,109

TMACOG-26 Monclova Twp Monclova & Waterville-Monclova 
Roundabout

47 $500,000 $942,800

TMACOG-27 Perrysburg Twp Five Point Rd 47 $1,748,750 $2,285,868
TMACOG-12 City of Toledo Lagrange St Resurfacing 46 $500,000 $1,758,908
TMACOG-18 City of Toledo Sylvania Ave Resurfacing 46 $500,000 $1,688,344

TMACOG-06 City of Rossford SR 65 & Glenwood Intersection 
Improvements

45 $448,000 $650,000

TMACOG-13 City of Toledo Laskey Rd Resurfacing 45 $1,829,200 $2,698,070
TMACOG-15 City of Toledo Schneider Rd Reconstruction 45 $1,871,440 $2,760,374
TMACOG-09 City of Toledo Consaul St Reconstruction 44 $4,766,160 $7,030,086
TMACOG-11 City of Toledo Glendale Ave Resurfacing 42 $500,000 $2,354,690

TMACOG-14 City of Toledo Richards Rd Resurfacing and 
Sidepath

42 $1,112,400 $1,640,790

TMACOG-30 Village of Swanton Hallett Phase A 40 $448,000 $800,000
TMACOG-03 City of Oregon Coy Rd Resurfacing 37 $500,000 $975,812
TMACOG-21 Lucas County Albon and Monclova Roundabout 36 $1,073,848 $1,871,315
TMACOG-04 City of Oregon Starr Ave Rehabilitation 35 $500,000 $1,047,216
TMACOG-25 Lucas County Talmadge Rd 35 $593,600 $777,000
TMACOG-32 Wood County Luckey Rd 35 $412,000 $515,000
TMACOG-24 Lucas County Sylvania & Herr Roundabout 33 $843,681 $1,286,604
TMACOG-31 Village of Swanton Hallett Phase B 31 $371,200 $580,000
TMACOG-23 Lucas County Laskey Rd Resurfacing 30 $322,800 $421,000
TMACOG-22 Lucas County Bancroft and McCord Resurfacings 29 $381,200 $497,000

2021 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation - ORIGINAL


STBG Summary - ORIG

		2021 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation - ORIGINAL

		ID		Project Sponsor		Project Name		Economic Development		Livability		Inter-Connectivity		Sustainability		System Use and Performance		Total Points		STBG Funding Requested		Total Project Cost		CRRSAA Eligible

		TMACOG-16		City of Toledo		Summit St Cycle Track Phase 1		6		11		4		10		40		71		$4,725,600		$6,970,260

		TMACOG-17		City of Toledo		Summit St Cycle Track Phase 2		6		11		4		10		36		67		$4,460,080		$6,578,618

		TMACOG-10		City of Toledo		Douglas Rd Reconstruction		6		11		0		5		35		57		$2,173,360		$3,205,706

		TMACOG-07		City of Sylvania		Erie & Monroe Roundabout and Resurfacing		6		10		4		13		22		55		$2,861,950		$4,028,132

		TMACOG-08		City of Toledo		Arlington Ave Reconstruction		6		3		4		13		29		55		$3,413,120		$5,034,352

		TMACOG-19		City of Toledo		Tremainsville Rd Resurfacing		6		6		4		10		28		54		$1,642,320		$2,422,426		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-05		City of Rossford		Glenwood & Buck Roundabout		4		6		4		5		34		53		$985,600		$1,500,000		CRRSAA - Not Recommended

		TMACOG-20		City of Waterville		Waterville-Monclova Rd		4		10		0		13		26		53		$1,086,278		$1,532,848

		TMACOG-28		Village of North Baltimore		E Broadway St		6		10		0		13		24		53		$1,766,000		$2,759,800		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-29		Village of North Baltimore		E Broadway St Small Project		6		10		0		13		24		53		$500,000		$2,759,800		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-01		City of Bowling Green		Brim and Bishop		6		11		0		13		20		50		$1,888,480		$2,618,600

		TMACOG-33		Lucas County		Monclova Rd		6		11		0		11		21		49		$2,119,287		$3,119,109

		TMACOG-26		Monclova Twp		Monclova & Waterville-Monclova Roundabout		2		9		0		13		23		47		$500,000		$942,800

		TMACOG-27		Perrysburg Twp		Five Point Rd		4		0		0		10		33		47		$1,748,750		$2,285,868		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-12		City of Toledo		Lagrange St Resurfacing		4		3		4		12		23		46		$500,000		$1,758,908		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-18		City of Toledo		Sylvania Ave Resurfacing		4		1		4		12		25		46		$500,000		$1,688,344

		TMACOG-06		City of Rossford		SR 65 & Glenwood Intersection Improvements		2		3		4		13		23		45		$448,000		$650,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-13		City of Toledo		Laskey Rd Resurfacing		6		1		0		10		28		45		$1,829,200		$2,698,070

		TMACOG-15		City of Toledo		Schneider Rd Reconstruction		6		1		0		7		31		45		$1,871,440		$2,760,374

		TMACOG-09		City of Toledo		Consaul St Reconstruction		6		6		0		5		27		44		$4,766,160		$7,030,086

		TMACOG-11		City of Toledo		Glendale Ave Resurfacing		6		1		4		12		19		42		$500,000		$2,354,690

		TMACOG-14		City of Toledo		Richards Rd Resurfacing and Sidepath		4		11		0		5		22		42		$1,112,400		$1,640,790

		TMACOG-30		Village of Swanton		Hallett Phase A		2		5		0		13		20		40		$448,000		$800,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-03		City of Oregon		Coy Rd Resurfacing		2		2		0		11		22		37		$500,000		$975,812		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-21		Lucas County		Albon and Monclova Roundabout		4		11		0		5		16		36		$1,073,848		$1,871,315

		TMACOG-04		City of Oregon		Starr Ave Rehabilitation		2		2		0		13		18		35		$500,000		$1,047,216

		TMACOG-25		Lucas County		Talmadge Rd		2		1		4		7		21		35		$593,600		$777,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-32		Wood County		Luckey Rd		2		0		0		13		20		35		$412,000		$515,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-24		Lucas County		Sylvania & Herr Roundabout		2		11		0		4		16		33		$843,681		$1,286,604

		TMACOG-31		Village of Swanton		Hallett Phase B		2		5		0		8		16		31		$371,200		$580,000

		TMACOG-23		Lucas County		Laskey Rd Resurfacing		2		5		0		7		16		30		$322,800		$421,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-22		Lucas County		Bancroft and McCord Resurfacings		2		5		0		7		15		29		$381,200		$497,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-02		City of Maumee		US 24 Safety Improvements		6		11		4		13		34		0		$495,000		$14,252,723		CRRSAA

						Recommended for Funding														$17,634,110

						CRRSAA Recommended for Funding														$3,538,320

						Small Projects Recommended for Funding														$3,987,200

						Total Funding Recommendation														$25,159,630





STBG Summary TEST

		2021 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation

		ID		Project Sponsor		Project Name		Economic Development		Livability & Interconnectivity		Project Readiness & Funding		System Use & Performance		#1 Project Bonus		Total Points		STBG Funding Requested		Total Project Cost		CRRSAA Eligible

		TMACOG-05		City of Rossford		Glenwood & Buck Roundabout		7		10		4		37		10		68		$985,600		$1,500,000		CRRSAA - Not Recommended				Toledo = 3 large ($12,598,800) and 2 small ($1,000,000) = $13,598,800 (66%)

		TMACOG-16		City of Toledo		Summit St Cycle Track Phase 1		6		15		9		33		0		63		$4,725,600		$6,970,260						Else = 3 large ($3,837,878) and 7 small ($3,184,200) = $7,022,078 (34%)

		TMACOG-08		City of Toledo		Arlington Ave Reconstruction		5		7		9		30		10		61		$3,413,120		$5,034,352

		TMACOG-17		City of Toledo		Summit St Cycle Track Phase 2		6		15		9		30		0		60		$4,460,080		$6,578,618

		TMACOG-29		Village of North Baltimore		E Broadway St Small Project		4		10		14		22		10		60		$500,000		$2,759,800		CRRSAA		lg proj instead

		TMACOG-28		Village of North Baltimore		E Broadway St		4		10		12		22		10		58		$1,766,000		$2,759,800		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-20		City of Waterville		Waterville-Monclova Rd		7		13		4		23		10		57		$1,086,278		$1,532,848

		TMACOG-01		City of Bowling Green		Brim and Bishop		7		15		4		17		10		53		$1,888,480		$2,618,600

		TMACOG-27		Perrysburg Twp		Five Point Rd		7		0		2		33		10		52		$1,748,750		$2,285,868		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-26		Monclova Twp		Monclova & Waterville-Monclova Roundabout		7		12		6		17		10		52		$500,000		$942,800

		TMACOG-19		City of Toledo		Tremainsville Rd Resurfacing		2		10		9		29		0		50		$1,642,320		$2,422,426		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-07		City of Sylvania		Erie & Monroe Roundabout and Resurfacing		3		14		4		18		10		49		$2,861,950		$4,028,132

		TMACOG-33		Lucas County		Monclova Rd		7		12		3		16		10		48		$2,119,287		$3,119,109

		TMACOG-06		City of Rossford		SR 65 & Glenwood Intersection Improvements		9		7		4		18		10		48		$448,000		$650,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-09		City of Toledo		Consaul St Reconstruction		5		9		4		29		0		47		$4,766,160		$7,030,086

		TMACOG-10		City of Toledo		Douglas Rd Reconstruction		3		14		4		24		0		45		$2,173,360		$3,205,706

		TMACOG-12		City of Toledo		Lagrange St Resurfacing		3		7		11		24		0		45		$500,000		$1,758,908		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-13		City of Toledo		Laskey Rd Resurfacing		4		4		9		28		0		45		$1,829,200		$2,698,070

		TMACOG-04		City of Oregon		Starr Ave Rehabilitation		3		5		11		16		10		45		$500,000		$1,047,216

		TMACOG-32		Wood County		Luckey Rd		7		0		6		21		10		44		$412,000		$515,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-18		City of Toledo		Sylvania Ave Resurfacing		3		5		11		24		0		43		$500,000		$1,688,344				next 2nd project (small)

		TMACOG-30		Village of Swanton		Hallett Phase A		4		5		8		16		10		43		$448,000		$800,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-11		City of Toledo		Glendale Ave Resurfacing		6		5		11		19		0		41		$500,000		$2,354,690

		TMACOG-03		City of Oregon		Coy Rd Resurfacing		7		5		11		17		0		40		$500,000		$975,812		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-14		City of Toledo		Richards Rd Resurfacing and Sidepath		3		14		4		18		0		39		$1,112,400		$1,640,790

		TMACOG-24		Lucas County		Sylvania & Herr Roundabout		8		15		3		12		0		38		$843,681		$1,286,604

		TMACOG-21		Lucas County		Albon and Monclova Roundabout		7		15		5		10		0		37		$1,073,848		$1,871,315

		TMACOG-31		Village of Swanton		Hallett Phase B		7		5		8		13		0		33		$371,200		$580,000

		TMACOG-25		Lucas County		Talmadge Rd		3		5		6		19		0		33		$593,600		$777,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-15		City of Toledo		Schneider Rd Reconstruction		1		4		6		22		0		33		$1,871,440		$2,760,374

		TMACOG-22		Lucas County		Bancroft and McCord Resurfacings		3		8		6		13		0		30		$381,200		$497,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-23		Lucas County		Laskey Rd Resurfacing		3		8		6		12		0		29		$322,800		$421,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-02		City of Maumee		US 24 Safety Improvements		12		15		8		38		10		83		$495,000		$14,252,723		CRRSAA				STBG only:

						Recommended for Funding														$16,436,678

						CRRSAA Recommended for Funding														$4,617,078

						Small Projects Recommended for Funding														$4,184,200

						Total Funding Recommendation														$20,620,878		exclude CRRSAA 





TMACOG-01

		TMACOG-01: Brim and Bishop Roundabout +



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Bowling Green				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Brad Holman				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-354-6236				Route:

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Construction of a single lane roundabout at the intersection of Brim Road and Bishop Road with a multi-use path (approx. 2,510 feet) extending from Bishop Road to Newton Road. The MUP will be connected to future planned paths. The project also includes the resurfacing of Brim Road from the proposed intersection to Poe Road (1.41 miles).







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2023										$208,000		City of BG		$208,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2024										$50,000		City of BG		$50,000

		Construction (CE)		2025		$171,680								$42,920		City of BG		$214,600

		Construction (CO)		2025		$1,716,800								$429,200		City of BG		$2,146,000

		Funding Totals 				$1,888,480				$0				$730,120				$2,618,600

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				72.1%				0.0%				27.9%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		20

		Total		100		50



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-01: Brim and Bishop

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		4		59

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects										weighted average

				New roadway						0		8

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		5

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										122

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		52





Test_TMACOG-01

		TMACOG-01: Brim and Bishop Roundabout																		Project scored 3 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Bowling Green				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Brad Holman				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-354-6236				Route:

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Construction of a single lane roundabout at the intersection of Brim Road and Bishop Road with a multi-use path (approx. 2,510 feet) extending from Bishop Road to Newton Road. The MUP will be connected to future planned paths. The project also includes the resurfacing of Brim Road from the proposed intersection to Poe Road (1.41 miles).







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2023										$208,000		City of BG		$208,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2024										$50,000		City of BG		$50,000

		Construction (CE)		2025		$171,680								$42,920		City of BG		$214,600

		Construction (CO)		2025		$1,716,800								$429,200		City of BG		$2,146,000

		Funding Totals 				$1,888,480				$0				$730,120				$2,618,600

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				72.1%				0.0%				27.9%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		15

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		4

		4. System Use & Performance		55		17

		Total		100		43

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		53



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-01: Brim and Bishop Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		1

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		4

				20. Roadway Projects								4		weighted average

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								6

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		roundabout, MUP

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		3000

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		44

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		54























TMACOG-02

		TMACOG-02: US 24



		Project Type: 		??						Project Sponsor:		City of Maumee				PID: 		106389

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Patrick Burtch				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-897-7103				Route:		US 24

										Contact E-mail:						Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Reconstruction of the Munding Drive and Dearborn Avenue intersection.
The US24 (Anthony Wayne Trail) roadway corridor and intersection safety improvements project (PID 106389) involves enhancing the traffic operations and safety of the corridor for both motorized and non-motorized modes of transportation in the city of Maumee. The roadway will be repaved approximately 600’ west of Monclova Road to approximately 225’ east of Detroit Ave across the Ohio Turnpike Bridge, which is a project length of about 3.61 miles.

Key aspects of the project involve resurfacing of US24; improving intersections with full signal upgrades at locations where traffic signals are antiquated; improving crosswalks by shortening them where feasible and enhancing visibility; improving left turn lane lengths on US24 to meet required storage lengths and deceleration at the intersections on US24 at Ford Street, Conant Street, Gibbs Street, Key Street, Michigan Avenue, and Detroit Avenue; construct an additional left turn lane for northbound Ford Street and a right turn lane added for northbound Conant Street; revise the right turn lane at Michigan Avenue to allow for the required deceleration and storage length; eliminate the northbound approach at the intersection of US24 and Detroit Avenue by revising Detroit Avenue into a cul de sac.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Other Funding 		Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2019						$1,152,110		HISP/Urban Pav		$10,000				$1,162,110

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2020						$123,400		HISP/Urban Pav						$123,400

		Construction (CE)		2022						$182,789		HISP/Urban Pav/CMAQ		$30,000				$212,789

		Construction (CO)		2022		$495,000				$11,448,650		HISP/Urban Pav/CMAQ		$810,774				$12,754,424

		Funding Totals 				$495,000				$12,906,949				$850,774				$14,252,723

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				3.5%				90.6%				6.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		34

		Total		100		68



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-02: US 24

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6				70 ??

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects										??

				New roadway						0		13

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		4

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		3

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		74





Test_TMACOG-02

		TMACOG-02: US 24																		Project scored 15 points higher



		Project Type: 		??						Project Sponsor:		City of Maumee				PID: 		106389

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Patrick Burtch				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-897-7103				Route:		US 24

										Contact E-mail:						Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Reconstruction of the Munding Drive and Dearborn Avenue intersection.
The US24 (Anthony Wayne Trail) roadway corridor and intersection safety improvements project (PID 106389) involves enhancing the traffic operations and safety of the corridor for both motorized and non-motorized modes of transportation in the city of Maumee. The roadway will be repaved approximately 600’ west of Monclova Road to approximately 225’ east of Detroit Ave across the Ohio Turnpike Bridge, which is a project length of about 3.61 miles.

Key aspects of the project involve resurfacing of US24; improving intersections with full signal upgrades at locations where traffic signals are antiquated; improving crosswalks by shortening them where feasible and enhancing visibility; improving left turn lane lengths on US24 to meet required storage lengths and deceleration at the intersections on US24 at Ford Street, Conant Street, Gibbs Street, Key Street, Michigan Avenue, and Detroit Avenue; construct an additional left turn lane for northbound Ford Street and a right turn lane added for northbound Conant Street; revise the right turn lane at Michigan Avenue to allow for the required deceleration and storage length; eliminate the northbound approach at the intersection of US24 and Detroit Avenue by revising Detroit Avenue into a cul de sac.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Other Funding 		Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2019						$1,152,110		HISP/Urban Pav		$10,000				$1,162,110

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2020						$123,400		HISP/Urban Pav						$123,400

		Construction (CE)		2022						$182,789		HISP/Urban Pav/CMAQ		$30,000				$212,789

		Construction (CO)		2022		$495,000				$11,448,650		HISP/Urban Pav/CMAQ		$810,774				$12,754,424

		Funding Totals 				$495,000				$12,906,949				$850,774				$14,252,723

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				3.5%				90.6%				6.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		12

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		15

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		8

		4. System Use & Performance		55		38

		Total		100		73

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		83



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-02: US 24

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								4

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								3		The Andersons

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		1

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		2

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								8

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		1		portion b/t Ford-Conant + ix of Key and Michigan

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								4		Signal upgrades, crossing upgrades, turn lanes, eliminate an intersection, speed reduction, MUP

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								3		18,184 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								3

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		75

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		85























TMACOG-03

		TMACOG-03: Coy Rd



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Oregon				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Paul Roman				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-698-7046				Route:

										Contact E-mail:		proman@ci.oregon.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Resurface Coy Rd in three segments. From Fleitz to Worden. From 250' north of Navarra to Starr. From Starr to Seaman. 








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$10,000				$10,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2024										$30,000				$30,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$500,000								$435,812				$935,812

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$475,812				$975,812

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				51.2%				0.0%				48.8%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		2

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		11

		5. System Use and Performance		60		22

		Total		100		37



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-03: Coy Rd

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		2

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		4		57

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		13

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		2

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		37



mailto:proman@ci.oregon.oh.us

Test_TMACOG-03

		TMACOG-03: Coy Rd																		Project scored 3 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Oregon				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Paul Roman				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-698-7046				Route:

										Contact E-mail:		proman@ci.oregon.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Resurface Coy Rd in three segments. From Fleitz to Worden. From 250' north of Navarra to Starr. From Starr to Seaman. 








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$10,000				$10,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2024										$30,000				$30,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$500,000								$435,812				$935,812

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$475,812				$975,812

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				51.2%				0.0%				48.8%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		11

		4. System Use & Performance		55		17

		Total		100		40

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		40



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-03: Coy Rd

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		2

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		4

				20. Roadway Projects								8

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								3

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		Sidewalk gaps

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		8162 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		40

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		40





















mailto:proman@ci.oregon.oh.us

TMACOG-04

		TMACOG-04: Starr Ave



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation 						Project Sponsor:		City of Oregon				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Paul Roman				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-698-7046				Route:

										Contact E-mail:		proman@ci.oregon.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Rehabilitate Starr Ave between the western corp limits and S Whittlesey Ave.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$10,000				$10,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2026										$30,000				$30,000

		Construction (CO)		2026		$500,000								$507,216				$1,007,216

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$547,216				$1,047,216

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				47.7%				0.0%				52.3%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		2

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		18

		Total		100		35



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-04: Starr Ave

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		0

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		80

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects										weighted average based on application

				New roadway						0		8

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		2

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		41



mailto:proman@ci.oregon.oh.us

Test_TMACOG-04

		TMACOG-04: Starr Ave																		Project scored 10 points higher



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation 						Project Sponsor:		City of Oregon				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Paul Roman				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-698-7046				Route:

										Contact E-mail:		proman@ci.oregon.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Rehabilitate Starr Ave between the western corp limits and S Whittlesey Ave.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$10,000				$10,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2026										$30,000				$30,000

		Construction (CO)		2026		$500,000								$507,216				$1,007,216

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$547,216				$1,047,216

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				47.7%				0.0%				52.3%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		11

		4. System Use & Performance		55		16

		Total		100		35

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		45



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-04: Starr Ave

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								5

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								3

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		1		Starr @ Wheeling in report

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								2		11,148 (weighted ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								2

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		35

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		45
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TMACOG-05

		TMACOG-05: Glenwood and Buck Roundabout



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		City of Rossford				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Allyson Murray				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-666-0120				Route:

										Contact E-mail:						Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Construction of a single-lane roundabout with one right-turn slip lane at the intersection of Glenwood Road, Buck Road, and Third Street. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2022										$146,875				$146,875

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2023										$121,125				$121,125

		Construction (CE)		2024		$89,600								$22,400				$112,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$896,000								$224,000				$1,120,000

		Funding Totals 				$985,600				$0				$514,400				$1,500,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				65.7%				0.0%				34.3%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		4

		2. Livability		11		6

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		5

		5. System Use and Performance		60		34

		Total		100		53



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-05: Glenwood and Buck

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		4

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0		No Bicycle Facility

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		71

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										8.55%

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 										Last time they received STBG was ARRA. 

				4 years						2		6

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		53





Test_TMACOG-05

		TMACOG-05: Glenwood and Buck Roundabout																		Project scored 15 points higher



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		City of Rossford				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Allyson Murray				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-666-0120				Route:

										Contact E-mail:						Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Construction of a single-lane roundabout with one right-turn slip lane at the intersection of Glenwood Road, Buck Road, and Third Street. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2022										$146,875				$146,875

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2023										$121,125				$121,125

		Construction (CE)		2024		$89,600								$22,400				$112,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$896,000								$224,000				$1,120,000

		Funding Totals 				$985,600				$0				$514,400				$1,500,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				65.7%				0.0%				34.3%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		10

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		4

		4. System Use & Performance		55		37

		Total		100		58

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		68



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-05: Glenwood and Buck Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		1

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		Roundabout, sidewalks

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								2		11,190 entering vehicles

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								2

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								6		Last time they received STBG was ARRA. 

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		58

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		68























TMACOG-06

		TMACOG-06: SR 65 and Glenwood Intersection Improvements



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitate 						Project Sponsor:		City of Rossford				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Allyson Murray				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-666-0120				Route:		SR65

										Contact E-mail:						Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Improve intersection operation by slightly realigning Glenwood Rd at SR 65 to create a NB thru/left lane to align better for through movement to Bergin St, and to create an exclusive NB right turn lane to NE SR 65. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$60,000				$60,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$30,000				$30,000

		Construction (CE)				$32,000								$8,000				$40,000

		Construction (CO)				$416,000								$104,000				$520,000

		Funding Totals 				$448,000				$0				$202,000				$650,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				68.9%				0.0%				31.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		3

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		23

		Total		100		45



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-06: SR 65 and Glenwood Intersection Improvements

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0		No Bicycle Facility

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		3		Half sidewalk

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		90

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		13

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										128

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 										Has not received STBG since ARRA.

				4 years						2		6

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		45





Test_TMACOG-06

		TMACOG-06: SR 65 and Glenwood Intersection Improvements																		Project scored 3 point higher



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitate 						Project Sponsor:		City of Rossford				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Allyson Murray				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-666-0120				Route:		SR65

										Contact E-mail:						Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Improve intersection operation by slightly realigning Glenwood Rd at SR 65 to create a NB thru/left lane to align better for through movement to Bergin St, and to create an exclusive NB right turn lane to NE SR 65. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$60,000				$60,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$30,000				$30,000

		Construction (CE)				$32,000								$8,000				$40,000

		Construction (CO)				$416,000								$104,000				$520,000

		Funding Totals 				$448,000				$0				$202,000				$650,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				68.9%				0.0%				31.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		9

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		7

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		4

		4. System Use & Performance		55		18

		Total		100		38

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		48



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-06: SR 65 and Glenwood Intersection Improvements

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								4

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								3		Pilkington NA

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		3

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								8

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								0

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		new turn lane

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								2		10,834 (entering)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								6		Has not received STBG since ARRA.

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		38

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		48























TMACOG-07

		TMACOG-07: Erie and Monroe Roundabout and Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing and Rehab						Project Sponsor:		City of Sylvania				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Kevin Aller				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-885-8965				Route:		Erie

										Contact E-mail:						Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The purpose of this project is to improve traffic operations, reduce congestion, and enhance safety at the Erie Street and Monroe Street intersection by implementation of a modern roundabout. A traffic study was completed in May 2019 that recommended a roundabout replace the current signalized intersection for traffic control.  This study was supplemented in December 2020 to review roundabout impacts to Olde Post Road and recommended a left turn drop-lane was warranted for westbound Monroe Street at Olde Post Road.  This project will install both of these recommendations and resurface Erie Street from Centennial Road to the proposed roundabout.  The resurfacing portion of this project was submitted in the 2018 STBG solicitation and was not selected for funding.








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2024										$350,612				$350,612

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2025										$100,000				$100,000

		Construction (CE)		2026		$258,200								$64,603				$322,803

		Construction (CO)		2026		$2,603,750								$650,967				$3,254,717

		Funding Totals 				$2,861,950				$0				$1,166,182				$4,028,132

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				71.0%				0.0%				29.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		10

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		22

		Total		100		55



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-07: Erie and Monroe Roundabout and Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		3		Partial Replacement

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		72

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects										Weighted Avg 

				New roadway						0		9

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		5

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										79

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		55





Test_TMACOG-07

		TMACOG-07: Erie and Monroe Roundabout and Resurfacing																		Project scored 6 points lower



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing and Rehab						Project Sponsor:		City of Sylvania				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Kevin Aller				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-885-8965				Route:		Erie

										Contact E-mail:						Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The purpose of this project is to improve traffic operations, reduce congestion, and enhance safety at the Erie Street and Monroe Street intersection by implementation of a modern roundabout. A traffic study was completed in May 2019 that recommended a roundabout replace the current signalized intersection for traffic control.  This study was supplemented in December 2020 to review roundabout impacts to Olde Post Road and recommended a left turn drop-lane was warranted for westbound Monroe Street at Olde Post Road.  This project will install both of these recommendations and resurface Erie Street from Centennial Road to the proposed roundabout.  The resurfacing portion of this project was submitted in the 2018 STBG solicitation and was not selected for funding.








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2024										$350,612				$350,612

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2025										$100,000				$100,000

		Construction (CE)		2026		$258,200								$64,603				$322,803

		Construction (CO)		2026		$2,603,750								$650,967				$3,254,717

		Funding Totals 				$2,861,950				$0				$1,166,182				$4,028,132

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				71.0%				0.0%				29.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		14

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		4

		4. System Use & Performance		55		18

		Total		100		39

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		49



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-07: Erie and Monroe Roundabout and Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		1

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		3

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								5

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								6

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		Roundabout

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								2		13,200 (entering)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		39

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		49























TMACOG-08

		TMACOG-08: Arlington Ave Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Arlington

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Full depth reconstruction of Arlington Ave from Spencer to Detroit. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$426,640				$426,640

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$127,992				$127,992

		Construction (CO)		2026		$3,413,120								$1,066,600				$4,479,720

		Funding Totals 				$3,413,120				$0				$1,621,232				$5,034,352

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		3

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		29

		Total		100		55



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-08: Arlington Ave Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		2

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		44

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		60





Test_TMACOG-08

		TMACOG-08: Arlington Ave Reconstruction																		Project scored 6 points higher



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Arlington

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Full depth reconstruction of Arlington Ave from Spencer to Detroit. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$426,640				$426,640

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$127,992				$127,992

		Construction (CO)		2026		$3,413,120								$1,066,600				$4,479,720

		Funding Totals 				$3,413,120				$0				$1,621,232				$5,034,352

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		5

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		7

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		9

		4. System Use & Performance		55		30

		Total		100		51

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		61



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-08: Arlington Ave Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0		(if this encompassed up to a mile in distance away, then Airline Junction would be within distance)

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		2

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		1

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		4750 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		51

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		61























TMACOG-09

		TMACOG-09: Consaul Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Consaul

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Full reconstruction of the pavement, including new curbs, drive aprons, and sidewalk on Consaul St from Front St to Yarrow St








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$595,770				$595,770

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$178,731				$178,731

		Construction (CO)		2026		$4,766,160								$1,489,425				$6,255,585

		Funding Totals 				$4,766,160				$0				$2,263,926				$7,030,086

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		6

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		5

		5. System Use and Performance		60		27

		Total		100		44



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-09: Consaul Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		50

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		44





Test_TMACOG-09

		TMACOG-09: Consaul Reconstruction																		Project scored 3 points higher



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Consaul

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Full reconstruction of the pavement, including new curbs, drive aprons, and sidewalk on Consaul St from Front St to Yarrow St








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$595,770				$595,770

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$178,731				$178,731

		Construction (CO)		2026		$4,766,160								$1,489,425				$6,255,585

		Funding Totals 				$4,766,160				$0				$2,263,926				$7,030,086

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		5

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		9

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		4

		4. System Use & Performance		55		29

		Total		100		47

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		47



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-09: Consaul Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								3		Port of Toledo

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0		intersection of Consaul and Front is in report

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		5402 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		47

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		47























TMACOG-10

		TMACOG-10: Douglas Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Douglas

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction and widening of the pavement, including new sidewalk and drive aprons. The road will be widened from 24' to 32' to add bike lanes from Alexis to the State Line.








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$271,670		City of Toledo		$271,670

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$81,501		City of Toledo		$81,501

		Construction (CO)		2027		$2,173,360								$679,175		City of Toledo		$2,852,535

		Funding Totals 				$2,173,360				$0				$1,032,346				$3,205,706

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		5

		5. System Use and Performance		60		35

		Total		100		57



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-10: Douglas Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		42

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		20

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		2

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										110

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		57





Test_TMACOG-10

		TMACOG-10: Douglas Reconstruction																		Project scored 8 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Douglas

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction and widening of the pavement, including new sidewalk and drive aprons. The road will be widened from 24' to 32' to add bike lanes from Alexis to the State Line.








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$271,670		City of Toledo		$271,670

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$81,501		City of Toledo		$81,501

		Construction (CO)		2027		$2,173,360								$679,175		City of Toledo		$2,852,535

		Funding Totals 				$2,173,360				$0				$1,032,346				$3,205,706

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		14

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		4

		4. System Use & Performance		55		24

		Total		100		45

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		45



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-10: Douglas Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								10

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								1

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0		intersection of Douglas & Alexix, but not corridor

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		New sidewalk, bike lanes

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		7250

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		45

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		45























TMACOG-11

		TMACOG-11: Glendale Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Glendale

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Resurfacing and full depth pavement repairs, sidewalk improvements, minor drainage improvements, and curb repairs as needed from Detroit to Charmaine. 








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$199,550		City of Toledo		$199,550

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$59,865		City of Toledo		$59,865

		Construction (CO)		2027		$500,000								$1,595,275		City of Toledo		$2,095,275

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$1,854,690				$2,354,690

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				21.2%				0.0%				78.8%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		12

		5. System Use and Performance		60		19

		Total		100		42



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-11: Glendale Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0		ADA Only

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		4		64.5

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		4

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		42





Test_TMACOG-11

		TMACOG-11: Glendale Resurfacing																		Project scored 1 point lower



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Glendale

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Resurfacing and full depth pavement repairs, sidewalk improvements, minor drainage improvements, and curb repairs as needed from Detroit to Charmaine. 








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$199,550		City of Toledo		$199,550

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$59,865		City of Toledo		$59,865

		Construction (CO)		2027		$500,000								$1,595,275		City of Toledo		$2,095,275

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$1,854,690				$2,354,690

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				21.2%				0.0%				78.8%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		6

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		11

		4. System Use & Performance		55		19

		Total		100		41

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		41



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-11: Glendale Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								4

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		4

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								6

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		1

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								3		17,275 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		41

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		41























TMACOG-12

		TMACOG-12: Lagrange St Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Lagrange

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs, sidewalk improvements, minor drainage improvements, and curb repairs as needed from Greenbelt to Summit.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$149,060		City of Toledo		$149,060

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$44,718		City of Toledo		$44,718

		Construction (CO)		2024		$500,000								$1,065,130		City of Toledo		$1,565,130

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$1,258,908				$1,758,908

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				28.4%				0.0%				71.6%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		4

		2. Livability		11		3

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		12

		5. System Use and Performance		60		23

		Total		100		46



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-12: Lagrange St Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		4

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		2

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		53

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		9

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		46





Test_TMACOG-12

		TMACOG-12: Lagrange St Resurfacing																		Project scored 1 point lower



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Lagrange

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs, sidewalk improvements, minor drainage improvements, and curb repairs as needed from Greenbelt to Summit.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$149,060		City of Toledo		$149,060

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$44,718		City of Toledo		$44,718

		Construction (CO)		2024		$500,000								$1,065,130		City of Toledo		$1,565,130

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$1,258,908				$1,758,908

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				28.4%				0.0%				71.6%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		7

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		11

		4. System Use & Performance		55		24

		Total		100		45

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		45



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-12: Lagrange St Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		2

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								12

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		1

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		4392 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		45

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		45























TMACOG-13

		TMACOG-13: Laskey Rd Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurface						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Jackman

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		repairs, sidewalk improvements, minor drainage improvements, and curb repairs as needed from Secor to Douglas.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$228,650		City of Toledo		$228,650

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$68,595		City of Toledo		$68,595

		Construction (CO)		2027		$1,829,200								$571,625		City of Toledo		$2,400,825

		Funding Totals 				$1,829,200				$0				$868,870				$2,698,070

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		10

		5. System Use and Performance		60		28

		Total		100		45



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-13: Laskey Rd Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		54

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		6

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		45





Test_TMACOG-13

		TMACOG-13: Laskey Rd Resurfacing																		Project scored the same amount of points



		Project Type: 		Resurface						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Jackman

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		repairs, sidewalk improvements, minor drainage improvements, and curb repairs as needed from Secor to Douglas.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$228,650		City of Toledo		$228,650

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$68,595		City of Toledo		$68,595

		Construction (CO)		2027		$1,829,200								$571,625		City of Toledo		$2,400,825

		Funding Totals 				$1,829,200				$0				$868,870				$2,698,070

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		4

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		4

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		9

		4. System Use & Performance		55		28

		Total		100		45

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		45



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-13: Laskey Rd Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								4

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								9

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		1

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								2		13,350

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								2

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		45

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		45























TMACOG-14

		TMACOG-14: Richards Rd Resurfacing and Sidepath



		Project Type: 		Resurface						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Richards

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		This project would partner the City of Toledo with the Village of Ottawa Hills to create a multi-use path on Richards Road from Bancroft Street to Hill Avenue. Two culverts would have to be rebuilt and widened to allow for bikes and pedestrians to pass without merging onto Richards. Richards would also be resurfaced and widened to allow for a southbound left turn lane that would turn into the main entrance for the soccer fields. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$139,050		City of Toledo		$139,050

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$41,715		City of Toledo		$41,715

		Construction (CO)		2027		$1,112,400								$347,625		City of Toledo		$1,460,025

		Funding Totals 				$1,112,400				$0				$528,390				$1,640,790

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		4

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		5

		5. System Use and Performance		60		22

		Total		100		42



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-14: Richards Rd Resurfacing and Sidepath

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		4

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		4		64.5

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		13

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		2

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										96

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		42





Test_TMACOG-14

		TMACOG-14: Richards Rd Resurfacing and Sidepath																		Project scored 3 points lower



		Project Type: 		Resurface						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Richards

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		This project would partner the City of Toledo with the Village of Ottawa Hills to create a multi-use path on Richards Road from Bancroft Street to Hill Avenue. Two culverts would have to be rebuilt and widened to allow for bikes and pedestrians to pass without merging onto Richards. Richards would also be resurfaced and widened to allow for a southbound left turn lane that would turn into the main entrance for the soccer fields. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$139,050		City of Toledo		$139,050

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$41,715		City of Toledo		$41,715

		Construction (CO)		2027		$1,112,400								$347,625		City of Toledo		$1,460,025

		Funding Totals 				$1,112,400				$0				$528,390				$1,640,790

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		14

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		4

		4. System Use & Performance		55		18

		Total		100		39

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		39



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-14: Richards Rd Resurfacing and Sidepath

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		4

				20. Roadway Projects								8

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								3

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		MUP, turn lane

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		6150

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		39

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		39























TMACOG-15

		TMACOG-15: Schneider Rd Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Schneider

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Complete reconstruction of the roadway, including adding new curbs (where none currently exist) and drainage structures throughout, new drive aprons, and ADA pedestrian ramps from Heatherdowns to Detroit. The road is to be widened from 20' to 24'.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$233,930		City of Toledo		$233,930

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$70,179		City of Toledo		$70,179

		Construction (CO)		2026		$1,871,440								$584,825		City of Toledo		$2,456,265

		Funding Totals 				$1,871,440				$0				$888,934				$2,760,374

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		7

		5. System Use and Performance		60		31

		Total		100		45



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-15: Schneider Rd Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		50

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		20

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		2

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		45





Test_TMACOG-15

		TMACOG-15: Schneider Rd Reconstruction																		Project scored 12 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Schneider

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Complete reconstruction of the roadway, including adding new curbs (where none currently exist) and drainage structures throughout, new drive aprons, and ADA pedestrian ramps from Heatherdowns to Detroit. The road is to be widened from 20' to 24'.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$233,930		City of Toledo		$233,930

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$70,179		City of Toledo		$70,179

		Construction (CO)		2026		$1,871,440								$584,825		City of Toledo		$2,456,265

		Funding Totals 				$1,871,440				$0				$888,934				$2,760,374

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		1

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		4

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		6

		4. System Use & Performance		55		22

		Total		100		33

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		33



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-15: Schneider Rd Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								1

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								10

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								3

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		7250

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		33

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		33























TMACOG-16

		TMACOG-16: Summit St Cycle Track Phase 1



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Summit

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Full reconstruction of the pavement, including new curbs, drive aprons, and sidewalk. Also included in the project is a separate bike path to continue the existing one that currently ends at Galena to Ohio Street. After Ohio Street, Summit would have a road diet from four lanes down to three, and the bike path would continue as a Cycle Track on the east side of the road to New York Avenue.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$590,700		City of Toledo		$590,700

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$177,210		City of Toledo		$177,210

		Construction (CO)		2026		$4,725,600								$1,476,750		City of Toledo		$6,202,350

		Funding Totals 				$4,725,600				$0				$2,244,660				$6,970,260

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		10

		5. System Use and Performance		60		40

		Total		100		71



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-16: Summit St Cycle Track Phase 1

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		52

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		20

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		6

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										507 trucks

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										31

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		71





Test_TMACOG-16

		TMACOG-16: Summit St Cycle Track Phase 1																		Project scored 8 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Summit

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Full reconstruction of the pavement, including new curbs, drive aprons, and sidewalk. Also included in the project is a separate bike path to continue the existing one that currently ends at Galena to Ohio Street. After Ohio Street, Summit would have a road diet from four lanes down to three, and the bike path would continue as a Cycle Track on the east side of the road to New York Avenue.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$590,700		City of Toledo		$590,700

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$177,210		City of Toledo		$177,210

		Construction (CO)		2026		$4,725,600								$1,476,750		City of Toledo		$6,202,350

		Funding Totals 				$4,725,600				$0				$2,244,660				$6,970,260

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		6

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		15

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		9

		4. System Use & Performance		55		33

		Total		100		63

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		63



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-16: Summit St Cycle Track Phase 1

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								3		Port of Toledo

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								10

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								9

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		Road diet, cycle track

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		6600 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								2

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		63

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		63























TMACOG-17

		TMACOG-17: Summit St Cycle Track Phase 2



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Summit

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Full reconstruction of the pavement, including new curbs, drive aprons, and sidewalk. Also included in the project is a road diet from four lanes down to three, and the fourth lane would become a Cycle Track on the east side of the road to Suder where it will then become a multi-use path (replacing the existing sidewalk) to Manhattan to tie into the existing bike path. In addition, the west side of the road from Bassett to Pontiac would widen with a "Bump-out" to accommodate on-street parking. The east side of Summit will have new sidewalk where there is none currently (Lasalle to Manhattan)







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$557,510		City of Toledo		$557,510

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$167,253		City of Toledo		$167,253

		Construction (CO)		2027		$4,460,080								$1,393,775		City of Toledo		$5,853,855

		Funding Totals 				$4,460,080				$0				$2,118,538				$6,578,618

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		10

		5. System Use and Performance		60		36

		Total		100		67



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-17: Summit St Cycle Track Phase 2

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		54

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		20

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		7

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										31

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		67





Test_TMACOG-17

		TMACOG-17: Summit St Cycle Track Phase 2																		Project scored 7 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Summit

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Full reconstruction of the pavement, including new curbs, drive aprons, and sidewalk. Also included in the project is a road diet from four lanes down to three, and the fourth lane would become a Cycle Track on the east side of the road to Suder where it will then become a multi-use path (replacing the existing sidewalk) to Manhattan to tie into the existing bike path. In addition, the west side of the road from Bassett to Pontiac would widen with a "Bump-out" to accommodate on-street parking. The east side of Summit will have new sidewalk where there is none currently (Lasalle to Manhattan)







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$557,510		City of Toledo		$557,510

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$167,253		City of Toledo		$167,253

		Construction (CO)		2027		$4,460,080								$1,393,775		City of Toledo		$5,853,855

		Funding Totals 				$4,460,080				$0				$2,118,538				$6,578,618

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		6

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		15

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		9

		4. System Use & Performance		55		30

		Total		100		60

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		60



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-17: Summit St Cycle Track Phase 2

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								3		Port of Toledo

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								10

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								9

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								2		Road diet, cycle track/MUP, new sidewalk

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		3800 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		60

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		60























TMACOG-18

		TMACOG-18: Sylvania Ave Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Sylvania

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs, sidewalk improvements, minor drainage improvements, and curb repairs as needed from Douglas to Upton. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$143,080		City of Toledo		$143,080

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$42,924		City of Toledo		$42,924

		Construction (CO)		2026		$500,000								$1,002,340		City of Toledo		$1,502,340

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$1,188,344				$1,688,344

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				29.6%				0.0%				70.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		4

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		12

		5. System Use and Performance		60		25

		Total		100		46



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-18: Sylvania Ave Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		4

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		4		59

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		6

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		46





Test_TMACOG-18

		TMACOG-18: Sylvania Ave Resurfacing																		Project scored 3 points lower



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Sylvania

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs, sidewalk improvements, minor drainage improvements, and curb repairs as needed from Douglas to Upton. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$143,080		City of Toledo		$143,080

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$42,924		City of Toledo		$42,924

		Construction (CO)		2026		$500,000								$1,002,340		City of Toledo		$1,502,340

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$1,188,344				$1,688,344

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				29.6%				0.0%				70.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		11

		4. System Use & Performance		55		24

		Total		100		43

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		43



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-18: Sylvania Ave Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		4

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								9

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		1

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		8550

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								2

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		43

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		43























TMACOG-19

		TMACOG-19: Tremainsville Rd Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Tremainsville

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs, sidewalk improvements, minor drainage improvements, and curb repairs as needed. The project will include the addition of striped bike lanes throughout from Laskey to Alexis. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$205,294		City of Toledo		$205,294

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$61,587		City of Toledo		$61,587

		Construction (CO)		2024		$1,642,320								$513,225		City of Toledo		$2,155,545

		Funding Totals 				$1,642,320				$0				$780,106				$2,422,426

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		6

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		10

		5. System Use and Performance		60		28

		Total		100		54



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-19: Tremainsville Rd Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		46

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										110

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		54





Test_TMACOG-19

		TMACOG-19: Tremainsville Rd Resurfacing																		Project scored 4 points lower



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Tremainsville

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs, sidewalk improvements, minor drainage improvements, and curb repairs as needed. The project will include the addition of striped bike lanes throughout from Laskey to Alexis. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$205,294		City of Toledo		$205,294

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$61,587		City of Toledo		$61,587

		Construction (CO)		2024		$1,642,320								$513,225		City of Toledo		$2,155,545

		Funding Totals 				$1,642,320				$0				$780,106				$2,422,426

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		2

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		10

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		9

		4. System Use & Performance		55		29

		Total		100		50

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		50



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-19: Tremainsville Rd Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		bike lanes

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		7900

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		50

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		50























TMACOG-20

		TMACOG-20: Waterville-Monclova Rd Widening



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction and Widen						Project Sponsor:		City of Waterville				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Jon Gochenour				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-878-8100				Route:		Wat-Mon

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Widen Waterville-Monclova Rd from two lanes to three, to provide a continuous center two-way left turn lane from SR 64 to Pray Blvd. Install a 10' wide multiuse path on the west side of Waterville-Monclova Rd. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$125,000		City of Waterville		$125,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$50,000		City of Waterville		$50,000

		Construction (CE)		2024		$80,000								$20,000		City of Waterville		$100,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$1,006,278								$251,570		City of Waterville		$1,257,848

		Funding Totals 				$1,086,278				$0				$446,570				$1,532,848

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				70.9%				0.0%				29.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		4

		2. Livability		11		10

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		26

		Total		100		53



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-20: Waterville-Monclova Rd Widening

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		4

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		1		Tree plantings?

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2		Not on network

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		69

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		13

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		4

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 										2010

				4 years						2		6

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		53





Test_TMACOG-20

		TMACOG-20: Waterville-Monclova Rd Widening																		Project scored 4 points higher



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction and Widen						Project Sponsor:		City of Waterville				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Jon Gochenour				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-878-8100				Route:		Wat-Mon

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Widen Waterville-Monclova Rd from two lanes to three, to provide a continuous center two-way left turn lane from SR 64 to Pray Blvd. Install a 10' wide multiuse path on the west side of Waterville-Monclova Rd. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$125,000		City of Waterville		$125,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$50,000		City of Waterville		$50,000

		Construction (CE)		2024		$80,000								$20,000		City of Waterville		$100,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$1,006,278								$251,570		City of Waterville		$1,257,848

		Funding Totals 				$1,086,278				$0				$446,570				$1,532,848

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				70.9%				0.0%				29.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		13

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		4

		4. System Use & Performance		55		23

		Total		100		47

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		57



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-20: Waterville-Monclova Rd Widening

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		1

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								8

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								6

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		new turn lane, SUP

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		4050

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								6		2010

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		47

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		57























TMACOG-21

		TMACOG-21: Albon & Monclova Roundabout



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Ron Myers				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Albon

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The project will consist of construction of a single lane modern roundabout at the intersection of Albon Rd and Monclova Rd. The project includes construction of a center landscape island, truck apron, pavement splitter islands, paved shoulders, pavement reconstruction, sidewalks, lighting, storm sewers, signings, thermoplastic pavement markings, and other related work.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$152,000		Lucas County		$152,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$400,000		Lucas County		$400,000

		Construction (CE)				$60,600								$15,180		Lucas County		$75,780

		Construction (CO)		2026		$1,013,248								$230,287		Lucas County		$1,243,535

		Funding Totals 				$1,073,848				$0				$797,467				$1,871,315

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				57.4%				0.0%				42.6%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		4

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		5

		5. System Use and Performance		60		16

		Total		100		36



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-21: Albon & Monclova Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		4

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		95

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										56

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		38





Test_TMACOG-21

		TMACOG-21: Albon & Monclova Roundabout																		Project scored 1 point higher



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Ron Myers				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Albon

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The project will consist of construction of a single lane modern roundabout at the intersection of Albon Rd and Monclova Rd. The project includes construction of a center landscape island, truck apron, pavement splitter islands, paved shoulders, pavement reconstruction, sidewalks, lighting, storm sewers, signings, thermoplastic pavement markings, and other related work.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$152,000		Lucas County		$152,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$400,000		Lucas County		$400,000

		Construction (CE)				$60,600								$15,180		Lucas County		$75,780

		Construction (CO)		2026		$1,013,248								$230,287		Lucas County		$1,243,535

		Funding Totals 				$1,073,848				$0				$797,467				$1,871,315

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				57.4%				0.0%				42.6%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		15

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		5

		4. System Use & Performance		55		10

		Total		100		37

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		37



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-21: Albon & Monclova Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		1

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								0

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		roundabout

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		7150 (entering)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		38

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		38



























TMACOG-22

		TMACOG-22: Bancroft and McCord Resurfacings



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Sarah Rowland				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Ban and McC

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The scope of work includes milling the existing pavement, performing spot full depth repairs, placing a two course asphalt concrete overlay, adjusting manholes, tying down the shoulders, bringing drives to grade, placing pavement markings and RPMS, and other related work from St James Wood to McCord and Bancroft to Regents Park.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$20,500		Lucas County		$20,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2023										$16,000		Lucas County		$16,000

		Construction (CO)		2023		$381,200								$79,300		Lucas County		$460,500

		Funding Totals 				$381,200				$0				$115,800				$497,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				76.7%				0.0%				23.3%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		7

		5. System Use and Performance		60		15

		Total		100		29



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-22: Bancroft and McCord Resurfacings

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		2

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		78

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		4

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		29





Test_TMACOG-22

		TMACOG-22: Bancroft and McCord Resurfacings																		Project scored 1 point higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Sarah Rowland				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Ban and McC

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The scope of work includes milling the existing pavement, performing spot full depth repairs, placing a two course asphalt concrete overlay, adjusting manholes, tying down the shoulders, bringing drives to grade, placing pavement markings and RPMS, and other related work from St James Wood to McCord and Bancroft to Regents Park.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$20,500		Lucas County		$20,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2023										$16,000		Lucas County		$16,000

		Construction (CO)		2023		$381,200								$79,300		Lucas County		$460,500

		Funding Totals 				$381,200				$0				$115,800				$497,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				76.7%				0.0%				23.3%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		8

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		6

		4. System Use & Performance		55		13

		Total		100		30

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		30



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-22: Bancroft and McCord Resurfacings

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		2

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								0

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								6

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								2		12,393 (weighted ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		30

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		30























TMACOG-23

		TMACOG-23: Laskey Rd 



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Sarah Rowland				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Laskey

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The scope of work includes milling the existing pavement, performing spot full depth repairs, placing a two course asphalt concrete overlay, adjusting manholes, tying down the shoulders, bringing drives to grade, placing pavement markings and other related work from Monroe to Talmadge. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$17,500		Lucas County		$17,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2024										$14,000		Lucas County		$14,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$322,800								$66,700		Lucas County		$389,500

		Funding Totals 				$322,800				$0				$98,200				$421,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				76.7%				0.0%				23.3%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		7

		5. System Use and Performance		60		16

		Total		100		30



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-23: Laskey Rd 

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		2

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		77

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		3

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		30





Test_TMACOG-23

		TMACOG-23: Laskey Rd 																		Project scored 1 point lower



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Sarah Rowland				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Laskey

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The scope of work includes milling the existing pavement, performing spot full depth repairs, placing a two course asphalt concrete overlay, adjusting manholes, tying down the shoulders, bringing drives to grade, placing pavement markings and other related work from Monroe to Talmadge. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$17,500		Lucas County		$17,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2024										$14,000		Lucas County		$14,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$322,800								$66,700		Lucas County		$389,500

		Funding Totals 				$322,800				$0				$98,200				$421,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				76.7%				0.0%				23.3%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		8

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		6

		4. System Use & Performance		55		12

		Total		100		29

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		29



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-23: Laskey Rd 

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		2

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								0

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								3

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		8225 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		29

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		29























TMACOG-24

		TMACOG-24: Sylvania and Herr Roundabout



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Ron Myers				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		[						Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Sylvania

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		project will also require electric, gas, telephone, and cable utility relocations within the public right-of-way. There is also relocation of a fiber communications line possible on an easement owned by the utility.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$152,000		Lucas County		$152,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$80,000		Lucas County		$80,000

		Construction (CE)		2026		$57,198								$14,300		Lucas County		$71,498

		Construction (CO)		2026		$786,483								$196,623		Lucas County		$983,106

		Funding Totals 				$843,681				$0				$442,923				$1,286,604

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				65.6%				0.0%				34.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		4

		5. System Use and Performance		60		16

		Total		100		33



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-24: Sylvania and Herr Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		69

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Bike path is in LRP

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		35





Test_TMACOG-24

		TMACOG-24: Sylvania and Herr Roundabout																		Project scored 5 points higher



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Ron Myers				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		[						Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Sylvania

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		project will also require electric, gas, telephone, and cable utility relocations within the public right-of-way. There is also relocation of a fiber communications line possible on an easement owned by the utility.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$152,000		Lucas County		$152,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$80,000		Lucas County		$80,000

		Construction (CE)		2026		$57,198								$14,300		Lucas County		$71,498

		Construction (CO)		2026		$786,483								$196,623		Lucas County		$983,106

		Funding Totals 				$843,681				$0				$442,923				$1,286,604

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				65.6%				0.0%				34.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		8

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		15

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		3

		4. System Use & Performance		55		12

		Total		100		38

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		38



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-24: Sylvania and Herr Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		1

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								0

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		roundabout

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		6020 (entering) - no count on Herr

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		39

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		39























TMACOG-25

		TMACOG-25: Talmadge Rd



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Sarah Rowland				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Talmadge

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The scope of work includes milling the existing pavement, performing spot full depth repairs, placing a two course asphalt concrete overlay, adjusting manholes, tying down the shoulders, bringing drives to grade, placing pavement markings and other related work from Laskey to Alexis.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$35,000		Lucas County		$35,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2024										$25,000		Lucas County		$25,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$593,600								$123,400		Lucas County		$717,000

		Funding Totals 				$593,600				$0				$183,400				$777,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				76.4%				0.0%				23.6%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		7

		5. System Use and Performance		60		21

		Total		100		35



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-25: Talmadge Rd

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		50

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		4

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										468 Trucks

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		35





Test_TMACOG-25

		TMACOG-25: Talmadge Rd																		Project scored 2 points lower



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Sarah Rowland				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Talmadge

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The scope of work includes milling the existing pavement, performing spot full depth repairs, placing a two course asphalt concrete overlay, adjusting manholes, tying down the shoulders, bringing drives to grade, placing pavement markings and other related work from Laskey to Alexis.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$35,000		Lucas County		$35,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2024										$25,000		Lucas County		$25,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$593,600								$123,400		Lucas County		$717,000

		Funding Totals 				$593,600				$0				$183,400				$777,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				76.4%				0.0%				23.6%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		6

		4. System Use & Performance		55		19

		Total		100		33

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		33



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-25: Talmadge Rd

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								0

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								6

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								2		10,775 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		33

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		33























TMACOG-26

		TMACOG-26: Waterville-Monclova and Monclova Roundabout



		Project Type: 		Intersection Improvement						Project Sponsor:		Monclova Twp				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Harold Grim				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-865-9662				Route:		Monclova

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The project will consist of construction of a single lane urban (mini) roundabout at the intersection of Monclova Rd and Waterville Monclova Rd. The project includes construction of a  center truck apron, pavement splitter islands, paved shoulders, pavement reconstruction, sidewalks, lighting, storm sewers, signings, thermoplastic pavement markings, and other related work. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2023										$127,000		Monclova Twp		$127,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$70,000		Monclova Twp		$70,000

		Construction (CE)		2026		$15,000								$35,600		Monclova Twp		$50,600

		Construction (CO)		2026		$485,000								$210,200		Monclova Twp		$695,200

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$442,800				$942,800

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				53.0%				0.0%				47.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		9

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		23

		Total		100		47



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-26: Waterville-Monclova and Monclova Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		98

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										60

				Not Listed						0		3

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		6

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		48





Test_TMACOG-26

		TMACOG-26: Waterville-Monclova and Monclova Roundabout																		Project scored 5 points higher



		Project Type: 		Intersection Improvement						Project Sponsor:		Monclova Twp				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Harold Grim				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-865-9662				Route:		Monclova

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The project will consist of construction of a single lane urban (mini) roundabout at the intersection of Monclova Rd and Waterville Monclova Rd. The project includes construction of a  center truck apron, pavement splitter islands, paved shoulders, pavement reconstruction, sidewalks, lighting, storm sewers, signings, thermoplastic pavement markings, and other related work. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2023										$127,000		Monclova Twp		$127,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$70,000		Monclova Twp		$70,000

		Construction (CE)		2026		$15,000								$35,600		Monclova Twp		$50,600

		Construction (CO)		2026		$485,000								$210,200		Monclova Twp		$695,200

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$442,800				$942,800

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				53.0%				0.0%				47.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		12

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		6

		4. System Use & Performance		55		17

		Total		100		42

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		52



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-26: Waterville-Monclova and Monclova Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		1

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								0

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		roundabout

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		9100 (entering)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								3

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								6

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		42

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		52























TMACOG-27

		TMACOG-27: Five Point Rd Widening



		Project Type: 		Rehab and Widen						Project Sponsor:		Perrysburg Twp				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Walt Celley				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-887-6914				Route:		AWT

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Improve Five Point Rd from SR 25 to Tracy Rd by conducting full depth pavement repairs at select locations, widening 2 miles of 18' and 19' to 20'. Resurface the entire length, and add 2' wide stone berm where none exists. 








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2022										$100,000		Perrysburg Twp		$100,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2023		$80,000								$20,000		Perrysburg Twp		$100,000

		Construction (CO)		2023		$1,668,750								$417,118		Perrysburg Twp		$2,085,868

		Funding Totals 				$1,748,750				$0				$537,118				$2,285,868

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				76.5%				0.0%				23.5%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		4

		2. Livability		11		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		10

		5. System Use and Performance		60		33

		Total		100		47



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-27: Five Point Rd Widening

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		4

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		73								2		69		25.5555555556

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3												1.3		91		21.9074074074

				21. Roadway Projects																		1.2		60		13.3333333333

				New roadway						0		13										0.4		67		4.962962963

				Resurfacing						4												0.1		89		1.6481481481

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7												0.4		79		5.8518518519

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10												5.4				73.2592592593

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										8%

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										99 but this project description is not the planned project. 

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		6

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		47





Test_TMACOG-27

		TMACOG-27: Five Point Rd Widening																		Project scored 5 points higher



		Project Type: 		Rehab and Widen						Project Sponsor:		Perrysburg Twp				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Walt Celley				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-887-6914				Route:		AWT

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Improve Five Point Rd from SR 25 to Tracy Rd by conducting full depth pavement repairs at select locations, widening 2 miles of 18' and 19' to 20'. Resurface the entire length, and add 2' wide stone berm where none exists. 








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2022										$100,000		Perrysburg Twp		$100,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2023		$80,000								$20,000		Perrysburg Twp		$100,000

		Construction (CO)		2023		$1,668,750								$417,118		Perrysburg Twp		$2,085,868

		Funding Totals 				$1,748,750				$0				$537,118				$2,285,868

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				76.5%				0.0%				23.5%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		2

		4. System Use & Performance		55		33

		Total		100		42

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		52



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-27: Five Point Rd Widening

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								0

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								8

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								2

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								6

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		42

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		52























TMACOG-28

		TMACOG-28: E Broadway Reconstruct



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		Village of North Baltimore				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Michael Brillhart				County:		Wood

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-257-2394				Route:		E Broadway

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The project consists of the reconstruction of East Broadway Street from Tarr Street to Rudolph Road, with new 5-foot walk on both sides of the street (minimum) for the entire length and extending the new walk west to include Tarr Street to Main Street. It includes new curb, new ADA  compliant curb ramps as well as necessary storm sewer improvements. In addition, bike lanes will be added from Main Street to Beecher Street, with sharrows and signage for the remaining project length, providing improved access to the Slippery Elm Trail. A resurfacing is included from Main Street to Tarr Street to facilitate the restriping to accommodate the new bike lanes.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2022										$226,500		Village of NB		$226,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2024		$47,000								$145,100		Village of NB		$192,100

		Construction (CO)		2024		$1,719,000								$622,200		Village of NB		$2,341,200

		Funding Totals 				$1,766,000				$0				$993,800				$2,759,800

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				64.0%				0.0%				36.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		10

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		24

		Total		100		53



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-28: E Broadway Reconstruct

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		3

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		68

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		8

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users										$2,759,800/$8,546,938= 32%

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										103

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		60





Test_TMACOG-28

		TMACOG-28: E Broadway Reconstruct																		Project scored 5 points higher



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		Village of North Baltimore				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Michael Brillhart				County:		Wood

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-257-2394				Route:		E Broadway

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The project consists of the reconstruction of East Broadway Street from Tarr Street to Rudolph Road, with new 5-foot walk on both sides of the street (minimum) for the entire length and extending the new walk west to include Tarr Street to Main Street. It includes new curb, new ADA  compliant curb ramps as well as necessary storm sewer improvements. In addition, bike lanes will be added from Main Street to Beecher Street, with sharrows and signage for the remaining project length, providing improved access to the Slippery Elm Trail. A resurfacing is included from Main Street to Tarr Street to facilitate the restriping to accommodate the new bike lanes.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2022										$226,500		Village of NB		$226,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2024		$47,000								$145,100		Village of NB		$192,100

		Construction (CO)		2024		$1,719,000								$622,200		Village of NB		$2,341,200

		Funding Totals 				$1,766,000				$0				$993,800				$2,759,800

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				64.0%				0.0%				36.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		4

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		10

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		12

		4. System Use & Performance		55		22

		Total		100		48

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		58



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-28: E Broadway Reconstruct

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		3

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								12

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		sidewalk, bike lanes

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		2650

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		48

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		58























TMACOG-29

		TMACOG-29: E Broadway Reconstruct



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		Village of North Baltimore				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Michael Brillhart				County:		Wood

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-257-2394				Route:		E Broadway

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The project consists of the reconstruction of East Broadway Street from Tarr Street to Rudolph Road, with new 5-foot walk on both sides of the street (minimum) for the entire length and extending the new walk west to include Tarr Street to Main Street. It includes new curb, new ADA  compliant curb ramps as well as necessary storm sewer improvements. In addition, bike lanes will be added from Main Street to Beecher Street, with sharrows and signage for the remaining project length, providing improved access to the Slippery Elm Trail. A resurfacing is included from Main Street to Tarr Street to facilitate the restriping to accommodate the new bike lanes.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2022										$226,500		Village of NB		$226,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2024										$192,100		Village of NB		$192,100

		Construction (CO)		2024		$500,000								$1,841,200		Village of NB		$2,341,200

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$2,259,800				$2,759,800

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				18.1%				0.0%				81.9%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		10

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		24

		Total		100		53



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-29: E Broadway Reconstruct

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3		?

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		6

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		3

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		68

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		8

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users										$2,759,800/$8,546,938= 32%

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										103

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		62





Test_TMACOG-29

		TMACOG-29: E Broadway Reconstruct																		Project scored 7 points higher



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		Village of North Baltimore				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Michael Brillhart				County:		Wood

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-257-2394				Route:		E Broadway

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The project consists of the reconstruction of East Broadway Street from Tarr Street to Rudolph Road, with new 5-foot walk on both sides of the street (minimum) for the entire length and extending the new walk west to include Tarr Street to Main Street. It includes new curb, new ADA  compliant curb ramps as well as necessary storm sewer improvements. In addition, bike lanes will be added from Main Street to Beecher Street, with sharrows and signage for the remaining project length, providing improved access to the Slippery Elm Trail. A resurfacing is included from Main Street to Tarr Street to facilitate the restriping to accommodate the new bike lanes.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2022										$226,500		Village of NB		$226,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2024										$192,100		Village of NB		$192,100

		Construction (CO)		2024		$500,000								$1,841,200		Village of NB		$2,341,200

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$2,259,800				$2,759,800

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				18.1%				0.0%				81.9%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		4

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		10

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		14

		4. System Use & Performance		55		22

		Total		100		50

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		60



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-29: E Broadway Reconstruct

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								6

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		3

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								12

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		sidewalk, bike lane

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		2650

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		50

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		60























TMACOG-30

		TMACOG-30: Hallett Ave Phase A



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		Village of Swanton				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Rosanna Hoelzle				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-826-0701				Route:		Hallett

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Phase A will be a structural overlay of Hallett Avenue from from US20/SR2 to north of Garfield Avenue (1,700+/-feet) at the existing pavement joint. Work includes milling the top 3" of pavement with application of a two-course overlay with some pavement repairs. Work also includes removal and replacement of curb and gutter. The project also will include new ADA compliant walk, curb ramps, and crosswalks along the west side of the roadway which will require the widening of the existing bridge.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$62,000		Village of Swanton		$62,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$100,000				$100,000

		Construction (CE)				$37,000								$21,000		Village of Swanton		$58,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$411,000								$169,000		Village of Swanton		$580,000

		Funding Totals 				$448,000				$0				$352,000				$800,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				56.0%				0.0%				44.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		20

		Total		100		40



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-30: Hallett Ave Phase A

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		73

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		2

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										5%

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		6

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		43





Test_TMACOG-30

		TMACOG-30: Hallett Ave Phase A																		Project scored 3 points higher



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		Village of Swanton				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Rosanna Hoelzle				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-826-0701				Route:		Hallett

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Phase A will be a structural overlay of Hallett Avenue from from US20/SR2 to north of Garfield Avenue (1,700+/-feet) at the existing pavement joint. Work includes milling the top 3" of pavement with application of a two-course overlay with some pavement repairs. Work also includes removal and replacement of curb and gutter. The project also will include new ADA compliant walk, curb ramps, and crosswalks along the west side of the roadway which will require the widening of the existing bridge.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$62,000		Village of Swanton		$62,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$100,000				$100,000

		Construction (CE)				$37,000								$21,000		Village of Swanton		$58,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$411,000								$169,000		Village of Swanton		$580,000

		Funding Totals 				$448,000				$0				$352,000				$800,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				56.0%				0.0%				44.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		4

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		8

		4. System Use & Performance		55		16

		Total		100		33

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		43



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-30: Hallett Ave Phase A

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								3

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		sidewalk, crosswalk

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		2500

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								6

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		33

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		43























TMACOG-31

		TMACOG-31: Hallett Ave Resurfacing Phase B



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		Village of Swanton				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Rosanna Hoelzle				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-826-0701				Route:		Hallett

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Phase B is a structural overlay of Hallett Avenue from from north of Church Street, at the existing pavement joint, to the bridge of the I-80/I-90 overpass (2,400+/- feet). The project includes milling 3 inches of pavement and application of a two-course overlay with pavement repairs. Work includes removal and replacement of curb and gutter. The project also will include new ADA compliant walk, curb ramps, and crosswalks along the west side of the roadway.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$47,600		Village of Swanton		$47,600

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2026		$31,000								$17,400		Village of Swanton		$48,400

		Construction (CO)		2026		$340,200								$143,800		Village of Swanton		$484,000

		Funding Totals 				$371,200				$0				$208,800				$580,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				64.0%				0.0%				36.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		8

		5. System Use and Performance		60		16

		Total		100		31



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-31: Hallett Ave Resurfacing Phase B

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		68

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										4%

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		6

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		31





Test_TMACOG-31

		TMACOG-31: Hallett Ave Resurfacing Phase B																		Project scored 2 points higher



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		Village of Swanton				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Rosanna Hoelzle				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-826-0701				Route:		Hallett

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Phase B is a structural overlay of Hallett Avenue from from north of Church Street, at the existing pavement joint, to the bridge of the I-80/I-90 overpass (2,400+/- feet). The project includes milling 3 inches of pavement and application of a two-course overlay with pavement repairs. Work includes removal and replacement of curb and gutter. The project also will include new ADA compliant walk, curb ramps, and crosswalks along the west side of the roadway.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$47,600		Village of Swanton		$47,600

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2026		$31,000								$17,400		Village of Swanton		$48,400

		Construction (CO)		2026		$340,200								$143,800		Village of Swanton		$484,000

		Funding Totals 				$371,200				$0				$208,800				$580,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				64.0%				0.0%				36.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		8

		4. System Use & Performance		55		13

		Total		100		33

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		33



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-31: Hallett Ave Resurfacing Phase B

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								0

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		crosswalk

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		3500

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								6

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		33

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		33























TMACOG-32

		TMACOG-32: Luckey Rd Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurface						Project Sponsor:		Wood County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Jason Sisco				County:		Wood

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-354-9070				Route:		Luckey

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Mill and Fill of 3.2 miles of Luckey Road from SR 582 to USR 20.  Project includes milling the existing surface, placing a leveling course, then a thin lay surface course.  Additional ancillary items are: berm, asphalt rejuvenating agent and pavement markings.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)																$0

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2023		$412,000								$103,000		Wood County		$515,000

		Funding Totals 				$412,000				$0				$103,000				$515,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				80.0%				0.0%				20.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		20

		Total		100		35



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-32: Luckey Rd Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		82

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		4

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		9

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										11%

				< 3%						0		3

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 										2014

				4 years						2		4

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		36





Test_TMACOG-32

		TMACOG-32: Luckey Rd Resurfacing																		Project scored 9 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurface						Project Sponsor:		Wood County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Jason Sisco				County:		Wood

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-354-9070				Route:		Luckey

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Mill and Fill of 3.2 miles of Luckey Road from SR 582 to USR 20.  Project includes milling the existing surface, placing a leveling course, then a thin lay surface course.  Additional ancillary items are: berm, asphalt rejuvenating agent and pavement markings.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)																$0

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2023		$412,000								$103,000		Wood County		$515,000

		Funding Totals 				$412,000				$0				$103,000				$515,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				80.0%				0.0%				20.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		6

		4. System Use & Performance		55		21

		Total		100		34

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		44



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-32: Luckey Rd Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								0

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								2

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								12

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		1200 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								3

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								4

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		34

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		44























TMACOG-33

		TMACOG-33: Monclova Rd Widening



		Project Type: 		Widening						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Ron Myers				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Monclova

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		This project will widen Monclova Rd from Jerome Rd to the Maumee City Limits and add a center two-way left turn lane as well as bike lanes on each side of the road. The project will also add sidewalks the entire length. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$270,000		Lucas County		$270,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$200,000				$200,000

		Construction (CE)		2024		$96,000								$24,000		Lucas County		$120,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$2,023,287								$505,822		Lucas County		$2,529,109

		Funding Totals 				$2,119,287				$0				$999,822				$3,119,109

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.9%				0.0%				32.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		11

		5. System Use and Performance		60		21

		Total		100		49



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-33: Monclova Rd Widening

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		90

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		13

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										918 Trucks

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										41

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		50





Test_TMACOG-33

		TMACOG-33: Monclova Rd Widening																		Project scored 1 point lower



		Project Type: 		Widening						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Ron Myers				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Monclova

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		This project will widen Monclova Rd from Jerome Rd to the Maumee City Limits and add a center two-way left turn lane as well as bike lanes on each side of the road. The project will also add sidewalks the entire length. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$270,000		Lucas County		$270,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$200,000				$200,000

		Construction (CE)		2024		$96,000								$24,000		Lucas County		$120,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$2,023,287								$505,822		Lucas County		$2,529,109

		Funding Totals 				$2,119,287				$0				$999,822				$3,119,109

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.9%				0.0%				32.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		12

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		3

		4. System Use & Performance		55		16

		Total		100		38

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		48



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-33: Monclova Rd Widening

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								8

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								0

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		5150

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								2

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		38

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		48

























2021 
Round
(Rescore)

Large Project $16,436,678 
Small Project +$3,689,200 

$20,125,878

ID Project Sponsor Project Name
Total 

Points

STBG 
Funding 

Requested

Total Project 
Cost

TMACOG-05 City of Rossford Glenwood & Buck Roundabout 68 $985,600 $1,500,000
TMACOG-16 City of Toledo Summit St Cycle Track Phase 1 63 $4,725,600 $6,970,260
TMACOG-08 City of Toledo Arlington Ave Reconstruction 61 $3,413,120 $5,034,352
TMACOG-17 City of Toledo Summit St Cycle Track Phase 2 60 $4,460,080 $6,578,618
TMACOG-29 Village of North Baltimore E Broadway St Small Project 60 $500,000 $2,759,800
TMACOG-28 Village of North Baltimore E Broadway St 58 $1,766,000 $2,759,800
TMACOG-20 City of Waterville Waterville-Monclova Rd 57 $1,086,278 $1,532,848
TMACOG-01 City of Bowling Green Brim and Bishop 53 $1,888,480 $2,618,600
TMACOG-27 Perrysburg Twp Five Point Rd 52 $1,748,750 $2,285,868

TMACOG-26 Monclova Twp Monclova & Waterville-Monclova 
Roundabout

52 $500,000 $942,800

TMACOG-19 City of Toledo Tremainsville Rd Resurfacing 50 $1,642,320 $2,422,426

TMACOG-07 City of Sylvania Erie & Monroe Roundabout and 
Resurfacing

49 $2,861,950 $4,028,132

TMACOG-33 Lucas County Monclova Rd 48 $2,119,287 $3,119,109

TMACOG-06 City of Rossford SR 65 & Glenwood Intersection 
Improvements

48 $448,000 $650,000

TMACOG-09 City of Toledo Consaul St Reconstruction 47 $4,766,160 $7,030,086
TMACOG-10 City of Toledo Douglas Rd Reconstruction 45 $2,173,360 $3,205,706
TMACOG-12 City of Toledo Lagrange St Resurfacing 45 $500,000 $1,758,908
TMACOG-13 City of Toledo Laskey Rd Resurfacing 45 $1,829,200 $2,698,070
TMACOG-04 City of Oregon Starr Ave Rehabilitation 45 $500,000 $1,047,216
TMACOG-32 Wood County Luckey Rd 44 $412,000 $515,000
TMACOG-18 City of Toledo Sylvania Ave Resurfacing 43 $500,000 $1,688,344
TMACOG-30 Village of Swanton Hallett Phase A 43 $448,000 $800,000
TMACOG-11 City of Toledo Glendale Ave Resurfacing 41 $500,000 $2,354,690
TMACOG-03 City of Oregon Coy Rd Resurfacing 40 $500,000 $975,812

TMACOG-14 City of Toledo Richards Rd Resurfacing and 
Sidepath

39 $1,112,400 $1,640,790

TMACOG-24 Lucas County Sylvania & Herr Roundabout 38 $843,681 $1,286,604
TMACOG-21 Lucas County Albon and Monclova Roundabout 37 $1,073,848 $1,871,315
TMACOG-31 Village of Swanton Hallett Phase B 33 $371,200 $580,000
TMACOG-25 Lucas County Talmadge Rd 33 $593,600 $777,000
TMACOG-15 City of Toledo Schneider Rd Reconstruction 33 $1,871,440 $2,760,374
TMACOG-22 Lucas County Bancroft and McCord Resurfacings 30 $381,200 $497,000
TMACOG-23 Lucas County Laskey Rd Resurfacing 29 $322,800 $421,000

2021 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation - TEST


STBG Summary - ORIG

		2021 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation - ORIGINAL

		ID		Project Sponsor		Project Name		Economic Development		Livability		Inter-Connectivity		Sustainability		System Use and Performance		Total Points		STBG Funding Requested		Total Project Cost		CRRSAA Eligible

		TMACOG-16		City of Toledo		Summit St Cycle Track Phase 1		6		11		4		10		40		71		$4,725,600		$6,970,260

		TMACOG-17		City of Toledo		Summit St Cycle Track Phase 2		6		11		4		10		36		67		$4,460,080		$6,578,618

		TMACOG-10		City of Toledo		Douglas Rd Reconstruction		6		11		0		5		35		57		$2,173,360		$3,205,706

		TMACOG-07		City of Sylvania		Erie & Monroe Roundabout and Resurfacing		6		10		4		13		22		55		$2,861,950		$4,028,132

		TMACOG-08		City of Toledo		Arlington Ave Reconstruction		6		3		4		13		29		55		$3,413,120		$5,034,352

		TMACOG-19		City of Toledo		Tremainsville Rd Resurfacing		6		6		4		10		28		54		$1,642,320		$2,422,426		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-05		City of Rossford		Glenwood & Buck Roundabout		4		6		4		5		34		53		$985,600		$1,500,000		CRRSAA - Not Recommended

		TMACOG-20		City of Waterville		Waterville-Monclova Rd		4		10		0		13		26		53		$1,086,278		$1,532,848

		TMACOG-28		Village of North Baltimore		E Broadway St		6		10		0		13		24		53		$1,766,000		$2,759,800		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-29		Village of North Baltimore		E Broadway St Small Project		6		10		0		13		24		53		$500,000		$2,759,800		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-01		City of Bowling Green		Brim and Bishop		6		11		0		13		20		50		$1,888,480		$2,618,600

		TMACOG-33		Lucas County		Monclova Rd		6		11		0		11		21		49		$2,119,287		$3,119,109

		TMACOG-26		Monclova Twp		Monclova & Waterville-Monclova Roundabout		2		9		0		13		23		47		$500,000		$942,800

		TMACOG-27		Perrysburg Twp		Five Point Rd		4		0		0		10		33		47		$1,748,750		$2,285,868		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-12		City of Toledo		Lagrange St Resurfacing		4		3		4		12		23		46		$500,000		$1,758,908		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-18		City of Toledo		Sylvania Ave Resurfacing		4		1		4		12		25		46		$500,000		$1,688,344

		TMACOG-06		City of Rossford		SR 65 & Glenwood Intersection Improvements		2		3		4		13		23		45		$448,000		$650,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-13		City of Toledo		Laskey Rd Resurfacing		6		1		0		10		28		45		$1,829,200		$2,698,070

		TMACOG-15		City of Toledo		Schneider Rd Reconstruction		6		1		0		7		31		45		$1,871,440		$2,760,374

		TMACOG-09		City of Toledo		Consaul St Reconstruction		6		6		0		5		27		44		$4,766,160		$7,030,086

		TMACOG-11		City of Toledo		Glendale Ave Resurfacing		6		1		4		12		19		42		$500,000		$2,354,690

		TMACOG-14		City of Toledo		Richards Rd Resurfacing and Sidepath		4		11		0		5		22		42		$1,112,400		$1,640,790

		TMACOG-30		Village of Swanton		Hallett Phase A		2		5		0		13		20		40		$448,000		$800,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-03		City of Oregon		Coy Rd Resurfacing		2		2		0		11		22		37		$500,000		$975,812		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-21		Lucas County		Albon and Monclova Roundabout		4		11		0		5		16		36		$1,073,848		$1,871,315

		TMACOG-04		City of Oregon		Starr Ave Rehabilitation		2		2		0		13		18		35		$500,000		$1,047,216

		TMACOG-25		Lucas County		Talmadge Rd		2		1		4		7		21		35		$593,600		$777,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-32		Wood County		Luckey Rd		2		0		0		13		20		35		$412,000		$515,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-24		Lucas County		Sylvania & Herr Roundabout		2		11		0		4		16		33		$843,681		$1,286,604

		TMACOG-31		Village of Swanton		Hallett Phase B		2		5		0		8		16		31		$371,200		$580,000

		TMACOG-23		Lucas County		Laskey Rd Resurfacing		2		5		0		7		16		30		$322,800		$421,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-22		Lucas County		Bancroft and McCord Resurfacings		2		5		0		7		15		29		$381,200		$497,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-02		City of Maumee		US 24 Safety Improvements		6		11		4		13		34		0		$495,000		$14,252,723		CRRSAA

						Recommended for Funding														$17,634,110

						CRRSAA Recommended for Funding														$3,538,320

						Small Projects Recommended for Funding														$3,987,200

						Total Funding Recommendation														$25,159,630





STBG Summary TEST

		2021 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation - TEST

		ID		Project Sponsor		Project Name		Economic Development		Livability & Interconnectivity		Project Readiness & Funding		System Use & Performance		#1 Project Bonus		Total Points		STBG Funding Requested		Total Project Cost		CRRSAA Eligible

		TMACOG-05		City of Rossford		Glenwood & Buck Roundabout		7		10		4		37		10		68		$985,600		$1,500,000		CRRSAA - Not Recommended				Toledo = 3 large ($12,598,800) and 2 small ($1,000,000) = $13,598,800 (66%)

		TMACOG-16		City of Toledo		Summit St Cycle Track Phase 1		6		15		9		33		0		63		$4,725,600		$6,970,260						Else = 3 large ($3,837,878) and 7 small ($3,184,200) = $7,022,078 (34%)

		TMACOG-08		City of Toledo		Arlington Ave Reconstruction		5		7		9		30		10		61		$3,413,120		$5,034,352

		TMACOG-17		City of Toledo		Summit St Cycle Track Phase 2		6		15		9		30		0		60		$4,460,080		$6,578,618

		TMACOG-29		Village of North Baltimore		E Broadway St Small Project		4		10		14		22		10		60		$500,000		$2,759,800		CRRSAA		lg proj instead

		TMACOG-28		Village of North Baltimore		E Broadway St		4		10		12		22		10		58		$1,766,000		$2,759,800		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-20		City of Waterville		Waterville-Monclova Rd		7		13		4		23		10		57		$1,086,278		$1,532,848

		TMACOG-01		City of Bowling Green		Brim and Bishop		7		15		4		17		10		53		$1,888,480		$2,618,600

		TMACOG-27		Perrysburg Twp		Five Point Rd		7		0		2		33		10		52		$1,748,750		$2,285,868		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-26		Monclova Twp		Monclova & Waterville-Monclova Roundabout		7		12		6		17		10		52		$500,000		$942,800

		TMACOG-19		City of Toledo		Tremainsville Rd Resurfacing		2		10		9		29		0		50		$1,642,320		$2,422,426		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-07		City of Sylvania		Erie & Monroe Roundabout and Resurfacing		3		14		4		18		10		49		$2,861,950		$4,028,132

		TMACOG-33		Lucas County		Monclova Rd		7		12		3		16		10		48		$2,119,287		$3,119,109

		TMACOG-06		City of Rossford		SR 65 & Glenwood Intersection Improvements		9		7		4		18		10		48		$448,000		$650,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-09		City of Toledo		Consaul St Reconstruction		5		9		4		29		0		47		$4,766,160		$7,030,086

		TMACOG-10		City of Toledo		Douglas Rd Reconstruction		3		14		4		24		0		45		$2,173,360		$3,205,706

		TMACOG-12		City of Toledo		Lagrange St Resurfacing		3		7		11		24		0		45		$500,000		$1,758,908		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-13		City of Toledo		Laskey Rd Resurfacing		4		4		9		28		0		45		$1,829,200		$2,698,070

		TMACOG-04		City of Oregon		Starr Ave Rehabilitation		3		5		11		16		10		45		$500,000		$1,047,216

		TMACOG-32		Wood County		Luckey Rd		7		0		6		21		10		44		$412,000		$515,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-18		City of Toledo		Sylvania Ave Resurfacing		3		5		11		24		0		43		$500,000		$1,688,344				next 2nd project (small)

		TMACOG-30		Village of Swanton		Hallett Phase A		4		5		8		16		10		43		$448,000		$800,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-11		City of Toledo		Glendale Ave Resurfacing		6		5		11		19		0		41		$500,000		$2,354,690

		TMACOG-03		City of Oregon		Coy Rd Resurfacing		7		5		11		17		0		40		$500,000		$975,812		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-14		City of Toledo		Richards Rd Resurfacing and Sidepath		3		14		4		18		0		39		$1,112,400		$1,640,790

		TMACOG-24		Lucas County		Sylvania & Herr Roundabout		8		15		3		12		0		38		$843,681		$1,286,604

		TMACOG-21		Lucas County		Albon and Monclova Roundabout		7		15		5		10		0		37		$1,073,848		$1,871,315

		TMACOG-31		Village of Swanton		Hallett Phase B		7		5		8		13		0		33		$371,200		$580,000

		TMACOG-25		Lucas County		Talmadge Rd		3		5		6		19		0		33		$593,600		$777,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-15		City of Toledo		Schneider Rd Reconstruction		1		4		6		22		0		33		$1,871,440		$2,760,374

		TMACOG-22		Lucas County		Bancroft and McCord Resurfacings		3		8		6		13		0		30		$381,200		$497,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-23		Lucas County		Laskey Rd Resurfacing		3		8		6		12		0		29		$322,800		$421,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-02		City of Maumee		US 24 Safety Improvements		12		15		8		38		10		83		$495,000		$14,252,723		CRRSAA				STBG only:

						Recommended for Funding														$16,436,678

						CRRSAA Recommended for Funding														$4,617,078

						Small Projects Recommended for Funding														$4,184,200

						Total Funding Recommendation														$20,620,878		exclude CRRSAA 





TMACOG-01

		TMACOG-01: Brim and Bishop Roundabout +



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Bowling Green				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Brad Holman				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-354-6236				Route:

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Construction of a single lane roundabout at the intersection of Brim Road and Bishop Road with a multi-use path (approx. 2,510 feet) extending from Bishop Road to Newton Road. The MUP will be connected to future planned paths. The project also includes the resurfacing of Brim Road from the proposed intersection to Poe Road (1.41 miles).







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2023										$208,000		City of BG		$208,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2024										$50,000		City of BG		$50,000

		Construction (CE)		2025		$171,680								$42,920		City of BG		$214,600

		Construction (CO)		2025		$1,716,800								$429,200		City of BG		$2,146,000

		Funding Totals 				$1,888,480				$0				$730,120				$2,618,600

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				72.1%				0.0%				27.9%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		20

		Total		100		50



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-01: Brim and Bishop

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		4		59

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects										weighted average

				New roadway						0		8

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		5

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										122

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5		0

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		52





Test_TMACOG-01

		TMACOG-01: Brim and Bishop Roundabout																		Project scored 3 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Bowling Green				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Brad Holman				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-354-6236				Route:

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Construction of a single lane roundabout at the intersection of Brim Road and Bishop Road with a multi-use path (approx. 2,510 feet) extending from Bishop Road to Newton Road. The MUP will be connected to future planned paths. The project also includes the resurfacing of Brim Road from the proposed intersection to Poe Road (1.41 miles).







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2023										$208,000		City of BG		$208,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2024										$50,000		City of BG		$50,000

		Construction (CE)		2025		$171,680								$42,920		City of BG		$214,600

		Construction (CO)		2025		$1,716,800								$429,200		City of BG		$2,146,000

		Funding Totals 				$1,888,480				$0				$730,120				$2,618,600

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				72.1%				0.0%				27.9%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		15

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		4

		4. System Use & Performance		55		17

		Total		100		43

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		53



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-01: Brim and Bishop Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		1

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		4

				20. Roadway Projects								4		weighted average

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								6

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		roundabout, MUP

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		3000

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		44

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		54























TMACOG-02

		TMACOG-02: US 24



		Project Type: 		??						Project Sponsor:		City of Maumee				PID: 		106389

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Patrick Burtch				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-897-7103				Route:		US 24

										Contact E-mail:						Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Reconstruction of the Munding Drive and Dearborn Avenue intersection.
The US24 (Anthony Wayne Trail) roadway corridor and intersection safety improvements project (PID 106389) involves enhancing the traffic operations and safety of the corridor for both motorized and non-motorized modes of transportation in the city of Maumee. The roadway will be repaved approximately 600’ west of Monclova Road to approximately 225’ east of Detroit Ave across the Ohio Turnpike Bridge, which is a project length of about 3.61 miles.

Key aspects of the project involve resurfacing of US24; improving intersections with full signal upgrades at locations where traffic signals are antiquated; improving crosswalks by shortening them where feasible and enhancing visibility; improving left turn lane lengths on US24 to meet required storage lengths and deceleration at the intersections on US24 at Ford Street, Conant Street, Gibbs Street, Key Street, Michigan Avenue, and Detroit Avenue; construct an additional left turn lane for northbound Ford Street and a right turn lane added for northbound Conant Street; revise the right turn lane at Michigan Avenue to allow for the required deceleration and storage length; eliminate the northbound approach at the intersection of US24 and Detroit Avenue by revising Detroit Avenue into a cul de sac.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Other Funding 		Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2019						$1,152,110		HISP/Urban Pav		$10,000				$1,162,110

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2020						$123,400		HISP/Urban Pav						$123,400

		Construction (CE)		2022						$182,789		HISP/Urban Pav/CMAQ		$30,000				$212,789

		Construction (CO)		2022		$495,000				$11,448,650		HISP/Urban Pav/CMAQ		$810,774				$12,754,424

		Funding Totals 				$495,000				$12,906,949				$850,774				$14,252,723

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				3.5%				90.6%				6.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		34

		Total		100		68



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-02: US 24

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2		2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6				70 ??

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects										??

				New roadway						0		13

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		4

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		3

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		74





Test_TMACOG-02

		TMACOG-02: US 24																		Project scored 15 points higher



		Project Type: 		??						Project Sponsor:		City of Maumee				PID: 		106389

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Patrick Burtch				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-897-7103				Route:		US 24

										Contact E-mail:						Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Reconstruction of the Munding Drive and Dearborn Avenue intersection.
The US24 (Anthony Wayne Trail) roadway corridor and intersection safety improvements project (PID 106389) involves enhancing the traffic operations and safety of the corridor for both motorized and non-motorized modes of transportation in the city of Maumee. The roadway will be repaved approximately 600’ west of Monclova Road to approximately 225’ east of Detroit Ave across the Ohio Turnpike Bridge, which is a project length of about 3.61 miles.

Key aspects of the project involve resurfacing of US24; improving intersections with full signal upgrades at locations where traffic signals are antiquated; improving crosswalks by shortening them where feasible and enhancing visibility; improving left turn lane lengths on US24 to meet required storage lengths and deceleration at the intersections on US24 at Ford Street, Conant Street, Gibbs Street, Key Street, Michigan Avenue, and Detroit Avenue; construct an additional left turn lane for northbound Ford Street and a right turn lane added for northbound Conant Street; revise the right turn lane at Michigan Avenue to allow for the required deceleration and storage length; eliminate the northbound approach at the intersection of US24 and Detroit Avenue by revising Detroit Avenue into a cul de sac.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Other Funding 		Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2019						$1,152,110		HISP/Urban Pav		$10,000				$1,162,110

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2020						$123,400		HISP/Urban Pav						$123,400

		Construction (CE)		2022						$182,789		HISP/Urban Pav/CMAQ		$30,000				$212,789

		Construction (CO)		2022		$495,000				$11,448,650		HISP/Urban Pav/CMAQ		$810,774				$12,754,424

		Funding Totals 				$495,000				$12,906,949				$850,774				$14,252,723

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				3.5%				90.6%				6.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		12

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		15

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		8

		4. System Use & Performance		55		38

		Total		100		73

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		83



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-02: US 24

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								4

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								3		The Andersons

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		1

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		2

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								8

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		1		portion b/t Ford-Conant + ix of Key and Michigan

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								4		Signal upgrades, crossing upgrades, turn lanes, eliminate an intersection, speed reduction, MUP

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								3		18,184 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								3

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		75

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		85























TMACOG-03

		TMACOG-03: Coy Rd



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Oregon				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Paul Roman				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-698-7046				Route:

										Contact E-mail:		proman@ci.oregon.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Resurface Coy Rd in three segments. From Fleitz to Worden. From 250' north of Navarra to Starr. From Starr to Seaman. 








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$10,000				$10,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2024										$30,000				$30,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$500,000								$435,812				$935,812

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$475,812				$975,812

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				51.2%				0.0%				48.8%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		2

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		11

		5. System Use and Performance		60		22

		Total		100		37



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-03: Coy Rd

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		2

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		4		57

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		13

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		2

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		37



mailto:proman@ci.oregon.oh.us

Test_TMACOG-03

		TMACOG-03: Coy Rd																		Project scored 3 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Oregon				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Paul Roman				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-698-7046				Route:

										Contact E-mail:		proman@ci.oregon.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Resurface Coy Rd in three segments. From Fleitz to Worden. From 250' north of Navarra to Starr. From Starr to Seaman. 








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$10,000				$10,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2024										$30,000				$30,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$500,000								$435,812				$935,812

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$475,812				$975,812

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				51.2%				0.0%				48.8%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		11

		4. System Use & Performance		55		17

		Total		100		40

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		40



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-03: Coy Rd

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		2

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		4

				20. Roadway Projects								8

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								3

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		Sidewalk gaps

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		8162 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		40

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		40
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TMACOG-04

		TMACOG-04: Starr Ave



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation 						Project Sponsor:		City of Oregon				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Paul Roman				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-698-7046				Route:

										Contact E-mail:		proman@ci.oregon.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Rehabilitate Starr Ave between the western corp limits and S Whittlesey Ave.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$10,000				$10,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2026										$30,000				$30,000

		Construction (CO)		2026		$500,000								$507,216				$1,007,216

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$547,216				$1,047,216

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				47.7%				0.0%				52.3%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		2

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		18

		Total		100		35



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-04: Starr Ave

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		0

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		80

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects										weighted average based on application

				New roadway						0		8

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		2

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		41



mailto:proman@ci.oregon.oh.us

Test_TMACOG-04

		TMACOG-04: Starr Ave																		Project scored 10 points higher



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation 						Project Sponsor:		City of Oregon				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Paul Roman				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-698-7046				Route:

										Contact E-mail:		proman@ci.oregon.oh.us				Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Rehabilitate Starr Ave between the western corp limits and S Whittlesey Ave.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$10,000				$10,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2026										$30,000				$30,000

		Construction (CO)		2026		$500,000								$507,216				$1,007,216

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$547,216				$1,047,216

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				47.7%				0.0%				52.3%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		11

		4. System Use & Performance		55		16

		Total		100		35

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		45



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-04: Starr Ave

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								5

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								3

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		1		Starr @ Wheeling in report

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								2		11,148 (weighted ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								2

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		35

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		45





















mailto:proman@ci.oregon.oh.us

TMACOG-05

		TMACOG-05: Glenwood and Buck Roundabout



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		City of Rossford				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Allyson Murray				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-666-0120				Route:

										Contact E-mail:						Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Construction of a single-lane roundabout with one right-turn slip lane at the intersection of Glenwood Road, Buck Road, and Third Street. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2022										$146,875				$146,875

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2023										$121,125				$121,125

		Construction (CE)		2024		$89,600								$22,400				$112,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$896,000								$224,000				$1,120,000

		Funding Totals 				$985,600				$0				$514,400				$1,500,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				65.7%				0.0%				34.3%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		4

		2. Livability		11		6

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		5

		5. System Use and Performance		60		34

		Total		100		53



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-05: Glenwood and Buck

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		4

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0		No Bicycle Facility

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		71

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										8.55%

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 										Last time they received STBG was ARRA. 

				4 years						2		6

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		53





Test_TMACOG-05

		TMACOG-05: Glenwood and Buck Roundabout																		Project scored 15 points higher



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		City of Rossford				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Allyson Murray				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-666-0120				Route:

										Contact E-mail:						Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Construction of a single-lane roundabout with one right-turn slip lane at the intersection of Glenwood Road, Buck Road, and Third Street. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2022										$146,875				$146,875

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2023										$121,125				$121,125

		Construction (CE)		2024		$89,600								$22,400				$112,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$896,000								$224,000				$1,120,000

		Funding Totals 				$985,600				$0				$514,400				$1,500,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				65.7%				0.0%				34.3%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		10

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		4

		4. System Use & Performance		55		37

		Total		100		58

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		68



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-05: Glenwood and Buck Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		1

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		Roundabout, sidewalks

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								2		11,190 entering vehicles

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								2

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								6		Last time they received STBG was ARRA. 

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		58

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		68























TMACOG-06

		TMACOG-06: SR 65 and Glenwood Intersection Improvements



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitate 						Project Sponsor:		City of Rossford				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Allyson Murray				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-666-0120				Route:		SR65

										Contact E-mail:						Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Improve intersection operation by slightly realigning Glenwood Rd at SR 65 to create a NB thru/left lane to align better for through movement to Bergin St, and to create an exclusive NB right turn lane to NE SR 65. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$60,000				$60,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$30,000				$30,000

		Construction (CE)				$32,000								$8,000				$40,000

		Construction (CO)				$416,000								$104,000				$520,000

		Funding Totals 				$448,000				$0				$202,000				$650,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				68.9%				0.0%				31.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		3

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		23

		Total		100		45



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-06: SR 65 and Glenwood Intersection Improvements

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0		No Bicycle Facility

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		3		Half sidewalk

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		90

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		13

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										128

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 										Has not received STBG since ARRA.

				4 years						2		6

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		45





Test_TMACOG-06

		TMACOG-06: SR 65 and Glenwood Intersection Improvements																		Project scored 3 point higher



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitate 						Project Sponsor:		City of Rossford				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Allyson Murray				County:		Wood

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-666-0120				Route:		SR65

										Contact E-mail:						Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		Improve intersection operation by slightly realigning Glenwood Rd at SR 65 to create a NB thru/left lane to align better for through movement to Bergin St, and to create an exclusive NB right turn lane to NE SR 65. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$60,000				$60,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$30,000				$30,000

		Construction (CE)				$32,000								$8,000				$40,000

		Construction (CO)				$416,000								$104,000				$520,000

		Funding Totals 				$448,000				$0				$202,000				$650,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				68.9%				0.0%				31.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		9

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		7

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		4

		4. System Use & Performance		55		18

		Total		100		38

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		48



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-06: SR 65 and Glenwood Intersection Improvements

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								4

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								3		Pilkington NA

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		3

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								8

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								0

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		new turn lane

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								2		10,834 (entering)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								6		Has not received STBG since ARRA.

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		38

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		48























TMACOG-07

		TMACOG-07: Erie and Monroe Roundabout and Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing and Rehab						Project Sponsor:		City of Sylvania				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Kevin Aller				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-885-8965				Route:		Erie

										Contact E-mail:						Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The purpose of this project is to improve traffic operations, reduce congestion, and enhance safety at the Erie Street and Monroe Street intersection by implementation of a modern roundabout. A traffic study was completed in May 2019 that recommended a roundabout replace the current signalized intersection for traffic control.  This study was supplemented in December 2020 to review roundabout impacts to Olde Post Road and recommended a left turn drop-lane was warranted for westbound Monroe Street at Olde Post Road.  This project will install both of these recommendations and resurface Erie Street from Centennial Road to the proposed roundabout.  The resurfacing portion of this project was submitted in the 2018 STBG solicitation and was not selected for funding.








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2024										$350,612				$350,612

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2025										$100,000				$100,000

		Construction (CE)		2026		$258,200								$64,603				$322,803

		Construction (CO)		2026		$2,603,750								$650,967				$3,254,717

		Funding Totals 				$2,861,950				$0				$1,166,182				$4,028,132

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				71.0%				0.0%				29.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		10

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		22

		Total		100		55



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-07: Erie and Monroe Roundabout and Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		3		Partial Replacement

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		72

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects										Weighted Avg 

				New roadway						0		9

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		5

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										79

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		55





Test_TMACOG-07

		TMACOG-07: Erie and Monroe Roundabout and Resurfacing																		Project scored 6 points lower



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing and Rehab						Project Sponsor:		City of Sylvania				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Kevin Aller				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-885-8965				Route:		Erie

										Contact E-mail:						Section:



		Brief Scope of Work		The purpose of this project is to improve traffic operations, reduce congestion, and enhance safety at the Erie Street and Monroe Street intersection by implementation of a modern roundabout. A traffic study was completed in May 2019 that recommended a roundabout replace the current signalized intersection for traffic control.  This study was supplemented in December 2020 to review roundabout impacts to Olde Post Road and recommended a left turn drop-lane was warranted for westbound Monroe Street at Olde Post Road.  This project will install both of these recommendations and resurface Erie Street from Centennial Road to the proposed roundabout.  The resurfacing portion of this project was submitted in the 2018 STBG solicitation and was not selected for funding.








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2024										$350,612				$350,612

		Right-of-Way (RW)		2025										$100,000				$100,000

		Construction (CE)		2026		$258,200								$64,603				$322,803

		Construction (CO)		2026		$2,603,750								$650,967				$3,254,717

		Funding Totals 				$2,861,950				$0				$1,166,182				$4,028,132

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				71.0%				0.0%				29.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		14

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		4

		4. System Use & Performance		55		18

		Total		100		39

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		49



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-07: Erie and Monroe Roundabout and Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		1

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		3

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								5

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								6

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		Roundabout

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								2		13,200 (entering)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		39

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		49























TMACOG-08

		TMACOG-08: Arlington Ave Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Arlington

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Full depth reconstruction of Arlington Ave from Spencer to Detroit. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$426,640				$426,640

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$127,992				$127,992

		Construction (CO)		2026		$3,413,120								$1,066,600				$4,479,720

		Funding Totals 				$3,413,120				$0				$1,621,232				$5,034,352

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		3

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		29

		Total		100		55



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-08: Arlington Ave Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		2

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		44

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		60





Test_TMACOG-08

		TMACOG-08: Arlington Ave Reconstruction																		Project scored 6 points higher



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Arlington

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Full depth reconstruction of Arlington Ave from Spencer to Detroit. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$426,640				$426,640

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$127,992				$127,992

		Construction (CO)		2026		$3,413,120								$1,066,600				$4,479,720

		Funding Totals 				$3,413,120				$0				$1,621,232				$5,034,352

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		5

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		7

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		9

		4. System Use & Performance		55		30

		Total		100		51

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		61



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-08: Arlington Ave Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0		(if this encompassed up to a mile in distance away, then Airline Junction would be within distance)

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		2

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		1

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		4750 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		51

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		61























TMACOG-09

		TMACOG-09: Consaul Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Consaul

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Full reconstruction of the pavement, including new curbs, drive aprons, and sidewalk on Consaul St from Front St to Yarrow St








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$595,770				$595,770

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$178,731				$178,731

		Construction (CO)		2026		$4,766,160								$1,489,425				$6,255,585

		Funding Totals 				$4,766,160				$0				$2,263,926				$7,030,086

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		6

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		5

		5. System Use and Performance		60		27

		Total		100		44



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-09: Consaul Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		50

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		44





Test_TMACOG-09

		TMACOG-09: Consaul Reconstruction																		Project scored 3 points higher



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Consaul

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Full reconstruction of the pavement, including new curbs, drive aprons, and sidewalk on Consaul St from Front St to Yarrow St








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$595,770				$595,770

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$178,731				$178,731

		Construction (CO)		2026		$4,766,160								$1,489,425				$6,255,585

		Funding Totals 				$4,766,160				$0				$2,263,926				$7,030,086

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		5

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		9

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		4

		4. System Use & Performance		55		29

		Total		100		47

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		47



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-09: Consaul Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								3		Port of Toledo

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0		intersection of Consaul and Front is in report

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		5402 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		47

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		47























TMACOG-10

		TMACOG-10: Douglas Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Douglas

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction and widening of the pavement, including new sidewalk and drive aprons. The road will be widened from 24' to 32' to add bike lanes from Alexis to the State Line.








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$271,670		City of Toledo		$271,670

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$81,501		City of Toledo		$81,501

		Construction (CO)		2027		$2,173,360								$679,175		City of Toledo		$2,852,535

		Funding Totals 				$2,173,360				$0				$1,032,346				$3,205,706

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		5

		5. System Use and Performance		60		35

		Total		100		57



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-10: Douglas Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		42

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		20

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		2

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										110

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		57





Test_TMACOG-10

		TMACOG-10: Douglas Reconstruction																		Project scored 8 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Douglas

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		This project is a full reconstruction and widening of the pavement, including new sidewalk and drive aprons. The road will be widened from 24' to 32' to add bike lanes from Alexis to the State Line.








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$271,670		City of Toledo		$271,670

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$81,501		City of Toledo		$81,501

		Construction (CO)		2027		$2,173,360								$679,175		City of Toledo		$2,852,535

		Funding Totals 				$2,173,360				$0				$1,032,346				$3,205,706

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		14

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		4

		4. System Use & Performance		55		24

		Total		100		45

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		45



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-10: Douglas Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								10

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								1

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0		intersection of Douglas & Alexix, but not corridor

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		New sidewalk, bike lanes

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		7250

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		45

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		45























TMACOG-11

		TMACOG-11: Glendale Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Glendale

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Resurfacing and full depth pavement repairs, sidewalk improvements, minor drainage improvements, and curb repairs as needed from Detroit to Charmaine. 








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$199,550		City of Toledo		$199,550

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$59,865		City of Toledo		$59,865

		Construction (CO)		2027		$500,000								$1,595,275		City of Toledo		$2,095,275

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$1,854,690				$2,354,690

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				21.2%				0.0%				78.8%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		12

		5. System Use and Performance		60		19

		Total		100		42



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-11: Glendale Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0		ADA Only

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		4		64.5

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		4

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		42





Test_TMACOG-11

		TMACOG-11: Glendale Resurfacing																		Project scored 1 point lower



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Glendale

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Resurfacing and full depth pavement repairs, sidewalk improvements, minor drainage improvements, and curb repairs as needed from Detroit to Charmaine. 








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$199,550		City of Toledo		$199,550

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$59,865		City of Toledo		$59,865

		Construction (CO)		2027		$500,000								$1,595,275		City of Toledo		$2,095,275

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$1,854,690				$2,354,690

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				21.2%				0.0%				78.8%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		6

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		11

		4. System Use & Performance		55		19

		Total		100		41

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		41



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-11: Glendale Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								4

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		4

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								6

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		1

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								3		17,275 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		41

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		41























TMACOG-12

		TMACOG-12: Lagrange St Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Lagrange

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs, sidewalk improvements, minor drainage improvements, and curb repairs as needed from Greenbelt to Summit.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$149,060		City of Toledo		$149,060

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$44,718		City of Toledo		$44,718

		Construction (CO)		2024		$500,000								$1,065,130		City of Toledo		$1,565,130

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$1,258,908				$1,758,908

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				28.4%				0.0%				71.6%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		4

		2. Livability		11		3

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		12

		5. System Use and Performance		60		23

		Total		100		46



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-12: Lagrange St Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		4

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		2

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		53

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		9

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		46





Test_TMACOG-12

		TMACOG-12: Lagrange St Resurfacing																		Project scored 1 point lower



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Lagrange

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs, sidewalk improvements, minor drainage improvements, and curb repairs as needed from Greenbelt to Summit.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$149,060		City of Toledo		$149,060

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$44,718		City of Toledo		$44,718

		Construction (CO)		2024		$500,000								$1,065,130		City of Toledo		$1,565,130

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$1,258,908				$1,758,908

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				28.4%				0.0%				71.6%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		7

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		11

		4. System Use & Performance		55		24

		Total		100		45

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		45



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-12: Lagrange St Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		2

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								12

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		1

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		4392 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		45

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		45























TMACOG-13

		TMACOG-13: Laskey Rd Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurface						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Jackman

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		repairs, sidewalk improvements, minor drainage improvements, and curb repairs as needed from Secor to Douglas.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$228,650		City of Toledo		$228,650

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$68,595		City of Toledo		$68,595

		Construction (CO)		2027		$1,829,200								$571,625		City of Toledo		$2,400,825

		Funding Totals 				$1,829,200				$0				$868,870				$2,698,070

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		10

		5. System Use and Performance		60		28

		Total		100		45



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-13: Laskey Rd Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		0

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		54

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		6

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		45





Test_TMACOG-13

		TMACOG-13: Laskey Rd Resurfacing																		Project scored the same amount of points



		Project Type: 		Resurface						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Jackman

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		repairs, sidewalk improvements, minor drainage improvements, and curb repairs as needed from Secor to Douglas.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$228,650		City of Toledo		$228,650

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$68,595		City of Toledo		$68,595

		Construction (CO)		2027		$1,829,200								$571,625		City of Toledo		$2,400,825

		Funding Totals 				$1,829,200				$0				$868,870				$2,698,070

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		4

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		4

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		9

		4. System Use & Performance		55		28

		Total		100		45

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		45



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-13: Laskey Rd Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								4

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								9

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		1

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								2		13,350

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								2

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		45

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		45























TMACOG-14

		TMACOG-14: Richards Rd Resurfacing and Sidepath



		Project Type: 		Resurface						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Richards

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		This project would partner the City of Toledo with the Village of Ottawa Hills to create a multi-use path on Richards Road from Bancroft Street to Hill Avenue. Two culverts would have to be rebuilt and widened to allow for bikes and pedestrians to pass without merging onto Richards. Richards would also be resurfaced and widened to allow for a southbound left turn lane that would turn into the main entrance for the soccer fields. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$139,050		City of Toledo		$139,050

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$41,715		City of Toledo		$41,715

		Construction (CO)		2027		$1,112,400								$347,625		City of Toledo		$1,460,025

		Funding Totals 				$1,112,400				$0				$528,390				$1,640,790

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		4

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		5

		5. System Use and Performance		60		22

		Total		100		42



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-14: Richards Rd Resurfacing and Sidepath

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		4

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		4		64.5

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		13

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		2

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										96

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		42





Test_TMACOG-14

		TMACOG-14: Richards Rd Resurfacing and Sidepath																		Project scored 3 points lower



		Project Type: 		Resurface						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Richards

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		This project would partner the City of Toledo with the Village of Ottawa Hills to create a multi-use path on Richards Road from Bancroft Street to Hill Avenue. Two culverts would have to be rebuilt and widened to allow for bikes and pedestrians to pass without merging onto Richards. Richards would also be resurfaced and widened to allow for a southbound left turn lane that would turn into the main entrance for the soccer fields. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$139,050		City of Toledo		$139,050

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$41,715		City of Toledo		$41,715

		Construction (CO)		2027		$1,112,400								$347,625		City of Toledo		$1,460,025

		Funding Totals 				$1,112,400				$0				$528,390				$1,640,790

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		14

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		4

		4. System Use & Performance		55		18

		Total		100		39

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		39



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-14: Richards Rd Resurfacing and Sidepath

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		4

				20. Roadway Projects								8

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								3

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		MUP, turn lane

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		6150

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		39

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		39























TMACOG-15

		TMACOG-15: Schneider Rd Reconstruction



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Schneider

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Complete reconstruction of the roadway, including adding new curbs (where none currently exist) and drainage structures throughout, new drive aprons, and ADA pedestrian ramps from Heatherdowns to Detroit. The road is to be widened from 20' to 24'.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$233,930		City of Toledo		$233,930

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$70,179		City of Toledo		$70,179

		Construction (CO)		2026		$1,871,440								$584,825		City of Toledo		$2,456,265

		Funding Totals 				$1,871,440				$0				$888,934				$2,760,374

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		7

		5. System Use and Performance		60		31

		Total		100		45



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-15: Schneider Rd Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		50

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		20

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		2

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		1

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		45





Test_TMACOG-15

		TMACOG-15: Schneider Rd Reconstruction																		Project scored 12 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Schneider

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Complete reconstruction of the roadway, including adding new curbs (where none currently exist) and drainage structures throughout, new drive aprons, and ADA pedestrian ramps from Heatherdowns to Detroit. The road is to be widened from 20' to 24'.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$233,930		City of Toledo		$233,930

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$70,179		City of Toledo		$70,179

		Construction (CO)		2026		$1,871,440								$584,825		City of Toledo		$2,456,265

		Funding Totals 				$1,871,440				$0				$888,934				$2,760,374

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		1

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		4

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		6

		4. System Use & Performance		55		22

		Total		100		33

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		33



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-15: Schneider Rd Reconstruction

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								1

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								10

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								3

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		7250

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								1

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		33

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		33























TMACOG-16

		TMACOG-16: Summit St Cycle Track Phase 1



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Summit

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Full reconstruction of the pavement, including new curbs, drive aprons, and sidewalk. Also included in the project is a separate bike path to continue the existing one that currently ends at Galena to Ohio Street. After Ohio Street, Summit would have a road diet from four lanes down to three, and the bike path would continue as a Cycle Track on the east side of the road to New York Avenue.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$590,700		City of Toledo		$590,700

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$177,210		City of Toledo		$177,210

		Construction (CO)		2026		$4,725,600								$1,476,750		City of Toledo		$6,202,350

		Funding Totals 				$4,725,600				$0				$2,244,660				$6,970,260

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		10

		5. System Use and Performance		60		40

		Total		100		71



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-16: Summit St Cycle Track Phase 1

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		52

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		20

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		6

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										507 trucks

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										31

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		71





Test_TMACOG-16

		TMACOG-16: Summit St Cycle Track Phase 1																		Project scored 8 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Summit

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Full reconstruction of the pavement, including new curbs, drive aprons, and sidewalk. Also included in the project is a separate bike path to continue the existing one that currently ends at Galena to Ohio Street. After Ohio Street, Summit would have a road diet from four lanes down to three, and the bike path would continue as a Cycle Track on the east side of the road to New York Avenue.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$590,700		City of Toledo		$590,700

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$177,210		City of Toledo		$177,210

		Construction (CO)		2026		$4,725,600								$1,476,750		City of Toledo		$6,202,350

		Funding Totals 				$4,725,600				$0				$2,244,660				$6,970,260

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		6

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		15

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		9

		4. System Use & Performance		55		33

		Total		100		63

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		63



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-16: Summit St Cycle Track Phase 1

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								3		Port of Toledo

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								10

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								9

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		Road diet, cycle track

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		6600 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								2

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		63

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		63























TMACOG-17

		TMACOG-17: Summit St Cycle Track Phase 2



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Summit

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Full reconstruction of the pavement, including new curbs, drive aprons, and sidewalk. Also included in the project is a road diet from four lanes down to three, and the fourth lane would become a Cycle Track on the east side of the road to Suder where it will then become a multi-use path (replacing the existing sidewalk) to Manhattan to tie into the existing bike path. In addition, the west side of the road from Bassett to Pontiac would widen with a "Bump-out" to accommodate on-street parking. The east side of Summit will have new sidewalk where there is none currently (Lasalle to Manhattan)







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$557,510		City of Toledo		$557,510

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$167,253		City of Toledo		$167,253

		Construction (CO)		2027		$4,460,080								$1,393,775		City of Toledo		$5,853,855

		Funding Totals 				$4,460,080				$0				$2,118,538				$6,578,618

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		10

		5. System Use and Performance		60		36

		Total		100		67



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-17: Summit St Cycle Track Phase 2

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		54

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		20

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		7

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										31

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		67





Test_TMACOG-17

		TMACOG-17: Summit St Cycle Track Phase 2																		Project scored 7 points lower



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Summit

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Full reconstruction of the pavement, including new curbs, drive aprons, and sidewalk. Also included in the project is a road diet from four lanes down to three, and the fourth lane would become a Cycle Track on the east side of the road to Suder where it will then become a multi-use path (replacing the existing sidewalk) to Manhattan to tie into the existing bike path. In addition, the west side of the road from Bassett to Pontiac would widen with a "Bump-out" to accommodate on-street parking. The east side of Summit will have new sidewalk where there is none currently (Lasalle to Manhattan)







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$557,510		City of Toledo		$557,510

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$167,253		City of Toledo		$167,253

		Construction (CO)		2027		$4,460,080								$1,393,775		City of Toledo		$5,853,855

		Funding Totals 				$4,460,080				$0				$2,118,538				$6,578,618

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		6

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		15

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		9

		4. System Use & Performance		55		30

		Total		100		60

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		60



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-17: Summit St Cycle Track Phase 2

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								3		Port of Toledo

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								10

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								9

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								2		Road diet, cycle track/MUP, new sidewalk

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		3800 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		60

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		60























TMACOG-18

		TMACOG-18: Sylvania Ave Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Sylvania

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs, sidewalk improvements, minor drainage improvements, and curb repairs as needed from Douglas to Upton. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$143,080		City of Toledo		$143,080

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$42,924		City of Toledo		$42,924

		Construction (CO)		2026		$500,000								$1,002,340		City of Toledo		$1,502,340

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$1,188,344				$1,688,344

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				29.6%				0.0%				70.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		4

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		12

		5. System Use and Performance		60		25

		Total		100		46



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-18: Sylvania Ave Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		4

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		4		59

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		6

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		46





Test_TMACOG-18

		TMACOG-18: Sylvania Ave Resurfacing																		Project scored 3 points lower



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		LPA						Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Sylvania

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs, sidewalk improvements, minor drainage improvements, and curb repairs as needed from Douglas to Upton. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$143,080		City of Toledo		$143,080

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$42,924		City of Toledo		$42,924

		Construction (CO)		2026		$500,000								$1,002,340		City of Toledo		$1,502,340

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$1,188,344				$1,688,344

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				29.6%				0.0%				70.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		11

		4. System Use & Performance		55		24

		Total		100		43

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		43



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-18: Sylvania Ave Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		4

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								9

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		1

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		8550

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								2

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		43

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		43























TMACOG-19

		TMACOG-19: Tremainsville Rd Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Tremainsville

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs, sidewalk improvements, minor drainage improvements, and curb repairs as needed. The project will include the addition of striped bike lanes throughout from Laskey to Alexis. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$205,294		City of Toledo		$205,294

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$61,587		City of Toledo		$61,587

		Construction (CO)		2024		$1,642,320								$513,225		City of Toledo		$2,155,545

		Funding Totals 				$1,642,320				$0				$780,106				$2,422,426

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		6

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		10

		5. System Use and Performance		60		28

		Total		100		54



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-19: Tremainsville Rd Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		46

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										110

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		54





Test_TMACOG-19

		TMACOG-19: Tremainsville Rd Resurfacing																		Project scored 4 points lower



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		City of Toledo				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Tim Grosjean				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-245-1344				Route:		Tremainsville

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Milling and resurfacing of the existing asphalt pavement including full depth pavement repairs, sidewalk improvements, minor drainage improvements, and curb repairs as needed. The project will include the addition of striped bike lanes throughout from Laskey to Alexis. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$205,294		City of Toledo		$205,294

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)												$61,587		City of Toledo		$61,587

		Construction (CO)		2024		$1,642,320								$513,225		City of Toledo		$2,155,545

		Funding Totals 				$1,642,320				$0				$780,106				$2,422,426

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.8%				0.0%				32.2%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		2

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		10

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		9

		4. System Use & Performance		55		29

		Total		100		50

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		50



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-19: Tremainsville Rd Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		bike lanes

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		7900

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		50

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		50























TMACOG-20

		TMACOG-20: Waterville-Monclova Rd Widening



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction and Widen						Project Sponsor:		City of Waterville				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Jon Gochenour				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-878-8100				Route:		Wat-Mon

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Widen Waterville-Monclova Rd from two lanes to three, to provide a continuous center two-way left turn lane from SR 64 to Pray Blvd. Install a 10' wide multiuse path on the west side of Waterville-Monclova Rd. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$125,000		City of Waterville		$125,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$50,000		City of Waterville		$50,000

		Construction (CE)		2024		$80,000								$20,000		City of Waterville		$100,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$1,006,278								$251,570		City of Waterville		$1,257,848

		Funding Totals 				$1,086,278				$0				$446,570				$1,532,848

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				70.9%				0.0%				29.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		4

		2. Livability		11		10

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		26

		Total		100		53



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-20: Waterville-Monclova Rd Widening

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		4

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1		0

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		1		Tree plantings?

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2		Not on network

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		69

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		13

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		4

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 										2010

				4 years						2		6

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		53





Test_TMACOG-20

		TMACOG-20: Waterville-Monclova Rd Widening																		Project scored 4 points higher



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction and Widen						Project Sponsor:		City of Waterville				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Jon Gochenour				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-878-8100				Route:		Wat-Mon

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Widen Waterville-Monclova Rd from two lanes to three, to provide a continuous center two-way left turn lane from SR 64 to Pray Blvd. Install a 10' wide multiuse path on the west side of Waterville-Monclova Rd. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$125,000		City of Waterville		$125,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$50,000		City of Waterville		$50,000

		Construction (CE)		2024		$80,000								$20,000		City of Waterville		$100,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$1,006,278								$251,570		City of Waterville		$1,257,848

		Funding Totals 				$1,086,278				$0				$446,570				$1,532,848

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				70.9%				0.0%				29.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		13

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		4

		4. System Use & Performance		55		23

		Total		100		47

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		57



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-20: Waterville-Monclova Rd Widening

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		1

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								8

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								6

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		new turn lane, SUP

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		4050

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								6		2010

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		47

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		57























TMACOG-21

		TMACOG-21: Albon & Monclova Roundabout



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Ron Myers				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Albon

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The project will consist of construction of a single lane modern roundabout at the intersection of Albon Rd and Monclova Rd. The project includes construction of a center landscape island, truck apron, pavement splitter islands, paved shoulders, pavement reconstruction, sidewalks, lighting, storm sewers, signings, thermoplastic pavement markings, and other related work.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$152,000		Lucas County		$152,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$400,000		Lucas County		$400,000

		Construction (CE)				$60,600								$15,180		Lucas County		$75,780

		Construction (CO)		2026		$1,013,248								$230,287		Lucas County		$1,243,535

		Funding Totals 				$1,073,848				$0				$797,467				$1,871,315

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				57.4%				0.0%				42.6%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		4

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		5

		5. System Use and Performance		60		16

		Total		100		36



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-21: Albon & Monclova Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		4

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		95

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										56

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		38





Test_TMACOG-21

		TMACOG-21: Albon & Monclova Roundabout																		Project scored 1 point higher



		Project Type: 		Reconstruction						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Ron Myers				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Albon

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The project will consist of construction of a single lane modern roundabout at the intersection of Albon Rd and Monclova Rd. The project includes construction of a center landscape island, truck apron, pavement splitter islands, paved shoulders, pavement reconstruction, sidewalks, lighting, storm sewers, signings, thermoplastic pavement markings, and other related work.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$152,000		Lucas County		$152,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$400,000		Lucas County		$400,000

		Construction (CE)				$60,600								$15,180		Lucas County		$75,780

		Construction (CO)		2026		$1,013,248								$230,287		Lucas County		$1,243,535

		Funding Totals 				$1,073,848				$0				$797,467				$1,871,315

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				57.4%				0.0%				42.6%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		15

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		5

		4. System Use & Performance		55		10

		Total		100		37

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		37



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-21: Albon & Monclova Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		1

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								0

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		roundabout

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		7150 (entering)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		38

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		38



























TMACOG-22

		TMACOG-22: Bancroft and McCord Resurfacings



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Sarah Rowland				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Ban and McC

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The scope of work includes milling the existing pavement, performing spot full depth repairs, placing a two course asphalt concrete overlay, adjusting manholes, tying down the shoulders, bringing drives to grade, placing pavement markings and RPMS, and other related work from St James Wood to McCord and Bancroft to Regents Park.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$20,500		Lucas County		$20,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2023										$16,000		Lucas County		$16,000

		Construction (CO)		2023		$381,200								$79,300		Lucas County		$460,500

		Funding Totals 				$381,200				$0				$115,800				$497,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				76.7%				0.0%				23.3%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		7

		5. System Use and Performance		60		15

		Total		100		29



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-22: Bancroft and McCord Resurfacings

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		2

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		78

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		4

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		29





Test_TMACOG-22

		TMACOG-22: Bancroft and McCord Resurfacings																		Project scored 1 point higher



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Sarah Rowland				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Ban and McC

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The scope of work includes milling the existing pavement, performing spot full depth repairs, placing a two course asphalt concrete overlay, adjusting manholes, tying down the shoulders, bringing drives to grade, placing pavement markings and RPMS, and other related work from St James Wood to McCord and Bancroft to Regents Park.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$20,500		Lucas County		$20,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2023										$16,000		Lucas County		$16,000

		Construction (CO)		2023		$381,200								$79,300		Lucas County		$460,500

		Funding Totals 				$381,200				$0				$115,800				$497,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				76.7%				0.0%				23.3%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		8

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		6

		4. System Use & Performance		55		13

		Total		100		30

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		30



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-22: Bancroft and McCord Resurfacings

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		2

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								0

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								6

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								2		12,393 (weighted ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		30

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		30























TMACOG-23

		TMACOG-23: Laskey Rd 



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Sarah Rowland				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Laskey

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The scope of work includes milling the existing pavement, performing spot full depth repairs, placing a two course asphalt concrete overlay, adjusting manholes, tying down the shoulders, bringing drives to grade, placing pavement markings and other related work from Monroe to Talmadge. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$17,500		Lucas County		$17,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2024										$14,000		Lucas County		$14,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$322,800								$66,700		Lucas County		$389,500

		Funding Totals 				$322,800				$0				$98,200				$421,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				76.7%				0.0%				23.3%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		7

		5. System Use and Performance		60		16

		Total		100		30



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-23: Laskey Rd 

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		2

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		77

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		3

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		30





Test_TMACOG-23

		TMACOG-23: Laskey Rd 																		Project scored 1 point lower



		Project Type: 		Resurfacing						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Sarah Rowland				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Laskey

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The scope of work includes milling the existing pavement, performing spot full depth repairs, placing a two course asphalt concrete overlay, adjusting manholes, tying down the shoulders, bringing drives to grade, placing pavement markings and other related work from Monroe to Talmadge. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$17,500		Lucas County		$17,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2024										$14,000		Lucas County		$14,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$322,800								$66,700		Lucas County		$389,500

		Funding Totals 				$322,800				$0				$98,200				$421,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				76.7%				0.0%				23.3%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		8

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		6

		4. System Use & Performance		55		12

		Total		100		29

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		29



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-23: Laskey Rd 

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		2

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								0

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								3

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		8225 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		29

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		29























TMACOG-24

		TMACOG-24: Sylvania and Herr Roundabout



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Ron Myers				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		[						Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Sylvania

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		project will also require electric, gas, telephone, and cable utility relocations within the public right-of-way. There is also relocation of a fiber communications line possible on an easement owned by the utility.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$152,000		Lucas County		$152,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$80,000		Lucas County		$80,000

		Construction (CE)		2026		$57,198								$14,300		Lucas County		$71,498

		Construction (CO)		2026		$786,483								$196,623		Lucas County		$983,106

		Funding Totals 				$843,681				$0				$442,923				$1,286,604

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				65.6%				0.0%				34.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		4

		5. System Use and Performance		60		16

		Total		100		33



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-24: Sylvania and Herr Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		69

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										Bike path is in LRP

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		35





Test_TMACOG-24

		TMACOG-24: Sylvania and Herr Roundabout																		Project scored 5 points higher



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Ron Myers				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:		[						Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Sylvania

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		project will also require electric, gas, telephone, and cable utility relocations within the public right-of-way. There is also relocation of a fiber communications line possible on an easement owned by the utility.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$152,000		Lucas County		$152,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$80,000		Lucas County		$80,000

		Construction (CE)		2026		$57,198								$14,300		Lucas County		$71,498

		Construction (CO)		2026		$786,483								$196,623		Lucas County		$983,106

		Funding Totals 				$843,681				$0				$442,923				$1,286,604

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				65.6%				0.0%				34.4%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		8

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		15

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		3

		4. System Use & Performance		55		12

		Total		100		38

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		38



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-24: Sylvania and Herr Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		1

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								0

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		roundabout

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		6020 (entering) - no count on Herr

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		39

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		39























TMACOG-25

		TMACOG-25: Talmadge Rd



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Sarah Rowland				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Talmadge

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The scope of work includes milling the existing pavement, performing spot full depth repairs, placing a two course asphalt concrete overlay, adjusting manholes, tying down the shoulders, bringing drives to grade, placing pavement markings and other related work from Laskey to Alexis.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$35,000		Lucas County		$35,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2024										$25,000		Lucas County		$25,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$593,600								$123,400		Lucas County		$717,000

		Funding Totals 				$593,600				$0				$183,400				$777,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				76.4%				0.0%				23.6%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		1

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		4

		4. Sustainability		13		7

		5. System Use and Performance		60		21

		Total		100		35



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-25: Talmadge Rd

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4		4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1		1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		6		50

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		4

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										468 Trucks

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		35





Test_TMACOG-25

		TMACOG-25: Talmadge Rd																		Project scored 2 points lower



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Sarah Rowland				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Talmadge

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The scope of work includes milling the existing pavement, performing spot full depth repairs, placing a two course asphalt concrete overlay, adjusting manholes, tying down the shoulders, bringing drives to grade, placing pavement markings and other related work from Laskey to Alexis.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$35,000		Lucas County		$35,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2024										$25,000		Lucas County		$25,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$593,600								$123,400		Lucas County		$717,000

		Funding Totals 				$593,600				$0				$183,400				$777,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				76.4%				0.0%				23.6%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		3

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		6

		4. System Use & Performance		55		19

		Total		100		33

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		33



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-25: Talmadge Rd

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								3

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		1

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								0

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		6

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								6

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								2		10,775 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		33

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		33























TMACOG-26

		TMACOG-26: Waterville-Monclova and Monclova Roundabout



		Project Type: 		Intersection Improvement						Project Sponsor:		Monclova Twp				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Harold Grim				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-865-9662				Route:		Monclova

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The project will consist of construction of a single lane urban (mini) roundabout at the intersection of Monclova Rd and Waterville Monclova Rd. The project includes construction of a  center truck apron, pavement splitter islands, paved shoulders, pavement reconstruction, sidewalks, lighting, storm sewers, signings, thermoplastic pavement markings, and other related work. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2023										$127,000		Monclova Twp		$127,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$70,000		Monclova Twp		$70,000

		Construction (CE)		2026		$15,000								$35,600		Monclova Twp		$50,600

		Construction (CO)		2026		$485,000								$210,200		Monclova Twp		$695,200

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$442,800				$942,800

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				53.0%				0.0%				47.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		9

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		23

		Total		100		47



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-26: Waterville-Monclova and Monclova Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1		1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		98

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		3

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										60

				Not Listed						0		3

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		6

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		48





Test_TMACOG-26

		TMACOG-26: Waterville-Monclova and Monclova Roundabout																		Project scored 5 points higher



		Project Type: 		Intersection Improvement						Project Sponsor:		Monclova Twp				PID: 

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Harold Grim				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-865-9662				Route:		Monclova

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The project will consist of construction of a single lane urban (mini) roundabout at the intersection of Monclova Rd and Waterville Monclova Rd. The project includes construction of a  center truck apron, pavement splitter islands, paved shoulders, pavement reconstruction, sidewalks, lighting, storm sewers, signings, thermoplastic pavement markings, and other related work. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2023										$127,000		Monclova Twp		$127,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$70,000		Monclova Twp		$70,000

		Construction (CE)		2026		$15,000								$35,600		Monclova Twp		$50,600

		Construction (CO)		2026		$485,000								$210,200		Monclova Twp		$695,200

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$442,800				$942,800

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				53.0%				0.0%				47.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		12

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		6

		4. System Use & Performance		55		17

		Total		100		42

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		52



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-26: Waterville-Monclova and Monclova Roundabout

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		1

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		2

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		3

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								0

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		roundabout

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		9100 (entering)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								3

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								6

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		42

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		52























TMACOG-27

		TMACOG-27: Five Point Rd Widening



		Project Type: 		Rehab and Widen						Project Sponsor:		Perrysburg Twp				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Walt Celley				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-887-6914				Route:		AWT

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Improve Five Point Rd from SR 25 to Tracy Rd by conducting full depth pavement repairs at select locations, widening 2 miles of 18' and 19' to 20'. Resurface the entire length, and add 2' wide stone berm where none exists. 








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2022										$100,000		Perrysburg Twp		$100,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2023		$80,000								$20,000		Perrysburg Twp		$100,000

		Construction (CO)		2023		$1,668,750								$417,118		Perrysburg Twp		$2,085,868

		Funding Totals 				$1,748,750				$0				$537,118				$2,285,868

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				76.5%				0.0%				23.5%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		4

		2. Livability		11		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		10

		5. System Use and Performance		60		33

		Total		100		47



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-27: Five Point Rd Widening

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		4

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		73								2		69		25.5555555556

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3												1.3		91		21.9074074074

				21. Roadway Projects																		1.2		60		13.3333333333

				New roadway						0		13										0.4		67		4.962962963

				Resurfacing						4												0.1		89		1.6481481481

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7												0.4		79		5.8518518519

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10												5.4				73.2592592593

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		10

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										8%

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										99 but this project description is not the planned project. 

				Not Listed						0		0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		6

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		47





Test_TMACOG-27

		TMACOG-27: Five Point Rd Widening																		Project scored 5 points higher



		Project Type: 		Rehab and Widen						Project Sponsor:		Perrysburg Twp				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Walt Celley				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-887-6914				Route:		AWT

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Improve Five Point Rd from SR 25 to Tracy Rd by conducting full depth pavement repairs at select locations, widening 2 miles of 18' and 19' to 20'. Resurface the entire length, and add 2' wide stone berm where none exists. 








		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2022										$100,000		Perrysburg Twp		$100,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2023		$80,000								$20,000		Perrysburg Twp		$100,000

		Construction (CO)		2023		$1,668,750								$417,118		Perrysburg Twp		$2,085,868

		Funding Totals 				$1,748,750				$0				$537,118				$2,285,868

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				76.5%				0.0%				23.5%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		2

		4. System Use & Performance		55		33

		Total		100		42

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		52



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-27: Five Point Rd Widening

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								0

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								8

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								15

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								2

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								6

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		42

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		52























TMACOG-28

		TMACOG-28: E Broadway Reconstruct



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		Village of North Baltimore				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Michael Brillhart				County:		Wood

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-257-2394				Route:		E Broadway

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The project consists of the reconstruction of East Broadway Street from Tarr Street to Rudolph Road, with new 5-foot walk on both sides of the street (minimum) for the entire length and extending the new walk west to include Tarr Street to Main Street. It includes new curb, new ADA  compliant curb ramps as well as necessary storm sewer improvements. In addition, bike lanes will be added from Main Street to Beecher Street, with sharrows and signage for the remaining project length, providing improved access to the Slippery Elm Trail. A resurfacing is included from Main Street to Tarr Street to facilitate the restriping to accommodate the new bike lanes.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2022										$226,500		Village of NB		$226,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2024		$47,000								$145,100		Village of NB		$192,100

		Construction (CO)		2024		$1,719,000								$622,200		Village of NB		$2,341,200

		Funding Totals 				$1,766,000				$0				$993,800				$2,759,800

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				64.0%				0.0%				36.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		10

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		24

		Total		100		53



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-28: E Broadway Reconstruct

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		3

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		68

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		8

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users										$2,759,800/$8,546,938= 32%

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										103

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		60





Test_TMACOG-28

		TMACOG-28: E Broadway Reconstruct																		Project scored 5 points higher



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		Village of North Baltimore				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Michael Brillhart				County:		Wood

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-257-2394				Route:		E Broadway

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The project consists of the reconstruction of East Broadway Street from Tarr Street to Rudolph Road, with new 5-foot walk on both sides of the street (minimum) for the entire length and extending the new walk west to include Tarr Street to Main Street. It includes new curb, new ADA  compliant curb ramps as well as necessary storm sewer improvements. In addition, bike lanes will be added from Main Street to Beecher Street, with sharrows and signage for the remaining project length, providing improved access to the Slippery Elm Trail. A resurfacing is included from Main Street to Tarr Street to facilitate the restriping to accommodate the new bike lanes.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2022										$226,500		Village of NB		$226,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2024		$47,000								$145,100		Village of NB		$192,100

		Construction (CO)		2024		$1,719,000								$622,200		Village of NB		$2,341,200

		Funding Totals 				$1,766,000				$0				$993,800				$2,759,800

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				64.0%				0.0%				36.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		4

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		10

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		12

		4. System Use & Performance		55		22

		Total		100		48

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		58



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-28: E Broadway Reconstruct

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		3

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								12

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		sidewalk, bike lanes

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		2650

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		48

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		58























TMACOG-29

		TMACOG-29: E Broadway Reconstruct



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		Village of North Baltimore				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Michael Brillhart				County:		Wood

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-257-2394				Route:		E Broadway

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The project consists of the reconstruction of East Broadway Street from Tarr Street to Rudolph Road, with new 5-foot walk on both sides of the street (minimum) for the entire length and extending the new walk west to include Tarr Street to Main Street. It includes new curb, new ADA  compliant curb ramps as well as necessary storm sewer improvements. In addition, bike lanes will be added from Main Street to Beecher Street, with sharrows and signage for the remaining project length, providing improved access to the Slippery Elm Trail. A resurfacing is included from Main Street to Tarr Street to facilitate the restriping to accommodate the new bike lanes.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2022										$226,500		Village of NB		$226,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2024										$192,100		Village of NB		$192,100

		Construction (CO)		2024		$500,000								$1,841,200		Village of NB		$2,341,200

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$2,259,800				$2,759,800

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				18.1%				0.0%				81.9%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		10

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		24

		Total		100		53



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-29: E Broadway Reconstruct

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3		?

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		6

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		3

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		68

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		10

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		8

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users										$2,759,800/$8,546,938= 32%

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)

				< 3%						0		0

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										103

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		0

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		62





Test_TMACOG-29

		TMACOG-29: E Broadway Reconstruct																		Project scored 7 points higher



		Project Type: 		Reconstruct						Project Sponsor:		Village of North Baltimore				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Michael Brillhart				County:		Wood

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-257-2394				Route:		E Broadway

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		The project consists of the reconstruction of East Broadway Street from Tarr Street to Rudolph Road, with new 5-foot walk on both sides of the street (minimum) for the entire length and extending the new walk west to include Tarr Street to Main Street. It includes new curb, new ADA  compliant curb ramps as well as necessary storm sewer improvements. In addition, bike lanes will be added from Main Street to Beecher Street, with sharrows and signage for the remaining project length, providing improved access to the Slippery Elm Trail. A resurfacing is included from Main Street to Tarr Street to facilitate the restriping to accommodate the new bike lanes.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)		2022										$226,500		Village of NB		$226,500

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2024										$192,100		Village of NB		$192,100

		Construction (CO)		2024		$500,000								$1,841,200		Village of NB		$2,341,200

		Funding Totals 				$500,000				$0				$2,259,800				$2,759,800

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				18.1%				0.0%				81.9%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		4

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		10

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		14

		4. System Use & Performance		55		22

		Total		100		50

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		60



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-29: E Broadway Reconstruct

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								6

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		3

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								6

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								12

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		sidewalk, bike lane

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		2650

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								0

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		50

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		60























TMACOG-30

		TMACOG-30: Hallett Ave Phase A



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		Village of Swanton				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Rosanna Hoelzle				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-826-0701				Route:		Hallett

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Phase A will be a structural overlay of Hallett Avenue from from US20/SR2 to north of Garfield Avenue (1,700+/-feet) at the existing pavement joint. Work includes milling the top 3" of pavement with application of a two-course overlay with some pavement repairs. Work also includes removal and replacement of curb and gutter. The project also will include new ADA compliant walk, curb ramps, and crosswalks along the west side of the roadway which will require the widening of the existing bridge.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$62,000		Village of Swanton		$62,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$100,000				$100,000

		Construction (CE)				$37,000								$21,000		Village of Swanton		$58,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$411,000								$169,000		Village of Swanton		$580,000

		Funding Totals 				$448,000				$0				$352,000				$800,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				56.0%				0.0%				44.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		20

		Total		100		40



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-30: Hallett Ave Phase A

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		73

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		2

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		2

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										5%

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		6

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		43





Test_TMACOG-30

		TMACOG-30: Hallett Ave Phase A																		Project scored 3 points higher



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		Village of Swanton				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Rosanna Hoelzle				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-826-0701				Route:		Hallett

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Phase A will be a structural overlay of Hallett Avenue from from US20/SR2 to north of Garfield Avenue (1,700+/-feet) at the existing pavement joint. Work includes milling the top 3" of pavement with application of a two-course overlay with some pavement repairs. Work also includes removal and replacement of curb and gutter. The project also will include new ADA compliant walk, curb ramps, and crosswalks along the west side of the roadway which will require the widening of the existing bridge.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$62,000		Village of Swanton		$62,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$100,000				$100,000

		Construction (CE)				$37,000								$21,000		Village of Swanton		$58,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$411,000								$169,000		Village of Swanton		$580,000

		Funding Totals 				$448,000				$0				$352,000				$800,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				56.0%				0.0%				44.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		4

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		8

		4. System Use & Performance		55		16

		Total		100		33

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		43



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-30: Hallett Ave Phase A

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								3

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		sidewalk, crosswalk

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		2500

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								6

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		33

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		43























TMACOG-31

		TMACOG-31: Hallett Ave Resurfacing Phase B



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		Village of Swanton				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Rosanna Hoelzle				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-826-0701				Route:		Hallett

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Phase B is a structural overlay of Hallett Avenue from from north of Church Street, at the existing pavement joint, to the bridge of the I-80/I-90 overpass (2,400+/- feet). The project includes milling 3 inches of pavement and application of a two-course overlay with pavement repairs. Work includes removal and replacement of curb and gutter. The project also will include new ADA compliant walk, curb ramps, and crosswalks along the west side of the roadway.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$47,600		Village of Swanton		$47,600

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2026		$31,000								$17,400		Village of Swanton		$48,400

		Construction (CO)		2026		$340,200								$143,800		Village of Swanton		$484,000

		Funding Totals 				$371,200				$0				$208,800				$580,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				64.0%				0.0%				36.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		8

		5. System Use and Performance		60		16

		Total		100		31



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-31: Hallett Ave Resurfacing Phase B

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		4

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		2		68

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		7

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										4%

				< 3%						0		1

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2		6

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		31





Test_TMACOG-31

		TMACOG-31: Hallett Ave Resurfacing Phase B																		Project scored 2 points higher



		Project Type: 		Rehabilitation						Project Sponsor:		Village of Swanton				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Rosanna Hoelzle				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-826-0701				Route:		Hallett

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Phase B is a structural overlay of Hallett Avenue from from north of Church Street, at the existing pavement joint, to the bridge of the I-80/I-90 overpass (2,400+/- feet). The project includes milling 3 inches of pavement and application of a two-course overlay with pavement repairs. Work includes removal and replacement of curb and gutter. The project also will include new ADA compliant walk, curb ramps, and crosswalks along the west side of the roadway.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$47,600		Village of Swanton		$47,600

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)		2026		$31,000								$17,400		Village of Swanton		$48,400

		Construction (CO)		2026		$340,200								$143,800		Village of Swanton		$484,000

		Funding Totals 				$371,200				$0				$208,800				$580,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				64.0%				0.0%				36.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		5

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		8

		4. System Use & Performance		55		13

		Total		100		33

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		0

		Total		110		33



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-31: Hallett Ave Resurfacing Phase B

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								4

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		2

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		2

				20. Roadway Projects								4

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								0

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0		crosswalk

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		3500

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								1

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								6

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		33

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		0

				Total + Bonus						110		33























TMACOG-32

		TMACOG-32: Luckey Rd Resurfacing



		Project Type: 		Resurface						Project Sponsor:		Wood County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Jason Sisco				County:		Wood

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-354-9070				Route:		Luckey

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Mill and Fill of 3.2 miles of Luckey Road from SR 582 to USR 20.  Project includes milling the existing surface, placing a leveling course, then a thin lay surface course.  Additional ancillary items are: berm, asphalt rejuvenating agent and pavement markings.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)																$0

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2023		$412,000								$103,000		Wood County		$515,000

		Funding Totals 				$412,000				$0				$103,000				$515,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				80.0%				0.0%				20.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		2

		2. Livability		11		0

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		13

		5. System Use and Performance		60		20

		Total		100		35



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-32: Luckey Rd Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		2

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		82

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		4

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		9

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		0

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										11%

				< 3%						0		3

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 										2014

				4 years						2		4

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		36





Test_TMACOG-32

		TMACOG-32: Luckey Rd Resurfacing																		Project scored 9 points higher



		Project Type: 		Resurface						Project Sponsor:		Wood County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Jason Sisco				County:		Wood

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-354-9070				Route:		Luckey

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		Mill and Fill of 3.2 miles of Luckey Road from SR 582 to USR 20.  Project includes milling the existing surface, placing a leveling course, then a thin lay surface course.  Additional ancillary items are: berm, asphalt rejuvenating agent and pavement markings.







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)																$0

		Right-of-Way (RW)																$0

		Construction (CE)																$0

		Construction (CO)		2023		$412,000								$103,000		Wood County		$515,000

		Funding Totals 				$412,000				$0				$103,000				$515,000

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				80.0%				0.0%				20.0%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		6

		4. System Use & Performance		55		21

		Total		100		34

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		44



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-32: Luckey Rd Resurfacing

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		0

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		0

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		0

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		2

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		3

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								0

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								2

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								12

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								0		1200 (ave)

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								3

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		0

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								0

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								4

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		34

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		44























TMACOG-33

		TMACOG-33: Monclova Rd Widening



		Project Type: 		Widening						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Ron Myers				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Monclova

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		This project will widen Monclova Rd from Jerome Rd to the Maumee City Limits and add a center two-way left turn lane as well as bike lanes on each side of the road. The project will also add sidewalks the entire length. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$270,000		Lucas County		$270,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$200,000				$200,000

		Construction (CE)		2024		$96,000								$24,000		Lucas County		$120,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$2,023,287								$505,822		Lucas County		$2,529,109

		Funding Totals 				$2,119,287				$0				$999,822				$3,119,109

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.9%				0.0%				32.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		8		6

		2. Livability		11		11

		3. Inter-connectivity		8		0

		4. Sustainability		13		11

		5. System Use and Performance		60		21

		Total		100		49



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-33: Monclova Rd Widening

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Number of jobs created

		(Maximum Points = 8)		5-14						2		6

				15-25						4

				> 25						6

				2. Projects with 10 or more Jobs

				Local Impacts						2

				Regional Impacts						4

		2. Livability		3. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 11)		4. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the CMP						1

				5. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				6. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1

				7. Project design provides for esthetics						1

				8. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				9. Project includes all reasonable ped improvements. 						2 - 5		5

		3. Inter-connectivity		10. Project provides direct access to multimodal terminals						0 - 6

		(Maximum Points = 8)		11. Project carries public transit						0 - 4

		4. Sustainability		12. Project has been programmed						2

				13. Project is sponsor's number 1 priority						8		8

		(Maximum Points = 13)		14. RW cleared or not needed						2

				Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3

				15. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds

				75% to 80%						0		2

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				16. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				17. Project in community with public transit						1

		5. System Use and Performance		18. PCR 						0 - 6		0		90

		(Maximum Points = 60)		19. ITS project						3

				21. Roadway Projects

				New roadway						0		13

				Resurfacing						4

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						7

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						10

				Widen/narrow and resurface						13

				Widen/narrow and rehabilitate						17

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						20

				23. Accident rate per million vehicles

				< .49						0		0

				.5 to .99						1

				1 to 1.49						2

				1.5 to 1.99						3

				2 to 2.49						4

				2.5 to 2.99						5

				3 to 3.49						6

				3.5 to 3.99						7

				4 to 4.49						8

				4.5 to 4.99						9

		 		> 5						10

				24. Existing average daily users

				< 7						0		1

				7.0 to 10.5						1

				10.5 to 14						2

				14 to 28						3

				28 to 42						4

				42 to 56						5

				56 to 70						6

				> 70						7

				25. Percentage of Trucks (8 points max)										918 Trucks

				< 3%						0		2

				3 % to 6 %						1

				6.01% to 9%						2

				9.01% to 12%						3

				12.01% to 15%						4

				> 15%						5

				Truck Impact Route						3

				Truck Route Not Shown on Map (over 500 Truck ADT)						3		3

				26. Project listed in 2045 Plan										41

				Not Listed						0		2

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2026+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2025)						3

				Top Plan Priority Bonus						10

				27. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 

				4 years						2

				8 years						4

				9 or more years						6

				28. Project Delay

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10



		Maximum Points								100		50





Test_TMACOG-33

		TMACOG-33: Monclova Rd Widening																		Project scored 1 point lower



		Project Type: 		Widening						Project Sponsor:		Lucas County				PID: 		NA

		ODOT District:		2						Contact Name:		Ron Myers				County:		Lucas

		Management Option:								Contact Phone:		419-213-2860				Route:		Monclova

										Contact E-mail:						Section:		0.000



		Brief Scope of Work		This project will widen Monclova Rd from Jerome Rd to the Maumee City Limits and add a center two-way left turn lane as well as bike lanes on each side of the road. The project will also add sidewalks the entire length. 







		Description of Work		Fiscal Year		STBG Request		Federal Pro-Rata 		Federal Funding 		Federal Funding Source		Local Match 		Non-Federal Funding Source		Phase Totals



		Preliminary Engineering (PE)												$270,000		Lucas County		$270,000

		Right-of-Way (RW)												$200,000				$200,000

		Construction (CE)		2024		$96,000								$24,000		Lucas County		$120,000

		Construction (CO)		2024		$2,023,287								$505,822		Lucas County		$2,529,109

		Funding Totals 				$2,119,287				$0				$999,822				$3,119,109

		Percentage of Total Project Cost				67.9%				0.0%				32.1%				100.0%



		Criteria		Maximum Points		Scored Points

		1. Economic Development		15		7

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		15		12

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		15		3

		4. System Use & Performance		55		16

		Total		100		38

		BONUS (#1 Project)		10		10

		Total		110		48



		Evaluation Criteria for TMACOG-33: Monclova Rd Widening

		Criteria		Measure						Points Available		Assigned Points		Notes and Comments

		1. Economic Development		1. Acres of developable land within 1/2 mile:								5

		(Maximum Points = 15)		0-1						0

				1-5						2

				>5						5

				2. Project will have a regional impact (based on highest Functional Classification level):								2

				Principal Arterial (class 3)						4

				Minor Arterial (class 4)						3

				Major Collector (class 5)						2

				Minor Collector (class 6 - urban only)						1

				3. Project access to multimodal terminals:								0

				Direct access to a multimodal facility						6

				Access to a multimodal facility within 0.5 miles						3

				No access to multimodal 						0

		2. Livability & Interconnectivity		4. Project sponsor has official Complete Streets Policy						1		1

		(Maximum Points = 15)		5. Positive effect on air quality & identified in the Congestion Management Process						1		0

				6. Positive effect for water quality						1		1

				7. Project makes use of recycled materials 						1		0

				8. Project design provides for aesthetics						1		0

				9. Project includes all reasonable bike improvements and projects are included on the TMACOG regional bicycle network. 						2 - 5		5

				10. Project includes all reasonable pedestrian improvements. 						2 - 5		5

				11. Project carries public transit (fixed route)						1		0

				12. Project in a community served by transit						3		0

		3. Project Readiness & Funding		13. Project has been programmed						2		0

				14. RW cleared or not needed						2		0

		(Maximum Points = 15)		15. Environmental Categorical Exclusion C1						3		0

				16. Percent of project dollars using TIP funds								2

				75% to 80%						0

				65% to 74%						2

				< 64 % 						4

				17. Dedicated fees for transportation projects						0 - 5		1

				18. Project in a community with a pavement management system?						2

		4. System Use and Performance		19. PCR 						0 - 6		0

				20. Roadway Projects								8

		(Maximum Points = 55)		New roadway						0

				Resurfacing						2

				Rehabilitation with some base replacement						4

				Reconstruct with full base replacement						6

				Widen/narrow and resurface/rehabilitate						8

				Widen/narrow and reconstruct						10

				21. Crash rate per million vehicles OR Injury %								0

				< .99				<30%		0

				1 to 1.99				35-39%		3

				2 to 2.99				40-44%		6

				3 to 3.99				45-49%		9

				4 to 4.99				50-54%		12

				> 5				>55%		15

				22. Project is listed in regional TMACOG safety report						1		0

		 		23. Project implements a proven FHWA Safety Countermeasure?								0

				0-2 countermeasures will be implemented						0

				3-4 countermeasures will be implemented						2

				5-6 countermeasures will be implemented						4

				7+ countermeasuers will be implemented						6

				24. Existing average daily users 								1		5150

				< 5,000						0

				5,000 to 9,999						1

				10,000 to 14,999						2

				15,000 to 19,999						3

				>20,000						4

				25. Percentage of Trucks								2

				< 3%						0

				3 % to 9 %						1

				9.01% to 15%						2

				> 15%						3

				26. Truck Impact Route						2		0

				27. Truck Route Not Shown on Map (> 500 Truck ADT)						2		3

				28. Project listed in 2055 Plan								2

				Not Listed						0

				Reserve or System Preservation						1

				Plan Priority (2036+)						2

				Plan Priority (by 2035)						3

				29. Project History: Sponsor has not received funding in 								0

				4 years						4

				8 years						6

				9 or more years						8

				30. Project Delay (small projects are exempt)								0

				One project slipped past programmed year						-5

				Two or more projects slipped past programmed years						-10

				One or more projects cancelled						-10

		Maximum Points								100		38

		BONUS: 10 points		Project is sponsor's #1 priority						10		10

				Total + Bonus						110		48

























2021 
Round

(Difference: 
Original vs. 
Rescore)

ID Project Sponsor Project Name
Total 

Points
ORIG 
Point Difference

TMACOG-05 City of Rossford Glenwood & Buck Roundabout 68 53 +15
TMACOG-16 City of Toledo Summit St Cycle Track Phase 1 63 71 -8
TMACOG-08 City of Toledo Arlington Ave Reconstruction 61 55 +6
TMACOG-17 City of Toledo Summit St Cycle Track Phase 2 60 67 -7
TMACOG-29 Village of North Baltimore E Broadway St Small Project 60 53 +7
TMACOG-28 Village of North Baltimore E Broadway St 58 53 +5
TMACOG-20 City of Waterville Waterville-Monclova Rd 57 53 +4
TMACOG-01 City of Bowling Green Brim and Bishop 53 50 +3

TMACOG-26 Monclova Twp Monclova & Waterville-Monclova 
Roundabout

52 47 +5

TMACOG-27 Perrysburg Twp Five Point Rd 52 47 +5
TMACOG-19 City of Toledo Tremainsville Rd Resurfacing 50 54 -4

TMACOG-07 City of Sylvania Erie & Monroe Roundabout and 
Resurfacing

49 55 -6

TMACOG-06 City of Rossford SR 65 & Glenwood Intersection 
Improvements

48 45 +3

TMACOG-33 Lucas County Monclova Rd 48 49 -1
TMACOG-09 City of Toledo Consaul St Reconstruction 47 44 +3
TMACOG-04 City of Oregon Starr Ave Rehabilitation 45 35 +10
TMACOG-10 City of Toledo Douglas Rd Reconstruction 45 57 -12
TMACOG-12 City of Toledo Lagrange St Resurfacing 45 57 -12
TMACOG-13 City of Toledo Laskey Rd Resurfacing 45 45 0
TMACOG-32 Wood County Luckey Rd 44 35 +9
TMACOG-18 City of Toledo Sylvania Ave Resurfacing 43 46 -3
TMACOG-30 Village of Swanton Hallett Phase A 43 40 +3
TMACOG-11 City of Toledo Glendale Ave Resurfacing 41 42 -1
TMACOG-03 City of Oregon Coy Rd Resurfacing 40 37 +3

TMACOG-14 City of Toledo Richards Rd Resurfacing and 
Sidepath

39 42 -3

TMACOG-24 Lucas County Sylvania & Herr Roundabout 38 33 +5
TMACOG-21 Lucas County Albon and Monclova Roundabout 37 36 +1
TMACOG-15 City of Toledo Schneider Rd Reconstruction 33 45 -12
TMACOG-25 Lucas County Talmadge Rd 33 35 -2
TMACOG-31 Village of Swanton Hallett Phase B 33 31 +2
TMACOG-22 Lucas County Bancroft and McCord Resurfacings 30 29 +1
TMACOG-23 Lucas County Laskey Rd Resurfacing 29 30 -1

2021 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation


Differences

		2024		ORIGINAL		RESCORE				2021		ORIGINAL		RESCORE

		Toledo: large projects		4 / $15.6m		4 / $16.2m				Toledo: large projects		4 / $14.8m		3 / $12.6m

		Toledo: small projects		2 / $1m		1 / $500k				Toledo: small projects		2 / $1m		2 / $1m

		Toledo: total		$16,648,000		$16,721,680				Toledo: total		$15,772,160		$13,598,800

		Toledo: % of funding		79.80%		79.90%				Toledo: % of funding		72.90%		67.60%

		Others: large projects		1 / $998k		1 / $998k				Others: large projects		1 / $2.9m		3 / $3.8m

		Others: small projects		7 / $3.2m		7 / $3.2m				Others: small projects		7 / $3.0m		6 / $2.7m

		Others: total		$4,202,740		$4,202,740				Others: total		$5,849,150		$6,527,078

		Others: % of funding		20.20%		20.10%				Others: % of funding		27.10%		32.40%

														$20,125,878







2024 STBG Summary - ORIG

		2024 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation - ORIGINAL

		ID		Project Sponsor		Project Name		Economic Development		Livability		Inter-Connectivity		Sustainability		System Use and Performance		Total Points		STBG Funding Requested		Total Project Cost

		TMACOG-20		City of Toledo		Tremainsville Rd. Resurfacing		6		11		4		4		36		61		$2,051,120		$3,025,400				Toledo = 4 large ($15,648,000) and 2 small ($1,000,000) = $16,648,000

		TMACOG-07		City of Toledo		Ashland Ave. Reconstruction		6		2		4		6		39		57		$3,425,440		$5,048,404				Else = 1 large ($998,400) and 7 small ($3,204,340) = $4,202,740

		TMACOG-16		City of Toledo		Lewis Ave. Reconstruction		6		6		4		4		35		55		$5,600,240		$8,260,350

		TMACOG-15		City of Toledo		Lawrence Ave. Reconstruction		6		4		0		4		40		54		$4,571,200		$6,742,520

		TMACOG-06		City of Sylvania		Main St. Reconstruction		6		11		4		13		18		52		$500,000		$2,433,581

		TMACOG-08		City of Toledo		Broadway St. Reconstruction		6		6		4		6		30		52		$6,594,320		$9,726,620

		TMACOG-17		City of Toledo		Seaman Rd. Reconstruction		6		6		4		6		27		49		$4,221,600		$6,226,860

		TMACOG-18		City of Toledo		Sylvania Ave. Reconstruction		6		1		0		12		30		49		$3,999,120		$5,898,702

		TMACOG-01		City of Bowling Green		Dunbridge Rd. Resurfacing		4		3		0		13		28		48		$998,400		$1,460,800

		TMACOG-09		City of Toledo		Byrne Rd. Resurfacing		6		1		4		9		28		48		$3,053,840		$4,504,410

		TMACOG-11		City of Toledo		Glanzman Rd. Reclamation		6		6		0		11		24		47		$500,000		$2,446,848

		TMACOG-03		City of Oregon		Navarre Ave. Resurfacing		2		3		4		13		19		41		$500,000		$1,329,643

		TMACOG-10		City of Toledo		Delaware Ave. Resurfacing		2		1		4		11		23		41		$500,000		$1,311,090

		TMACOG-05		City of Rossford		Superior St. @ Eagle Point Rd. Roundabout		6		4		4		13		13		40		$3,195,000		$4,993,000

		TMACOG-13		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Reynolds to Eastgate) Resurfacing		6		1		4		4		24		39		$2,196,480		$3,239,808

		TMACOG-25		Lucas County Engineers		Angola Rd. and McCord Rd. Improvements		4		1		0		13		21		39		$1,688,400		$2,202,500

		TMACOG-24		Village of Whitehouse		Finzel Rd. Improvements & Weckerly Rd. Multi Use Path		2		0		0		13		23		38		$466,180		$630,730

		TMACOG-27		Wood County Engineers		Roachton Rd. Resurfacing		2		0		0		13		23		38		$500,000		$1,300,200

		TMACOG-12		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Perrysburg-Holland to Reynolds) Resurfacing		4		1		4		11		17		37		$500,000		$2,187,720

		TMACOG-23		Village of Holland		McCord Rd. Roundabout		0		0		4		9		21		34		$238,160		$338,600

		TMACOG-26		Lucas County Engineers		Salisbury Rd. Improvements		2		1		0		11		20		34		$500,000		$1,267,000

		TMACOG-04		City of Perrysburg		East South Boundary St. Rehabilitation		2		0		0		13		18		33		$500,000		$899,698

		TMACOG-22		Village of Holland		Clark St. Improvements		2		0		0		13		14		29		$306,000		$435,000

		TMACOG-21		City of Waterville		SR 64 Right Turn Lane at US 24 Interchange		2		6		0		13		7		28		$548,000		$755,000

		TMACOG-02		City of Northwood		Curtice Rd. Pavement and Drainage Improvements		0		0		0		0		0		0		$8,076,400		$8,917,900		WITHDRAWN

		TMACOG-14		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Schneider to Byrne) Resurfacing		0		0		0		0		0		0		$2,028,800		$2,992,480		WITHDRAWN

		TMACOG-19		City of Toledo		Tiffin St./George Hardy Dr./John Carey Dr. Resurfacing		0		0		0		0		0		0		$1,217,360		$1,795,600		WITHDRAWN

		Large Project		$16,646,400

		Small Project		$4,204,340

				$20,850,740





2024 STBG Summary - TEST

		2024 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation - TEST

		ID		Project Sponsor		Project Name		Economic Development		Livability & Interconnectivity		Project Readiness & Funding		System Use and Performance		#1 Project Bonus		Test Points		ORIG Points		Difference		STBG Funding Requested		Total Project Cost

		TMACOG-01		City of Bowling Green		Dunbridge Rd. Resurfacing		7		6		9		31		10		63		48		+15		$998,400		$1,460,800				Toledo = 4 large ($16,221,680) and 1 small ($500,000) = $16,721,680 (79.9%)

		TMACOG-20		City of Toledo		Tremainsville Rd. Resurfacing		2		15		3		36		0		56		61		-5		$2,051,120		$3,025,400				Else = 1 large ($998,400) and 7 small ($3,204,340) = $4,202,740 (20.1%)

		TMACOG-27		Wood County Engineers		Roachton Rd. Resurfacing		10		0		10		26		10		56		38		+18		$500,000		$1,300,200

		TMACOG-03		City of Oregon		Navarre Ave. Resurfacing		6		7		11		18		10		52		41		+11		$500,000		$1,329,643

		TMACOG-16		City of Toledo		Lewis Ave. Reconstruction		4		10		3		34		0		51		55		-4		$5,600,240		$8,260,350

		TMACOG-18		City of Toledo		Sylvania Ave. Reconstruction		2		4		3		32		10		51		49		+2		$3,999,120		$5,898,702

		TMACOG-06		City of Sylvania		Main St. Reconstruction		3		15		6		15		10		49		52		-3		$500,000		$2,433,581

		TMACOG-09		City of Toledo		Byrne Rd. Resurfacing		6		5		8		29		0		48		48		0		$3,053,840		$4,504,410

		TMACOG-15		City of Toledo		Lawrence Ave. Reconstruction		1		7		3		37		0		48		54		-6		$4,571,200		$6,742,520

		TMACOG-24		Village of Whitehouse		Finzel Rd. Improvements		6		4		6		22		10		48		38		+10		$466,180		$630,730

		TMACOG-08		City of Toledo		Broadway St. Reconstruction		3		10		5		29		0		47		52		-5		$6,594,320		$9,726,620

		TMACOG-17		City of Toledo		Seaman Rd. Reconstruction		4		10		5		28		0		47		49		-2		$4,221,600		$6,226,860

		TMACOG-07		City of Toledo		Ashland Ave. Reconstruction		2		6		5		33		0		46		57		-11		$3,425,440		$5,048,404

		TMACOG-11		City of Toledo		Glanzman Rd. Reclamation		2		9		10		24		0		45		47		-2		$500,000		$2,446,848

		TMACOG-10		City of Toledo		Delaware Ave. Resurfacing		2		5		10		25		0		42		41		+1		$500,000		$1,311,090

		TMACOG-25		Lucas County Engineers		Angola Rd. and McCord Rd. Improvements		4		4		6		18		10		42		39		+3		$1,688,400		$2,202,500

		TMACOG-23		Village of Holland		McCord Rd. Roundabout		5		4		8		24		0		41		34		+7		$238,160		$338,600

		TMACOG-22		Village of Holland		Clark St. Improvements		2		3		8		17		10		40		29		+11		$306,000		$435,000

		TMACOG-04		City of Perrysburg		East South Boundary St. Rehabilitation		2		3		10		13		10		38		33		+5		$500,000		$899,698

		TMACOG-21		City of Waterville		SR 64 Right Turn Lane at US 24 Interchange		7		9		6		6		10		38		28		+10		$548,000		$755,000

		TMACOG-26		Lucas County Engineers		Salisbury Rd. Improvements		9		4		10		14		0		37		34		+3		$500,000		$1,267,000

		TMACOG-13		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Reynolds to Eastgate) Resurfacing		4		5		3		23		0		35		39		-4		$2,196,480		$3,239,808

		TMACOG-12		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Perrysburg-Holland to Reynolds) Resurfacing		3		5		10		16		0		34		37		-3		$500,000		$2,187,720

		TMACOG-05		City of Rossford		Superior St. @ Eagle Point Rd. Roundabout		3		7		5		8		10		33		40		-7		$3,195,000		$4,993,000

		TMACOG-02		City of Northwood		Curtice Rd. Pavement and Drainage Improvements		0		0		0		0				0						$8,076,400		$8,917,900

		TMACOG-14		City of Toledo		Heatherdowns Bl. (Schneider to Byrne) Resurfacing		0		0		0		0				0						$2,028,800		$2,992,480

		TMACOG-19		City of Toledo		Tiffin St./George Hardy Dr./John Carey Dr. Resurfacing		0		0		0		0				0						$1,217,360		$1,795,600

		Large Project		$4,040,800

		Small Project		$18,534,600

				$22,575,400





2021 STBG Summary - ORIG

		2021 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation - ORIGINAL

		ID		Project Sponsor		Project Name		Economic Development		Livability		Inter-Connectivity		Sustainability		System Use and Performance		Total Points		STBG Funding Requested		Total Project Cost		CRRSAA Eligible

		TMACOG-16		City of Toledo		Summit St Cycle Track Phase 1		6		11		4		10		40		71		$4,725,600		$6,970,260

		TMACOG-17		City of Toledo		Summit St Cycle Track Phase 2		6		11		4		10		36		67		$4,460,080		$6,578,618

		TMACOG-10		City of Toledo		Douglas Rd Reconstruction		6		11		0		5		35		57		$2,173,360		$3,205,706

		TMACOG-07		City of Sylvania		Erie & Monroe Roundabout and Resurfacing		6		10		4		13		22		55		$2,861,950		$4,028,132

		TMACOG-08		City of Toledo		Arlington Ave Reconstruction		6		3		4		13		29		55		$3,413,120		$5,034,352

		TMACOG-19		City of Toledo		Tremainsville Rd Resurfacing		6		6		4		10		28		54		$1,642,320		$2,422,426		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-05		City of Rossford		Glenwood & Buck Roundabout		4		6		4		5		34		53		$985,600		$1,500,000		CRRSAA - Not Recommended

		TMACOG-20		City of Waterville		Waterville-Monclova Rd		4		10		0		13		26		53		$1,086,278		$1,532,848

		TMACOG-28		Village of North Baltimore		E Broadway St		6		10		0		13		24		53		$1,766,000		$2,759,800		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-29		Village of North Baltimore		E Broadway St Small Project		6		10		0		13		24		53		$500,000		$2,759,800		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-01		City of Bowling Green		Brim and Bishop		6		11		0		13		20		50		$1,888,480		$2,618,600

		TMACOG-33		Lucas County		Monclova Rd		6		11		0		11		21		49		$2,119,287		$3,119,109

		TMACOG-26		Monclova Twp		Monclova & Waterville-Monclova Roundabout		2		9		0		13		23		47		$500,000		$942,800

		TMACOG-27		Perrysburg Twp		Five Point Rd		4		0		0		10		33		47		$1,748,750		$2,285,868		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-12		City of Toledo		Lagrange St Resurfacing		4		3		4		12		23		46		$500,000		$1,758,908		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-18		City of Toledo		Sylvania Ave Resurfacing		4		1		4		12		25		46		$500,000		$1,688,344

		TMACOG-06		City of Rossford		SR 65 & Glenwood Intersection Improvements		2		3		4		13		23		45		$448,000		$650,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-13		City of Toledo		Laskey Rd Resurfacing		6		1		0		10		28		45		$1,829,200		$2,698,070

		TMACOG-15		City of Toledo		Schneider Rd Reconstruction		6		1		0		7		31		45		$1,871,440		$2,760,374

		TMACOG-09		City of Toledo		Consaul St Reconstruction		6		6		0		5		27		44		$4,766,160		$7,030,086

		TMACOG-11		City of Toledo		Glendale Ave Resurfacing		6		1		4		12		19		42		$500,000		$2,354,690

		TMACOG-14		City of Toledo		Richards Rd Resurfacing and Sidepath		4		11		0		5		22		42		$1,112,400		$1,640,790

		TMACOG-30		Village of Swanton		Hallett Phase A		2		5		0		13		20		40		$448,000		$800,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-03		City of Oregon		Coy Rd Resurfacing		2		2		0		11		22		37		$500,000		$975,812		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-21		Lucas County		Albon and Monclova Roundabout		4		11		0		5		16		36		$1,073,848		$1,871,315

		TMACOG-04		City of Oregon		Starr Ave Rehabilitation		2		2		0		13		18		35		$500,000		$1,047,216

		TMACOG-25		Lucas County		Talmadge Rd		2		1		4		7		21		35		$593,600		$777,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-32		Wood County		Luckey Rd		2		0		0		13		20		35		$412,000		$515,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-24		Lucas County		Sylvania & Herr Roundabout		2		11		0		4		16		33		$843,681		$1,286,604

		TMACOG-31		Village of Swanton		Hallett Phase B		2		5		0		8		16		31		$371,200		$580,000

		TMACOG-23		Lucas County		Laskey Rd Resurfacing		2		5		0		7		16		30		$322,800		$421,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-22		Lucas County		Bancroft and McCord Resurfacings		2		5		0		7		15		29		$381,200		$497,000		CRRSAA

		TMACOG-02		City of Maumee		US 24 Safety Improvements		6		11		4		13		34		0		$495,000		$14,252,723		CRRSAA

						Recommended for Funding														$17,634,110

						CRRSAA Recommended for Funding														$3,538,320

						Small Projects Recommended for Funding														$3,987,200

						Total Funding Recommendation														$25,159,630		$21,621,310





2021 STBG Summary - TEST

		2021 Surface Transportation Block Grant Program Solicitation

		ID		Project Sponsor		Project Name		Economic Development		Livability & Interconnectivity		Project Readiness & Funding		System Use & Performance		#1 Project Bonus		Total Points		ORIG Point		Difference		STBG Funding Requested		Total Project Cost

		TMACOG-05		City of Rossford		Glenwood & Buck Roundabout		7		10		4		37		10		68		53		+15		$985,600		$1,500,000						Toledo = 3 large ($12,598,800) and 2 small ($1,000,000) = $13,598,800 (66%)

		TMACOG-16		City of Toledo		Summit St Cycle Track Phase 1		6		15		9		33		0		63		71		-8		$4,725,600		$6,970,260						Else = 3 large ($3,837,878) and 6 small ($2,689,200) = $6,527,078 (34%)

		TMACOG-08		City of Toledo		Arlington Ave Reconstruction		5		7		9		30		10		61		55		+6		$3,413,120		$5,034,352

		TMACOG-17		City of Toledo		Summit St Cycle Track Phase 2		6		15		9		30		0		60		67		-7		$4,460,080		$6,578,618

		TMACOG-29		Village of North Baltimore		E Broadway St Small Project		4		10		12		22		10		58		53		+7		$500,000		$2,759,800		lg proj instead

		TMACOG-28		Village of North Baltimore		E Broadway St		4		10		12		22		10		58		53		+5		$1,766,000		$2,759,800

		TMACOG-20		City of Waterville		Waterville-Monclova Rd		7		13		4		23		10		57		53		+4		$1,086,278		$1,532,848

		TMACOG-01		City of Bowling Green		Brim and Bishop		7		15		4		17		10		53		50		+3		$1,888,480		$2,618,600

		TMACOG-26		Monclova Twp		Monclova & Waterville-Monclova Roundabout		7		12		6		17		10		52		47		+5		$500,000		$942,800

		TMACOG-27		Perrysburg Twp		Five Point Rd		7		0		2		33		10		52		47		+5		$1,748,750		$2,285,868

		TMACOG-19		City of Toledo		Tremainsville Rd Resurfacing		2		10		9		29		0		50		54		-4		$1,642,320		$2,422,426

		TMACOG-07		City of Sylvania		Erie & Monroe Roundabout and Resurfacing		3		14		4		18		10		49		55		-6		$2,861,950		$4,028,132

		TMACOG-06		City of Rossford		SR 65 & Glenwood Intersection Improvements		9		7		4		18		10		48		45		+3		$448,000		$650,000

		TMACOG-33		Lucas County		Monclova Rd		7		12		3		16		10		48		49		-1		$2,119,287		$3,119,109

		TMACOG-09		City of Toledo		Consaul St Reconstruction		5		9		4		29		0		47		44		+3		$4,766,160		$7,030,086

		TMACOG-04		City of Oregon		Starr Ave Rehabilitation		3		5		11		16		10		45		35		+10		$500,000		$1,047,216

		TMACOG-10		City of Toledo		Douglas Rd Reconstruction		3		14		4		24		0		45		57		-12		$2,173,360		$3,205,706

		TMACOG-12		City of Toledo		Lagrange St Resurfacing		3		7		11		24		0		45		57		-12		$500,000		$1,758,908

		TMACOG-13		City of Toledo		Laskey Rd Resurfacing		4		4		9		28		0		45		45		0		$1,829,200		$2,698,070

		TMACOG-32		Wood County		Luckey Rd		7		0		6		21		10		44		35		+9		$412,000		$515,000

		TMACOG-18		City of Toledo		Sylvania Ave Resurfacing		3		5		11		24		0		43		46		-3		$500,000		$1,688,344		next 2nd project (small)

		TMACOG-30		Village of Swanton		Hallett Phase A		4		5		8		16		10		43		40		+3		$448,000		$800,000

		TMACOG-11		City of Toledo		Glendale Ave Resurfacing		6		5		11		19		0		41		42		-1		$500,000		$2,354,690

		TMACOG-03		City of Oregon		Coy Rd Resurfacing		7		5		11		17		0		40		37		+3		$500,000		$975,812

		TMACOG-14		City of Toledo		Richards Rd Resurfacing and Sidepath		3		14		4		18		0		39		42		-3		$1,112,400		$1,640,790

		TMACOG-24		Lucas County		Sylvania & Herr Roundabout		8		15		3		12		0		38		33		+5		$843,681		$1,286,604

		TMACOG-21		Lucas County		Albon and Monclova Roundabout		7		15		5		10		0		37		36		+1		$1,073,848		$1,871,315

		TMACOG-15		City of Toledo		Schneider Rd Reconstruction		1		4		6		22		0		33		45		-12		$1,871,440		$2,760,374

		TMACOG-25		Lucas County		Talmadge Rd		3		5		6		19		0		33		35		-2		$593,600		$777,000

		TMACOG-31		Village of Swanton		Hallett Phase B		7		5		8		13		0		33		31		+2		$371,200		$580,000

		TMACOG-22		Lucas County		Bancroft and McCord Resurfacings		3		8		6		13		0		30		29		+1		$381,200		$497,000

		TMACOG-23		Lucas County		Laskey Rd Resurfacing		3		8		6		12		0		29		30		-1		$322,800		$421,000

		TMACOG-02		City of Maumee		US 24 Safety Improvements		12		15		8		38		10		83		0				$495,000		$14,252,723

						Recommended for Funding																		$16,436,678

						CRRSAA Recommended for Funding																		$4,617,078

						Small Projects Recommended for Funding																		$9,611,797

						Total Funding Recommendation																		$26,048,475		exclude CRRSAA 







Differences – 2021 round
ORIGINAL LIST:

Toledo: 4 large and 2 small projects 
 * $15,772,160
 * 72.9%

All others: 1 large and 7 small 
projects
 * $5,849,150
 * 27.1%

RESCORE LIST:

Toledo: 3 large and 2 small projects 
 * $13,598,800
 * 67.6%

All others: 3 large and 6 small 
projects
 * $6,527,078
 * 32.4%

Projects shuffled around with some slight differences to award 
amounts. Greater difference compared to 2024.



Big Takeaways
Application update is WORTH IT:

• Timely – hasn’t been done in a while
• Areas outside of Toledo able to score more points

However…
• Hypothetical scoring is difficult
• Didn’t really make a difference to overall scores



STBG Ad Hoc
Next steps

• Brief the TAC of changes

• Approval at MPO Policy Board (by March at the latest)

• Winter/Spring 2026 – staff work on the 2026 

application and package

• STBG solicitation round announced in May 2026

• Applications due in August 2026

• STBG project approval at MPO PB in Sept. 2026



Questions?

Lisa Householder
Program Manager, Transportation Improvement Program

TMACOG

householder@tmacog.org
(419) 820-4512

mailto:householder@tmacog.org

	Proposed STBG Application Changes��MPO Policy Board�STBG Ad Hoc Committee��October 23, 2025
	RECAP:
	RECAP:
	RECAP: STP/STBG History
	RECAP: STP/STBG HISTORY
	Slide Number 6
	Slide Number 7
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	Slide Number 11
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	STBG Evaluation Criteria
	Additional Idea #1:
	Additional Idea #2:
	Additional Idea #2:
	Additional Idea #2:
	Additional Idea #3 �(in the future):
	2024 �Round�(Original)
	2024 �Round�(Rescore)
	2024 �Round��(Difference: Original vs. Rescore)
	Differences – 2024 round
	2021 �Round�(Original)
	2021 �Round�(Rescore)
	2021 �Round��(Difference: Original vs. Rescore)
	Differences – 2021 round
	Big Takeaways
	STBG Ad Hoc
	Questions?

