








AGENCY PROJECT ID PROJECT TITLE PROJECT DESCRIPTION PROJECT TYPE
ESTIMATED 
OPEN TO 
TRAFFIC

ESTIMATED 
TOTAL COST

($1,000)

FRESNO COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
2018 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN

FINANCIALLY UNCONSTRAINED PROJECT LISTING (In $1,000)

Fresno County TRIMMER SPRINGS AC Overlay

Streets & Roads-

Maintenance 2039 $412

Fresno County TRIMMER SPRINGS AC Overlay

Streets & Roads-

Maintenance 2039 $1,064

Fresno County TRIMMER SPRINGS AC Overlay

Streets & Roads-

Maintenance 2039 $1,005

Fresno County TRIMMER SPRINGS AC Overlay

Streets & Roads-

Maintenance 2039 $1,412

Fresno County TRIMMER SPRINGS AC Overlay

Streets & Roads-

Maintenance 2042 $906

Fresno County TRIMMER SPRINGS AC Overlay

Streets & Roads-

Maintenance 2039 $1,034

Fresno County TRIMMER SPRINGS AC Overlay

Streets & Roads-

Maintenance 2042 $867

Fresno County TRIMMER SPRINGS AC Overlay

Streets & Roads-

Maintenance 2042 $798

Fresno County Trimmer Springs Reconstruction Reconstruction

Streets & Roads-

Maintenance 2042 $5,790

Fresno County Trimmer Springs Reconstruction Reconstruction

Streets & Roads-

Maintenance 2042 $8,203

Fresno County WATTS VALLEY RD AC Overlay

Streets & Roads-

Maintenance 2042 $1,564

Kerman

California - Sycamore to Howard: 2LU 

to 2LD

Widen 2LU to 2LD Collector, Median, 

Sidewalks, Bike Lanes, Curb and Gutter, 

Streetlights; Rehabilitate Roadway

Streets & Roads-

Maintenance 2038 $2,300
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Funding Source Funding Amount

Bicycle and 

Pedestrian

Streets & Roads

Capacity 

Increasing

Streets & Roads

Maintenance

Streets & Roads

Operations Transit

TOTAL PROJECTED REVENUES $6,022,404,300 $522,871,000 $2,006,836,000 $2,021,164,800 $294,682,500 $1,176,850,000

TOTAL FTIP PROJECT FUNDING $922,832,000 $28,265,000 $369,185,000 $332,959,000 $119,018,000 $73,405,000

TOTALS: $6,945,236,300 $551,136,000 $2,376,021,000 $2,354,123,800 $413,700,500 $1,250,255,000

2018 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)

TOTAL Revenue

Projected Revenues and FTIP Project Funding

Funding Distribution to all RTP Projects by Mode



 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Fresno Council of Governments 
2018 Regional Transportation 

Plan (RTP) 
 
 
 

Project Evaluation Criteria 
 
 
 
 
 

Final DRAFT 
7/14/2017 

 
 
 



Updated: 7/14/2017

1 Notes

2

0

2 Notes

2

0

3 Notes

2

1

0

4 Notes

2

0

5 Notes

2

0

6 Notes

2

1

0

Health Priority Index

Project benefits areas that are most health burdened Visit Fresno County Department of Public Health's website at 

http://www.co.fresno.ca.us/DivisionPage.aspx?id=71385 (Health 

Priority Index) for a map to determine project areas level of health 

burden. Health Burden measures include: Pre-term Birth rate, 

Pollution Burden, Year of potential life lost, Composite Mortality 

Index.  A maximum of 2 points may be awarded.  [Accounts for 

9.52% of total points available.]

Projects that benefit areas with 3-4 health burden measures

Projects that benefit areas with 1-2 health burden measures or that falls within 

an economically disadvantaged community

Projects that do not benefit areas with significant health burden measures

Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects Evaluation Criteria

Provides improved access to activity centers
Improves the access to activity centers through an improved and expanded bicycle and/or 

pedestrian system Directly serves  is defined as: a bike or pedestrian project that leads 

straight to or alongside an activity center.  Indirectly serves  is 

defined as: a bike or pedestrian project that does not lead straight to 

or go alongside an activity center but is within 2 miles of an activity 

center. Activity Center  defined as: A medical center or civic center, 

school, office, park, employment or commercial area [Accounts for 

9.52% of total points available.]

Directly serves an activity center

Does not directly or indirectly serve an activity center

Addresses continued system continuity

[Accounts for 9.52% of total points available.]

Is consistent with current local plans and policies

Implements existing local plans and policies

[Accounts for 9.52% of total points available.]Yes

No

Improves pedestrian and bicycle user safety

Improved pedestrian and/or trail/bicycle user safety
Examples of enhancements for pedestrian and/or trail/bike safety 

include: lighting, drainage, improved visibility, hazard elimination, 

right-of-way separation, etc. [Accounts for 9.52% of total points 

available.]

The project reduces travel time and distance

The project includes enhancements for pedestrian and/or trail/bike safety

The project does not include ancillary improvements that will enhance safety

Yes [Accounts for 9.52% of total points available.]

No

The project bridges an obstacle or provides a more direct route 

(reducing significant out-of-direction travel)

Will be part of an existing trail, bicycle or pedestrian network

Indirectly serves an activity center

Project will address system continuity in one or more of the following ways:

*  The project will enhance or extend an existing trail, bicycle, or sidewalk

    facility 

*  The project is the first phase of a project that will provide future system 

    connectivity

*  The project is a connectivity gap closure project

The project is a stand alone project not connecting or enhancing an existing 

facility



Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects Evaluation Criteria
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21 TOTAL MAXIMUM POINTS AVAILABLE

Estimated Project Timing
More imminent projects are higher priority than those that are not ready to be open to 

traffic

[Accounts for 23.81% of total points available.]

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic in more than 25 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within the next 5 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within 5 to 10 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within 10 to 15 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within 15 to 20 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within 20 to 25 years

Supports SCS growth principles  (4 points possible)

Project furthers implementation of theSCS

Project may receive 1 point per criterion that applies.  A maximum of 

4 points may be awarded.  [Accounts for 19.05% of total points 

available.]

Reduces reliance on single-occupancy vehicles

Supports compact development

Supports transit connectivity

Provides Greenhouse Gas reduction and/or Criteria Pollutant emission 

reductions



5:00 PM
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Streets and Roads~Capacity Increasing Projects Evaluation Criteria

Is consistent with current local plans and policies

Implements existing local plans and policies

Yes

No

[Accounts for 6.9% of total points available.]

Congestion Relief

Improves existing congestion and delay at the most critical locations

[Accounts for 17.24% of total points available.]

Project relieves congestion on an urban roadway located in the Fresno Clovis 

Metropolitan Area (FCMA) that is experiencing congestion at LOS F, or a rural 

roadway located in areas outside of the FCMA experiencing congestion at LOS 

D or worse.

Project does not  relieve congestion as specified above

Projects relieves traffice congestion on roadways with LOS beyond the design 

standard in the local general plans, but better than LOS F in the FCMA or LOS 

D in the rest of the County

Improves Air Quality (up to 8 points)

Reduces Emissions

Examples of an existing deficiency  can include: widening a 

bottleneck, or providing a connection over/under/through an 

existing cirulation barrier (i.e. freeway, railroad, waterway), etc. 

May receive points for each criterion that applies.  A maximum of 

8 points may be awarded.  [Accounts for 27.59% of total points 

available.]

Project includes synchronization of traffic signals

Project includes or promotes Active Transportation options

Project is already served by transit

Project corrects an existing deficiency that regularly causes significant delays 

and congestion.

Project includes air pollution mitigation strategies

Project includes a new connection to state freeway roadway system or has 

freeway auxiliary lanes to serve weave or queues

Project has parallel facilities within a mile that operate at LOS F (Urban), LOS 

E (Rural)

Provides improved access to activity centers
Improves the access to major services through an improved and expanded street road 

system Directly serves  is defined as: a streets and roads project that 

leads straight to or alongside an activity center.  Indirectly serves 

is defined as: a streets or roads project that does not lead straight 

to or go alongside an activity center but is within 3 miles of an 

activity center. Activity Center  defined as: A medical center or 

civic center, school, office, park, employment or commercial area.  

[Accounts for 6.9% of total points available.]

Directly serves an activity center

Indirectly serves an activity center

Does not directly or indirectly serve an activity center

Project Improves Safety (5 points possible)

Safety is improved with countermeasures Countermeasures to improve safety includes, but not limited to: 

Railroad grade separations, improvements to bike/ped vehicle 

interactions, speed reductions on high-speed roads, dedicated left-

turn lanes, etc.

To determine accident rate, refer to Fresno COG's Collision Data 

Map located at: [need link!]

[Accounts for 17.24% of total points available.]

Project includes countermeasures to improve safety

Provides safety improvements to a roadway or intersection that is accident-

prone - i.e. in the top 10% of collision rate by traffic volume (25+ collisions per 

10,000 ADT, past 5 years)
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Streets and Roads~Capacity Increasing Projects Evaluation Criteria
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29 TOTAL MAXIMUM POINTS AVAILABLE

Supports Other Modes of Transportation

Addresses multi-modal policies in the RTP

[Accounts for 6.9% of total points available.]

Yes - Project includes the construction of planned trail/bike lanes, sidewalks, 

transit systems. Amenities, or other modal improvements

Yes - Project provides for future planned trail/bike lanes, sidewalks, transit 

systems. Amenities, or other modal improvements within ROW.

No

Estimated Project Timing
More imminent projects are higher priority than those that are not ready to be open to 

traffic

A maximum of 5 points may be awarded. [Accounts for 17.24% of 

total points available.]

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within the next 5 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic in more than 25 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within 5 to 10 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within 10 to 15 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within 15 to 20 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within 20 to 25 years
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Only 1/4 of a jurisdiction's maintenance projects will get 2 points.  

Another 1/4 will get 1 point. [Accounts for 15.38% of total points 

available.]

Streets and Roads~Non-Capacity Increasing MAINTENANCE Projects Evaluation Criteria

Is consistent with current local plans and policies

Implements existing local plans and policies

[Accounts for 15.38% of total points available.]Yes

No

The project's road usage is in the top 25% of ADT for the jurisdiction 

The project's road usage is in the top 50% of ADT for the jurisdiction, but below 

25%

The project's road usage is not  in the top 50% of ADT for the jurisdiction

Pavement Management

The project participates in the jurisdiction's Pavement Management System

Road Usage

Road exhibits the highest use for the jurisdiction based on ADT

[Accounts for 15.38% of total points available.]Project participates in a Pavement Management System

Project does not  participates in a Pavement Management System

Pavement Condition / Safety Condition

The project's road pavement is in the most failing condition in the jurisdiction?

Only 1/4 of a jurisdiction's maintenance projects will get 2 points.  

Another 1/4 will get 1 point.  [Accounts for 15.38% of total points 

available.]

The project's road condition is in the bottom 25% of the roads in the jurisdiction

The project's road condition is in the bottom 50% of the roads in the 

jurisdiction, but above 25%

The project's road condition is not  in the bottom 50% of the roads in the 

jurisdiction

More imminent projects are higher priority than those that are not ready to be open to 

traffic

Estimated Project Timing

A maximum of 5 points may be awarded. [Accounts for 38.46% of 

total points available.]

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within the next 5 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within 20 to 25 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic in more than 25 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within 5 to 10 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within 10 to 15 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within 15 to 20 years
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Streets and Roads~Non-Capacity Increasing OPERATIONS Projects Evaluation Criteria

Is consistent with current local plans and policies

Implements existing local plans and policies

[Accounts for 9.09% of total points available.]Yes

No

Improves Air Quality (up to 6 points)

Reduces Emissions

Project includes synchronization of traffic signals

Project includes or promotes Active Transportation options
Project may receive points for each criterion that applies.  A 

maximum of 6 points may be awarded.  [Accounts for 27.27% of 

total points available.]
Project corrects an existing deficiency that regularly causes significant delays, 

congestion, or contributes to the dispersion of particulate matter.

Project is already served by transit

Project has parallel facilities within a mile that operate at LOS F (Urban), LOS 

E (Rural)

Improves the access to major services through an improved and maintained street/road 

system Directly serves  is defined as: a streets and roads project that leads 

straight to or alongside an activity center.  Indirectly serves  is 

defined as: a streets or roads project that does not lead straight to or 

go alongside an activity center but is within 2 miles of an activity 

center. Activity Center  defined as: A medical center or civic center, 

school, office, park, employment or commercial area. [Accounts for 

9.09% of total points available.]

Directly serves an activity center

Indirectly serves an activity center

Does not directly or indirectly serve an activity center

Road Usage

Road exhibits the highest use for the jurisdiction based on ADT

Only 1/4 of a jurisdiction's maintenance projects will get 2 points.  

Another 1/4 will get 1 point. [Accounts for 9.09% of total points 

available.]

The project's road usage is in the top 25% of ADT for the jurisdiction 

The project's road usage is in the top 50% of ADT for the jurisdiction, but below 

25%

The project's road usage is not  in the top 50% of ADT for the jurisdiction

Project Improves Safety (5 points possible)

Safety is improved with countermeasures

Project includes countermeasures to improve safety

Provides safety improvements to a roadway or intersection that is accident-

prone - i.e. in the top 10% of collision rate by traffic volume (25+ collisions per 

10,000 ADT, past 5 years)

Accident preventative/safety measures includes, but not limited to: 

Railroad grade separations, improvements to bike/ped vehicle 

interactions, speed reductions on high-speed roads, dedicated left-

turn lanes, etc.

To determine accident rate, refer to Fresno COG's Collision Data 

Map located at: [need link!]

[Accounts for 22.73% of total points available.]



Streets and Roads~Non-Capacity Increasing OPERATIONS Projects Evaluation Criteria
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Estimated Project Timing
More imminent projects are higher priority than those that are not ready to be open to 

traffic

A maximum of 5 points may be awarded. [Accounts for 22.73% of 

total points available.]

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within the next 5 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within 5 to 10 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic in more than 25 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within 10 to 15 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within 15 to 20 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within 20 to 25 years
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Consistent  is defined as: a project listed within a plan or a project supports a plan's goal, 

policies, or objectives.  [Accounts for 6.45% of total points available.]
Yes

Transit Projects Evaluation Criteria

Is consistent with current local plans, policies, and Short Range Transit Plans

No

Implements existing local plans, policies and Short Range Transit Plans

Provides improved access to activity centers

Improves access to activity centers through an expanded transit system
Directly serves  is defined as: a transit project that leads straight to or alongside an 

activity center.  Indirectly serves  is defined as: a transit project that does not lead 

straight to or go alongside an activity center but is within 2 miles of an activity center. 

Activity Center  defined as: A medical center or civic center, school, office, park, 

employment or commercial area. [Accounts for 6.45% of total points available.]

Directly serves an activity center

Indirectly serves an activity center

Project provides for or promotes intermodal connectivity

Project will maintain established productivity standards

The project can be supported and operated over time

Does not directly or indirectly serve an activity center

Enhances air quality and reduces peak automobile travel

The project will not serve a transit dependent population

Intermodal connectivity  is defined as: bus to train, bus to airport, bus to a Park & Ride, 

bus to a Vanpool or Carpool, or bus to a Bike Facility.  A project that accomplishes at 

least one of the connections listed receives 3 points.   [Accounts for 9.68% of total points 

available.]

Productivity standards are based on the definitions in the Short Range Transit Plan (i.e. 

TDA performance indicators, ridership and farebox).   [Accounts for 9.68% of total points 

available.]

Yes, all existing productivity standards can be maintained

Two or more productivity standards can be maintained

Productivity standards cannot be maintained by the project

The project will serve a transit dependent population that is currently not served at all

Yes, the project provides intermodal connectivity

No, the project does not provide intermodal connectivity

The project enhances the regional transportation system

Project serves a transit dependent population and/or community

Transit Dependent  is defined as: individuals, or groups of individuals that do not have a 

choice in their selection of transportation modes, and are primarily dependent on the 

availability of public transportation.  

[Accounts for 6.45% of total points available.]

The project will serve a transit dependent population that currently has some service or access within 2 

miles

Activity Center defined as: A medical center or civic center, school, office, park, 

employment or commercial are.  A maximum of 2 points may be awarde.

[Accounts for 6.45% of total points available.]

Project reduces reliance on private automobiles

Project enhances interagency transit service coordination

Enhances regional transportation system connectivity and ability to consolidateregional trips
Examples include: vanpool, rideshare programs as well as coordination between transit 

operators.

[Accounts for 6.45% of total points available.]

Yes, the project is being developed in collaboration with another agency or group

No, the project is not being developed in collaboration with another agency or group

The project involves new or enhanced commuter service

The project involves new or enhanced access to an activity center

The project does not involve new or enhanced commuter service or access to essential services



Transit Projects Evaluation Criteria
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Health Priority Index

Project benefits areas that are most health burdened
Visit Fresno County Department of Public Health's website at 

http://www.co.fresno.ca.us/DivisionPage.aspx?id=71385 (Health Priority Index) for a 

map to determine project areas level of health burden. Health Burden measures include: 

Pre-term Birth rate, Pollution Burden, Year of potential life lost, Composite Mortality 

Index.  A maximum of 2 points may be awarded.  [Accounts for 6.45% of total points 

available.]

Projects that benefit areas with 3-4 health burden measures

Projects that benefit areas with 1-2 health burden measures or that falls within an economically 

disadvantaged community

Projects that do not benefit areas with significant health burden measures

Project furthers implementation of the SCS

 [Accounts for 12.9% of total points available.]

Provides Greenhouse Gas reduction and/or Criteria Pollutant emission reductions  by eliminating SOV 

with larger capacity buses

Supports compact development

Provides Greenhouse Gas reduction and/or Criteria Pollutant emission reductions by replacing 

gas/diesel with ZEV, hybrids or CNG

Supports SCS growth principles          (4 points possible)

The project involves new or enhanced express transit service along a congested (LOS D - Rural or F - 

Urban) corridor

The project will not reduce traffic congestion along a deficient corridor or in a city center

[Accounts for 6.45% of total points available.]The project will enhance or extend an existing transit facility or service

The project is a stand alone project not connecting or enhancing an existing facility or service

[Accounts for 6.45% of total points available.]

Project will enhance part of an existing transit service

Addresses continued system continuity

Reduces commuter or special event trips

Project reduces vehicle congestion

The project involves shuttle service for major events in congested areas such as in the City center

Estimated Project Timing

More imminent projects are higher priority than those that are not ready to be open to traffic

A maximum of 5 points may be awarded. [Accounts for 16.13% of total points available.]

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within the next 5 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within 5 to 10 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic in more than 25 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within 10 to 15 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within 15 to 20 years

Project is scheduled to be open to traffic within 20 to 25 years
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Fresno COG Project Scenario Tool 
Fresno COG’s scenario development methodology for the 2018 SCS included the definition of 

transportation funding priorities for each scenario, with the understanding that these priorities would 

be applied to the transportation project scoring criteria to create a distinct constrained project list for 

each scenario.  To facilitate this process, Fresno COG staff developed a tool that employs the 

methodology outlined in this appendix. 

Objectives 
The project scenario tool seeks to meet the following objectives: 

1. Maintain the integrity of the project scoring criteria 

2. Provide an objective methodology to reflect each scenario’s funding priorities 

3. Project future funding source amounts and match projects to their appropriate funding source 

Overview 
The basic methodology can be summarized in the following steps: 

Step 1: Match Transportation Funding Priorities to Scoring Criteria 
Each funding priority was chosen to correspond to one or more scoring criteria across the five modes of 

transportation projects.  This includes taking into account the total score for each of these modes, which 

should represent the most significant factor in order to maintain the integrity of the scoring criteria 

process. 

Scoring Factors.  Each time a scoring criterion was matched to a funding priority, the score was 

normalized by dividing the given score by the total possible score, producing a value between 0 and 1.  It 

was then multiplied by a factor to denote its applicability to the funding priority.  Three basic factors 

were applied: 

1. Explicit Factors.  Most funding priorities could be linked to project scoring criteria that 

addressed the respective priority directly – for example, almost all modes contained a scoring 

criterion that explicitly addressed safety.  These criteria were multiplied by a factor of 5. 

2. Implicit Factors.  Some funding priorities were implicitly addressed in the modes themselves – 

for instance, though there is no scoring criteria under transit that specifically addresses safety, 

transit is a demonstrably safe mode of travel when comparing collision and injury rates to other 

modes, so it makes sense to apply a transit project’s total score in some part to the safety 

funding priority.  The rationale behind the use of these implicit factors was all approved by the 

scoring criteria subcommittee.  These criteria were multiplied by a factor of 3. 

3. Mode-Specific Factors.  To account for the disparity in the number of scoring criteria that can be 

linked to funding priorities across the modes, each mode-specific funding priority was multiplied 

by a factor that gave the submitted projects in each mode an average adjusted score of about 
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20.  This makes the total score for each mode the most significant factor in the total adjusted 

score, maintaining the integrity of the scoring criteria as a whole. 

Funding Priority Bike & Ped 
Capacity 

Increasing Maintenance Operations Transit 
Maintain and repair existing 
roads - - 

Total Score 
(x KM)* 

- - 

Expand roadway capacity 
- 

Total Score 
(x KC)* 

- - - 

Enhance and maintain transit 
service - - - - 

Total Score 
(x KT)* 

Enhance and maintain active 
transportation 

Total Score 
(x KB)* 

- - - - 

Improve public safety Criterion #5 
(x5) 

Criterion #5 
(x5) 

Criterion #3 
(x5) 

Criterion 
#4 (x5) 

Total Score 
(x3) 

Reduce pollution and GHG Total Score 
(x3) 

Criterion #3 
(x5) 

- 
Criterion 
#2 (x5) 

Criterion #7 
(x5) 

Increase operational efficiency 
and reduce congestion 

Total Score 
(x3) 

Criterion #2 
(x5) 

- 
Total Score 

(x KO)* 
Criterion #9 

(x5) 
Serve disadvantaged populations Criterion #6 

(x5) 
- - - 

Criterion #11 
(x5) 

* KB ≈ 9.4, KC ≈ 15.2, KM ≈ 26.6, KO ≈ 23.8, KT ≈ 24.9 

This methodology provided, for each project, a score for each applicable funding priority. 

Step 2: Calculate Adjusted Total Score 
Each priority was given a rank of 1 through 5 for each scenario to reflect its weight relative to the other 

priorities, as shown on the table below: 

Funding Priority Scenario A Scenario B Scenario C Scenario D 
Maintain and repair existing roads 5 5 5 5 
Expand roadway capacity 1 1 1 3 
Enhance and maintain transit service 3 3 4 2 
Enhance and maintain active transportation 4 5 4 4 
Improve public safety 3 3 2 3 
Reduce pollution and GHG 5 5 5 5 
Increase operational efficiency and reduce 
congestion 

3 3 2 3 

Serve disadvantaged populations 4 3 5 3 
 

For each scenario, each project was given an adjusted total score equal to the sum product of its funding 

priority scores adjusted by the respective scenario’s funding priority rank values. 
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Step 3: Allocate Mode-Specific Funding 
Most funding sources considered in the 2018 RTP/SCS are mode-specific, meaning that they can only be 

used to fund projects from a particular mode.  For each mode, the projected inflation-adjusted total 

funding amount was determined by grouping together the funds from such mode-specific sources.  For 

each scenario, the projects within each mode were sorted by their total adjusted score (from Step 2 

above), and as many of the highest-scoring projects that could be funded were added to the scenario’s 

constrained project list. 

Step 4: Allocate Other Restricted Funding 
The projects that remain unconstrained after Step 3 are then considered for funding from sources that 

are restricted in one way or another, but that are not mode-specific per se – for instance, sources like 

the Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) which is specific to safety-oriented projects, or the 

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality improvement program (CMAQ) which is specific to projects that 

improve air quality.  The unconstrained projects from eligible modes and with the appropriate 

prerequisites are then added to the constrained list – again, funding the highest-scoring projects first. 

Step 5: Allocate Remaining Funding 
Finally, the remaining unconstrained projects are considered for funding from other sources with fewer 

restrictions, such as local measure funds and the Surface Transportation Block Grant program (STBG).  

The highest-scoring projects that remained across all eligible modes were then added to the constrained 

project lists for each scenario. 

Conclusion 
Fresno COG is satisfied with the methodology employed by the project scenario tool and believes it 

meets all the objectives stated above: 

1. The tool maintains the integrity of the project scoring criteria by preserving each project’s final 

score and making it the most significant scoring factor. 

2. The tool provides an objective methodology to reflect each scenario’s funding priorities by 

separating out priority-specific scores which are then altered to reflect the scenario’s values. 

3. Finally, the tool matches projects to their appropriate funding source both in the order in which 

funding sources are considered (i.e. from most restrictive to least restrictive), and in the 

establishment of relationships between funding restrictions and the scoring criteria. 
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20 Year

Sales Tax

Estimate

Percent of

Measure C

Funding

Regional Public Transit Program

Public Transit Agencies

Fresno Area Express (FAX) $200,093,278 13.70%

Clovis Transit $28,772,537 1.97%

Fresno County Rural Transit Agency (FCRTA) $58,275,344 3.99%

Public Transportation Infrastructure Study (PTIS) $4,235,550 0.29%

ADA / Seniors / Paratransit $11,538,226 0.79%

Farmworker / Car / Van Pools

Farmworker Van Pools $8,471,103 0.58%

Car/Van Pools $8,471,103 0.58%

New Technology Reserve $30,671,234 2.10%

Local Tranpsortation Program

Local Allocation $446,923,675 30.60%

Pedestrian/Trails

Urban (Fresno/Clovis) $31,401,499 2.15%

Rural $13,875,081 0.95%

Bicycle Facilities $13,144,815 0.90%

Regional Transportation Program

Urban $214,698,628 14.70%

Rural $214,698,628 14.70%

Airports $14,605,349 1.00%

Alternative Transporation Program

Rail Consolidation $87,632,092 6.00%

Environmental Enhancement

School Bus Replacement $33,592,306 2.30%

Transit Oriented Infrastructure for In-Fill $17,526,418 1.20%

Administration/Planning Program

Fresno County Transporatation Authority (FCTA) $14,605,349 1.00%

Council of Fresno County Governments (COFCG) $7,302,675 0.50%

Total: $1,460,534,890 100.00%
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