Project Selection Criteria for Safe Routes to School 2024-2025 Competitive Construction Grants

Projects will be evaluated based on the project selection criteria listed below and consistent with OAR 737-025-0092. The first set of selection criteria listed will be used to determine if the project is eligible for funding. The next set of criteria will be used to
create an empirical staff score of the project for

in the Safe Routes Advisory Committee (SRAC)

The last proj

criteria will be used to flag any issues for SRAC

1|

The project description does not appear to address identified problem / hazard (s) and barrier(s) for children walking and rolling to school OAR 737-025-0092(1)(a)(B) and OAR 737-025-0092(1)(a)(c).

Staffwill flag an application for futher review
when there is no nexus drawn between
problem and solution. After an application s
flagsed, staff will each out to the applicant
with an opportunity to update the application.

2|

The project scope and project description appear to be significantly out of alignment OAR 737-025-0092(1)(a)(c).

Staffwil flag an application for further review
[ when the amount requested is out o
atignment with the project OR ifthe
information in the READINESS criteria was not
taken into account in the amount requested.
[after an application i flagged, staffwill reach
out o the applicant with an opportunity to
update the application.

3|

The applicants must check all of the additional criteria set by statute and the Safe Routes to School Advisory Committee regarding a commitment to outreach, the project alignment with an adopted
plan, within one mile of a school, school support, and support of all road authorities involved.

[ Automation in the application will remove
applicants who don't commit to these criteria

4

A ground conditions review was conducted and a potential issue was identified OAR 737-025-0092(1)(a)(B).

Staffwill perform ground conditions to assess
whether the information provided in the
READINESS and CRASH RISK FACTORS portions
of the application seem accurate, The use of
federal funding as match automaticaly ggers|
an in-person ground conditions review. Staff
completing ground conditions reviews willalso|
i

staffwill reach out to the applicant with.
opportunity to update the application.

5|

An issue was identified at some point during the application review that warrants further discussion.

[Staffwil only use this category i there s an
unforeseenssue with an application. After an
application s flagged, staf will reach out to
the applicant with an opportunity to update
the application.
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Reviewed by staff for accuracy.
Right of Way (ROW) The applicant or the agency
delivering the project owns the
ROW, have an easement, or has
permission to purchase the
ROW. 20]
The applicant has done
outreach but it was a long time
ago (for example 5 years) or if
the community was opposed
the project but the applicant D
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The applicant has started
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Design The applicant has attached information from the application.
design or conceptual design Reviewed by staff for accuracy.
documents. o
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