Final Changes for the 2008-2011 STIP Project Eligibility Criteria and Prioritization Factors 

This summary lists changes approved by the Oregon Transportation Commission (OTC) for the 2008-2011 STIP Project Eligibility Criteria and Prioritization Factors.  These are differences from the previously approved criteria for the 2006-2009 STIP.  Most were recommended by the STIP Stakeholder Committee at their May 19 and August 2, 2005 meetings.  One further change was made by the OTC at their September 15, 2005 meeting.  

A Draft of the recommended 2008-2011 STIP criteria, prepared according to agreements at the May 19, 2005 STIP Stakeholder Committee meeting, was sent to ODOT Regions, ACTs, MPOs, and standing stakeholder committees such as OFAC and LOAC for review.  Based on comments received and STIP Stakeholder Committee and OTC discussion, the following changes have been made for the Final 2008-2011 STIP criteria.  Footnotes have been added, so many of the existing footnotes had their numbers changed, but they have not been altered otherwise.  

· The term “federally funded earmark” was changed to “federal earmark” for consistency throughout the document.

· The term “large statewide significant” project was changed to “statewide significant” project for consistency and clarity throughout the document.

· Page 2, Modernization projects column and page 12, line 42:

“Projects that support freight mobility” was added to the Prioritization Factors on page 2 for C-STIP MOD with footnote #9 on page 12.  The footnote language draws on the Freight Advisory Committee’s criteria for OTIA III projects.

· Page 2, Bridge projects column and page16, line 40:

“Projects that best support the policies of the Oregon Highway Plan” was added to the Prioritization Factors for Bridge on page 2, with footnote #18 on page 16.  This clarifies that Bridge projects should also support the OHP policies.

· Page 4, line 48:


A reference to OHP Policy 2B: off-system improvements, was added.

· Page 5, line 7:

The TMA paragraph was re-written for clarity and to reflect current rules and practice.

· Page 5, line 24:

In the MPO paragraph, the reference to the “approved metropolitan TIP” was changed to “approved metropolitan Regional Transportation Plan.”

· Page 5, line 35:

A federal code reference has been removed per a suggestion from FHWA.

· Page 5, line 37:

This paragraph has been updated per a suggestion received to clarify expectations of communication between ACTs and MPOs.

· Page 7, line 2:

The discussion of federal discretionary projects has been moved from the D-STIP section up to the overview section and updated to explain more about the ODOT earmark process and expectations for earmark projects.

· Page 8, line 43 and page 9, line 20:

The paragraph beginning at page 9, line 20 was moved up to begin on page 8, line 43 keeping the same language, except that the middle sentence was deleted.

· Page 9, line 48:

“Interchange Area Management Plan or Access Management Plan” was added to the bullet lists for D-STIP Milestones.

· Page 10, line 9; page 13, line 15; page 14, line 43; and page 17, line 3:

“Fish enhancement” in the list of examples of leverage in these four places was changed to “environmental enhancement” by request of the Commission.

· Page 10, line 42 and page13, line 27:

“Would facilitate public and private investment that creates or sustains jobs” has been added as an example of possible leverage and public benefit to the footnotes for D-STIP and C-STIP MOD projects.

· Page 11, line 11:

Since the OHP has been amended, the reference to the 1999 OHP has been updated to reference only the OHP, without a year specified.

· Page 11, line 47:

The first item in this bullet list was also changed to “Interchange Area Management Plan or Access Management Plan” for consistency.

· Page 14, line 31 and page 18, C-STIP Pres. column:

OHP Policies 2E and 4B were added footnote 14, on page 14, line 31, as examples of policies that may be supported by preservation projects.  This same change is reflected in Table 1 on page 18.

· Page 15 line 4 through page 16, line 38:

The Bridge section of the footnotes has been updated to more accurately reflect current practice.

· Page 18, C-STIP Bridge column:

This column has been added to Table 1 to show OHP policies that may apply to Bridge projects.

· Page 19, Appendix A:

1. 2006-2009 dates were removed and web references were updated.
2. A note was added referencing the forthcoming STIP User Guide that will be available on ODOT’s website and will provide more information on each of the programs and their decision processes.
3. A reference to the Bridge Options Report web address was added.
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