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The Community and Transportation Linkage Planning Program for 2015-16

Introduction

The Capital District Transportation Committee (CDTC) has continued its support of the
Community and Transportation Linkage Planning Program (the Linkage Program), reserving
$150,000 for consultant assistance and $100,000 for staff technical assistance in its 2014-2016
Unified Planning Work Program for new projects from April 2015 through March 2016. CDTC
solicited for new projects in November 2014 with a December 19, 2014 deadline. Ten
submissions were received requesting $327,500 in federal planning funds for consultant
assistance. See the 2015-2016 Linkage Program Proposal list for project summaries.

Federal Additional
Planning CDTC staff
Consultant Funds Local Assistance
Total Requested Cash Requested
Albany Waterfront Bikeway Connection
Feasibility Study $70,000 $50,000 $20,000 $10,000
Bethlehem Delaware Avenue Complete Street $60.000 $45.000 $15.000 $10.000
Feasibility Study ' ' ' '
Brunswick Route 7 Corridor Study $50,000 $37,500 $12,500 $5,000
Glenville Freemans Bridge Road
Implementation Planning Project $20,000 $15,000 $5,000 $2,500
Malta Form Based Code Complete Streets
Feasibility & Planning Study $50,000 $37,500 $12,500 $0
Malta Master Plan Update and Design
Guidelines for US 9 South and NY 67 East $30,000 $22,500 $7.500 %0
Sand Lake: West Sand Lake Hamlet Master
Plan Implementation Plan $15,000 $11,250 $3,750 %0
Schenectady Urban Bike Infrastructure
Master Plan $75,000 $56,250 $18,750 $0
Troy Bicycle Facilities Guidelines $30,000 $22,500 $7,500 $0
Wilton Jones and Carr Road Linkage Study $40,000 $30,000 $10,000 $0
Total $440,000 $327,500 $112,500 $27,500




Evaluation Process

Following CDTC’s evaluation procedures, CDTC staff screened the applications to ensure they
were complete and met all program requirements. All proposals were noted as being complete.
It was then determined by CDTC staff that all of the projects fit into Tier 2 as none of the
sponsors provided direct evidence of the availability of transportation project implementation
funds in the next two or three years.

An evaluation team consisting of staff from CDTC, CDRPC, NYSDOT, CDTA and the NYS
Department of Health then used the following evaluation criteria to discuss each of the proposals
in detail. The evaluation criteria are not presented in order of importance however an indication
of their relative importance is noted. All efforts are required to meet the first two criteria with
the first criterion serving as an initial priority rating. Addressing the remaining five criteria will
help improve the priority of the submission. Submissions that best meet all seven evaluation
criteria will be considered first for funding. If there are more worthy submissions than available
funding, funding options will also consider geographic balance and project type.

Evaluation Criteria:

1. Is the initiative in Tier 1, 2 or 3 as described on page 2? What is the need for the
project? Is there a sense of urgency? (mandatory and improves priority):

2. Is the effort consistent with CDTC’s Linkage Program strategies (see page 2) and
New Visions 2035 (www.cdtcmpo.org/rtp2035/2035.htm) regional planning
principles? (mandatory)

3. What is the sponsors’ plan for implementation? Is the intent to adopt, endorse or
accept the plan? Does the proposal indicate a path for success? (improves priority)

4. Will the project have a positive impact on the transportation system when
implemented? Is the project located on one or more of CDTC’s Priority Networks
(www.cdtcmpo.org/maps.htm)? (improves priority)

5. Isthe proposal an inter-municipal initiative? (improves priority)

6. Is the submission supported locally through complementary activities and/or
funding commitments beyond the minimum match requirements? (improves

priority)
7. For past sponsors of Linkage studies: Was the sponsor’s performance adequate and
appropriate as determined by CDTC staff? (improves priority)

Programming Recommendation

The evaluation team had a lengthy discussion regarding each of the ten submissions. A relative
ranking chart was created to illustrate how well each proposal met the evaluation criteria (see
Table 1). Based on their review, the evaluation team recommends the Albany, Schenectady and
Troy projects for funding. If approved by CDTC’s Planning Committee, these projects would be
added to the Unified Planning Work Program using $128,750 in federal planning funds.
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