
Committee Report 

Business Item No. 2013-297 

Transportation Committee 

For the Metropolitan Council meeting of November 13, 2013 

Subject: Concur with TAB Action to Evaluate Regional Solicitation Projects Using Modal 
Evaluation Categories and Defining Eligibility 

Proposed Action 

That the Metropolitan Council concur with the TAB action to evaluate Regional Solicitation 
projects using modal evaluation categories and defining project eligibility by mode as shown on 

the attached tables. 

Summary of Committee Discussion/Questions 

Mark Filipi, Metropolitan Transportation Services Manager Technical Planning and Support, 
presented this item.  Council member Elkins commented on the discussions held by the Regional 
Solicitation Evaluation Steering Committee that the change to the modal format would simplify 

the application process.  TAB representative Lilligren affirmed that comment. 

Motion by Reynoso, seconded by Schreiber and passed.  Hearing no objection, Chair Duininck 

stated that this item could proceed to the full Council as a consent item. 



Business Item No. 2013-297 

Transportation Committee 

Meeting date: October 28, 2012 

For the Metropolitan Council meeting of November 13, 2013 

Subject: Concur with TAB Action to Evaluate Regional Solicitation Projects Using Modal 

Evaluation Categories and Defining Eligibility 

District(s), Member(s): All 

Policy/Legal Reference: TAB Regional Solicitation  

Staff Prepared/Presented: Heidi Schallberg, Senior Planner, (651) 602-1721 

Amy Vennewitz, Deputy Director, (651) 602-1058 

Division/Department: Metropolitan Transportation Services 

Proposed Action 

That the Metropolitan Council concur with the TAB action to evaluate Regional Solicitation 
projects using modal evaluation categories and defining project eligibility by mode as 

shown on the attached tables. 

Background 

In previous regional solicitations, projects were submitted for evaluation under specific 
funding programs.  Most roadway projects were funded with Surface Transportation 

Program (STP) funds, except system management projects which were funded with 
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds. 
 

Independent bicycle and pedestrian projects were previously funded either through the 
Transportation Enhancements (TE) program or through the STP Bikeways/Walkways sub-

category.  Transit and travel demand management (TDM) projects were funded with 
CMAQ funds. 
 

Evaluating projects based upon funding categories sometimes resulted in projects being 
eligible to submit for funding under more than one category (e.g., currently a trail project 

could be submitted in STP Bikeways/Walkways or TE) and also focused project evaluation 
on the funding program eligibility rather than on regional priorities for investment (i.e. 

CMAQ criteria focused on projects with highest air quality benefits rather than on the 
highest regional transit expansion priorities). 
 

A modal approach to project evaluation has the following advantages: 
1. It simplifies and streamlines the process (a major evaluation objective), so that 

projects do not need to submitted in different categories. 
2.  It is less confusing for first-time applicants. 
3.  It provides flexibility to match funding to the highest performing projects that are 

submitted. 
 

Therefore, the TAB recommended that projects be submitted and evaluated based on 
mode rather than on funding program.  Modal categories proposed include the following: 

• Roadways, including multimodal elements 

• Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities 
• Transit and TDM Projects 

 
In addition to recommending that projects submitted through the Regional Solicitation be 
evaluated by mode, the TAB recommended that eligibility for projects within each modal 



category be adopted as shown in attached Tables 1, 2 and 3, and that projects which do 
not fall within these modal eligibility tables, as shown in Table 4 (attached), not be 

recommended for funding through the competitive solicitation process.  Project types as 
shown in Table 4 do not fit well within a competitive process but are eligible for federal 

funding and may meet identified regional investment criteria.  It is recommended that 
these projects types still be eligible to request funding directly from the TAB.  A decision 
on whether or not to fund these projects through a non-competitive process should be 

made prior to each Regional Solicitation. 

Rationale 

TAB develops and issues a Regional Solicitation for federal funding.  This recommended 

motion will provide policy direction on the design of the solicitation. 

Funding 

No funding impact. 

Known Support / Opposition 

Action supported by TAB.  No known opposition. 
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