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Current Status

• Schedule

– Not firm

– Potentially August

• Funding

– Mostly studies <2022

– Some capital >2022



Project Application Discussion

• What are the pros and cons of open-ended questions on the 
application?

• If ARC were to use open-ended questions should they be 
awarded points based on their answers, given their subjective 
nature?



TIP Project Evaluation Documentation

▪ Guide to the TIP Project Solicitation

▪ Documents the decisions made by 
the TIP Prioritization Taskforce

▪ Outlines how ARC technically 
evaluates projects, and includes a list 
of measures and metrics

▪ Meant to be a companion document 
to the TIP application

http://www.atlantaregional.org/tipsolicitation

http://www.atlantaregional.org/tipsolicitation


Project Type Evaluations

• Study or Infrastructure

• Infrastructure Types
– Bicycle and Pedestrian

– Trail

– Roadway Asset Management and Resiliency

– Roadway Expansion

– Roadway Transportation System Management and Operations

– Transit Expansion

– Transit Asset Management and System Upgrades

– Miscellaneous Emissions Related Projects



Study Evaluation

• Study Need (45%) 
– Depends on study type

• Equity (25%) 
located in or connect to areas with the highest concentrations of racial and ethnic minorities and low-income 
populations (using ARC’s equity analysis tool), or which serve residents of public or subsidized housing
– 25 pts: Highest concentration of racial/ethnic minorities and low-income populations 
– 20 pts: High concentration of racial/ethnic minorities and low-income populations 
– 10 pts: Moderate concentration of racial/ethnic minorities and low-income populations 
– 10 – 15 Pts: Outside of three highest concentrations of equity analysis factors (race, ethnicity, income), but 

serves low-income housing (see HUD subsidy property database https://resources.hud.gov/#), or other low-
income households (e.g. mobile home parks), provides premium transit access to job center, or otherwise 
supports environmental justice. 

– 0 Points: Outside of three highest concentrations of equity analysis factors (race, ethnicity, income) and 
does not serve a low-income housing or households. 

• Commitment and Ability to Implement (20%)
• Consistency with the Atlanta Region’s Plan (10%)



Project Evaluation Criteria & Weights

Criteria Bike/Ped/Trail

Roadway 
Asset 

Management

Roadway 

Expansion
& TSM&O

Transit
Expansion

TransitAsset 

Management1

Asset Management & 
Resiliency

- 14.9 % - -
22.0 % / 
19.2 %

Mobility& 

Congestion
13.7 % 13.8 % 13.0 % 13.5 % -

Safety 14.5 % 14.4 % 13.4 % 8.5 %
22.0 % / 
19.2 %

Network Connectivity 14.4 % 12.9 % 12.4 % 13.5 % -

Reliability - - 12.1 % 12.0 % -

Multimodalism 12.6 % 11.8 % 11.3 % 10.2 % -

Employment 
Accessibility

10.4 % 10.2 % 10.3 % 11.6 %
24.3 % / 
21.2 %

Land Use 
Compatibility

11.5 % - - 10.5 % -

Social Equity 9.7 % 8.3 % 7.0 % 9.5 %
20.8 % / 
18.2 %

Air Quality & Climate 
Change

6.3 % - 7.3 % 6.5 %
0.0 % / 
12.6 %

Goods Movement - 8.1 % 7.8 % - -

Cultural & 
Environmental 
Sensitivity

6.8 % 5.5 % 5.3 % 4.1 %
11.0 % / 

9.6 % 

Many criteria 
provide equity 

benefits 



Social Equity Criterion (Quantitative)
Measure Metric Nature of Metric Sponsor Provided

Addressing Social 

Equity

Does project serve a 

minority or low income 

community?

Written; sponsor provides an 

assessment of how developing 

the project will support these 

populations. This information is 

used to screen projects to receive 

a score.

Yes; with supplemental 

ARC assessment of 

minority or low-income 

areas

▪ How it’s Scored:

▪ ARC staff reads reply and then 
determines if the project serves a need 
and is located within or passes through a 
minority or low income community as 
indicated in ARC’s equity analysis map

▪ Points awarded based on concentration 
of minority or low income communities

Equity Analysis Score

High 100

Medium-High 75

Medium 50

Medium-Low 25

Low 0



Social Equity Criterion (Quantitative)



Project Application Questions (Qualitative)
• Is the project located in any other high minority areas and/or 

communities with high poverty rates (based on sponsor 
narrative)?

• Provide a brief description of this community (based on sponsor 
narrative)?

• Please describe any public participation strategies that have been 
employed to engage this community and when these activities 
occurred. Also briefly describe how the proposed project would 
serve the community or communities impacted by it (based on 
sponsor narrative).

• If available, upload any documentation related to outreach efforts 
for the impacted communities (based on sponsor narrative)?



Potential Project Application Questions

• Describe how the project has encouraged or will engage the 
full cross-section of community in decision-making. Identify 
the communities to be engaged and where in the project 
development process engagement has occurred or will occur.

• Describe the project’s benefits to low-income populations, 
people of color, children, people with disabilities, and [older 
adults].

• Describe any negative externalities created by the project 
along with measures that will be taken to mitigate them.

Source: Met Council TIP Application



Project Evaluation Discussion

• Thinking back to the project application questions, should the 
equity evaluation process be updated to better incorporate 
benefits and burdens?

• Is the amount of subjectivity in those criteria fair?


