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Executive Summary 

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is 
committed to leading climate action and advancing social 
equity in the transportation sector set forth by the California 
State Transportation Agency (CalSTA) Climate Action Plan 
for Transportation Infrastructure (CAPTI, 2021). The CAPTI 
supports the California Transportation Plan (CTP) 2050 (2021) 
goals that works to meet the State’s ambitious climate 
change mandates, targets, and policies set forth by 
Executive Order (EO) N-19-19 and N-79-20 (Appendix B & 
C), signed by Governor Gavin Newsom in 2019 and 2020, 
respectively. The CTP 2050 is the state’s broad vision for the 
future of the transportation system in California, with a focus 
on advancing equity and climate priorities by expanding 
Californians. 

Additionally, the CAPTI aligns with Caltrans 2020-24 Strategic Plan (2021), which signals a 
fundamental shift for the Department to lead climate action as a strategic priority for the 
first time. Caltrans is in a significant leadership role to carry out meaningful measures that 
advance state’s goals and priorities through the development and implementation of 
the Caltrans Strategic Investment Strategy (CSIS). The CSIS, which implements one of 
CAPTI’s key actions, is envisioned to be an investment framework through a data- and 
performance-driven approach that guides transportation investments and decisions. This 
framework includes methodologies and processes for how Caltrans should invest billions 
of dollars of highly competitive fund programs that will address transportation 
deficiencies while also achieving the CAPTI Guiding Principles (Appendix A). The ultimate 
objective of the CSIS is to prioritize our infrastructure investments that address multiple 
goals and needs and achieving synergistic benefits for the residents of California. 

CAPTI S4. 
Advance State 
Transportation 
Leadership on 

Climate and Equity 
through Improved 
Planning & Project 

Partnerships 

travel options for all 
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1. Introduction 

Interim CSIS 

The implementation of CAPTI S4.1 calls for the CSIS to guide project nominations 
through a data- and performance-driven approach for projects funded by the 
State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) and projects funded 
by other sources, commonly referred to as Non-SHOPP projects. As SHOPP projects 
are presently prioritized through a data- and performance-driven approach under 
Asset Management, the Interim CSIS is focused on prioritizing non-SHOPP projects 
using a predominantly qualitative approach to guide the investment decision-
making process. Caltrans intends to transition the CSIS towards a data- and 
performance-driven approach prior to SB 1 Cycle 4, when data collection and in-
depth analyses can be conducted to establish baselines and performance 
targets and effectively measure the extent to which Caltrans delivers on the CAPTI 
Guiding Principles. 

The CSIS presents a transparent decision-making framework 
that guides statewide transportation investments from 
planning to programming and project delivery. By linking 
State policies and goals from various statewide guiding 
documents (CTP 2050, CAPTI, Caltrans Strategic Plan) with 
transportation needs from Caltrans six modal plans, Caltrans 
can leverage federal and state discretionary funding 
through the project nomination process, using standardized methodologies and 
protocols to evaluate, prioritize, and nominate projects for competitive fund programs. 

CAPTI S4.1 
Develop and Implement 
the CSIS to Align Caltrans 
Project Nominations with 
the CAPTI Investment 
Framework. 

Ultimately, the CSIS guides how Caltrans nominates the best projects that includes 
multimodal transportation options to expand mode choices and reduce transportation-
related emissions. Through the prioritization process, Caltrans can make well-informed 
investment decisions and communicate to stakeholders the value of those investments 
in the communities we serve. 
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2. Equity 

Caltrans acknowledges that communities of color and under-served communities 
experienced fewer benefits and a greater share of negative impacts associated with our 
state’s transportation system. Some of these disparities reflect a history of transportation 
decision-making, policies, processes, planning, design, and construction that “quite 
literally put up barriers, divided communities, and amplified racial inequities, particularly 
in our Black and Brown neighborhoods.” 1 To create a brighter future for all, the CSIS is 
committed to implementing concrete actions outlined in the Race & Equity Action Plan 
(December 10, 2020) that include: 

People – We will create a workforce at all levels that is representative of the 
communities we serve by improving our recruitment, hiring, contracting, 
and leadership development policies and practices. 

Programs & Projects – We will meaningfully engage communities most 
impacted by structural racism in the creation and implementation of the 
programs and projects that impact their daily lives by creating more 
transparent, inclusive, and ongoing consultation and collaboration 
processes. We will achieve our equity commitments through an 
engagement process where everyone is treated with dignity and justice. 
We will reform our programs, policies, and procedures based on this 
engagement to avoid harm to frontline and vulnerable communities. We 
will prioritize projects that improve access for and provide meaningful 
benefits to underserved communities. 

Partnerships - By leveraging our transportation investments, we also commit 
to increasing pathways to opportunity for minority-owned and 
disadvantaged business enterprises, and for individuals who face systemic 
barriers to employment. 

Planet - We commit to combatting the climate crisis and its 
disproportionate impact on frontline and vulnerable communities — such 
as Black and Indigenous peoples, communities of color, the people 
experiencing homelessness, people with disabilities, and youth. We will 
change how we plan, design, build, and maintain our transportation 
investments to create a more resilient system that more equitably distributes 
the benefits and burdens to the current and future generations of 
Californians. 

1 California State Transportation Agency Secretary David Kim’s Statement on Racial Equity, Justice and Inclusion in Transportation 
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3. Data- and Performance-Driven Approach 

The purpose of the CSIS is to establish a framework with standard methodologies to guide 
transportation investments through a transparent scoring and prioritization process when 
nominating Non-SHOPP projects for various discretionary fund programs. While CAPTI 
specifically calls for CSIS to implement a data- and performance-driven nomination 
approach, this document establishes a qualitative approach as an interim measure to 
immediately implement CAPTI. Development of a data-driven approach will involve a 
multi-disciplinary team comprised of subject matter experts (SME) from various Caltrans 
HQ and district divisions and programs. This team will conduct in-depth studies and data 
analyses and establish performance metrics for tracking goals and targets. When 
implemented effectively, the future of a data- and performance-driven approach will 
quantitatively determine the best projects to nominate, fund, and sponsor to expand 
mode choices, advance critical climate and health considerations in transportation, 
while also addressing inequities in the transportation system. 

4. Planning to Programming 

The State’s six Modal Plans shown in Figure 
4.1 link the overarching goals and policies 
to specific transportation needs and SIX STATE MODAL PLANS projects. As these modal plans are guided 
by and support the goals, objectives, and 

1. California Aviation System Plan strategies of the CTP 2050, the CTP also 
Policy Element unifies regional and modal plans in its 

2. California Freight Mobility Plan comprehensive vision. Hence, future 
updates of these plans continuously 3. California State Rail Plan 
inform and support one another. 4. Interregional Transportation 

Strategic Plan 
District planning documents, such as the 5. Statewide Transit Strategic Plan 
District System Management Plan and 6. Towards an Active California: 
Corridor Plans/Transportation Concept State Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan 
Reports, are instrumental in facilitating the 
development of conceptual Non-SHOPP 
projects to be ready for future programming. Through continuous collaboration between 
districts and their partner agencies, districts submit nominations of their priority 
conceptual projects for development of State-Sponsored Project Initiation Document 
(PID), which is a required document to be eligible for programming. The nomination 
process for State-Sponsored Non-SHOPP PIDs, which occurs annually, utilizes the 
processes outlined in this Interim CSIS. Implementation of the CSIS for State-Sponsored 
Non-SHOPP PIDs encourages Caltrans and partner agencies to deeply consider 
multimodal, equity, community engagement, climate action, and other key CAPTI 
principles in early planning efforts, scope development, and throughout the project 
development process. 

Figure 4.1 – List of State Modal Plans 
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5. Transportation Funding and Priorities 

Senate Bill 1 (SB 1), the Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017, is a landmark 
transportation bill to rebuild California by providing a comprehensive and multi-modal 
fund set aside for highways, local streets and roads, goods movement, active 
transportation, and transit through a variety of formulaic and competitive programs. This 
bill provides new funding opportunities for Non-SHOPP projects, which have historically 
been funded by the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) and local funds. 
While the passage of SB 1 stabilizes the STIP that has been historically volatile, it also 

created new competitive programs to provide 
additional funding opportunities for state and local 
agencies, such as the Solutions for Congested Corridors 
Program (SCCP) and the Trade Corridor Enhancement 
Program (TCEP) 

In November 2021, the Federal Infrastructure Investment 
and Jobs Act, commonly referred to as the Bipartisan 
Infrastructure Law, was signed into law. The Bipartisan 
Infrastructure Law provides the largest Federal 
investment in public transit in history and establishes new 
competitive transportation programs with over $31 billion 
in funding over the next five years, from fiscal year 2022 
to 2026. Additionally, funding for existing Infrastructure for 
Rebuilding America (INFRA) and Rebuilding American 
Infrastructure with Sustainability and Equity (RAISE) 
competitive programs also increased by over 50 percent 
annually over the next five years. 

When leveraging billions of dollars in annual state and 
federal discretionary fund programs, CAPTI recommends 
implementing projects that are consistent with the 
adopted Sustainable Communities Strategies, pursuant 
to SB 375, and SB 743, which aims to reduce vehicle miles 
traveled (VMT), combat climate change, promote infill 
development, and expand multimodal transportation 
networks. With greater funding opportunities and a 
stronger commitment to achieve the 10 CAPTI Guiding 
Principles, the partnership between state and local 
agencies is increasingly important to advance the right 
projects from conceptual to PID development and 
ultimately to programming and construction. 
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Table 5.1 lists some of the major competitive state and federal discretionary fund 
programs in which the State is an eligible applicant and Caltrans intends to leverage. 

Table 5.1 – State & Federal Discretionary Fund Programs 
(Not All-Inclusive) 

Discretionary Funding Programs Program 
Cycle 

Annual 
Funding 

(in millions) 

ST
A

TE

SB 1 Trade Corridor Enhancement Program (TCEP) Biennial $300 

Transit & Intercity Rail Capital Program (TIRCP) Biennial $275 

SB 1 Solutions for Congested Corridors (SCCP) Biennial $250 

Activ e Transportation Program (ATP) Biennial $223 

I nterregional Transportation Improv ement Program (ITIP) Biennial $175 

FE
D

ER
A

L 

Bridge I nv estment Program⬥ Annual $2,500 

Nationally Significant Freight and Highway Projects (aka I NFRA) Annual $1,600 

Local and Regional Project Assistance (aka RAISE) Annual $1,500 

National I nfrastructure Project Assistance (Mega Projects)⬥ Annual $1,000 

Building Resilient I nfrastructure and Communities (BRI C) Annual $1,000 

Railroad Crossing Elimination Program⬥ Annual $600 

Charging and Fueling Infrastructure⬥ Annual $500 

Rural Surface Transportation Grant Program⬥ Annual $400 

Consolidated Rail I nfrastructure and Safety Improv ements (CRI SI) Annual $362 

Promoting Resilient Operations for Transformativ e, Efficient, and Cost-
Sav ing Transportation (PROTECT) Grant⬥ 

Annual $280 

Activ e Transportation I nfrastructure Inv estment Program⬥ Annual $200 

National Culv ert Remov al, Replacement, and Restoration Grants⬥ Annual $200 

Reconnecting Communities Pilot Program⬥ Annual $200 

Healthy Streets Program⬥ Annual $100 

Strengthening Mobility and Rev olutionizing Transportation Grant 
Program (SMART)⬥ 

Annual $100 

Wildlife Crossings Pilot Program⬥ Annual $70 

Congestion Relief Program⬥ Annual $50 

Prioritization Process Pilot Program⬥ Annual $10 

Stopping Threats on Pedestrians⬥ Annual $5 

⬥ New competitive fund programs established under the Bipartisan Infrastructure Law 
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Within the “fix-it-first” approach and existing funding frameworks, California state 
transportation infrastructure investments should be prioritized to address transportation 
deficiencies while also meeting the following 10 CAPTI guiding principles, where feasible: 

Building towards an integrated, statewide rail and transit network 

Investing in networks of safe and accessible bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure 

Including investments in light, medium, and heavy-duty zero-emission-vehicle infrastructure 

Strengthening our commitment to social and racial equity by reducing public health harms 
and maximizing benefits to disproportionately impacted disadvantaged communities 

Making safety improvements to reduce fatalities and severe injuries of all users towards zero 

Assessing physical climate risk 

Promoting projects that do not significantly increase passenger vehicle travel 

Promoting compact infill development while protecting residents and businesses from 
displacement 

Developing a zero-emission freight transportation system 

Protecting natural and working land 

6. Strategic Investment Strategy 

The Office of Strategic Investment Planning (Investment Planning) leads the investment 
strategy through various processes and methodologies, from the call for nominations to 
the nomination of approved projects for competitive programs. This linear process (Figure 
6.1) evaluates projects for alignment with CAPTI and program competitiveness to ensure 
projects provide equitable solutions to transportation problems and increase accessibility 
for all users, while reducing negative environmental and community impacts. The 
investment strategy utilizes this process to increase transparency by informing partners 
and stakeholders of the methodologies that Caltrans uses to evaluate, score, and 
nominate projects for competitive fund programs. 

Figure 6.1 – General Nomination Process 
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6.1 Project Nomination Process 

As illustrated in Figure 6.1.2, the prioritization process within CSIS merges the long and 
short-range planning documents with projects nominated by districts to ensure alignment 
and consistency. The end product is a list of prioritized projects being nominated for 
specific fund programs in which they are eligible. 

Prior to HQ Call for Nomination, Caltrans districts are highly encouraged to collaborate 
with partner agencies and stakeholders to develop a list of district priority projects. 
Districts then submit their project nominations to HQ via a nomination intake form 
(Appendix D), which is a mechanism for gathering basic project information and 
responses to a set of criteria questions that will be used in the project scoring process. 
Districts are encouraged to consult with the appropriate HQ programs for feedback as 
they develop responses to the criteria questions prior to submitting their nominations. 

Figure 6.1.2 – Project Prioritization Process 

6.2 Project Scoring Process 

The scoring process consists of establishing the project review committee (hereinafter 
referred to as reviewers or committee), evaluating responses to a set of scoring criteria, 
and scoring each criterion based on the scoring rubric (Appendix G). The SME reviewers 
evaluate and score projects for assigned criteria relating to their area of expertise. The 
final scores are submitted to Investment Planning, which will be entered in the scoring 
tool. Within the scoring tool, the scores are collected, averaged, and ranked highest to 
lowest, with the highest scored project being the #1 recommended project, the second 
highest being the #2 recommended project, and so forth. This ranking results in a 
Recommended List of Prioritized Projects that will be shared with the districts. 
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6.2.1 Preliminary Screening and General Scoring 

As the initial step in the scoring process, 
Investment Planning conducts preliminary 
screening (Appendix E) of all projects to ensure 
the projects meet program eligibility before 
proceeding to the next step. 

Projects that pass Preliminary Screening 
advance to Project Scoring, where projects 
are evaluated and scored by the committee based 
(Appendix F) and an associated Scoring Rubric that defines the basis for each score 
(Appendix G). The scoring criteria consists of the following two key components: 

 CAPTI Guiding Principles: All projects are evaluated and scored based on CAPTI. 
Table 6.2.2 indicates which fund programs align with each CAPTI guiding principle. 

 Program-Specific: This scoring criteria is specific to the fund program and intended 
to evaluate the competitiveness of the project for that program. This is not 
applicable for State-Sponsored Non-SHOPP PID program. 

It is important to note that while the scoring criteria will satisfy both CAPTI and program-
specific, the criteria languages may differ slightly among the different fund programs. 

Table 6.2.2 – CAPTI Applicability for Fund Programs 

on a set of Scoring Criteria 

Preliminary 
Screening 

Fund Program 
Eligibility 

Scoring 
Criteria = 

CAPTI Principles 
+ Program 

Competitiveness 

Figure 6.2.1 Preliminary Screening 
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6.2.2 Foundation for Scoring Criteria 

In Fall 2021, Caltrans developed a set of scoring criteria for the 2021 Interregional 
Transportation Strategic Plan (ITSP, October 2021) to prioritize projects for the 2022 
Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP, October 2021). The 2021 ITSP 
scoring criteria, included in Appendix F.4 and accessible here, were based on the CTP 
2050 goals and the CAPTI framework, with a focus on achieving interregional corridor 
objectives, policies, and needs. To maintain consistency, the 2021 ITSP scoring criteria 
serves as the foundation for developing scoring criteria for other state and federal 
programs, such as the State-Sponsored Non-SHOPP PID, SB 1 TCEP and SCEP, INFRA, RAISE, 
as well as new federal competitive programs established by the Bipartisan Infrastructure 
Bill. The criteria questions may be modified as appropriate to align with program-specific 
objectives, goals, and needs. The scoring criteria for available fund programs are 
included in Appendix F. 

To provide a general framework of scoring criteria development, below is a list of criteria 
questions from the 2021 ITSP, which is modified to be nonspecific to interregional travel 
and can be applied to other programs, as appropriate. 

1. How does the project improve travel in the corridor? 
2. Does the project demonstrate potential for mode shift, including to rail, transit, or 

active transportation? 
3. How does the project impact single occupancy vehicle miles traveled (VMT)? 
4. How does the project include and document a meaningful public engagement 

process to traditionally underrepresented groups (including black, indigenous, 
and other people of color (BIPOC)), low income, environmental justice 
communities, and/or their Community Based Organizations) and incorporate 
local community needs into the project? 

5. How does the project impact public health, including from a racial equity 
standpoint? 

6. Does the project make an improvement to an emergency evacuation route 
identified in an emergency plan/hazard mitigation plan or strategy using an 
approach that is supported by state/local emergency services? 

7. Does the project reduce fatalities and severe injuries for all users in alignment with 
the Safe Systems approach? 

8. Does the project include and/or improve access to zero emission charging or 
fueling infrastructure? 

9. Does the project improve climate adaptation and resiliency by addressing one or 
more climate risk(s) identified in the Caltrans District Vulnerability Assessments and 
Adaptation Priority Reports or a regional or local climate change adaptation 
plan? 

10. Does the project minimize the impact on natural resources and ecosystems? 
11. Does the project leverage SHOPP investment or other maintenance or 

rehabilitation funds for the purpose of maintaining or rehabilitating assets in fair or 
poor condition within the project limits? 

12. Does the project leverage partner funds? 
13. How does the project impact the economy? 
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6.2.3 Project Review Committee 

A multi-disciplinary project review committee is vital to the success of the scoring process. 
It is a team of volunteer SMEs (Figure 6.2.3) formed for each fund program cycle to 
evaluate and score projects. After completion of preliminary screening, a kick-off 
meeting will be held with the committee to discuss the overall nomination process, 
including fund program guidelines, scoring rubrics, evaluation materials, and general 
rules and expectations. Projects are then randomly assigned to the reviewers, who will 
review the projects against the criteria for which they are assigned as their area of 
expertise. For example, a reviewer from the Division of Traffic Operations would review 
the criteria on VMT and Safety for all projects assigned. The reviewers are guided by the 
Scoring Rubric (Appendix G) and record their scores in the Scoring Sheet (Appendix H), 
as well as providing justifications for each score given. 

Figure 6.2.3 – Project Review Committee 
(Not All-Inclusive) 

Division of 
Transportation 

Planning 
Division of 

Programming 
Division of Rail 

and Mass 
Transportation 

Division of 
Environmental 

Analysis 

Division of 
Traffic 

Operations 

Caltrans 
Office of Race 

and Equity 
Sustainability 

Program 
Division of 

Traffic Safety SB 1 Program District Offices 

6.3 Nomination of Approved Projects 

Once all the scores are collected in the scoring tool, Investment Planning prepares the 
Recommended List of Prioritized Projects and submits to Caltrans Executive Management 
for review and approval of the projects. The final list is also presented to CalSTA for their 
review and concurrence. Districts are subsequently notified of the nominated projects 
and to proceed with development of the grant applications. 

6.4 Letter of Support 

Caltrans is often requested to provide letters of support for projects submitting grant 
application. For major discretionary fund programs that may not fully align with CAPTI, 
such as INFRA and RAISE, the projects are evaluated and selected through a similar 
process described in Sections 6.1 to 6.3, which involves collaboration with the SMEs to 
evaluate and score support letters to determine if projects align with the CAPTI guiding 
principles. The scoring process results in a recommended list of support letters that should 
proceed to Caltrans Director for signature. 

There are certain discretionary fund programs where the signature authority is delegated 
to the District Director to increase efficiency. For major fund programs that fully align with 
CAPTI, such as the Consolidated Rail Infrastructure and Safety Improvements and Low/No 
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Emission Vehicle Program, signature authority is delegated to the District Director upon 
concurrence by HQ SMEs. For smaller grant programs, such as Area of Persistent Poverty 
and Tribal Transportation Program Safety Fund, the signature authority is delegated to the 
District Director, and the Districts is responsible for evaluating and selecting projects to 
support. 

HQ Division of Transportation Planning retains the lead role in determining letter of support 
signature authority for all discretionary fund programs and providing appropriate 
oversight to ensure projects align with State goals and priorities. The LOS Signature 
Authority Decision Tree (Attachment I, under development) provides general guidance 
and parameters for signature authority and the extent of HQ evaluation. 

7. CSIS Implementation 

The CSIS implementation will set the State on a successful path of leveraging discretionary 
funding sources to achieve State’s goals and priorities. This Interim CSIS will focus on a 
qualitative approach to evaluate, score, and nominate projects as a proactive measure 
to immediately implement CAPTI until a data-driven approach can be developed. The 
CSIS will be revisited and modified in late 2022 to early 2023 using SB 1 TCEP & SCCP Cycle 
3, ATP Cycle 6, and other past programs as case studies for fine-tuning the methodologies 
and transitioning to a data and performance approach, where appropriate and 
feasible. To successfully implement the CSIS, it is paramount that state and local 
partnerships are successfully established and maintained to ensure project progression 
and commitment to the CAPTI framework are carried through the life of the project. 

Figure 7.1 – CSIS Implementation Timeline (Subject to Change) 



  

   
 

      
 

 

 

APPENDIX A: 10 CAPTI Guiding Principles 
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10 CAPTI Guiding Principles 

1. Building toward an integrated, statewide rail and transit network, centered around the existing 
California State Rail Plan that leverages the California Integrated Travel Project to provide seamless, 
affordable, multimodal travel options in all context, including suburban and rural settings, to all users. 

2. Investing in networks of safe and accessible bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, particularly by 
closing gaps on portions of the State Highway System that intersect local active transportation and 
transit networks or serve as small town or rural main streets, with a focus on investments in low-income 
and disadvantaged communities throughout the state. 

3. Investments in light, medium, and heavy-duty zero-emission vehicle (ZEV) infrastructure as part of 
larger transportation projects. Support the innovation in and development of the ZEV market and 
help ensure ZEVs are accessible to all, particularly to those in more rural or remote communities. 

4. Strengthening our commitment to social and racial equity by reducing public health and economic 
harms and maximizing community benefits to disproportionately impacted disadvantaged 
communities, low-income communities, and Black, Indigenous, and People of Color (BIPOC) 
communities, in urbanized and rural regions, and involve these communities early in decision-making. 
Investments should also avoid placing new or exacerbating existing burdens on these communities, 
even if unintentional. 

5. Making safety improvements to reduce fatalities and severe injuries of all users towards zero on our 
roadways, railways and transit systems by focusing on context appropriate speeds, prioritizing 
vulnerable user safety to support mode shift, designing roadways to accommodate for potential 
human error and injury tolerances, and ultimately implementing a safe systems approach. 

6. Assessing physical climate risk as standard practice for transportation infrastructure projects to 
enable informed decision making, especially in communities that are most vulnerable to climate-
related health and safety risks. 

7. Promoting projects that do not significantly increase passenger vehicle travel, particularly in 
congested urbanized settings where other mobility options can be provided and where projects are 
shown to induce significant auto travel. These projects should generally aim to reduce VMT and not 
induce significant VMT growth. When addressing congestion, consider alternatives to highway 
capacity expansion, such as providing multimodal options in the corridor, employing pricing 
strategies, and using technology to optimize operations. 

8. Promoting compact infill development while protecting residents and businesses from displacement 
by funding transportation projects that support housing for low-income residents near job centers, 
provide walkable communities, and address affordability to reduce the housing-transportation cost 
burden and auto trips. 

9. Developing a zero-emission freight transportation system that avoids and mitigates environmental 
justice impacts, reduces criteria and toxic air pollutants, improves freight’s economic competitiveness 
and efficiency, and integrates multimodal design and planning into infrastructure development on 
freight corridors. 

10. Protecting natural and working lands from conversion to more intensified uses and enhance 
biodiversity by supporting local and regional conservation planning that focuses development where 
it already exists and align transportation investments with conservation priorities to reduce 
transportation’s impact on the natural environment. 
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APPENDIX B: EO N-19-19 
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APPENDIX C: EO N-79-20 
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APPENDIX D: Nomination Intake Form 

D.1 ATP Nomination Intake Form 
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D.2 SB 1 SCCP & TCEP Nomination Intake Form 
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D.3 State-Sponsored Non-SHOPP PID Nomination Intake Form 

Currently under development. The document will be posted on DOTP Office of 
Strategic Investment Planning website in January 2022. 

-
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APPENDIX E: Preliminary Screening 

E.1 ATP Screening Checklist 
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E.2 SB 1 SCCP & TCEP Screening Checklist 
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APPENDIX F: Scoring Criteria 

F.1 ATP Scoring Criteria 
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F.2 SB 1 SCCP & TCEP Scoring Criteria 

Currently under development. The document will be posted on DOTP Office of 
Strategic Investment Planning website in January 2022. 

F.3 State-Sponsored Non-SHOPP PID Scoring Criteria 

Currently under development. The document will be posted on DOTP Office of 
Strategic Investment Planning website in January 2022. 
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F.4 2021 ITSP Scoring Criteria 

The information in this section is also accessible here. 

46 | P a g e 



  

   
 

 
 

 
 
  

47 | P a g e 



  

   
 

    
 

    
 

 

APPENDIX G: Scoring Rubric 

G.1 ATP Scoring Rubric 
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G.2 SB 1 SCCP & TCEP Scoring Rubric 

Currently under development. The document will be posted on DOTP Office of 
Strategic Investment Planning website in January 2022. 

G.3 State-Sponsored Non-SHOPP PID Scoring Rubric 

Currently under development. The document will be posted on DOTP Office of 
Strategic Investment Planning website in January 2022. 

APPENDIX H: Scoring Sheet 

Currently under development. The document will be posted on DOTP Office of 
Strategic Investment Planning website in January 2022. 

APPENDIX I: LOS Signature Authority Decision Tree 
Currently under development. The document will be posted on DOTP Office of 
Strategic Investment Planning website in January 2022. 
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