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	08_Appendix A cover.pdf
	Appendix A 
	New Starts Project Profiles 
	As of November 2005 


	09_Table of Contents by state by status.pdf
	Pending Full Funding Grant Agreements 
	Final Design 
	Preliminary Engineering 

	14_CA LA_Eastside_06.pdf
	Los Angeles, California 
	Description  
	Status 
	TOTAL



	15_CA SD_Mission_Valley_06-1.pdf
	Description 
	Status 
	TOTAL


	16_CA SD_OceansideFY06.pdf
	Description 
	Status 

	17_CA SF_Airport_06.pdf
	Description 
	Status 

	18_CO Denver_SE_06.pdf
	Description 
	Status 

	19_Il Chicago_Douglas_06.pdf
	Description 
	Status 
	Source of Funds
	TOTAL



	20_Il Chicago_Ravenswood_06.pdf
	Description 
	Status 
	In November 1997, the Chicago Area Transportation Study (the local Metropolitan Planning Organization) included the Ravenswood Expansion Project in the region’s financially-constrained long-range transportation plan.  CTA completed preliminary engineering in early 2000.  In February 2002, CTA completed an Environmental Assessment.  FTA issued a Finding of No Significant Impact on the project in July 2002, and approved the project into final design in August 2002.  CTA and FTA entered into an FFGA in January 2004, with revenue operations scheduled for December 2009.  Due to receipt of construction bids above the engineer’s estimate, FTA asked CTA to submit a Recovery Plan.  CTA is in the process of repackaging the bid packages.  Construction started in late 2004, and is projected to be completed within budget and schedule.   

	21_Il Chicago_Union_Pacific_07.pdf
	 
	Description 
	Status 
	Source of Funds


	22_MD Baltimore_06.pdf
	 
	Description 
	Status 
	Source of Funds


	24_NJ_Hudson_07.pdf
	Description 
	Status 

	25_OH Cleveland_Euclid_06.pdf
	Description 
	Status 
	TOTAL


	26_OR Portland_IMAX_06.pdf
	Description 
	Status 
	TOTAL


	27_PR_San_Juan_06.pdf
	Description 
	Status 
	Source of Funds
	Appropriations to Date


	28_WA Seattle_Initial_Segment_06.pdf
	Description 
	Status 

	30_NY New York-LIRR ESA.pdf
	Medium
	Cost Effectiveness Rating: Medium  
	* Indicates that measure is a component of Cost Effectiveness rating. 
	Transit-Supportive Land Use Rating: High 
	 Local Financial Commitment Rating: Medium 
	Section 5309 New Starts Share of Total Project Costs: 34%  
	Rating: High 

	Capital Finance Plan Rating: Medium   
	Agency Capital Condition: Medium  
	Completeness of Capital Plan: Medium  
	Commitment of Capital Funds: Medium 
	Capital Funding Capacity: Medium-Low 
	 The financial plan shows a balanced budget, with no cash surpluses beyond 2005.  MTA has limited reserve accounts and/or access to credit that would allow MTA to cover cost increases or funding shortfalls.   
	Capital Cost Estimate and Planning Assumptions: Medium 

	 Assumptions in the capital plan are consistent with historical experience. 
	 There is concern about maintaining the project schedule, which would likely have an effect on the capital cost estimate.   
	Operating Finance Plan Rating: Medium 
	Agency Operating Condition: Medium-Low 
	Completeness of Operating Plan: Medium 
	Commitment of Operating Funds: High 
	Operating Funding Capacity: Medium-Low 
	Operating Cost Estimates and Planning Assumptions: Medium 
	 

	 




	31_PA Pittsburgh North Shore -- full profile fy07.pdf
	Medium
	Medium
	 
	FTA expects to execute a Full Funding Grant Agreement (FFGA) for the Pittsburgh North Shore LRT Connector project in FY 2006.  The project was recommended for an FFGA in the FY 2006 President’s Budget; congressional review of the agreement and attendant documents was completed in July 2005.  Execution of an FFGA for the project, however, has been delayed due to an unanticipated cost increase associated with construction of the Allegheny River tunnel.  FTA is working with the Port Authority to reconfigure the project scope to conform to the $393.0 million cost estimate - while delivering the anticipated benefits - on which the FFGA recommendation was based.  Pending completion of this work, a full re-evaluation of the project is not possible; therefore, FTA is reporting for the FY 2007 Annual Report on New Starts information which supported the project’s FY 2006 evaluation and rating and the submitted FFGA, which results in an overall rating of Medium.  Based upon analysis completed by the Port Authority to date, FTA expects that the final project scope, budget, and resulting benefits will continue to support execution of the FFGA. 
	 
	Cost Effectiveness Rating: Medium 
	* Indicates that measure is a component of Cost Effectiveness rating. 
	Transit-Supportive Land Use Rating: Medium-High 
	 
	 
	 
	 Other Project Justification Criteria 



	 Local Financial Commitment Rating: Medium 


	33_CO Denver West 07 FD Profile.pdf
	Medium-High
	Project Justification Rating: Medium 
	Cost Effectiveness Rating: Medium 
	* Indicates that measure is a component of Project Justification rating. 
	Transit-Supportive Land Use Rating: Medium 
	 Other Project Justification Criteria
	* Indicates that measure is a component of rating for each criterion. 
	 Local Financial Commitment Rating: Medium-High 
	Section 5309 New Starts Share of Total Project Costs: 49.0%  
	Rating:  Medium-High 
	Capital Finance Plan Rating: Medium-High 
	Completeness of Capital Plan: Medium  
	 The project’s financial plan shows projected cash balances, reserve accounts, and/or access to credit that would allow RTD to cover cost increases or funding shortfalls equal to approximately 50 percent of project costs. 
	Capital Cost Estimate and Planning Assumptions: Medium  
	 The capital cost estimate, planning assumptions and methodology appear to be reasonable and are generally consistent with RTD’s historic experience.  Capital costs were developed using unit costs consistent with historical and current costs in the Denver area.   
	Operating Finance Plan Rating: Medium-High 

	 
	Completeness of Operating Plan: Medium  

	 RTD’s operating plan includes a 23-year operating cash flow statement and historical data and identifies key assumptions.  However, the plan is missing assumptions regarding the projection of fare revenues, as well as some explanatory detail on the operating plan.  
	Operating Funding Capacity: High  
	Operating Cost Estimates and Planning Assumptions: Medium 





	34_NC Raleigh Profile.pdf
	Medium-Low
	Cost Effectiveness Rating: Low 
	Transit-Supportive Land Use Rating: Medium 
	Other Project Justification Criteria 
	 Local Financial Commitment Rating: Medium-Low  
	Section 5309 New Starts Share of Total Project Costs: 60%  
	Rating: Medium 

	Capital Finance Plan Rating: Medium-Low  
	Agency Capital Condition: High 
	Completeness of Capital Plan: Medium 
	Commitment of Capital Funds: High 
	Capital Funding Capacity: Medium-Low 
	 The project’s financial plan shows projected cash balances, reserve accounts, and/or access to credit that would allow TTA to cover cost increases or funding shortfalls equal to less than 10 percent of project costs. 
	Capital Cost Estimate and Planning Assumptions: Low 

	 The capital financial plan is heavily influenced by optimistic assumptions in the operating financial plan regarding growth in passenger revenues and operating costs, which allow a greater amount of tax revenues to be transferred to the capital plan.  The capital plan also relies heavily on an assumed $65 million in joint development proceeds during the construction period that can only be considered speculative at best at this point in time.  Lastly, the financing assumptions for the project are very optimistic. 
	 The current capital cost estimate is uncertain.  It assumes more than $84 million in cost cutting measures will be implemented, however, these proposed cost cutting measures must first go through an environmental review before they can be accepted. 
	Operating Finance Plan Rating: Medium 
	Agency Operating Condition: High 
	Completeness of Operating Plan: Medium-High 

	 The operating financial plan was complete and very detailed.  It included a 30-year cash flow statement, documentation on all key assumptions, more than five years of historical data, and a sensitivity analysis.  While the sensitivity analysis tested several scenarios, it did not examine the impact of different farebox recovery rates, which is the key area of risk to the plan. 
	Commitment of Operating Funds: Medium-High 
	Operating Funding Capacity: Medium-High 
	Operating Cost Estimates and Planning Assumptions: Low 





	35_OR Portland South Corridor (11-04-05).pdf
	Medium
	Cost Effectiveness Rating: Medium 
	* Indicates that measure is a component of Cost Effectiveness rating. 
	Transit-Supportive Land Use Rating: Medium-High 
	  
	Other Project Justification Criteria 
	 Local Financial Commitment Rating: Medium 
	Section 5309 New Starts Share of Total Project Costs: 60%  
	Rating: Medium 

	Capital Finance Plan Rating: Medium  
	Agency Capital Condition: Medium 
	Completeness of Capital Plan: Medium-High 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Commitment of Capital Funds: Medium-High 
	Capital Funding Capacity: Medium 
	Capital Cost Estimate and Planning Assumptions: Medium 
	 All material assumptions affecting the capital plan are consistent with past trends. 
	Operating Finance Plan Rating: Medium 
	Agency Operating Condition: Medium-Low 
	Completeness of Operating Plan: Medium-High 
	Commitment of Operating Funds: High 
	Operating Funding Capacity: Medium 
	Operating Cost Estimates and Planning Assumptions: Medium 
	 

	 




	36_OR Wilsonville to Beaverton Profile (11-04-05).pdf
	Medium
	Cost Effectiveness Rating: Medium-Low  
	* Indicates that measure is a component of Cost Effectiveness rating. 
	 Transit-Supportive Land Use Rating: Medium-High 
	 
	 
	 Other Project Justification Criteria 


	 Local Financial Commitment Rating: Medium 
	Section 5309 New Starts Share of Total Project Costs: 50%  
	Rating: Medium 

	Capital Finance Plan Rating: Medium-High 
	Agency Capital Condition: Medium 
	Completeness of Capital Plan: Medium-High 
	Commitment of Capital Funds: High 
	Capital Funding Capacity: High 
	Capital Cost Estimate and Planning Assumptions: Medium 
	 All material assumptions affecting the capital plan are consistent with past trends.   
	 The revised capital cost estimate reflects a contingency level and inflation assumptions that are within an acceptable range for this level of project development.   
	Operating Finance Plan Rating: Medium 
	Agency Operating Condition: Medium-Low 
	Completeness of Operating Plan: Medium-High 
	Commitment of Operating Funds: High 
	Operating Funding Capacity: Medium 
	Operating Cost Estimates and Planning Assumptions: Medium 





	38_TX Dallas Northwest Southeast LRT MOS.pdf
	Medium-High
	Cost Effectiveness Rating: Medium  
	* Indicates that measure is a component of Cost Effectiveness rating. 
	Transit-Supportive Land Use Rating: Medium 
	Other Project Justification Criteria  
	 Local Financial Commitment Rating: Medium-High 
	Section 5309 New Starts Share of Total Project Costs: 50%  
	Rating: Medium 

	Capital Finance Plan Rating: Medium-High   
	Agency Capital Condition: High  
	Completeness of Capital Plan: Medium  
	Commitment of Capital Funds: High 
	Capital Funding Capacity: High 
	Capital Cost Estimate and Planning Assumptions: Medium 
	Operating Finance Plan Rating: Medium-High 
	Agency Operating Condition: Medium-Low 
	Completeness of Operating Plan: Medium 
	Commitment of Operating Funds: High 
	Operating Funding Capacity: High 
	Operating Cost Estimates and Planning Assumptions: Medium 
	 Operating cost and revenue assumptions are consistent with historical experience. 
	 

	 




	39_UT Weber SLC CR 07 FD Profile.pdf
	Salt Lake City, Utah 
	(November 2005) 
	Medium-High
	Project Justification Rating: Medium 
	Cost Effectiveness Rating: Medium-Low 
	* Indicates that measure is a component of Project Justification rating. 
	Existing Land Use: Medium-Low 
	Transit-Supportive Plans and Policies: Medium 
	Performance and Impacts of Policies: Medium 
	* Indicates that measure is a component of rating for each criterion. 




	 Local Financial Commitment Rating: Medium-High  
	Section 5309 New Starts Share of Total Project Costs Rating: 80% 
	Rating:  Low 
	Capital Finance Plan Rating: Medium-High 
	Agency Capital Condition: Medium  
	 
	Completeness of Capital Plan: Medium-High  

	Capital Cost Estimate and Planning Assumptions: Medium  
	 Sales tax revenue assumptions are reasonable compared to historical experience.  Interest rate assumptions both for bond financing and for reserve accounts are reasonable.   
	Operating Finance Plan Rating: Medium-High 
	Completeness of Operating Plan: Medium-High  

	 The submission was complete and included a 26-year cash flow, a moderate level of detail, a sensitivity analysis, and supporting documentation. 
	 
	Operating Funding Capacity:  Medium 
	Operating Cost Estimates and Planning Assumptions: Medium-Low  

	 Operating planning assumptions appear overly optimistic compared to historical experience, particularly with regard to forecasted sales tax revenue growth. 




	41_CA Sacramento South Corridor.pdf
	(November 2005) 
	Medium
	Cost Effectiveness Rating: Medium-High  
	* Indicates that measure is a component of Cost Effectiveness rating. 
	Transit-Supportive Land Use Rating: Medium-Low 
	 
	 Other Project Justification Criteria 


	 Local Financial Commitment Rating: Medium  
	Section 5309 New Starts Share of Total Project Costs: 50%  
	Rating:  Medium 

	Capital Finance Plan Rating:  Medium  
	Agency Capital Condition: Medium 
	Completeness of Capital Plan: Medium-High 
	Commitment of Capital Funds: Medium-High 
	Capital Funding Capacity: Medium 
	Capital Cost Estimate and Planning Assumptions: Medium 
	Operating Finance Plan Rating: Medium-High 
	Agency Operating Condition: Medium-High 
	Completeness of Operating Plan: Medium-High 
	Commitment of Operating Funds: High 
	Operating Funding Capacity: Medium 
	Operating Cost Estimates and Planning Assumptions: Medium 
	 
	 




	42_CA San Francisco Central Subway.pdf
	Medium
	Cost Effectiveness Rating: Medium-Low  
	* Indicates that measure is a component of Cost Effectiveness rating. 
	Transit-Supportive Land Use Rating: High 
	 
	 
	 Other Project Justification Criteria 



	 Local Financial Commitment Rating: Medium  
	Section 5309 New Starts Share of Total Project Costs: 54%  
	Rating: Medium 

	Capital Finance Plan Rating: Medium  
	Agency Capital Condition: Medium-High 
	Completeness of Capital Plan: Medium-Low 
	Commitment of Capital Funds: High 
	Capital Funding Capacity: Low 
	Capital Cost Estimate and Planning Assumptions: Medium-Low 
	 Muni’s financial plan contains numerous inconsistencies.  Assumptions regarding project financing were lacking detail. 
	Operating Finance Plan Rating: Medium 
	Agency Operating Condition: Medium 
	Completeness of Operating Plan: Medium 
	Commitment of Operating Funds: High 
	Operating Funding Capacity: Medium-Low 
	Operating Cost Estimates and Planning Assumptions: Medium 
	 

	 




	43_CT Hartford New Britain - Hartford Busway.pdf
	Medium
	Cost Effectiveness Rating: Medium  
	* Indicates that measure is a component of Cost Effectiveness rating. 
	Transit-Supportive Land Use Rating: Medium 
	 Other Project Justification Criteria 
	 Local Financial Commitment Rating: Medium  
	Section 5309 New Starts Share of Total Project Costs: 50%  
	Rating: Medium 

	Capital Finance Plan Rating: Medium  
	Agency Capital Condition: High 
	Completeness of Capital Plan: Medium 
	Commitment of Capital Funds: Medium-High 
	Capital Funding Capacity: Medium-High 
	Capital Cost Estimate and Planning Assumptions: Medium-Low 
	Operating Finance Plan Rating: Medium 
	Agency Operating Condition: Medium-High 
	Completeness of Operating Plan: Medium 
	Commitment of Operating Funds: Medium 
	Operating Funding Capacity: Medium 
	Operating Cost Estimates and Planning Assumptions: Medium-Low 



	44_DE Wilmington to Newark Commuter Rail Improvements.pdf
	Project Development History and Current Status 

	45_FL Miami North Corridor Metrorail Ext.pdf
	Medium
	Project Justification Rating: Medium 
	Cost Effectiveness Rating: Medium  
	* Indicates that measure is a component of Cost Effectiveness rating. 
	Transit-Supportive Land Use Rating: Medium 
	Other Project Justification Criteria 

	 Local Financial Commitment Rating: Medium  
	Section 5309 New Starts Share of Total Project Costs: 50%  
	Rating: Medium 

	Capital Finance Plan Rating: Medium  
	Agency Capital Condition: Medium 
	Completeness of Capital Plan: Medium-High 
	Commitment of Capital Funds: Medium-High 
	Capital Funding Capacity: Medium 
	Capital Cost Estimate and Planning Assumptions: Medium-Low 
	 Sales tax growth projections and assumptions regarding the cost of replacement buses for the system are optimistic based on past trends.  Other assumptions on capital revenues are reasonable and in line with historical experience. 
	Operating Finance Plan Rating: Medium 
	Agency Operating Condition: Low 
	Completeness of Operating Plan: Medium-High 
	Commitment of Operating Funds: High 
	Operating Funding Capacity: Medium 
	Operating Cost Estimates and Planning Assumptions: Medium-Low 
	 

	 




	46_Minneapolis-Northstar FY07.pdf
	(November 2005) 
	Medium
	Cost Effectiveness Rating: Medium-Low  
	* Indicates that measure is a component of Cost Effectiveness rating. 
	Transit-Supportive Land Use Rating: Medium 
	 Other Project Justification Criteria 
	 Local Financial Commitment Rating: Medium 
	Section 5309 New Starts Share of Total Project Costs: 49%  
	Rating: Medium-High 

	Capital Finance Plan Rating: Medium   
	Agency Capital Condition: Medium-High  
	Completeness of Capital Plan: Medium-High  
	Commitment of Capital Funds: High 
	Capital Funding Capacity: Medium 
	Capital Cost Estimate and Planning Assumptions: Medium-Low 
	Operating Finance Plan Rating: Medium-High 
	Agency Operating Condition: Medium-High 
	Completeness of Operating Plan: Medium 
	Commitment of Operating Funds: High 
	Operating Funding Capacity: Medium-High 
	Operating Cost Estimates and Planning Assumptions: Medium-Low 
	 As the project sponsors do not possess experience in commuter rail operations, the operating financial plan does not include any historical basis of comparison. 
	 Although the cost model methodology is acceptable, questions remain regarding some cost components.  Assumptions regarding growth of commuter rail operating costs appear optimistic.   
	 Growth assumptions for state and local subsidy contributions appear optimistic given historic inflation rates for U.S. transit operators.  Inflation rate assumptions also appear optimistic with respect to fare increases and the resulting impact on ridership.         




	47_NY New York-Second Ave Subway MOS.pdf
	Medium
	Cost Effectiveness Rating: Medium  
	* Indicates that measure is a component of Cost Effectiveness rating. 
	Transit-Supportive Land Use Rating: High 
	Other Project Justification Criteria  
	 Local Financial Commitment Rating: Medium 
	Section 5309 New Starts Share of Total Project Costs: 26%  
	Rating: High 

	Capital Finance Plan Rating: Medium   
	Agency Capital Condition: Medium  
	Completeness of Capital Plan: Medium  
	 
	 
	Commitment of Capital Funds: High 
	Capital Funding Capacity: Medium-Low 
	Capital Cost Estimate and Planning Assumptions: Medium 
	 Assumptions in the capital plan are consistent with historical experience, but are not completely supported.   
	 The capital cost estimate is considered reasonable and includes overall contingencies of 17 percent of total capital cost; however, there are concerns related to the MTA’s ability to maintain the current schedule. 
	Operating Finance Plan Rating: Medium 
	Agency Operating Condition: Medium-Low 
	Completeness of Operating Plan: Medium 
	Commitment of Operating Funds: High 
	Operating Funding Capacity: Medium-Low 
	Operating Cost Estimates and Planning Assumptions: Medium 

	 Operating cost estimates and revenue forecasts are consistent with historical trends.  




	48_PA Harrisburg CORRIDORone Rail MOS.pdf
	 
	Project Development History and Current Status  

	49_PA Philadelphia Schuylkill Valley Metro.pdf
	Low
	Local Financial Commitment Rating: Low  

	51_TX Houston-North LRT.pdf
	Medium
	Cost Effectiveness Rating: Medium-Low  
	* Indicates that measure is a component of Cost Effectiveness rating. 
	Transit-Supportive Land Use Rating: Medium 
	 Other Project Justification Criteria 
	 Local Financial Commitment Rating: Medium 
	Section 5309 New Starts Share of Total Project Costs: 50%  
	Rating: Medium 

	Capital Finance Plan Rating: Medium-High   
	Agency Capital Condition: High  
	Completeness of Capital Plan: Medium-High  
	Commitment of Capital Funds: High 
	Capital Funding Capacity: High 
	Capital Cost Estimate and Planning Assumptions: Medium 
	Operating Finance Plan Rating: Medium 
	Agency Operating Condition: Low 
	Completeness of Operating Plan: Medium-High 
	Commitment of Operating Funds: High 
	Operating Funding Capacity: Medium 
	Operating Cost Estimates and Planning Assumptions: Medium-Low 
	 Assumptions on operating costs, ridership, and farebox revenues are considered optimistic compared to historical experience. 
	 

	 




	52_TX Houston-Southeast LRT.pdf
	Medium
	Cost Effectiveness Rating: Medium-Low  
	* Indicates that measure is a component of Cost Effectiveness rating. 
	Transit-Supportive Land Use Rating: Medium 
	 Other Project Justification Criteria 
	 Local Financial Commitment Rating: Medium 
	Section 5309 New Starts Share of Total Project Costs: 50%  
	Rating: Medium 

	Capital Finance Plan Rating: Medium-High   
	Agency Capital Condition: High  
	Completeness of Capital Plan: Medium-High  
	Commitment of Capital Funds: High 
	Capital Funding Capacity: High 
	Capital Cost Estimate and Planning Assumptions: Medium 
	Operating Finance Plan Rating: Medium 
	Agency Operating Condition: Low 
	Completeness of Operating Plan: Medium-High 
	Commitment of Operating Funds: High 
	Operating Funding Capacity: Medium 
	Operating Cost Estimates and Planning Assumptions: Medium-Low 
	 Assumptions on operating and maintenance costs, ridership and farebox revenues are considered optimistic, compared to historical experience. 
	 

	 




	53_VA Norfolk LRT.pdf
	Medium
	Project Justification Rating: Medium 
	Cost Effectiveness Rating: Medium 
	* Indicates that measure is a component of Cost Effectiveness rating. 
	Transit-Supportive Land Use Rating: Medium 
	Other Project Justification Criteria 

	 Local Financial Commitment Rating: Medium 
	Section 5309 New Starts Share of Total Project Costs: 49%  
	Rating: Medium-High 

	Capital Finance Plan Rating: Medium  
	Agency Capital Condition: Medium-Low 
	Completeness of Capital Plan: High 
	Commitment of Capital Funds: High 
	Capital Funding Capacity Medium-High 
	Capital Cost Estimate and Planning Assumptions: Medium-Low 
	 Assumptions in the capital financial plan are optimistic compared to historical experience.   
	Operating Finance Plan Rating: Medium 
	Agency Operating Condition: Medium 
	Completeness of Operating Plan: High 
	Commitment of Operating Funds: High 
	Operating Funding Capacity: Medium 
	Operating Cost Estimates and Planning Assumptions: Medium-Low 

	 Ridership, fare revenue, inflation, and operating cost assumptions are optimistic compared to historical experience. 
	 

	 




	54_VA NOVA Dulles Wiehle Avenue Ext.pdf
	Medium
	Cost Effectiveness Rating: Medium-Low  
	* Indicates that measure is a component of Cost Effectiveness rating. 
	Other Project Justification Criteria  
	 Local Financial Commitment Rating: Medium 
	Section 5309 New Starts Share of Total Project Costs: 50%  
	Rating: Medium 

	Capital Finance Plan Rating: Medium  
	Agency Capital Condition: Medium 
	Completeness of Capital Plan: Medium 
	Commitment of Capital Funds: High 
	Capital Funding Capacity: Medium 
	Capital Cost Estimate and Planning Assumptions: Medium-Low 
	 The assumptions in the capital plan are consistent with historical experience.  The financial plan shows WMATA’s infrastructure renewal needs being met in the near-term, although there is some concern about longer-term needs, particularly related to the ability of the agency to meet future ridership demand.    
	Operating Finance Plan Rating: Medium-High  
	Agency Operating Condition: High 
	Completeness of Operating Plan: Medium-Low 
	Commitment of Operating Funds: High 
	Operating Funding Capacity: Medium 
	Operating Cost Estimates and Planning Assumptions: Medium 





	55_WA University Link.pdf
	(November 2005) 
	Medium-High
	Cost Effectiveness Rating: Medium  
	* Indicates that measure is a component of Cost Effectiveness rating. 
	Transit-Supportive Land Use Rating: Medium-High 
	Other Project Justification Criteria  
	 Local Financial Commitment Rating: Medium-High 
	Section 5309 New Starts Share of Total Project Costs: 41%  
	Rating:  Medium-High 
	Capital Finance Plan Rating: Medium-High 
	 
	Completeness of Capital Plan: Medium-High  

	Capital Cost Estimate and Planning Assumptions: Medium 
	 Sound Transit capital planning assumptions are conservative compared to historical experience. 
	Operating Finance Plan Rating: Medium-High 
	Completeness of Operating Plan: Medium  

	 
	Operating Funding Capacity: High 
	Operating Cost Estimates and Planning Assumptions: Medium-Low  

	 Light rail fare revenue assumptions are much higher than national experience.   
	 It is difficult to compare the growth in operating and maintenance expenses to historical trends because Sound Transit is a relatively new and emerging transit agency, with no experience operating light rail.  Sound Transit’s estimates of light rail operating costs place its future system near the middle of costs experienced by other light rail operations in the United States. 
	 

	 




	57_FY 2007 New Starts Evaluation and Rating Process final.pdf
	Figure I-1 New Starts Evaluation Process 
	 
	Table I-1 FY 2007 Overall Rating Decision Rules 




