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• Increasing accountability and transparency  
 
• Improving project decision making through 

performance-based planning and programming 
 

    
 

Significant modifications to the federal-aid highway 
program 

Performance Measurement and  
Management in MAP-21: 
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(1)  Safety 
(2)  Infrastructure Condition 
(3)  Congestion Reduction 
(4)  System Reliability 
(5)  Freight Movement & Economic Vitality 
(6)  Environmental Sustainability 
(7)  Reduced Project Delivery Delays 

National Goals 
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Within a year of Final Rulemaking, states 
must set performance targets 

State Level 

MAP-21 imposes penalties on states that 
fail to meet their performance targets 
under the NH Performance Program 
(NHPP)  and the Highway Safety 
Improvement Program (HSIP) 
 

©2015, All Rights Reserved. 

2015 Performance Audit (Prop 400) 



Within 180 days of the establishments of 
State’s targets 
 
MPOs must establish performance 
measures and targets that reflect 
national goals 
 
Measures must be coordinated with state 
DOTs and transit providers 
 

MPO Level 
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CMP  
Update 

    RTP 
 cts

MAG CMP Screening Tool Summary Rankings

CRITERIA Weight 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

VOLUME/AADT 25% 7 7 9 4 4 3 4 1 2

CRASH RATE 5% 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 9 1

TRUCK VOLUME / AADT 5% 7 7 9 4 4 3 4 2 1

CONGESTION / LOST 
PRODUCTIVITY GP

10% 5 5 3 7 7 4 7 2 1

Total Weighted Score: 2.65 2.65 3.05 1.95 1.95 1.35 1.95 1.00 0.70
Rank Order: 2 2 1 4 4 7 4 8 9

CMP OBJECTIVES 35% 3.33 2.60 2.57 3.29 2.14 3.29 3.57 3.43 3.29

PROJECT/MODE 
SPECIFIC ASSESSMENT

20% 4 4 1 4 3 4 3 4 4

Total Weighted Score: 1.37 1.11 1.70 1.35 1.15 1.35 1.65 1.40 1.35
Rank Order: 4 9 1 5 8 5 2 3 5

Total Weighted Score: 4.02 3.76 5.75 3.30 3.10 2.70 3.60 2.40 2.05

Rank Order: 2 3 1 5 6 7 4 8 9
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PM 
Framework 

Performance  
Audit 

Web-based 

Dashboard 

Project Cards 

Evaluative Tool 
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performance.azmag.gov 



projectcardsazmag.gov 
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For additional information on  
performance in MAP-21 contact: 

Monique de los Rios-Urban 
mdelos@azmag.gov 

To find MAGnitude on the web: 
 

performance.azmag.gov 
projectcards.azmag.gov 
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OBJECTIVES BASED CRITERIA 

Call for Projects 

Applications 

Example  
Case Study A:  RTP 
Freeway Projects

PROJECT #: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Source: RTP 2010 RTP 2010 RTP 2010 RTP 2010 RTP 2010 RTP 2010 TIP 2011 Project 

List
RTP 2010 RTP 2010

Location: I-10 Papago I-10 Papago I-10 Papago I-10 Maricopa I-10 Maricopa I-10 Maricopa I-10 Maricopa I-17/Black 
Canyon Freeway

SR 51/Piestawa 
Freeway

Limits: Loop 101 (Agua 
Fria) to I-17

I-10 at I-17 Loop 202 
Interchange at I-
10

32nd Street to 
Baseline Rd

I-10/SR-143 
Interchange

Baseline Rd to 
Loop 202 
(Santan)

40th St to 
Baseline Rd

I-10 (Stack) to I-
10 Split

Shea Blvd to Loop 
101

CRITERIA #:

1 VOLUME/AADT              203,184              203,184              223,047              197,766              197,766              171,316              197,766                94,830              138,463 

Enter quantitative 
data. 2 CRASH RATE 1.8 1.8 1.8 1.8 1.8 1.8 1.8 2.1 1.8

3
TRUCK 

VOLUME / 
AADT

               20,200                20,200                23,700                20,000                20,000                19,200                20,000                12,200                10,500 

4
CONGESTION / 

LOST 
PRODUCTIVITY 

50.40% 50.40% 30.60% 52.00% 52.00% 33.30% 52.00% 25.60% 7.50%

Quantitative Data 

     
 

   
  

         
   

  

             
   

   
  

           
   

    
 

  
 

           
     

     

              
    

     

   
 

       
    

            
  

PROJECT/MODE SPECIFIC ASSESSMENT

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Does  the project complete or improve a  segment which helps  to 
provide a  continuous  l ink between two points  of regional  
importance for travel , or improve an intersection or interchange of 
two corridors  of regional  importance?

no no no no no no no no no

Does  the project include segments  of high congestion that resul t 
in lost productivi ty a long the corridor, and wi l l  the project help to 
mitigate this  congestion?

no no yes no yes no yes no no

Does  the project provide access  to exis ting and/or future bus iness  
and job activi ty centers , shopping, educational , cul tura l , and 
recreational  opportunities?

no no yes no no no no no no

Wil l  the project accommodate or create s igni ficant benefi ts  to at 
least two additional  modes  of travel , or complete a  l ink to 
intermodal  or freight faci l i ties  of regional  importance?

no no yes no no no no no no

Is  the project located a long a  high crash corridor, or wi l l  the project 
help to mitigate a  speci fic safety problem?  yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes

Score: 1 1 4 1 2 1 2 1 1
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PROJECT #:
SYSTEM CAPACITY AND NEW FACILITIES:

    RTP 
 cts

MAG CMP Screening Tool Summary Rankings

CRITERIA Weight 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

VOLUME/AADT 25% 7 7 9 4 4 3 4 1 2

CRASH RATE 5% 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 9 1

TRUCK VOLUME / AADT 5% 7 7 9 4 4 3 4 2 1

CONGESTION / LOST 
PRODUCTIVITY GP

10% 5 5 3 7 7 4 7 2 1

Total Weighted Score: 2.65 2.65 3.05 1.95 1.95 1.35 1.95 1.00 0.70
Rank Order: 2 2 1 4 4 7 4 8 9

CMP OBJECTIVES 35% 3.33 2.60 2.57 3.29 2.14 3.29 3.57 3.43 3.29

PROJECT/MODE 
SPECIFIC ASSESSMENT

20% 4 4 1 4 3 4 3 4 4

Total Weighted Score: 1.37 1.11 1.70 1.35 1.15 1.35 1.65 1.40 1.35
Rank Order: 4 9 1 5 8 5 2 3 5

Total Weighted Score: 4.02 3.76 5.75 3.30 3.10 2.70 3.60 2.40 2.05

Rank Order: 2 3 1 5 6 7 4 8 9
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Qualitative Data 

Ranking 
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