Scoring Guide: Single Family New Construction Round 4

Scoring Criteria

Affordable Housing
Experience

Inexperienced in building affordable
housing;

No project team listed;

Some experience in building
affordable housing;

Some development team members
listed;

Experienced in building affordable
housing;

Several professional development
team members;

Extensive experience in building
affordable housing;

Highly diverse project team of
professionals;

Market & Financial

No marketing plan provided;
No marketing budget;

No letter of commitment from

Limited information on marketing
plan;

Minimal marketing budget;

Sufficient information on marketing
plan;

Adequate marketing budget;

Well thought out and viable
marketing plan;

Significant marketing budget;

Feasibilit
\ financial institution; Letter of commitment from financial Letter of commitment from financial Letter of commitment from financial
institution does not provide amount institution appropriate for number of | institution appropriate for number of
available; units requested; units requested;
Sales price not justifiable with design, | Sales price is minimally justifiable Sales price is moderately justifiable Sales price is commensurate with
amenities and green building with design, amenities and green with design, amenities and green design, amenities and green building
. ore features; building features; building features; features;
Unit Affordability

No range in affordability of units;

All units at maximum price point;

Some range in affordability of units;

Good range in affordability of units
offered;

All units are offered at less than
maximum price point;

Compatibility with
Neighborhood
Character & Adopted
Plans for Area

Architectural elements are
inconsistent with existing
neighborhood;

Mass and scale are inconsistent with
existing neighborhood;

Units are inconsistent with adopted
neighborhood/area plans;

Some architectural elements are
consistent with existing
neighborhood;

Mass and scale are somewhat
inconsistent with existing
neighborhood;

Units are somewhat consistent with
adopted neighborhood/area plans;

Architectural elements are consistent
with existing neighborhood;

Mass and scale are consistent with
existing neighborhood;

Units are consistent with adopted
neighborhood/area plans;

Architectural elements enhance the
existing neighborhood;

Mass and scale are consistent with
and enhance the existing
neighborhood;

Units are consistent with adopted
neighborhood/area plans and
enhance neighborhood;

Architectural Design

Inconsistent with design guidelines;
Garages dominate front fagade;

No ornamentation or aesthetic
detailing;

No mix of exterior cladding materials,
textures or colors;

Monotonous architectural rooflines
(dormers, gables, clipped gables, or
hipped roof lines);

Elevations not provided;

Some design features consistent with
design guidelines;

Garage is offset back on front fagade;
Minimal aesthetic detailing;

Minimal mix of exterior cladding
materials, textures or colors;

Minimal variation in architectural
rooflines;

Elevations inconsistent with
application;

Design features consistent with
design guidelines;

Garage is offset back or side loading;

Visual aesthetic details and
ornamentation included;

Mixed use of exterior cladding
materials, colors and textures;

Some architectural rooflines;

Elevations consistent with
application;

Design features enhance the existing
neighborhood;
Detached garage;

Integrated use of visual aesthetic
details and ornamentation;

High mix of exterior cladding
materials, colors, and textures —
includes stone/masonry;

Mixture of architectural rooflines;

Elevations enhance application;




Scoring Criteria

Past Performance in
Single Family New
Construction Program

Housing in past rounds inconsistent
with program guidelines and goals;

Buyers unsatisfied with experience;

Builder not cooperative in
partnership with City;

Housing in past rounds met most
program guidelines and goals;

Buyers mostly satisfied with
experience;

Builder mostly cooperative in
partnership with the City;

Housing in past rounds consistent
with program guidelines and goals;

Buyers satisfied with experience;

Builder cooperative in partnership
with the City;

Constructed quality affordable
housing in past rounds consistent
with program guidelines;

Positive feedback from buyers;

Builder cooperative in partnership
with the City;

Shovel Readiness

No infrastructure in place;

Environmental review has not been
completed;

Infrastructure in place;

Environmental review has not been
completed;

Infrastructure in place;

Environmental review completed or
underway;

Infrastructure in place;
Environmental review completed;

Working with approved applicants;

Sustainability/Green
Building

Optional Green Building Points
1-4 points =0

5-14 points = 1

15-24 points =2

Optional Green Building Points
25-34 points = 3
35-44 points =4
45-54 points =5

Optional Green Building Points
55-64 points =6
65-74 points =7
75-84 points = 8

Optional Green Building Points
85-94 points =9
95+ points = 10

Location

Tier 3 =0 points

Tier 2 =5 points

Tier 1 =10 points
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