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Public Participation Process
The Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance and the staff of the Genesee County
Metropolitan Planning Commission (GCMPC) are committed to ensuring that citizen
input will figure prominently throughout the planning
processes, from the initial problem identification,
through workshops or public comment periods, to the
public hearing, and review of the draft plan. These
measures are clearly stated in the Genesee County
Public Participation Plan (PPP), which can be found as
Appendix H to this report. This guiding document
describes all of the public participation efforts and
requirements of the GCMPC, including specific details
regarding the development of the Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP). These guidelines were
followed by staff throughout the development of the
2035 LRTP.
The update of the 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan was a lengthy process—nearly
two years in the making—that involved a variety of public outreach tools including
surveys, public service announcements, input sessions, and direct mailings just to
name a few. The variety of methods used, coupled with a few innovative marketing
techniques, contributed to the most extensive public participation response ever
received by GCMPC.

Public Participation Mailing List
GCMPC maintains an extensive
public involvement mailing list that
Public Participation List Breakdown
is used to provide information and
Category
Representation
notice
to
the
public
on
Concerned Citizen
153
transportation planning activities.
118
The
list
includes
many Elected Officials
53
representatives of the following: Educational Organizations
ansportation-Related
Tr
17
neighborhood
block
groups,
173
senior centers, area churches, Interested Businesses
eighborhood
Associations
N
chambers
of
commerce,
246
government agencies and local Religious Organizations
93
transportation providers (including Government Organizations
142
limousine, taxi cab, trucking, rail Community Organizations
75
and airports), labor unions, Organizations For the Disabled
2
Veterans of Foreign Wars groups, Senior Citizen Organizations
22
academic institutions, schools TO TAL
1094
and public libraries, area media
(including newspapers, radio and television stations) and bilingual organizations such
as the Hispanic Caucus of Genesee County. This list is continually maintained and
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updated regularly. A complete mailing list of the 1,094 entries (as of July 2009) is
maintained at the GCMPC office.

Public Outreach
To ensure apt and ample opportunities for the public to provide input at all stages of
plan development, GCMPC utilized public events, surveys, direct mailings, input
sessions, and eventually a public hearing regarding the 2035 Long Range
Transportation Plan. These methods were designed, and eventually proved to show a
dramatic increase in the amount of public participation seen in past plan updates.
•

The first series of LRTP Steering Committee Meetings focused on the
development of the LRTP and public participation efforts. Staff presented
suggestions to the committee which included past public participation practices
which worked well, and new practices that could improve on our past efforts.
Staff asked for the committee’s thoughts on the suggestions, and asked for new
ideas. This process helped staff improve on past experiences with new
techniques such as the interactive website and the incentive-based survey.

•

Staff developed an interactive survey to gain public opinion regarding the update
of the LRTP. Questions targeted certain areas such as potential changes or
expansions to the plan, and which portions of the Genesee County
transportation system was most important to them. To encourage the public to fill
out the survey it was advertised that all completed surveys submitted to our
office would be eligible for a drawing to win one of five $100 gas cards or one of
five MTA monthly bus passes. Through the use of this innovative tactic, a total
of 1,283 surveys were collected. Paper surveys were accepted through fax,
mail, or in person and residents also had the option of completing the survey
online at our website. The survey was handed out at the kick-off meeting and
events as well as mailed to our public participation list. A full report and results
of this survey can be found in the “Opinion Survey” portion of the 2035 LRTP.

•

To provide the public with fast, easy access to all things related to the LRTP
update, staff established a 2035 Long Range Transportation Website. This
website included details on the transportation planning process, the
transportation system in Genesee County, announcements for all public
participation opportunities, the LRTP survey, and eventually the entire 2035
Long Range Transportation Plan including all of the technical reports.

•

The update of the 2035 LRTP began with a kick-off meeting held on June 5,
2009, in the Harris Auditorium of the Genesee County Administration Building.
Invitations were sent to our entire Public Participation List consisting of nearly
1,094 interested individuals. With the invitation we included a copy of the LRTP
survey as well as an informational booklet informing the recipient about the
transportation system in Genesee County and the Long Range Planning
process. A meeting announcement was published in a number of local
newspapers.
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•

In an effort to reach out further to the public, staff organized three kick-off events
announcing the official beginning of the LRTP update. Two regional shopping
malls and the Mass Transportation Authority’s Downtown Transfer Center were
selected for the events, collectively serving 38,000 customers daily. Staff visited
the MTA Downtown Transfer Center on July 8, 2008, the Genesee Valley Mall on
July 16, 2008, and Courtland Center mall on July 17, 2008. Displayed at each
event were LRTP materials & surveys including GCMPC informational
pamphlets, traffic flow maps, and the Public Participation Plan survey. Staff
talked with mall shoppers and transit riders, answered questions, and helped
participants complete the LRTP survey.

•

Throughout the development of the 2035 LRTP, special events were organized
to gather expert & public opinion on certain technical reports and the
recommendations of those reports. Listening sessions were organized to
discuss recommendation options for the Bridge, Pavement, and Safety portions
of the 2035 LRTP.
Local road agencies, the Michigan Department of
Transportation, the Federal Highway Administration, local police departments,
and GCMPC staff were all in attendance for these meetings. Also, GCMPC held
a public workshop to develop Non-motorized and Complete Streets policies for
the 2035 LRTP. Details of the special events can be found in the corresponding
technical reports as well as Appendix D of this report.

•

On April 6, 2009, GCMPC began accepting project applications from public and
private transportation providers that have jurisdiction over transportation facilities
or services in Genesee County. Staff did a direct mailing to announcement this
call for projects to all local units of government and other local transportation
agencies. At this time, any and all interested persons were encouraged to
contact their appropriate transportation provider, or GCMPC staff prior to April
24, 2009 to provide input or request information concerning the LRTP Process.
This public participation opportunity was advertised in a number of local media
as well as the GCMPC website.

•

Once the transportation deficiencies were identified and projects selected for the
2035 LRTP, GCMPC staff performed a mass mailing along the proposed project
corridors to ensure notification to those citizens who would be most directly
impacted by the proposed transportation improvement. A total of 4,771 flyers
were direct mailed to households along all proposed project corridors. Each
notification listed the project, project limits, type of improvement to be performed,
and proposed project year. These notifications also served as an invitation for
public input as each public event’s date, time, and location was included on the
flyers. A similar flyer was sent out to our entire public involvement mailing list
bringing the total number flyers mailed to over 5,800.

•

In June of 2009, three public input sessions were organized. Each of the three
events was held in strategic northern, central and southern locations throughout
Genesee County to offer the most convenient opportunity for local citizens to
communicate with GCMPC regarding the proposed transportation projects and
the overall 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan and Air Quality Conformity
Findings. GCMPC staff and local road agencies were available to answer
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questions and to explain projects. Staff used visualization techniques as
identified in our Public Participation Plan (PPP) such as maps and photographs
to help explain projects. Staff provided comment sheets to session attendees
and recorded verbal comments received at the session, as well as, others
received via telephone. All comments received were responded too by GCMPC
staff, and those comments regarding specific projects were also forwarded on to
the corresponding local road agency. Comment sheets regarding GCMPC’s
public participation efforts, in accordance with the PPP, were also distributed at
the events. The first event was held at the Grand Blanc Senior Center on June
18, 2009, the second at the Flint Farmer’s Market on June 20, 2009, and the last
at the Clio Area Senior Center on June 25, 2009. There were twenty-nine (29)
attendees at the Grand Blanc Senior Center and eight (8) attendees at the Clio
Area Senior Center. The Flint Farmer’s market is attended by roughly 5,000 on
Saturday event days.
•

A thirty day public comment period was held for the draft 2035 Long Range
Transportation Plan and corresponding Air Quality Conformity Findings from
Monday, June 8, 2009 through Tuesday, July 7, 2009. Prior to, and throughout,
this 30-day public comment period, the draft document was made available for
the public to view at all local units of government, all local road agencies, the
Mass Transportation Authority, local libraries, and on the GCMPC website. In
addition, the draft 2035 LRTP was available at the GCMPC office with staff
available to respond directly to any public questions or concerns. Notices of the
public comment period were placed in two newspapers and sent to all on the
public involvement list. All comments received during the public comment
period, including those received at the public input sessions described above
can be found in Appendix G. Also, 19 phone conversations were had with
residents who did not want to submit an official comment. The majority of
conversations were specific to projects; however staff did get a lot of comments
supporting non-motorized facilities and complete streets policies.

•

A Public Hearing regarding the 2035 LRTP and corresponding Air Quality
Conformity Findings was held on Tuesday, July 7, 2009, in the Willard P. Harris
Auditorium of the Genesee County Administration Building. All comments
received during the public hearing are included in Appendix G.

•

To best reach the over 150,000 households in Genesee County, all documents,
events, and public comment opportunities were published on the GCMPC
website @ www.gcmpc.org, and also made public through paid advertisements
and public service announcements requested from local media.

•

To provide ample time for staff to incorporate comments received, prior to
Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance approval; a two week comment period
was established after the July 7th public hearing.

Summary
Throughout the 2035 LRTP development, all pertinent public participation information
was taken to each transportation committee for review. This aided staff during the
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process, helping to make decisions regarding the plan along the way. All comments
received were reviewed and incorporated into the plan when and where appropriate.
An evaluation of the 2035 LRTP public participation efforts will be analyzed through our
PPP process to identify areas of success and areas that can be improved upon for
future plan development.

-6-

Appendix A
LRTP Kick-Off
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LRTP Kick-Off Meeting
June 5, 2009
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LRTP Kick-Off Public Events
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ROOM 223 – 1101 BEACH STREET
TELEPHONE (810) 257-3010

FLINT, MICHIGAN 48502-1470

FAX (810) 257-3185

JULIE A. HINTERMAN
DIRECTOR-COORDINATOR

July 7, 2008
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
TO:

Radio Station Managers; Television Station Managers; Newspaper Editors

FROM:

Derek Bradshaw, Principal Planner
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

SUBJECT:

REQUEST FOR PUBLIC SERVICE ANNOUNCEMENTS

We would like to request that you publicize the following Public Service Announcement
to the interested readers, listeners and viewers of current events in Genesee County!
Are you interested in Genesee County roads? What about public transit buses and Your
Ride services? Do you know where and from whom to get information on transportation
services including transit and Your Ride? Where does the money come from for our
transportation system?
Now is the time to tell us what you think! Genesee County's Long Range Transportation
Plan is being updated by the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
(GCMPC).
Remember... the update only takes place once every three years! Now's the time to
have a say in how millions of public dollars are spent in Genesee County.
Visit us at the following locations and fill out a transportation survey for your chance to
win a $100 gas card or a monthly bus pass! You can also fill out the survey on-line at
www.gcmpc.org.
•

Genesee Valley Center on Wednesday, July 16th
10:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.

•

Courtland Center on Thursday, July 17th
10:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.

For more information, contact us at the:
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Room 223, 1101 Beach Street Flint, MI 48502
Telephone: 810-257-3010
Visit our website at www.gcmpc.org

K:\trans\LRTP2035\Public Participation\PSA LRTP.doc

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION

Appendix B
Listening Sessions & Policy Workshops
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ROOM 223 – 1101 BEACH STREET
TELEPHONE (810) 257-3010

FLINT, MICHIGAN 48502-1470

FAX (810) 257-3185

*****FOCUS GROUP*****
Topic: Genesee County Bridge Status
Organized by:
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Genesee County Administration Building
GCMPC Conference Room
1101 Beach Street, Room 223
Flint, Michigan

A-G-E-N-D-A
I.

Introductions

II.

Bridge Questionnaire (5-10 mins)

III. Bridge Technical Report Presentation (15-20 mins)
IV. Bridge Status Roundtable Discussion (40-50 mins)
A. Genesee County Current Bridge Status:
•
•
•

What funding mechanisms are in place in Genesee County?
What maintenance programs are in place in Genesee County?
Why are our bridges in the condition they are in?

B. Future Bridge Solutions:
•

What innovative ways do other areas maintain bridges?
a. Alternative maintenance techniques?
b. Alternative funding mechanisms?

•

How do we improve our situation with limited funding?

V. Adjournment

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION

Genesee County

“Shaping our Transportation Future Together”
2035 Long Range Transportation Plan
***Genesee County Bridge Focus Group***

1) What funding is available to fix bridges in Genesee County?

2) What maintenance programs are in place in Genesee County?

3) What factors have led us to our current situation? (49% bridges deficient)

4) Do you know of any innovative funding methods that are being used in other
areas?

5) Do you know of any innovative maintenance programs that are being utilized
in other areas?

6) In your opinion, what should be done to improve the state of bridges in the
County?

Genesee County

“Shaping our Transportation Future Together”
2035 Long Range Transportation Plan
***Genesee County Bridge Focus Group***

Meeting Attendees
In Person:
Fred Peivandi, Genesee County Road Commission
Ken Johnson, Genesee County Road Commission
John Carpenter, City of Flint
Kay Muhammad, City of Flint
Rick Freeman, City of Flint/ Rowe Incorporated
Derek Bradshaw, GCMPC
Jason Nordberg, GCMPC
Stan Brantley, GCMPC
Nate Scramlin, GCMPC
On Conference Call:
Chris Dingman, Federal Highway Administration
Ola Williams, MDOT
Gregg Brunner, MDOT
Bob Kelley, MDOT

ROOM 223 – 1101 BEACH STREET
TELEPHONE (810) 257-3010

FLINT, MICHIGAN 48502-1470

FAX (810) 257-3185

*****FOCUS GROUP*****
Topic: Genesee County Pavement
Organized by:
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Genesee County Administration Building
GCMPC Conference Room
1101 Beach Street, Room 223
Flint, Michigan
Tuesday, August 26, 2008
1:30 p.m.
GCMPC Conference Room, 2nd Floor

A-G-E-N-D-A
I.

Introductions

II.

Review of 2007 Asset Management PASER Data Report
a.
Genesee County
b.
Ingham County Comparison
c.
Kent County Comparison

III. Pavement Discussion
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)

What funding sources are being used?
What programs or projects are in place?
What major factors are causing the downward trend?
What are other counties doing?
What can we do to maintain/improve the roads?

IV. Strategy Evaluation
V. Adjournment

C:\Documents and Settings\gregor1s\Local Settings\Temporary Internet Files\OLKC8\Pavement agenda.doc
AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION

Hello everyone—
As you may know, the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission is
updating the Long Range Transportation Plan for Genesee County. In
conjunction with this update, GCMPC would like to assemble focus groups
around certain topics regarding the transportation system. Staff is currently
drafting a technical report regarding road pavement in Genesee County. As
part of this report, staff looked at pavement condition data from 2003-2007.
The data indicated that pavement condition continues to deteriorate over this
five-year period.

GENESEE
COUNTY
8 To 10
Routine
Maintenance
5 To 7 Capital
Preventive
Maintenance
0 To 4
Structure
Improvements
Total

2007 Miles

2006 Miles

2005 Miles

2004 Miles

2003 Miles

168.63

199.31

222.072

199.245

221.679

440.74

410.22

674.935

691.325

663.366

442.75
1052.12

435.77
1045.3

155.664
1052.671

117.904
1008.474

113.302
998.347

Staff would like your input on what you think is causing these trends. Can we
identify what we are doing right, and what we need to do better? Is this
decline in pavement condition due to the lack of funds, or do we need to
change the way we allocate our funds? Is there something that other areas
are doing that we should consider? Your expertise in this area would be vital
to the narrative in our Pavement Technical Report. We would like to be able
to relate the decrease in road condition to definite causes, if at all possible to
do so.
For this purpose, you are being invited to participate in a Pavement focus
group hosted by GCMPC.
The focus group will be made up of
representatives of local and state transportation-related agencies. This
diverse group will have different perspectives to share, all of which will be
very valuable. The focus group will meet only once to discuss the pavement
condition issues in our county.
A meeting agenda is included with this e-mail. We are looking to host this
meeting soon and staff would greatly appreciate your attendance and input in

the focus group. The meeting will be held at the Genesee County
Administration Building, in the Planning Commission Conference Room.
Below are two potential dates and times. Please respond if you plan to
attend, and let staff know which date would be best for you. Phone
conferencing will be available if needed, however your attendance at the
meeting would be greatly appreciated.
Thank you!

Proposed Pavement Focus Group Meeting Dates:
Tuesday, August 26, 1:30 pm – 3:00 pm (GCMPC Conference Room)
Wednesday, August 27 10:00 am – 11:30 am (GCMPC Conference Room)

***Genesee County Pavement Focus Group***
Meeting Attendees

Fred Peivandi, Genesee County Road Commission
Ken Johnson, Genesee County Road Commission
John Carpenter, City of Flint
Kay Muhammad, City of Flint
Ola Williams, MDOT
Christopher Dingman, MDOT
Derek Bradshaw, GCMPC
Jason Nordberg, GCMPC
Stan Brantley, GCMPC
Nate Scramlin, GCMPC

ROOM 223 – 1101 BEACH STREET
TELEPHONE (810) 257-3010

FLINT, MICHIGAN 48502-1470

FAX (810) 257-3185

*****FOCUS GROUP*****
Topic: Genesee County Traffic Safety
Organized by:
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Genesee County Administration Building
1101 Beach Street, Room 223
Flint, Michigan, 48502
Wednesday, August 20, 2008
10:00 a.m.
GCMPC Conference Room, 2nd Floor

A-G-E-N-D-A
I.

Introductions

II.

Review of Traffic Safety Data (10 mins.)

III. Traffic Safety Roundtable Discussion (40-50 mins)
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)
g)

What funding sources are being used?
What programs or projects are in place?
What major factors are causing the downward trend?
What major factors are causing the upward trend?
What are other counties doing?
What can we do to maintain/improve the decreasing rates?
What can we do to lessen the increasing rates?

IV. Adjournment

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION
K:/trans/LRTP2035/Focus Groups/Safety

Hello everyone—
As you may know, the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission is
updating the Long Range Transportation Plan for Genesee County.
In
conjunction with this update, GCMPC would like to assemble focus groups
around certain topics regarding the transportation system. Staff is currently
drafting a technical report regarding traffic safety in Genesee County. As part of
this report, staff looked at traffic crash data from 2003-2007. The data indicated
that total crashes, drinking-involved crashes and rear-end straight crashes are
down significantly over this five-year period.
Crash Detail
Total Crashes
Drinking Involved
Rear-End Straight

2003
15,011
777
3,094

2007
11,955
535
2,250

Decrease
20%
31%
27%

However, the data also indicated that fatal crashes, reckless driving crashes and
speeding crashes have increased over this five-year period.
Crash Detail
Fatal Crashes
Reckless Driving
Speeding

2003
49
176
1,340

2007
54
194
1,465

Increase
10%
10%
9%

Staff would like your input on what you think is causing these trends. Can we
identify what we are doing right, and what we need to do better? Are the
improved rates due to better road projects, more law enforcement, better driver
training, better educational campaigns, on-going programs, a blend of many
factors? What about the increased rates? What may be causing those? Your
expertise in this area would be vital to the narrative in our Safety Technical
Report. We would like to be able to relate the increase/decrease in traffic crashes
to definite causes, if at all possible to do so.
For this purpose, you are being invited to participate in a safety focus group
hosted by GCMPC. The focus group will be made up of representatives of local
and state safety-related and transportation-related agencies. This diverse group
will have different perspectives to share, all of which will be very valuable. The
focus group will meet only once to discuss why certain traffic crashes are going
down in our county, while others are going up.
A meeting agenda is included with this e-mail. We are looking to host this
meeting soon and staff would greatly appreciate your attendance and input in the
focus group. The meeting will be held at the Genesee County Administration
Building, in the Planning Commission Conference Room. Below are two
potential dates and times. Please respond if you plan to attend, and let staff
know which date would be best for you. Phone conferencing will be available if
needed, however your attendance at the meeting would be greatly appreciated.
Thank you!

Proposed Safety Focus Group Meeting Dates:
Tuesday, August 19, 1:30 pm – 3:00 pm (GCMPC Conference Room)
Wednesday, August 20, 10:00 am – 11:30 am (GCMPC Conference Room)

Appendix C
Media Coverage of 2035 LRTP
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abc12.com: Metropolitan Planning Commission annouces plans for future 6/24/08
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LOCAL

Metropolitan Planning Commission annouces plans for
future
Tuesday, June 24, 2008 | 6:01 PM

2035 long-range transportation
plan for county at issue
By Dawn Jones

GENESEE COUNTY (WJRT) -(06/24/08)--The Genesee County
Metropolitan Planning Commission is
beginning plans for the 2035 longrange transportation plan for the
county.
The plan considers several key areas,
including pavement conditions,
congestion, safety and transit.
Even with high gas prices, Flint is still the
Vehicle City and cars are still the preferred
method of transportation.
But the Metropolitan Planning
Commission says it is seeing signs of
shifting to more walkers, bikers and bus
riders.
Story continues below
Advertisement

"We're seeing a lot of shifts to carpooling
that we haven't seen in the past. We are
also seeing shifts to more transit use.
Transit has been up, so it's a real good
time to take a look and do a plan," said
Derek Bradshaw from the Genesee
County Metropolitan Planning
Commission.
And as they look toward the future, they
want to capitalize on this trend.
The plan will not be complete until next
year. There will be some short-term and
long-range transportation goals outlined.
One thing that will be closely examined is
the future of our infrastructure.
"And decide if we want to leave those

http://abclocal.go.com/wjrt/story?section=news/local&id=6225467&pt=print

6/25/2008

abc12.com: Metropolitan Planning Commission annouces plans for future 6/24/08

Page 2 of 2

roads the way they are or if we want to
kinda try and do the roads as more of a
complete street; taking a look at transit,
walking, biking and roads and cars, and
putting them all together as one so
everybody can kind of co-mingle as one,"
Bradshaw said.
For more information on the project, click
here.
(Copyright ©2008 WJRT-TV/DT. All Rights
Reserved.)

http://abclocal.go.com/wjrt/story?section=news/local&id=6225467&pt=print

6/25/2008

Appendix D
LRTP Call For Projects
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Appendix E
Public Input Sessions
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GCMPC
1101 Beach Street, Room 223
Flint, Michigan 48502

PUBLIC INPUT SESSIONS
-Transportation Projects Planned -

ANNOUNCEMENT
The Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance has completed the draft of the 2035 Long
Range Transportation Plan. The plan is currently under public review and comment.
Public input sessions regarding this plan are being held at the locations below at the
scheduled dates and times. A copy of the draft plan is available on our website at
www.gcmpc.org. Any and all comments are encouraged.
June 18th – Grand Blanc Senior Center
12632 Pagels Dr, Grand Blanc, MI, 48439
from 5:30 p.m. until 7:30 p.m.
June 20th – Flint Farmer’s Market
420 E. Boulevard Dr, Flint, MI, 48503
from 10:00 a.m. until 2:00 p.m.
June 25th – Clio Area Senior Center
2136 West Vienna Road, Clio, MI, 48420
from 5:30 p.m. until 7:30 p.m.
For more information contact:
Jason Nordberg, GCMPC
Telephone: 810-257-3010
Fax: 810-257-3185
E-mail: jnordberg@co.genesee.mi.us

Genesee County Metropolitan
Planning Commission
1101 Beach Street , Room 223
Flint, MI, 48502

OCCUPANT

PROPOSED PROJECT(S) IN YOUR AREA:
FROM
FROM
FROM

THESE TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS ARE
PROPOSED FOR YOUR AREA!
LOCATION:
PROJECT:

YEAR:
FROM:

LOCATION:
PROJECT:

YEAR:
FROM:

LOCATION:
PROJECT:

YEAR:
FROM:

NOTICE of PUBLIC INPUT SESSIONS
June 18th – Grand Blanc Senior Center
12632 Pagels Dr, Grand Blanc, MI, 48439
from 5:30 p.m. until 7:30 p.m.

June 20th – Flint Farmer’s Market
420 E. Boulevard Dr, Flint, MI, 48503
from 10:00 a.m. until 2:00 p.m.

June 25th – Clio Area Senior Center
2136 West Vienna Road, Clio, MI, 48420
from 5:30 p.m. until 7:30 p.m.

Background on the sessions:
The Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission on behalf of the
Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance wants you to know that the federally
funded transportation projects identified above are being proposed for your area
within the next 25 years. For a complete list of federally funded transportation
projects being proposed in Genesee County please contact us or visit our
website identified below. The sessions provide an opportunity for you to provide
comment and/or to ask questions regarding these potential projects. If you are
unable to attend one of these sessions and have comments or questions
regarding a project please contact:
Mr. Jason Nordberg, Senior Planner
1101 Beach Street, Room 223
Flint, MI 48502
Telephone: 810-257-3010
Fax: 810-257-3185
E-mail: jnordberg@co.genesee.mi.us
Website: www.gcmpc.org
Michigan Relay Center: Dial 711 or 1-800-649-3777

Appendix F
Public Comment Period & Hearing
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GENESEE COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION (GCMPC)
PROPOSED GENESEE COUNTY 2035 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN
(LRTP) AND AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY FINDINGS
PUBLIC HEARING
Tuesday, July 7, 2009 – 6:00 p.m.
Harris Auditorium – Genesee County Administration Building
1101 Beach Street, Flint, MI 48502

Present:

John Burt, 12279 S. Duffield Road, Gaines, MI 48436
Peggy Cole, Secretary, GCMPC
Julie Hinterman, Director-Coordinator, GCMPC
Christine Hodgson, 3210 Woodvalley Drive, Flushing, MI 48433
Jason Nordberg, Senior Planner, GCMPC
Mike Zelley, Disability Network, 3600 S. Dort Hwy. Ste. 54, Flint, 48507

Ms. Hinterman opened the Public Meeting at approximately 6:00 p.m.
This was the final opportunity for public comment on the 2035 GCMPC Long Range
Transportation Plan and Air Quality Conformity Findings. Three other public comment
meetings were held at the Flint Farmers’ Market, the Clio Senior Center and the Grand
Blanc Senior Center. The formal record will include comments from those meetings, as
well as all comments received via phone, letter or email.
Comments:
Ms. Hodgson stated she could not stress enough the need for sidewalks with curb cuts
(for wheelchair accessibility). She said she’s tired of fighting with the Dort Hwy. traffic,
north of the Dort Mall. She added that the Flint Police are nice – the will follow behind
her – but she is frequently told to get off the road and in some areas, like near the
cemetery on Hill Road, there is no room to get off the road. She has even had police
follow her into stores on S. Saginaw, between Walmart and Dollar General, to make
sure she made it in safely.
Mr. Burt said he had sent written comments to Mr. Nordberg. He wanted to reiterate the
importance of complete streets. He stated that one component of complete streets is
sidewalks, however curb cuts are also important, as are many other complete streets
components which are low cost, which is an important factor in this economy. Another
important factor is having non-motorized trails interact with road transportation
components. He added that we need to look at this in a different way. We need to plan
to include all users in a transportation corridor. He uses many modes of transportation
and needs to have all of those available to him. He sees the need for wider shoulders
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on country roads, where sidewalks are obviously not an option. He emphasized that it is
critical to understand that complete streets are more than just sidewalks. All projects
should include a resource in the community to get information. Communities should
have projects designed, with complete streets implemented and put in a plan, so that if
funding becomes available, our community has “shovel ready” projects to offer.
Willingness to include all users of the transportation corridor is critical. He wanted to
take exception to the exceptions in the technical report and said the number of dwelling
units doesn’t apply to all components of complete streets. People still need a bicycle to
be able to maneuver on the roads, no matter the housing density. Wording should be
changed to state an exact limit to the allowed cost of complete streets to the total cost of
a project, such as 25%. This is a plan and exceptions should not be included. He would
like to see the Metro Committee review it.
Mr. Zelley began by commending staff for including a complete streets plan in the 2035
Long Range Transportation Plan. He has used a wheelchair for 34 years and sees
complete streets as a positive move, similar to passage of the Americans with
Disabilities Act, currently celebrating its 19th anniversary. He noted that when
accommodating one group of folks it can make it easier for everyone. For instance, curb
cuts assist people in wheelchairs, but also accommodate strollers, seniors, the blind,
heavy equipment and other things not self evident – wayfaring for instance. He
compared it with close captioning being intended to assist the deaf community, but is
also helpful to people in noisy situations or where the volume is turned off. He noted the
need to make things easier for folks, as the population is getting older. Improving safety
helps to reduce costs by mitigating accidents. Advocates include all walks of life –
senior citizens, bicyclists, parents of young children, etc. Giving citizens a voice is a
positive step. There are approximately 86,000 people with disabilities in Genesee
County and there is a growing need for safe, accessible streets. Planners need to
continue to encourage the voice of citizens – explaining how and why decisions are
made. The community needs a voice in these designs. Even today, curbs are being put
in today without cuts, for instance the sidewalks around the new U of M Flint dorms. He
agreed with Mr. Burt’s exceptions to the exceptions and the wording describing the cost
of complete streets as burdensome and said it should be quantified, such as the 25%
suggestion. He stated that he appreciated the opportunity to voice comments. He added
that it may be a tough sell that narrowing streets is safer.
Mr. Burt added that State and Federal legislation is being drafted that includes complete
streets.
Ms. Hinterman asked those present if there were any further comments regarding the
Genesee County 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) and Air Quality
Conformity Findings and, being none, she closed the public hearing at approximately
6:26 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,
Peggy Cole, Secretary
GCMPC
-2K:\trans\LRTP2035\Public Participation\Public Mtg. 07July09.doc

Appendix G
Public Comments & Responses

- 14 -

Page 1 of 2

Nordberg, Jason
From:

Nordberg, Jason

Sent:

Wednesday, July 08, 2009 11:18 AM

To:

'lholaly@Crim.org'

Subject: Thank you for your participation.
Dear Ms. Holaly
The Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission Staff received your comments regarding complete
streets policies in Genesee County. We thank you for your interest in transportation in Genesee County.
Our public participation procedures require us to respond by email or writing to any emails or comment sheets we
receive. The following is in response to your email.
We have been working over the past year or so to develop complete streets policies for the 2035 Genesee
County Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). After much debate the complete streets policies were finalized
through our committees and included in the draft of the plan. This is a first step and we will continue to integrate
these policies into the transportation planning process in Genesee County. Now that the comment period is over
we are reviewing all comments received and making changes where appropriate.
Your comments regarding complete streets policies will be included as part of the 2035 Genesee County Long
Range Transportation Plan. Please feel free to contact me at (810) 766-6543 with any further comments and/or
questions concerning the LRTP.
Sincerely,
Jason Nordberg
Senior Planner
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

From: Durgan, Chris
Sent: Tuesday, July 07, 2009 2:19 PM
To: Nordberg, Jason
Subject: FW:

Christine A. Durgan, Principal Planner
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Community Development Program
(810) 766-6549
-----Original Message----From: Lauren Holaly [mailto:lholaly@Crim.org]
Sent: Monday, July 06, 2009 3:10 PM
To: GCMPC
Subject:

Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission,
Attached is a document with comments regarding the Long Range Transportation Plan. I would like to
thank you for this opportunity to provide comment on this plan. I hope that you will consider
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incorporating comments made by the public into this important plan. As an advocate for Complete
Streets and non-motorized transportation I was happy to see that we are moving in the right direction by
incorporating Complete Streets into the plan. It is important for all users to have the opportunity to
participate in an active lifestyle and most importantly do it safely, especially as we face tough economic
times. These policies provide low cost options for transportation and encourage a healthy lifestyle. I
hope that the planning commission will continue work to strengthen these policies and formally adopt
them. As a Genesee County resident I hope to see us continue to move towards a more active
community that includes healthy residents, alternative transportation opportunities, and builds a sense of
community. As coordinator of Safe and Active Genesee for Everyone please let me know how I can
help the GCMPC accomplish these goals. Thanks for all your hard work to create a safe transportation
corridor for all users.
Lauren Holaly
Genesee County Resident

Lauren Holaly

Active Living Coordinator
Crim Fitness Foundation
452 S. Saginaw, Suite 1
Flint, MI 48502
(810) 235‐7801
lholaly@crim.org

7/8/2009
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Following are some important points to consider about the Genesee County 2035 Long Range
Transportation Plan, (LRTP) & Complete Streets:
Page 5 of the Plan Summary states that the “main finding of the 2035 LRTP is that the
needs of the transportation system in Genesee County outweigh the resources available to
address the identified needs.” The plan goes on to say that “There needs to be fundamental
changes at the local, state, and federal levels of government to adequately fund our transportation
infrastructure”. It is clear that the plan is correct that fundamental change is critical if we are to
address the expected funding shortfall in our traditional transportation system.
•

The lack of funding is being felt by all organizations right now. This directs us
towards looking at innovative partnerships or fundraising tactics. These are
definitely possibilities for non-motorized transportation projects.

The Plan Summary also showed that in 2007 there were 188 traffic accidents involving
Pedestrians or Bicyclists.
•

Complete Streets Policy can addresses the safety concerns of pedestrians and
bicyclists, and all other users of the transportation corridor.

The presence of a Complete Streets report shows the understanding of the importance of these
policies within Genesee County to create a safe transportation corridor for all users. This will
allow users to participate in a more active lifestyle, thus reducing their risk for chronic disease
and becoming more environmentally friendly. This is certainly a step in the right direction.
However, the following are a few considerations that should be made.
•
•

The exceptions are very vague especially in regards to “burdensome” costs. What is
the definition of a burdensome cost? Are they different depending on the road
agencies?
The Complete Streets report could be strengthened by mentioning benefits to use,
such as health, economic, and environmental. Are there other examples that could
also be mentioned besides road diets?
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Transit Technical Report Recommendations
•Encourage communities to consider land use and development guidelines that encourage transit
ridership.
•Incorporate transit related elements into roadway projects such as curb cuts, bus pullouts, bus
shelters, and benches.
•Provide non-motorized facilities to bus stops.
•Continue transit oriented surveys to identify needs of the community.
•Continue to go after funding to address transit related needs of the community.
•Work to increase safety and security for transit riders on and off the vehicle.
•Continue to develop Your Ride facilities to address the increasing demand for the service.

Lauren Holaly 7-6-09
•Continue to implement transit related Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) to make the
transit system more effective, efficient, and safe and secure.
•Continue to invest in transit technologies that make the use of transit more energy efficient.
•

It is good to see that non-motorized facilities are considered for transit stops so that
users can use multiple modes of transportation
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Nordberg, Jason
From:

Nordberg, Jason

Sent:

Wednesday, July 08, 2009 10:20 AM

To:

'John Burt'

Subject: RE: LRTP Public Comment
Dear Mr. Burt
The Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission Staff received your comments regarding complete
streets policies in Genesee County. We thank you for your interest in transportation in Genesee County and for
attending our public hearing.
We talked at the hearing regarding complete streets, however, our public participation procedures require us to
respond by email or writing to any emails or comment sheets we receive. The following is in response to your
email.
As you know we have been working over the past year or so to develop complete streets policies for the 2035
Genesee County Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). After much debate the complete streets policies were
finalized through our committees and included in the draft of the plan. This is a first step and we will continue to
integrate these policies into the transportation planning process in Genesee County. Now that the comment
period is over we are reviewing all comments received and making changes where appropriate. As you noted at
the hearing there is legislation proposed to require complete streets policies. These policies will be in place for
projects receiving federal funding but local units of government will have to adopt similar policies to address the
local road system.
Your comments regarding complete streets policies will be included as part of the 2035 Genesee County Long
Range Transportation Plan. Please feel free to contact me at (810) 766-6543 with any further comments and/or
questions concerning the LRTP.
Sincerely,
Jason Nordberg
Senior Planner
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

From: John Burt [mailto:johnb@disnetwork.org]
Sent: Tuesday, July 07, 2009 8:23 AM
To: Nordberg, Jason
Subject: RE: LRTP Public Comment
Hello Jason,
Let me know if this does not work. I have several meetings today but will be checking my email and voicemail
regularly. By the way, thanks to you, Derek, Heidi, and the rest of the staff at the planning commission that put so
much effort into the LRTP and Complete Streets. I really appreciate your efforts to enable everyone, including
people with disabilities, to have an opportunity to participate in society.
John
From: Nordberg, Jason [mailto:jnordberg@co.genesee.mi.us]
Sent: Monday, July 06, 2009 4:49 PM
To: johnb@disnetwork.org
Subject: RE: LRTP Public Comment
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John,
Julie forwarded this on to me but I did not see an attachment. Please try sending the attachment directly to my
email address (just reply to this email). Thanks.
-Jason
From: Hinterman, Julie
Sent: Monday, July 06, 2009 4:14 PM
To: Nordberg, Jason
Subject: FW: LRTP Public Comment

Julie A. Hinterman, Director-Coordinator
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
From: John Burt [mailto:johnb@disnetwork.org]
Sent: Monday, July 06, 2009 4:01 PM
To: GCMPC
Cc: 'Kathy McGeathy'
Subject: LRTP Public Comment
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission,
Thank you for this opportunity to provide comment about the Genesee County 2035 Long Range Transportation
Plan. Attached is a document with my comments. As a an advocate for Complete Streets I am pleased to see
Complete Streets included in the 2035 LRTP. In addition, as a person with a disability I see Complete Streets as
critical to the inclusion of people with disabilities in our community. It is vital that people with disabilities have
access to the transportation corridor in a way that meets their as well as others needs.
Sincerely,
John Burt
The Disability Network

7/8/2009

Following are some important points to consider about the Genesee County 2035 Long
Range Transportation Plan, (LRTP) & Complete Streets:
Page 5 of the Plan Summary states that the “main finding of the 2035 LRTP is
that the needs of the transportation system in Genesee County outweigh the resources
available to address the identified needs.” The plan goes on to say that “There needs to be
fundamental changes at the local, state, and federal levels of government to adequately
fund our transportation infrastructure”. It is clear that the plan is correct that fundamental
change is critical if we are to address the expected funding shortfall in our traditional
transportation system.
• Traditional transportation system funding sources are expected to continue
to dwindle over time.
• Complete Streets can provide some of that fundamental change as it provides
a mechanism to look at all users of the transportation system and
additionally, it can bring non-traditional funding sources to increase
capacity.
Beginning in June 2008 the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission,
(GCMPC), released a survey regarding the transportation system in Genesee County for
input into the development of the 2035 LRTP. A total of 1283 surveys were collected.
The results of several questions showed a clear interest in Complete Streets Components.
For example;
• What best determines the mode of transportation that you use to get
around? 10% said Accessibility.
• What is your primary mode of transportation? 23% Walking, Bike, Bus, or
other transit.
• If you had $100 to fund transportation improvements how would you
spend it? 36% Transit, Bike, Pedestrian.
It is very clear that respondents to the survey feel that Complete Streets components
are important to them as well as disability/accessibility.
The Plan Summary also showed that in 2007 there were 188 traffic accidents involving
Pedestrians or Bicyclists.
This is an important statistic that can be addressed by a Complete Streets Policy
that addresses the safety concerns of all users of the transportation corridor.

The Non-Motorized Technical Report mentioned in the 2035 LRTP Summary
provides a good example of how the view of the transportation corridors in our
community can be seen as more than a way to get a car or truck from one place to
another.

The 2035 LRTP includes a Complete Streets Policy that is insightful and a significant
step forward in looking at how important the transportation corridor is important to
everyone. It also provides a method to increase the usefulness of the transportation
corridor. There is an opportunity to increase the usefulness of the policy however.
The exceptions decrease the possibility that the Complete Streets Policy will be
utilized in our community. For example, one exception that states, “If the cost of
providing non-motorized facilities becomes burdensome to the total infrastructure
cost associated with the development.” This exception needs to be more clearly
defined. In addition, the exception for residential developments with one dwelling
unit per more than five acres does not adhere to the spirit of Complete Streets.
Complete Streets is not about having a sidewalk next to every road in the county, it
is about looking at how the transportation corridor can best meet the needs of all
users. It is important to know what components make up a Complete Street and the
actual cost of those components as opposed to overestimating those costs.
The Genesee County Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan,
(Coordinated Plan), part of the 2035 LRTP provides information about the needs of
people with disabilities, elderly individuals, and individuals with low incomes.
This part of the report talks again about the lack of funding and the importance of finding
additional funding.
The transit system is an integral component of Complete Streets. MTA provided
curb to curb service to 672,585 riders in 2008. A clear and comprehensive Complete
Streets Policy can have a significant impact on the needs of individuals mentioned in
the Coordinated Plan. It can also be a resource for additional funding.
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Transit Technical Report Recommendations
•Encourage communities to consider land use and
development guidelines that encourage transit ridership.
•Incorporate transit related elements into roadway projects
such as curb cuts, bus pullouts, bus shelters, and benches.
•Provide non-motorized facilities to bus stops.
•Continue transit oriented surveys to identify needs of the
community.
•Continue to go after funding to address transit related needs
of the community.
•Work to increase safety and security for transit riders on and
off the vehicle.
•Continue to develop Your Ride facilities to address the
increasing demand for the service.
•Continue to implement transit related Intelligent
Transportation Systems (ITS) to make the transit system
more effective, efficient, safe and secure.
•Continue to invest in transit technologies that make the use
of transit more energy efficient.
These recommendations reinforce the need for Complete Streets Planning.
For example, “incorporate transit related elements into roadway projects

such as curb cuts, bus pullouts, bus shelters, and benches.”
The Transit Technical Report Recommendations reinforced the need for a
comprehensive and strong Complete Streets Policy.
The Environmental Justice part of the 2035 LRTP talks about the importance of all
citizens having the opportunity to participate in transportation planning and the
2035 LRTP. The Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission has done a
very good job at providing individuals in our community an opportunity to voice
their opinions about transportation needs in our community. However, giving
people a voice is not the same as giving them choices or control. People with
disabilities have dealt with the issue of choice and control on many occasions in the
past. It is now up to the METRO Committee to enable people to have choice and
control. Whether looking at the survey results, earlier public comment meetings, or
the technical reports associated with the 2035 LRTP, it is obvious that there is a real
need to utilize Complete Streets in our future planning. The 2035 LRTP is a
planning document meant to help us plan for the needs of our transportation system
for the next 25 years. It would be unfortunate if the exceptions to the Complete
Streets Policy were used to deny access to the transportation corridor to people or if
funding opportunities were lost due to not utilizing Complete Streets Planning.
John Burt
The Disability Network
3600 S. Dort Hwy. Ste 54
Flint, MI
48507
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Nordberg, Jason
From:

Nordberg, Jason

Sent:

Monday, June 29, 2009 10:58 AM

To:

'JackAldenFrey@aol.com'

Cc:

'KJohnson@gcrc.org'; 'FPeivandi@gcrc.org'

Subject: RE: Owen Road 2 to 3 Lane Widening Project??
Dear Mr. Frey:
First I would like to compliment you on your email. It helped to visualize what was going on in your
neighborhood. I have provided some information below on the Long Range Transportation Plan and on the Owen
Road project.
As part of the transportation planning process we are required to identify and propose projects to address
deficiencies on the transportation system out to 2035. The section of Owen Road between Linden Road and
Jennings Road has a traffic count of 15,244 cars a day, however, it is designed to carry around 10,000 cars a
day. Our office had requested that the Genesee County Road Commission provide a project to address the
identified deficiency. The Road Commission proposed a 2 to 3 lane road widening. This will basically address
safety issues that are typical of roads that have more traffic than they are designed for and in this case specifically
providing a lane for vehicles to use while waiting to turn. At this time this is a theoretical project that is being
proposed for 2019-2025 and there is no money associated with the project. The Road Commission and the
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission will continue to monitor traffic along this corridor. If funding
is available in the future for this section of Owen Road the Road Commission will have to evaluate what type of fix
is needed, including addressing any drainage issues, and will have additional public comment opportunities.
Your comments regarding Owen Road will be included as part of the 2035 Genesee County Long Range
Transportation Plan and has been forwarded to the Genesee County Road Commission for their review and
comment on some of the more specific questions that you have asked. As I previously stated at this point in time
this is a theoretical project so no engineering has been completed. The answers that you get from the Road
Commission will be based off of their general practices. Please feel free to contact me at (810) 766-6543 with
any further comments and/or questions concerning this project.
Sincerely,
Jason Nordberg
Senior Planner
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

From: JackAldenFrey@aol.com [mailto:JackAldenFrey@aol.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2009 6:09 PM
To: Nordberg, Jason
Subject: Owen Road 2 to 3 Lane Widening Project??

6/25/2009
Mr. Jason Nordberg, Senior Planner
1101 Beach Street, Room 223
Flint, MI 48502

7/7/2009
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Dear Jason Nordberg,
Concerning the Owen Road 2 to 3 lane widening project for year 2026 through 2035, I
have two basic questions to ask not only on my behalf; but also, my family, the future
owners of this home and residents of this area:
1.) Will this widening of our road affect and make changes to the water drainage plans
for all of the residents who live either on the north or south side of Owen Road?
2.) What surfacing is being planned for the emergency pull-off lanes for Owen Road?
Comments:
1.) Our property is on the downhill side (south side) of Owen Road. Owen Road is a
downward hill road at our residence. The nearest cross road to our Owen Road
residence is Whitaker Road to the east (the hill peak). You will find that the water
drainage plans vary from property to property. It would be great if there is a good
water drainage design planned for all neighbors!

This is our view of Owen Road from our driveway (our garage is behind me). As you
can imagine our home sits much lower that the road.

7/7/2009
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This is our eastern neighbor's drain. Water flows from all directions down towards the
lowest point in our driveway. Most rural properties are built with ditches along (or
beside) the road for water drainage. It is not clear if this was planned for all residents
along this road.

Yes, there are two hoses built into it but they don't do very much.

7/7/2009
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Water flows to the bottom of our driveway ramp that is near our home and river
water passage in our grass onto the property next door.

Property drainage across Owen Road from us.

7/7/2009
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Different drainage plans.
2.) 4 or 5 years ago, it was decided that pebble stones was needed to be put into our
emergency pull off lane ( prior to that decision, we had a dirt emergency lanes). It has
been no benefit to our property! An all asphalt emergency lane will be the best for us!
(We do not want any gravel of any kind!)

7/7/2009
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This gravel gives us two problems:
1. During the winter when the snow plows scrape the snow off of the emergency
lane, the snow and gravel gets sprayed down our hill!
2. The flow of rain water off of Owen Road does not flow over the green hill! But
flows a stream of water every rainfall down to our driveway and brings the gravel
with it!

7/7/2009
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Runs down our asphalt driveway.

And covers the sides of our driveway ramp!
Thank you for your attention to this letter and I look forward to hearing more about the
planning that is going into our Owen Road improvement!
Sincerely,
Jack A. Frey
5323 Owen Road
Linden, MI 48451

7/7/2009
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JackAldenFrey@aol.com
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Nordberg, Jason
From:

Nordberg, Jason

Sent:

Wednesday, June 24, 2009 6:04 PM

To:

'Gerrit Stemmer'

Subject: RE: Proposed Widening of Grand Blanc Rd
Dear Mr. Gerrit J Stemmer & Ms. Judith A Lukens:
The Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission Staff received your comment regarding the proposed
Grand Blanc Road project for the 2035 Genesee County Long Range Transportation Plan. We thank you for your
interest.
As part of the transportation planning process we are required to identify and propose projects to address
deficiencies on the transportation system out to 2035. The section of Grand Blanc Road between Fenton Road
and the Grand Blanc City Limits has a traffic count of 16,332 cars per day. The road is designed to accommodate
approximately 10,000 cars a day. Our office had requested that the Genesee County Road Commission provide
a project to address the identified deficiency. The Road Commission proposed a 2 to 5 lane road widening. This
will basically address safety issues that are typical of roads that have more traffic than they are designed for. At
this time this is a theoretical project that is being proposed for 2012-2018 and there is no money associated with
the project. The Road Commission and the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission will continue to
monitor traffic along this corridor. If funding is available in the future for this section of Grand Blanc Road the
Road Commission will have to evaluate what type of fix is needed and will have additional public comment
opportunities. In other projects they have proposed a 2 to 5 lane widening but after receiving funding and reevaluating the project found that a 2 to 3 lane widening was the most appropriate project as it addressed safety
related concerns by providing a dedicated turn lane for residents and businesses located along the project. This
is evaluated on a case by case basis and will be looked at if the project receives funding.
Your comments regarding Grand Blanc Road will be included as part of the 2035 Genesee County Long Range
Transportation Plan and has been forwarded to the Genesee County Road Commission for their review. Please
feel free to contact me at (810) 766-6543 with any further comments and/or questions concerning this project.
Sincerely,
Jason Nordberg
Senior Planner
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

From: Gerrit Stemmer [mailto:gjsjames@hotmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, June 24, 2009 2:54 PM
To: Nordberg, Jason
Cc: F Brian CrtgWrld
Subject: Proposed Widening of Grand Blanc Rd
Importance: High
Mr. Nordberg,
I was out of town for the Public Input Sessions so I couldn't attend.
I object to the widening project because our condo is now about 70 feet from the road and the
noise and traffic is already bad (along with the condition of the road). This road goes by several
subdivisions with small children, dogs, etc. By widening the road I believe it would place the public
in danger of the increased traffic. There are no traffic lights between Fenton and Dort Highway,
that is also a danger to the public. Last year an elderly woman in the condo next to us was hit

7/7/2009

Page 2 of 2

walking across Porter on the public walkway (there is only a caution "yellow" flashing light for
Grand Blanc Rd. at that intersection).
Why do we need it widened? For traffic cutting across between north bound US-23 and south
bound I-75 also between north bound I-75 and south bound US-23? Isn't there a better way to
solve that problem and help public safety. Why should our neighborhood be used for a bypass
between these 2 busy express ways?
Regards,
Gerrit J Stemmer & Judith A Lukens
8015 Woodstone Dr.
Grand Blanc, MI 48439
Phone/Fax 810-953-3333
Lauren found her dream laptop. Find the PC that’s right for you.
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Nordberg, Jason
From:

Nordberg, Jason

Sent:

Wednesday, June 24, 2009 3:23 PM

To:

'Kathy McGeathy'

Subject:

RE: Complete Streets Passes Out of Subcommittee - Thank You Letters Needed

Attachments: Comment1.pdf
Dear Ms. McGeathy
The Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission Staff received your comments regarding complete
streets policies in Genesee County. We thank you for your interest in transportation in Genesee County and for
attending our public input session at the Grand Blanc Senior Center.
We talked at the input session regarding complete streets, however, our public participation procedures require us
to respond by email or writing to any emails or comment sheets we receive. The following is in response to your
comment sheet that has been attached to this email.
As you know we have been working over the past year to develop complete streets policies for the 2035 Genesee
County Long Range Transportation Plan. After much debate the complete streets policies were finalized through
our committees and included in the draft of the plan. This is a first step and we will continue to integrate these
policies into the transportation planning process in Genesee County. As you noted on your comment sheet our
policies are for projects receiving federal funding so local units of government will have to adopt similar policies
for the local road system. Reading the email that you forwarded me it looks like local units may soon be required
to adopt these policies as it may be tied to funding.
Your comments regarding complete streets policies will be included as part of the 2035 Genesee County Long
Range Transportation Plan. Please feel free to contact me at (810) 766-6543 with any further comments and/or
questions concerning this project.
Sincerely,
Jason Nordberg
Senior Planner
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

From: Kathy McGeathy [mailto:kathym@disnetwork.org]
Sent: Friday, June 19, 2009 1:25 PM
To: Nordberg, Jason
Subject: FW: Complete Streets Passes Out of Subcommittee - Thank You Letters Needed

From: jlindenmayer@lmb.org [mailto:jlindenmayer@lmb.org]
Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2009 4:25 PM
To: jlindenmayer@lmb.org
Subject: Complete Streets Passes Out of Subcommittee - Thank You Letters Needed

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
House Transportation Appropriations Subcommittee Passes Complete Streets in Funding Bill
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LANSING, MI – June 18, 2009 – Representative Jon Switalski was seen yesterday holding the League of Michigan
Bicyclists' (LMB) Complete Streets issue paper as he expressed interest in introducing Complete Streets language
to the transportation funding bill.
Today, he did just that. This morning the House Transportation Appropriations Subcommittee passed Section
399 of Senate Bill No. 254 H‐1 The substitute language states, "The department [MDOT] and local road agencies
that receive appropriations under this act shall adopt complete street policies." (See complete language below)
Today's passage marks the first efforts by the Michigan Legislator to adopt a statewide Complete Streets policy
to build and maintain roadways that accommodate all roadway users "particularly public transit users, bicyclists,
pedestrians (including individuals of all ages and individuals with mobility, sensory, neurological, or hidden
disabilities), and motorists, to enable all travelers to use the roadway safely and efficiently."
Complete Streets is a top legislative priority for LMB, which is strongly encouraging bicyclists to write thank you
notes to supportive Subcommittee members. (Emails of supporters are listed below.)
Section 399 was passed within the transportation funding bill, meaning it will not actually be incorporated into
any existing statute and would be valid for the duration of one year – the period the funding bill covers.
Since the State Senate and House passed different versions of the funding bill, it has been referred back to a
Joint Conference Committee to resolve the differences. “The cycling community will need strong advocates to
insure the Complete Streets language stays in the final version,” said John Lindenmayer, LMB Associate Director.
“Additionally, since this provision would sunset after a year, LMB will continue to work with the cycling
community and partner Complete Streets advocates to push forward strong supplemental legislation.”
The breakdown of votes fell on party lines. Supporting the measure were Representatives: Lee Gonzales (D),
Richard LeBlanc (D), Doug Bennett (D), Robert Dean (D), Jon Switalski (D) and Marie Donigan (D). Opposed were
Representatives: David Agema (R) and Paul Opsommer (R). Representative Shanelle Jackson (D) was absent.
Contact:
John Lindenmayer
Associate Director, League of Michigan Bicyclists
john@LMB.org
Phone: (517) 334‐9100
www.LMB.org
Again, cyclists are encouraged to draft letters of appreciation to supporters of the measure.
Emails of Supporters:
z
z
z
z
z
z

Representative Lee Gonzales: leegonzales@house.mi.gov
Representative Richard LeBlanc: richardleblanc@house.mi.gov
Representative Doug Bennett: dougbennett@house.mi.gov
Representative Robert Dean: robertdean@house.mi.gov
Representative Jon Switalski: JonSwitalski@house.mi.gov
Representative Marie Donigan: mariedonigan@house.mi.gov

Emails of Nonsupporters / Absent:
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Representative David Agema: daveagema@house.mi.gov
Representative Paul E. Opsommer: paulopsommer@house.mi.gov
Representative Shanelle Jackson: shanellejackson@house.mi.gov

Senate Bill No. 254 H‐1
Rep. Switalski moved to amend the bill as follows:
Amend page 30, following line ____, by inserting:
"Sec. 399. The department and local road agencies that receive appropriations under this act shall adopt
complete street policies. In planning, design, construction, maintenance, and operation of streets and highways,
the department and local road agencies shall adhere to the adopted complete street policy.
As used in this section, "complete street" means a roadway that accommodates all travelers, particularly public
transit users, bicyclists, pedestrians (including individuals of all ages and individuals with mobility, sensory,
neurological, or hidden disabilities), and motorists, to enable all travelers to use the roadway safely and
efficiently.
As used in this section, "complete street policy" means a state or local law, ordinance, or policy that ensures:
(A) the adequate accommodation, in all phases of project planning and development, of all users of the
transportation system, including pedestrians, bicyclists, public transit users, children, older individuals,
motorists, and individuals with disabilities; and
(B) the consideration of the safety and convenience of all users in all phases of project planning and
development.
The department shall provide assistance to and coordinate with local road agencies, and metropolitan planning
organizations in developing complete street policies."
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Nordberg, Jason
From:

Nordberg, Jason

Sent:

Wednesday, June 24, 2009 1:50 PM

To:

'PIPEJOHN01@aol.com'

Cc:

'KJohnson@gcrc.org'; 'FPeivandi@gcrc.org'

Subject: RE: 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan
Dear Mr. and Mrs. Harris:
The Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission Staff received your comment regarding the proposed
Genesee Road Extension Study for the 2035 Genesee County Long Range Transportation Plan. We thank you
for your interest and for attending our public input session at the Grand Blanc Senior Center.
We hope that you found your conversation with Ken Johnson form the Genesee County Road Commission
beneficial in understanding the reasoning behind the proposed Genesee Road Extension Study for the 2035
Genesee County Long Range Transportation Plan, however, our public participation procedures require us to
respond by email or writing to any emails or letters we receive. The following is in response to your email that
you sent us.
As part of the transportation planning process we are required to identify and propose projects to address
deficiencies on the transportation system out to 2035. As you mentioned in your email Grand Blanc is a high
growth area and several roads in the area are showing deficiencies due to high traffic volumes. This study is
being proposed to analyze traffic patterns in the Grand Blanc area and determine if the extension would help to
improve traffic flow in the area. The study will also have to look at alternatives to the extension, as you have
mentioned in your email below, to assess the best course of action to help improve traffic flow. At this time no
money has been specifically identified for the study.
Your comments regarding the Genesee Road Extension Study will be included as part of the 2035 Genesee
County Long Range Transportation Plan and has been forwarded to the Genesee County Road Commission
for their review. Please feel free to contact me at (810) 766-6543 with any further comments and/or questions
concerning this project.
Sincerely,
Jason Nordberg
Senior Planner
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

From: PIPEJOHN01@aol.com [mailto:PIPEJOHN01@aol.com]
Sent: Friday, June 19, 2009 9:08 PM
To: Nordberg, Jason
Subject: 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan

Hello,
I am John Harris of 6234 Kings Shire Rd; Grand Blanc, 48439. I am commenting
on the public input session held at Grand Blanc Senior Center held on June 18 of
this year.
I talked to one of your engineers with the name of, I believe, Ken Johnson.

7/7/2009

Page 2 of 2

My main concern was the proposed completion of Genesee Rd through to Hill Rd.
I am not in favor of it. First it goes through my back literally and between Deer
Field subdivision and Kings Pointe subdivision. All of the road would be behind all
of our back yards.
First the road would be on some very swampy land. The area behind my
neighbors house has held water for as long as 2 months last year in the spring.
Ducks and geese use that pond continually. I suspect the soil isn't very firm
meaning some deep foundation for the roadway would have to built. Given all
this, if the road is built, then I could foresee high maintenance costs which I know
the county does not need. Grand Blanc does not need the extra traffic dumped
onto the Perry Rd.
This issue surfaced first about 32 years ago when Grant and Eldon Auker were
the only people in favor of it. There was a groundswell reaction to it then and then
again about ten to fifteen year later at the Grand Blanc Township council meeting
hall.
I realize that a north south artery to carry traffic in the fastest growing section of
the county is going to needed for that future purpose. I would propose that you
widen Belsay Rd and Hill Rd to four lanes. In addition, widen Perry Rd from
Genesee to Belsay. Right now , besides the cost of the paving, the bridge at
"Aukers Pond" is the one foreseeable major problem. The right of ways are
already there and the speed limits are 45-55 on all of these roads now. The
proposed Genesee Rd would not be that high of a speed limit. Its 35 MPH right
now in the city.
On another note, Ken Johnson was extremely informative. I appreciated his time
and his receptiveness.
Thank you,
John and Lynda Harris

Dell Inspiron 15: Now starting at $349
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Nordberg, Jason
From:

Nordberg, Jason

Sent:

Wednesday, June 24, 2009 12:05 PM

To:

'dshandzel@yahoo.com'

Cc:

'KJohnson@gcrc.org'; 'FPeivandi@gcrc.org'

Subject: FW: Proposed lane widening of Irish Road
Dear Ms. Lesniak-Handzel
The Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission Staff received your comment regarding the proposed
Irish Road project for the 2035 Genesee County Long Range Transportation Plan. We thank you for your
interest.
Last week I had contacted you and we had a conversation regarding your concerns on the proposed Irish Road
project for the 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan, however, our public participation procedures require us to
respond by email or writing to any emails or letters we receive. The following is in response to your email that you
sent us.
In response to Question 1:
As part of the transportation planning process we are required to identify and propose projects to address
deficiencies on the transportation system out to 2035. The section of Irish Road between Davison Road and
Richfield Road has a traffic count of close to 15,000 cars per day. The road is designed to accommodate
approximately 10,000 cars a day. Our office had requested that the Genesee County Road Commission provide
a project to address the identified deficiency. The Road Commission proposed a 2 to 5 lane road widening. This
will basically address safety issues that are typical of roads that have more traffic than they are designed for. At
this time this is a theoretical project that is being proposed for 2012-2018 and there is no money associated with
the project. The Road Commission and the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission will continue to
monitor traffic along this corridor. If funding is available in the future for this section of Irish Road the Road
Commission will have to evaluate what type of fix is needed and will have additional public comment
opportunities. In other projects they have proposed a 2 to 5 lane widening but found that a 2 to 3 lane widening
was the most appropriate project. This is evaluated on a case by case basis and will be looked at if the project
receives funding.
In response to Question 2:
There are approximately 133 projects proposed for the 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan that are in various
locations in Genesee County. We have provided a direct mailing to all residents living along the proposed
projects to notify them of the potential projects and of the various ways they can comment on the proposed
projects. Information was provided so that if people wanted to comment or had questions they could respond by
phone, mail, fax, email or visit our website. We also held 3 public input sessions if people wanted to talk with us
in person one-on-one. We scheduled one session in the northern part of the county, one session in the southern
part of the county and one central location in the City of Flint. By splitting the county in 3 regions we were
attempting to provide a relatively close meeting location for all of the 133 projects.
Response to Question 3:
An ad was placed in the Flint Journal on June 7, 2009 and the direct mailing to residents along the projects was
mailed June 8, 2009. From the comments I have received some residents had received their notice later than
others. This mailing is beyond what we are required to do for a plan such as this and we are one of the few areas
in the state that attempt to direct mail a notice to each resident. We try to do our best to make the notice stand
out and identifying that there may be a proposed project in several places on the notice. We have had good
success with this type of notification but are always looking for way to improve.
Your comments regarding Irish Road will be included as part of the 2035 Genesee County Long Range
Transportation Plan and has been forwarded to the Genesee County Road Commission for their review. Please
feel free to contact me at (810) 766-6543 with any further comments and/or questions concerning this project.
Sincerely,
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Jason Nordberg
Senior Planner
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

From: dshandzel@yahoo.com [mailto:dshandzel@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2009 12:48 PM
To: inordberg@genessess.mi.us
Cc: GCMPC; dshandzel@yahoo.com
Subject: Proposed lane widening of Irish Road

Mr. Nordberg,
I received a copy of the flyer that was mailed to my next door neighbor on Tuesday,
June 16th stating the proposal of widening Irish Road between Davison Road to Richfield
Road.
I have quite a few questions in regards to this matter.
1) Why did the Genesee County Metro Planning Commission decide the need to
widen Irish Road? This is a rural residential area with no commercial
buildings, as residents we see no justification or need for such a project.
2) Notice of public input sessions:
Why are the public input sessions scheduled out of the affected area? By scheduling the
meeting out of our neighborhood it certainly raises the motives, whether financial, ulterior, or
otherwise, of this commission.
3) The type of notification to residents was sent out on a pink flyer folded in half, more typical
of junk mail that would be tossed out as opposed to official government business. Again, this
raises the motive question. How many residents are actually aware of this proposal as we
speak? Additionally, the notice was received Monday, June 15th, not
leaving sufficient time for residents to attend the first community meeting in another
unaffected city. Does the commission realize the hardship this places on local residents
particularly the elderly?
I would appreciate your response to these questions at your earliest opportunity.
Sincerely,
Diane Lesniak-Handzel
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Nordberg, Jason
From:

Nordberg, Jason

Sent:

Wednesday, June 24, 2009 9:00 AM

To:

'Hutchison, Mary E'

Cc:

'KJohnson@gcrc.org'; 'FPeivandi@gcrc.org'

Subject: RE: Public Input Transportation Project
Dear Ms. Hutchison:
The Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission Staff received your comment regarding the proposed Torrey
Road project for the 2035 Genesee County Long Range Transportation Plan. We thank you for your interest.
As part of the transportation planning process we are required to identify and propose projects to address deficiencies on
the transportation system out to 2035. The section of Torrey Road between Fenton City Limits and Thompson Road is
projected to have more traffic than the road is designed to accommodate in the future. Our office had requested that the
Genesee County Road Commission provide a project to address the identified deficiency. The Road Commission
proposed a 2 to 3 lane road widening. This will basically address safety issues that are typical of roads that have more
traffic than they are designed for and in this case specifically providing a lane for vehicles to use while waiting to turn.
The Road Commission has also stated in their application that they will work with the township to incorporate nonmotorized facilities into the project. At this time this is a theoretical project that is being proposed for 2019-2025 and
there is no money associated with the project. The Road Commission and the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning
Commission will continue to monitor traffic along this corridor. If funding is available in the future for this section of
Torrey Road the Road Commission will have to evaluate what type of fix is needed and will have additional public
comment opportunities.
Your comments regarding Torrey Road will be included as part of the 2035 Genesee County Long Range Transportation
Plan and has been forwarded to the Genesee County Road Commission for their review. Please feel free to contact me
at (810) 766-6543 with any further comments and/or questions concerning this project.
Sincerely,
Jason Nordberg
Senior Planner
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

From: Hutchison, Mary E [mailto:Mary.E.Hutchison@delphi.com]
Sent: Monday, June 22, 2009 10:51 AM
To: Nordberg, Jason
Subject: Public Input Transportation Project
Mr. Jason Nordberg,
I am unable to attend the Public Input Session regarding the transportation project widening the lanes from 2 to 3 on
Torrey Road from Fenton City Limits to Thompson Road in Fenton Michigan. However, I would like to go on record that I
oppose the project. I live on Torrey Road and do not want additional vehicle traffic on the road. I believe that if the road
is widened, non residents will use it more frequently causing additional traffic on the road. This is a recreation and school
area. If you want to add a separate pedestrian walk or bike lane that would be great. That would provide greater safety
for children walking to school or other areas. However, I believe another lane of vehicle traffic would cause more
problems and an unsafe condition.
Sincerely,

Mary Hutchison
11475 Torrey Road
Fenton, MI 48430

7/7/2009

Page 2 of 2

Mobile phone 810-444-7048

****************************************************************************************
Note: If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or an employee or agent responsible for
delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution
or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error,
please notify us immediately by replying to the message and deleting it from your computer. Thank you.
************************************USMITRYMX05****************************************************
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Nordberg, Jason
From:

Nordberg, Jason

Sent:

Monday, July 06, 2009 4:46 PM

To:

'iplant@comcast.net'

Subject: What does complete streets mean to me.
Ms. Hodgson,
Thank you for your interest in the 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) for Genesee County and your
comments regarding complete streets. The Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission understands the
importance of accessibility and safety for all users of the transportation system in Genesee County and has
worked to make complete streets and complete streets policies part of the transportation planning process in
Genesee County including the LRTP. Your comments will be included as part of the 2035 LRTP and will be
shared with other transportation related agencies in Genesee County.
Thank you again for your participation.
Jason Nordberg
Senior Planner
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

From: Hinterman, Julie
Sent: Monday, July 06, 2009 1:32 PM
To: Nordberg, Jason
Subject: FW:

Julie A. Hinterman, Director-Coordinator
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
From: iplant@comcast.net [mailto:iplant@comcast.net]
Sent: Monday, July 06, 2009 10:15 AM
To: GCMPC
Subject:

What does complete streets mean to me.
It means to me better roads with sidewalks and or bicycle
paths. The disability group is the forgotten or neglected group
in this society. Oh look new roads in this area. Guess what no
sidewalks and or bicycle paths. The sidewalks don’t have curb
cuts, or cuts not up to the standards of the ADA.
If you need to get out of your apartment or house to go for a
walk or go to the store for items you may need. You can’t
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expect YOUR RIDE to pick you up today. They are not a taxi
service. You have to call them at least 24 hours ahead of time,
for any trip.
If we all want to think about safety. We need to think about
safety for all.
If you want to go and just take a walk, or go to the store
because u forgot something. You should be able to go in your
chair or scooter to pick it up without being stopped by the
police every time you go out. It is nice that people in your area
- usually in the townships - call the police because they are
concerned about your welfare.
On the safety issue, I want to be able to go anywhere at
anytime and have a more than a sense of FREEDOM in a free
society. Having sidewalks and/or bicycle paths would allow this
opportunity of freedom. Without others in cars worring
about others and myself.
Thank you,
Christine Hodgson
3210 Woodvalley Dr
Flushing, MI 48433
810-487-1025
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Nordberg, Jason
From:

Nordberg, Jason

Sent:

Monday, July 06, 2009 4:45 PM

To:

'sistergoodegg@comcast.net'

Subject: What does complete streets mean to me.
Ms. Clark,
Thank you for your interest in the 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) for Genesee County and your
comments regarding complete streets. Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission understands the
importance of accessibility and safety for all users of the transportation system in Genesee County and has
worked to make complete streets and complete streets policies part of the transportation planning process in
Genesee County including the LRTP. Your comments will be included as part of the 2035 LRTP and will be
shared with other transportation related agencies in Genesee County.
Thank you again for your participation.
Jason Nordberg
Senior Planner
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

From: Durgan, Chris
Sent: Monday, July 06, 2009 1:20 PM
To: Nordberg, Jason
Subject: FW: COMPLETE STREETS

Christine A. Durgan, Principal Planner
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Community Development Program
(810) 766-6549
-----Original Message----From: sistergoodegg@comcast.net [mailto:sistergoodegg@comcast.net]
Sent: Monday, July 06, 2009 12:48 PM
To: GCMPC
Subject: COMPLETE STREETS

What does complete streets mean to me.
It mean that I can ride the the street in safety, knowing I am on a sidewalk or bicycle path.
It means my fibromyalia will not cause me so much pain for days after I have ridden down the
shoulder of the road in the rocks. It would mean that my chances for not getting hit by a
reckless driver would increase some.
Thank you
Verena Clark
5801 Cedar Bend Dr
Grand Blanc Mi.48439
810-771-4091
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GENESEE COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN

A.

INTRODUCTION
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission (GCMPC) administers several
Federal and State of Michigan programs for the Flint-Genesee County area. The major
programs are the United States Department of Housing and Urban Development Community Development Block Grant Program, Federal Highway Administration
Programs and Federal Transit Administration Programs,
and the Solid Waste
Management Program. A major component of these programs is the assurance that
public participation is provided for and encouraged throughout the planning processes.
These programs are authorized by the following Acts:
Title 1 of the Housing and Community Development Act of 1974, as amended in
October 1992, stipulates that:
"A grant may be made only if the grantee certifies that it is following a
detailed citizens participation plan..." (Sec. 104 paragraph a,
subparagraph 3).
The final rule providing for a consolidated plan and a single performance report for all
HUD community planning and development formula grant programs, 24 CFR Part
91.105, further mandates that specific provisions be included in the Public Participation
Plan.
The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for
Users (SAFETEA-LU) is the law which guides the Federal transportation planning
process as authorized under Sections 134 and 135 of Title 23, United States Code.
SAFETEA-LU encourages public participation early in the transportation planning
process and throughout the development of all regional transportation plans and
programs.
SAFETEA-LU clearly mandates active public participation during the
development and adoption of all regional transportation plans. The Federal regulations
pertaining to SAFETEA-LU state:
"The MPO (Metropolitan Planning Organization) shall develop and use a
documented participation plan that defines a process for providing
citizens, affected public agencies, representatives of public transportation
employees, freight shippers, providers of freight transportation services,
private providers of transportation, representatives of users of public
transportation, representatives of users of pedestrian walkways and
bicycle transportation facilities, representatives of the disabled, agencies
or entities responsible for safety/security operations, … and other
interested parties with reasonable opportunities to be involved in the
metropolitan transportation planning process." (§ 450.316 Paragraph

(a)).
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Part 115 of the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451,
as amended R299.4706 (Rule 706.1-8) states:
“The designated planning agency shall conduct a public participation
program, which shall encourage the participation and involvement of the
public and municipalities in the development and implementation of the
solid waste management plan.”
GCMPC is committed to ensuring that citizen input will figure prominently throughout the
planning processes, from the initial problem identification, through phases of workshop
formats or public comment periods, to the final selection stages where public hearings
culminate in final plan evaluations. GCMPC’s Public Participation Plan (PPP) is reviewed
and updated every five years or whenever significant program changes necessitate.
(A significant program change, for example, would be the new SAFETEA-LU
transportation legislation which requires staff to follow expanded guidelines.) Periodic
updates address significant policy or procedural changes to planning processes and
further ensure that all citizens continue to have opportunities for public participation.
It is staff’s opinion that workshops/public informational meetings are an effective and
conducive venue for communicating knowledge of planning processes (from the
perspective of citizens-at-large). This method is an effective tool utilized in initial
planning phases. Final review and selection of proposed plans and other planning
activities will be made through the Public Hearing process. Public Hearings allow a still
broader base for community participation. The following framework presents a basic
format to facilitate “grass roots participation” in the planning process. Implementation,
including workshops and administrative reaction of the Public Participation Plan are
covered in this section. Input received will be incorporated into problem identification,
evaluation, alternative development and final plan selection phases.

B.

GENERAL PUBLIC PARTICIPATION POLICIES
GCMPC has established policies and procedures for public participation that apply to all
programs administered by the commission. The policies and procedures are as follows:
•

Citizens, public agencies, and other interested parties will be provided with
reasonable and timely access to information and records, as well as timely
responses to comments, complaints or inquiries relative to programs administered
by GCMPC. Notices of public hearings are published in two local newspapers at
least 10 days in advance.

•

GCMPC will comply with all Federal and State statutes, and County ordinances,
standards and requirements relating to and prescribed by including but not limited
to: nondiscrimination, displacement of persons, labor standards, environmental
measures, environmental justice, historic preservation, lead-based paint prohibition
and financial audits for all programs.
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With regards to all Public Hearings, GCMPC will, upon 48-hour notice, make
appropriate provisions available to assist those individuals with special needs, i.e.,
individuals who are visually and/or hearing impaired, individuals with other physical
disabilities or those who are considered Limited English Proficient (LEP). LEP refers to
those individuals who do not speak English as their primary language and who have a
limited ability to read, speak, write or understand English. According to the 2000 United
States Census, those in Genesee County who spoke a language other than English at
home accounted for only 4.5 % of the county population.
If members of the public require other assistance such as the printing of a GCMPC
publication in another language, or in Braille, more time than the 48-hour notice will
obviously be needed. To accommodate translation requests, staff will work with the
American Arab Heritage Council located in Flint. The Council is able to translate
materials from English to many other languages. Translation requests will be handled in
the most timely manner possible, however, depending on the type and length of
material to be translated, several weeks may be necessary. For requests regarding
transcription of materials into Braille, staff can work with the Visually Impaired Center
and the Michigan Braille Transcribing Service (MBTS). The Center can accommodate
requests concerning smaller documents, which could take up to two weeks. For larger
documents, staff will work with the MBTS. Depending on the length of the document, up
to 30 days may be needed.

C.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION METHODOLOGY
1.

Purpose
The purpose of GCMPC's PPP is to solicit, facilitate and address input from any
number of different sources.
This is done in order to provide diverse
perspectives on the transportation, community and economic development, solid
waste and housing processes, plans and resultant projects.

2.

Goal
The goal of this activity is to encourage citizen participation in GCMPC planning
processes. This goal can be achieved by:
•
•
•
•
•

3.

Seeking out non-traditional program users
Educating the public on the planning processes
Obtaining community ideas
Incorporating community ideas into the planning process
Evaluating the performance of the Public Participation Plan

Format
The four citizen participation formats generally used by the GCMPC are
workshops, public needs hearings, public comment periods and public hearings.
Each format, defined below, focuses on participation by the general public and
targeted groups and/or individuals.
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Workshops will be established to invite comments and encourage discussion on
selected planning topics. Workshops will generally culminate in public hearings
for presentation and acceptance of a specific study.
Public needs hearings will be used as either a formal or informal method of
collecting public reaction and/or input for planning issues and for identifying
community needs. Public needs hearings will also be used to notify the public
that appropriate agencies are being asked to apply for the use of specific grant
funds.
A public comment period is a process in which the public is provided the
opportunity to review, make formal comments and voice concerns on planning
processes, documents, studies or issues.
A public hearing will be used to give citizens a final opportunity to review and
comment on planning issues and policies that may ultimately affect their
everyday lives.
Additionally, the GCMPC staff seeks out opportunities to talk with community
groups as part of their regularly scheduled meetings. Staff has also gone to nontraditional venues to seek input, such as shopping malls and business expos.
4.

Workshops
A workshop is an interactive process with the public to obtain input and provide
technical assistance. The workshop format will be held in an informal setting
where interested parties will be given updates on the progress of the
study/program/project, and encouragement to participate in the discussion of
work activities. Workshops may include the goals, purposes, visual aids, outline
of presentations, citizen response and administrative reaction to the citizen input.
Whenever possible, workshops will be held in non-government buildings such as
senior centers, community centers, churches, non-profit offices, etc. Also, staff
tries to hold workshops in different geographic areas of the county.
Goals and Objectives

5.

•

To educate the public on plans, projects, studies, programs, issues or
policies

•

To provide for public input and discussion on the above items

Public Needs Hearings
The objective of public needs hearings is to allow citizens the opportunity to
review and make comments on needs, planning issues and policies. The
Community Development and Transportation Divisions both have provisions for
public needs hearings during development of respective plans and projects.
The Community Development Division must provide for at least two public needs
hearings regarding the Consolidated Plan. A minimum of 14 days notice will be
given to citizens for each public needs hearing and sufficient information will be
published to permit informed comments. The Community Development Division
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also requires that local units of government participating in the Community
Development Block Grant (CDBG) program hold local public needs hearings
regarding their proposed CDBG projects.
The CDBG hearings should follow closely the guidelines set forth in the
paragraph below:
“Citizens, public agencies and other interested parties will be
provided information that includes the amount of assistance the
county expects to receive (including grant funds and program
income) and the range of activities that may be undertaken,
including the estimated amount that will benefit low and moderate
income persons. This information will be made available at the
Needs Hearing. A minimum of 14 days notice shall be given to
citizens for each needs hearing and sufficient information shall be
published to permit informed comments. Public Hearings shall be
held at a barrier-free location in the community that will
accommodate potential and actual beneficiaries.”
The Transportation Division requires public needs hearings at key decision points
in the planning process, including, but not limited to, the approval of plans and
Transportation Improvement Programs (TIPs).
Both the Transportation and Community Development divisions will use the
public needs hearing process as a means of identifying community needs,
developing projects and alternatives and considering other input from interested
agencies and/or individuals.
Whenever possible, both the Community Development & Transportation
Divisions will hold public needs hearings out in the community to better engage
the affected population in the process.
6.

Public Comment Periods
Some plans require a period ranging from several days to several weeks to
receive public comment. The public comment period will vary depending on
specific program requirements. During this time, public comments will be
received by GCMPC in written form. Oral comments can be addressed at the
meeting if possible, or if the public provides their contact information, staff can
address the oral comments in writing. The Community Development Division
must provide for at least one public hearing during the 30-day public comment
period on the Consolidated Plan. The Solid Waste Designated Planning Agency
must provide a period of three months so that agencies stated in the rules have
the opportunity to review and comment on the Solid Waste Management Plan.
For the Transportation division, there is a required 45-day public comment period
for updates to the Public Participation Plan. Notices that indicate the availability
of the documents and the locations where the documents can be found, are
published in one newspaper of general circulation and one newspaper directed at
one of the special-interest groups. (Regarding notices to special-interest groups,
GCMPC rotates its advertising between currently available special-interest group
newspapers.)
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Goals and Objectives

7.

•

To compile a list of public needs/concerns on proposed issues

•

To provide an open forum for public input on proposed issues, policies
and/or plans.

Public Hearings
The objective of Public Hearings is to afford the citizens of Genesee County a
final opportunity to review and comment on planning issues and policies that may
ultimately affect the way they work, live and play. It also allows the citizens to
evaluate the progress and performance of past issues and policies. These
Public Hearings should follow closely the guidelines set forth in the paragraph
below.
The Community Development division will give an appropriate advance notice (a
minimum of fourteen (14) days) to citizens for each hearing. The Transportation
division will give an appropriate advance notice (a minimum of ten (10) days) to
citizens for each hearing. Notice of not less than 30 days will be given to citizens
for all solid waste public hearings. All sufficient information shall be published to
permit informed comments. These notices are published in one newspaper of
general circulation and one newspaper directed at one of the identified special
interest groups. Public Hearings shall be held at barrier-free locations that offer
accommodations for persons with disabilities that may be both actual and
potential beneficiaries of proposed plans/actions in the community.
Goals and Objectives

8.

•

To ensure that all interested and affected parties will have the opportunity
to make or submit public statements, ask questions, voice disagreement,
offer suggestions or support concerning a proposed course of action and
comment on past plans/actions.

•

Finalize public input into the selected plan.

•

Establish an agency/community consensus on the plan.

Responsibilities
Staff's responsibility is to provide the planning background and technical
information that is used as a basis for recommendation on the proposed plan or
issue. Staff will also provide technical assistance to groups representing low and
moderate-income persons/households, persons of disability, the elderly, minority,
groups representing environmental concerns and the socially and economically
disadvantaged persons that may have distinct and separate interests in proposed
projects or plans. Additionally, any comments received will be addressed by staff
within a reasonable time frame, within fifteen (15) days where practicable. The
comment will be addressed with a written response mailed to the address
provided by the party who made the comment.
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In turn, the participants’ responsibilities are to review, evaluate and comment on
proposed issues, policies and/or plans providing public input to staff and
oversight committees.
There are also new responsibilities for transportation staff. New Federal
Transportation legislation was signed into law by President Bush on August 10,
2005. This new legislation, named the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU), included the
following new requirements regarding public participation plans for MPOs:
•

Transportation staff will make public information available in electronically
accessible formats (such as on the GCMPC website and on CDs)

•

Transportation staff will hold public meetings at convenient and
accessible locations and times. These meeting locations will comply with
the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) regulations.

•

Transportation staff will use the approved PPP in the development of plan
updates and the next TIP

•

Transportation staff will use visualization techniques to describe
metropolitan transportation plans and TIPs

Visualization techniques ensure that all attendees, including those facing
challenges with literacy or those who have Limited English Proficiency (LEP),
get the most out of the presentation. Visualization techniques may include maps
that show project locations, photographs, diagrams, PowerPoint presentations,
charts, graphics, sketches, illustrations, models and narrative descriptions. Each
public meeting will incorporate at least two of the above visualization techniques.
Staff will provide a narrative description of the plan, project, etc. and will provide
a map or other visual aid. Transportation staff will continue developing
visualization techniques so that all attendees will leave the meeting with a full
understanding of the projects being discussed.
Transportation staff has already used these new requirements in the past by
routinely using maps, flowcharts, photographs, posters, etc. at meetings to help
the community visualize planning efforts. For several years, staff has been
working on the GCMPC website, located at www.gcmpc.org, to make public
information available on the web. Staff has also made information available in
CD format for those who have access to electronic devices. In the past, public
meetings have been held at convenient times and locations so that members of
the community will have an equal chance to attend. Staff has continually
endeavored to respond to public input received during the development of plans
and TIPs in a timely and considerate manner. The SAFETEA-LU requirement of
consultation, which seeks to expand the list of agencies that that MPOs
communicate with during the development of plans and programs, fits right in
with the GCMPC PPP. These additional agencies will be added to the public
participation mailing list so they will be receiving all GCMPC mailings that go out
to the parties on the list. In addition, staff has routinely followed the PPP in the
past in the development of plan updates and the TIP. However, transportation
staff is committed to improving future performance on each of the new
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requirements specified in SAFETEA-LU, with the goal of involving more
interested parties and receiving more community input.

D.

CRITICAL INVOLVEMENT STAGES/SCHEDULE
1. Critical Involvement Stages/Schedule
Staff has identified the following stages as critical steps within the planning
process:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Formation of goals and objectives
Data gathering
Data analyses
Problem identification
Development of alternatives
Evaluation of alternatives
Impact on the community
Draft plan
Finalize plan
Submittal of project applications
Performance evaluation
Amendments

The critical involvement stages above will be addressed in a series of workshops or in a
public needs hearing. The only exception will be the portion entitled "Finalize Plan",
which will be preceded by a public hearing.
2. Amendments to Programs and Plans
Amendments to the Consolidated Plan
A substantial amendment to the Consolidated Plan, which includes a change in
proposed funding allocations or a change in method of distribution of funds, using funds
from any program not previously described in the Action Plan or changing the scope,
purpose, location or beneficiaries of an activity, will require the following procedure:
•

The public will receive information about substantial Consolidated Plan changes
through a publication in the Flint Journal, local minority papers and papers of
countywide distribution. Written comments will be received for 30 days after
publication. A copy of the amendment will be submitted to HUD upon completion
of the 30-day comment period.

Amendments to the Solid Waste Management Plan
An amendment to the Solid Waste Management Plan is described as any change to the
plan. Rule 299.4709 of Part 115 states “an amendment to the plan shall follow the same
procedures for review and adoption as the original plan and the updates.”
Amendments to the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP)
An amendment to the LRTP is defined as a project added, deleted, or changed. The
proposed amendment will need to meet the financial constraints of the LRTP, and will
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also need to receive a determination of air quality conformity. An amendment to the
LRTP will be brought to TAC and Metro, and will require action by both TAC and Metro.
This process will include newspaper notifications and a public hearing as described in
the “Public Hearings” section on page 6 of this document.
Amendments to the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
An amendment to the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is defined as a
project added or deleted, a change in scope, including work type and/or termini, or the
cost of the project increases by 25% or more. An amendment to the TIP will be brought
to the TAC and Metro, and will require action by both TAC and Metro. This process will
include newspaper notifications and a public hearing as described in the “Public
Hearings” section on page 6 of this document.

3.

Participation Plan Process For the Development of the LRTP

The following steps provide details regarding how the transportation division will carry
out the public participation process for the development of the Long Range
Transportation Plan. The plan is updated every four years. The next update will begin in
September of 2007.
Genesee County Public Participation Plan Process For the Development of the
LRTP.
Step 1: Stakeholders Invited
Invitations sent to all local units of government (LUGs), local officials, local
transportation providers, environmental, conservation, land use and natural
resource agencies, historic preservation agencies, economic development and
chamber of commerce agencies, freight agencies and other interested parties to
participate in the LRTP update.
Step 2: Stakeholder Meetings/Consultations
Consult as appropriate with
State and local agencies and concerned
stakeholders regarding the LRTP update strategy, including LUGs, local officials,
local transportation providers, environmental, conservation, land use and
natural resource agencies, historic preservation agencies, economic
development and chamber of commerce agencies, freight agencies and other
interested parties. Compare the LRTP with State conservation plans or maps if
available, or compare the LRTP to inventories of natural or historic resources if
available. This consultation helps staff identify how and when the LRTP affects
the other agencies. Roles and responsibilities discussed.
Step 3: Long Range Plan Steering Committee
Meet with Long Range Transportation Plan Steering Committee to get comments
on and approval for LRTP update strategy.
Step 4: Public Outreach
Newspaper ads announcing public LRTP meetings/events; Transportation survey
printed in newspapers; also on the website and mailed to those on the Public
Participation Mailing List;
Press releases announcing
public LRTP
meetings/events; LRTP update information on website; Notices sent out to all
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parties on the Public Participation Mailing List; Staff handles media requests for
LRTP information.
Step 5: Public Meetings/Events
Public meetings held throughout the county at accessible locations and times;
these meetings are advertised in two local newspapers, on the GCMPC website,
and also by Public Service Announcements (PSA). These meeting locations can
be reached by transit. Comment sheets and transportation surveys are available
for public. Staff provides presentations on LRTP using at least two types of
visualization techniques. Transportation deficiencies and potential solutions are
presented; staff answers questions.
Step 6: Addressing Public Comments
All public comments are addressed in a timely manner
(Copies of comment sheets and transportation surveys to be included in the
LRTP appendices)
Step 7: Develop Draft LRTP
Using the information gathered from the LRTP Steering Committee, the local
stakeholders, local agencies and the public, staff develops a draft LRTP.
Step 8: Approval of Draft LRTP
Draft LRTP receives approval of the Long Range Plan Steering Committee, the
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and the Metropolitan Alliance (Metro).
Step 9: Public Comment Period for LRTP (30 days)
The draft LRTP is made available for public comment on the website,
in local libraries, at local units of government and at GCMPC offices
All comments received are addressed in a timely manner and included in the
LRTP appendices
Step 10: Approval of LRTP
After the public comment period has ended, and all public comments have been
addressed, the LRTP goes through the appropriate committees/agencies for
review and approval

4.

Participation Plan Process For the Development of the TIP

The following steps provide details regarding how the transportation division will carry
out the public participation process for the development of the Transportation
Improvement Program. The plan is updated every two years. The next update will begin
in January of 2007.
Genesee County Public Participation Plan Process For the Development of the TIP
Step 1: Call For Projects
Staff sends out a Call for TIP Projects to all local road agencies;
There is also a newspaper ad and a website ad announcing the Call for TIP
Projects
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Step 2: Staff Reviews Potential Projects
Staff meets with local road agencies to discuss their projects; any issues with
EJ, Air Quality, local match, etc are discussed. Staff reviews submitted projects
and prioritizes them. A draft list of projects is drawn up and sent to the LUGs for
their review.
Step 3: Public Review of Preliminary Project List
Staff develops a preliminary list of TIP projects and this is released for public
review and comment in newspapers and on the GCMPC website.
All
comments received by staff are addressed in a timely manner, and are also
sent to the local road agency so they know what the public is saying about the
project.
Step 4: Consultation with Agencies
Staff consults with local, state and federal agencies whose activities may be
affected by the projects in the TIP, such as: environmental protection agencies,
airport facilities, freight interests, historic preservation, natural resources,
economic growth, etc. All comments are addressed in a timely manner.
Step 5: Public Comment Period
The Public Comment Period is held for 30 days; the public comments on the list
of projects, air quality, environmental justice. All comments addressed in a timely
manner. Staff holds meetings with the public to inform them of the potential TIP
projects. Meetings include at least two types of visualization techniques. Public
comments are recorded in the meeting minutes.
Step 6: Approval of TIP
After the public comment period is over and all public comments have been
addressed, a formal public hearing is held on the draft TIP. Newspaper notices
are published for this event, which is also listed on website. Notices are sent out
to all parties on the Public Participation List.

E.

PUBLICIZING THE PROGRAM
1.

Format
Each of the GCMPC Programs will use distinct logos and/or slogans for
publicizing different aspects of their programs. All public notices will provide
dates, times and locations for solicitation of public comments and local needs.
The Community Development Division requires local units of government to
publish public notices providing dates, times, and locations for the solicitation of
public comments and local needs. The Community Development Division is also
mandated to publish certain items during the course of a program year. These
include a summary of the Consolidated Plan, Environmental Review Records
(ERR), the Consolidated Annual Performance Evaluation Report (CAPER) notice
of availability and notices providing the required public comment period on each
of the above. Staff will publish a summary of the proposed Consolidated Plan,
which will describe the contents and purpose of the consolidated plan, and will
include a list of the locations where copies of the entire proposed consolidated
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plan may be examined.
groups upon request.

Copies will also be made available to citizens and

During the plan update or amendment processes, the Solid Waste division will
publish a notice to the public of the availability of the Solid Waste Management
Plan for inspection or copying. This will be done at the time that the Plan is
submitted to the Michigan Department of Environmental Quality for review.
On an annual basis, the Transportation Division will notify the public of a listing of
projects for which Federal funds have been obligated in the previous fiscal year.
(The fiscal year (FY) begins October 1 and ends September 30.) Staff will
publish a listing of projects that were obligated during the previous fiscal year no
more than 90 calendar days following the end of the represented fiscal year. The
public will be notified by newspaper ads in two local newspapers and by the
GCMPC website. Also, summaries of Transportation Improvement Programs
and Long Range Plans are published, made available and offered to the public.
2.

Contacting Target Community Resources and Development Populations
GCMPC staff has developed mailing lists for locating businesses, labor and civic
organizations, economic development agencies, housing groups, and special
interest/minority groups and organizations. These lists are comprised of
individuals, interest groups and organizations providing service and/or referrals in
the five major planning areas: Community Development, Transportation,
Economic Development, Housing and Solid Waste. Mailing lists are crossreferenced, revised and/or expanded through staff contact with various social
service agencies, transportation service providers, solid waste service providers,
businesses and committees within the county.
Federally funded programs place emphasis and requirements on planning
agencies to invite and encourage the participation of non-English speaking
residents, minority populations, the elderly and all special needs residents. In an
effort to meet these requirements, at the beginning of a planning process, notices
will be sent to all contacts on identified lists, inviting them to participate in
upcoming planning developments and workshops.
Quarterly newsletters indicating current news and upcoming projects are sent to
those on the Public Participation Mailing List. This also encourages discussions
between our staff and citizens in the out county. The mailing list is comprised of
community organizations, concerned citizens, organizations for the disabled,
educational organizations, elected officials, governmental organizations,
neighborhood associations, religious organizations, senior citizen organizations,
transportation-related businesses and other businesses.
The GCMPC website lists the divisions’ contact persons, planning and policy
committees and their scheduled meeting dates, locations and times.

3.

Public Service Announcements
Prior to beginning major projects, studies, plans, etc., staff will contact local radio
and television stations for public service/community calendar announcements.
The Public Service Announcement will include an enclosure detailing the topics
which will be discussed and dates and locations of those discussions.
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4.

Newspaper
“The Flint Journal” is the most widely circulated local newspaper within the
county and is used for all GCMPC public notices. Other local newspapers will
also be utilized by staff for public notices. Current examples of these include
minority newspapers such as the Flint Enquirer; independent, alternative
newspapers such as “The Uncommon Sense”; and the Flint Journal’s
“Community Newspapers”, which serve a large percentage of the area’s
suburban and rural communities.

5.

General Publicity
Whenever necessary, GCMPC's publicity efforts will be coordinated with local
government jurisdictions to provide notice through local newsletters and
handouts for display in public places. With the increasingly common usage of
the Internet as a source of information, staff has developed a GCMPC website
(www.gcmpc.org) as another opportunity for publicizing notices of planning
processes and plans.
In an effort to provide public outreach to underserved populations, staff will
request that commercial enterprises, public institutions and community centers
display information throughout the course of planning processes and programs.
In Genesee County, 21% of adults are at Level 1 Literacy (the lowest level of
proficiency on a scale of 1-5) as defined by the National Adult Literacy Survey
(NALS). In the City of Flint, 35% of adults are at Level 1 Literacy. In the year
2000, only 33% of Genesee County adults 25 years and over had a high school
diploma or a General Equivalency Diploma (GED), 13% had an education
between the 9th and 12th grades with no diploma and 4% had less than a 9th
grade education. Publicized materials will be written so as to be readily
understood by all literacy levels in Genesee County. Staff requests PSAs on
television and radio stations to engage the population that has challenges
reading.

6.

Distribution of Plans
At a minimum, copies of all studies and/or plans intended for public comment will
be available at the GCMPC offices. Copies will also be available on the GCMPC
website, at local units of government and at appropriate agencies based on
specific program requirements. Copies may also be available at local libraries.
The Transportation Division keeps the LRTP, the TIP and the PPP available on
its website at all times.

F.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS EVALUATION
1.

Self-Evaluation of Public Participation Process
GCMPC staff does a self-evaluation after each series of workshops to determine
if the outreach format and content of the workshops were effective and pertinent
to the public. This self-evaluation is based on the number of attendees and
comment input; persons present will be requested to complete a registration
sheet, which includes questions regarding publicity. Comments received from
these sheets will help staff evaluate their outreach efforts. Written input received
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from the public will be included in the appropriate plans. For the attendees that
cannot read or write, staff is always available to ask these attendees the
questions, and then record their responses for them.
On an annual basis, we will review how effective our public participation process
was during the year. We will ask ourselves questions regarding how we
contacted the public and how we involved them in the process. The following list
is an example of the kinds of questions we will ask ourselves, in order to improve
our process.

2.

•

Were the strategies used successful in attracting citizens to the events?

•

What new strategies could be used to attract more citizens to the events
during the next year?

•

Did different strategies result in a different level of input from citizens?

•

Was the public made to feel that their opinions were important and needed?

•

Was the public input considered by decision-makers?
documented?

•

Was the public made to feel included in the planning process from the
beginning, not just at the end of the process?

•

Was an effort made to contact traditionally underserved citizens (minority and
low-income populations)?

•

Was input received from traditionally underserved citizens (minority and lowincome populations)?

•

Was a follow-up summary made available to the public after the events?

•

Is there frequent news coverage on program issues?

•

Are any changes needed to update the Public Participation Plan?

Was this process

Committee Evaluation of Public Participation Process
Staff will begin the process of seeking to form a Public Participation Process
Review Committee. This committee would be responsible for reviewing public
participation efforts and providing feedback to staff. Possible committee
members could include representatives from the following groups: local, state
and federal government, technical advisory committees, Chambers of
Commerce, Downtown Development agencies, elderly and handicapped
organizations, minority organizations, transportation and planning agencies, faithbased groups, environmental organizations, and recreation and non-motorized
interests. These groups routinely work with involving the public so their input is a
valuable resource that spans the experiences of many agencies.
The committee, using a survey, would evaluate public participation efforts to
determine which were successful and how to include them in future events; lesssuccessful efforts would be evaluated and suggestions offered to improve future
performance. The committee could also identify barriers to public participation,
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propose possible solutions to these barriers and discuss the feasibility of the
proposed solutions.

3.

Website “How Can We Improve?” Button
Staff will add a “How Can We Improve?” button on the main page of the GCMPC
website. This will provide an easy way for citizens to provide staff with
comments at any time. The comments will be organized by program/event and
will be delivered on a daily basis to the correct staff person. These comments
will be included in the public comments section of the appropriate plans, and will
provide staff with valuable feedback on planning processes.

4.

Public Participation Goals
Chapter 2 of the Flint-Genesee County 2030 Long Range Transportation Plan,
“Goals and Objectives”, discusses goals associated with the public participation
process. Qualitative measures such as public participation assessments are
evaluated on a policy basis.

G.

COMMITTEE STRUCTURE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
1.

Community and Economic Development Committee
The Community and Economic Development Committee (C&ED) is a committee
of the Genesee County Board of Commissioners (Board) which is responsible for
the organization and administration of Community Development, HOME and the
Emergency Shelter Grant programs throughout Genesee County, outside the
City of Flint. The C&ED committee meets once a month. The yearly C&ED
meeting schedule is approved by the Board of Commissioners in January of each
year.
Goals and Objectives

2.

•

Develop and maintain viable communities.

•

Provide decent housing.

•

Provide a suitable living environment for the residents of Genesee County,
principally for persons of low and moderate income.

Allocation Committee
The Allocation Committee has been established to review and recommend, to
the Genesee County Board of Commissioners, the allocation of entitlement funds
for use by the local participating communities; to implement the county
Community Development Block Grant and Housing Programs; to meet
administrative needs; and to address other eligible Community Development
program needs as they may arise.
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The Allocation Committee shall be comprised of the following representatives:
three Genesee County Board Commissioners; three township officials; two city
officials; one village representative and two representatives of the Genesee
County Metropolitan Planning Commission, one representing the planning
commission and one representing housing interests.
Goals and Objectives

3.

•

Evaluate and prioritize the use of Genesee County CDBG funds.

•

Review, analyze and make recommendations on policies to the County
Board that assure the County's community development, and housing
needs are being met.

•

To assure that the funds made available for distribution through the
Community Development Block Grant program to its participating
communities are allocated and expended as closely as possible according
to the local units’ levels of population, overcrowded housing, and low and
moderate income residency.

Consolidated Plan Committee
The Consolidated Plan is a collaborative process whereby the County
establishes a unified strategic plan of priorities and development actions. It
builds on local assets and coordinates a response to the needs of the
community. It integrates economic, physical, environmental, community and
human development in a comprehensive and coordinated fashion so that families
and communities can work together. A strategic plan also sets goals and
performance benchmarks for measuring progress. In Genesee County, this
collaborative process begins by working with the elected officials of each local
unit of government, the County Board, the Flint City Council Task Forces and the
Consolidated Plan Committee (composed of interested agencies).
The members of the Genesee County/City of Flint Consolidated Planning
Committee were chosen because of their ability to speak for and implement
programs serving various segments of the community. Upon presentation of
information, the Consolidated Planning Committee approves the plans for the
County and City. Representatives who specialize in each of those areas were
asked to participate to provide information for the consolidated plan committee.
This representation allows members to provide information concerning citizens'
needs, to City and County staff to identify the resources to meet those needs,
and to also identify any gaps in resources and services. Staff also relies on
committee members to assist in developing innovative, coordinated strategies for
meeting identified needs and to provide information for reporting purposes on
numbers of persons served by their respective agencies.
Goals and Objectives
•

Use the information gathered to seek out opportunities for the community to
work together in coordination for the common good.
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•

To use the consolidated plan as a guide and a tool to encourage a
coordinated approach to implementing solutions and resources for housing
and community development.

TRANSPORTATION
1.

Policy Committee
The Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance (Metro Alliance) is the designated
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), as well as, the Policy Committee
serving the transportation planning process for Genesee County. The Metro
Alliance was organized as a cooperative alliance by duly appointed
representatives of each local unit of government, and has the authority to carry
out metropolitan transportation planning for the collective benefit of all residents
of the metropolitan area of Genesee County. The Metro Alliance is responsible
for investigating, making recommendations and for the ultimate approval of all
Flint-Genesee County Comprehensive Land Use-Transportation plans and
programs. The Metro Alliance is composed of an elected official and a citizen
representative from each local unit of government that wishes to participate. It
also includes officials from local, state, and federal departments or agencies
having an interest in transportation issues. Metro Alliance meetings are held
once a month, scheduled on the third Wednesday of the month.
Goals and Objectives

2.

•

Provide leadership necessary to develop and implement the Flint-Genesee
County Comprehensive Land Use-Transportation Study and Flint-Genesee
County Long Range Transportation Plan.

•

Adopt policies and recommendations necessary to assure county
transportation needs are met.

•

Assure the implementation of various transportation planning objectives by
local units of government and agencies.

Technical Advisory Committee
The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) assists in the development and
execution of the various study phases, reviews the transportation findings of the
project staff and TAC subcommittees, and assists staff in the development of
reports and manuals. TAC will analyze staff reports and make recommendations
to the Policy Committee.
Technical Advisory Committee meetings are held every month. TAC members
consist of representatives of various interest groups within the county with
special skills in areas of transportation as well as other technically skilled
persons representing governmental agencies. Most members are on the
administrative staffs of local, state or federal agencies. Members include:
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Michigan Department of Transportation
(MDOT), Genesee County Road Commission, The Cities of Flint and Burton,
Townships, Small Cities and Villages, Transit Authority and Planning
Commission representatives. The TAC membership is technically broad based
to afford a considerable measure of expertise in the planning process.
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Goals and Objectives

3.

•

Assist in development and implementation of the Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) and the Flint-Genesee County Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP).

•

Review, analyze and make recommendations on area-wide transportation
issues for the Policy Committee.

Transportation System Management Subcommittee
The Transportation System Management (TSM) committee is a subcommittee of
TAC established to provide more specialized transportation related assistance.
The subcommittee consists of agencies with working knowledge, skills and
jurisdiction in managing a transportation system. The TSM Subcommittee
ensures the continuation of the TSM process. This subcommittee also performs
the necessary evaluation of local projects for Federal transportation funds.
Goals and Objectives

4.

•

Evaluate and prioritize area-wide transportation projects for federal
transportation funds.

•

Review, analyze and make recommendations on specific technical issues
for TAC.

Genesee County Long Range Transportation Plan Steering Committee
A special County steering committee has been established to monitor the
progress and provide direction for the Genesee County Long Range
Transportation Plan.
The steering committee is comprised of county transportation staff, Michigan
Department of Transportation (MDOT) staff, Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA), Technical Advisory Committee and Genesee County Metropolitan
Alliance (Metro Alliance) appointees. This committee is open to all interested
TAC members, Metro Alliance members and workshop participants.
Suggestions and alternatives obtained from public participation processes
(workshops, hearings), transportation agencies and affected interest groups as
well as information obtained through the computerized traffic modeling process
will be reviewed and considered by this committee.
Goals and Objectives
•

Continuation of monitoring, evaluating and providing technical
transportation input into the Genesee County Long Range Transportation
Plan process.

•

Suggest effective projects and alternatives.
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•

Review and evaluate alternative results for social, economic, and
environmental consequences.

Other “Ad Hoc” subcommittees are formed for specific planning projects/plans,
which may have need for public participation. Examples include the Traffic Flow
Model, Regional Transit Studies, and the I-69/I-75 Intermodal Study.

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT
1.

Solid Waste Management Planning Committee
Following Part 115 of the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act,
1994 PA 451, as amended, the Solid Waste Management Planning Committee
is a committee appointed by the Genesee County Board of Commissioners. All
members are appointed to serve a term of 2 years. This committee assists the
Designated Planning Agency in preparing a Solid Waste Management Plan.
This committee shall consist of 14 members, and of those members, 4 shall
represent the solid waste management industry, 2 shall represent environmental
interest groups, 1 shall represent county government, 1 shall represent city
government, 1 shall represent township government, 1 shall represent the
regional solid waste planning agency, 1 shall represent industrial waste
generators and 3 shall represent the general public.
Goals and Objectives

2.

•

Identification of local policies and priorities

•

Insuring coordination and public participation

•

Periodically advising the county and municipalities of the Plan’s
status

•

Reviewing and approving the Plan

•

Submitting the Plan for approval to the Genesee County Board of
Commissioners, local units of government and the Michigan
Department of Environmental Quality

Solid Waste Management Implementation Committee
The Solid Waste Management Implementation Committee is appointed by
the Genesee County Board of Commissioners.
All members are
appointed to serve a term of 3 years. This committee assists the
Designated Planning Agency in implementing the approved Solid Waste
Management Plan. This committee consists of 20 members, and of those
members, 4 shall represent the solid waste management industry, 2 shall
represent environmental interest groups, 2 shall represent county
government, 2 shall represent city government, 2 shall represent township
government, 1 shall represent the regional solid waste planning agency, 2
shall represent industrial waste generators, 1 shall represent Michigan
State University Extension, 1 shall represent local schools and 3 shall
represent the general public.
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Goals and Objectives

H.

•

Maintain knowledge of the availability of funding sources to
implement solid waste management programs.

•

Evaluate and assist the efforts of local municipalities to
participate in alternatives to land filling solid waste.

•

Maintain educational programs throughout Genesee county.

•

Promote waste reduction and resource conservation efforts.

•

Maintain a program of monitoring the efforts of the private
sector on recycling, composting and other alternatives to
land filling.

•

Monitor importing waste from other counties.

•

Ensure that the designee is monitoring each part of the
educational component.

•

Evaluate the progress of the implementation of the plan.

SUMMARY
The goal of the Public Participation Plan is to encourage citizen participation in the
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission planning process over and above
the representation already included in established committee structures. The public
participation program is a multi-purpose activity, which will provide a method for
obtaining community ideas/concerns, determining community goals and objectives, and
educating the public in terms of the planning process, organizations, and concepts as
well as the selection of a final plan for Genesee County. The Public Participation Plan
entails extensive publicity efforts including letters, public service announcements, paid
advertising media, and community flyers.
The plan is designed as a continuing series of public meetings. Each meeting will
address a critical stage of the planning process; specifically, the goals and objectives,
problem area identification, development of alternatives, and the evaluation of those
alternatives. Community input received from these workshops and/or hearings will either
confirm staffs' assumptions or be incorporated into the results of the planning phase.
At a minimum, GCMPC staff will review this plan every five years. With the final
selection of the Plan for Genesee County, the public will be invited to offer suggestions
through the Public Hearing process. The public comment period of the Public
Participation Plan will be for a period of 45 days and will be held prior to its approval by
the Boards listed below.
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The Public Participation Plan has been approved by the following:

Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission:

June 5, 2007____

Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance:

_

May 23, 2007___

Genesee County Board of Commissioners:

__

June 5, 2007____

k:\Public Participation Plan\Draft PPP Update 2007
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Appendix A

Documentation of Public Hearings
and Public Comments

GENESEE COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION (GCMPC)
PUBLIC HEARING for the
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN (PPP)
Wednesday, May 16, 2007
Harris Auditorium, Genesee County Administration Building

The public hearing for the Public Participation Plan (PPP) was opened at 7:00 p.m.
Mr. Nordberg explained that the purpose of the public hearing was to gather public input
and comments regarding the PPP, which is currently open to public comment until May
23, 2007.
Comments received are summarized below:
Is the participant apathy, or poor turn out, typical?
Recently staff experienced higher turn outs after directly mailing 3,000 notices to the
public and 2,500 to the public participation list. Staff has had decent attendance when
going out to the local units as well. Staff is always looking for input on how to improve
public participation, so any suggestions that you have tonight are welcome.
Could staff put these hearings on the agendas of the local units’ board meetings?
It is not feasible to attend all the local unit board meetings or have public hearings at
each local unit, but staff does try to group the local units into areas, so that more people
have the opportunity to participate. We could increase the number of regional meetings
for certain events, in order to make the meeting location more accessible to more
people.
The clerk’s office in Burton did not have a copy or couldn’t find a copy of the
PPP. Neither did the Mayor’s office. Isn’t it supposed to be out and readily
available at the local unit?
Yes, a copy of the document was mailed to each local unit of government, addressed to
the clerk. Copies were mailed the main branches of the Genesee District Library and
the Flint Public Library and the information is also available on our website.
It seems like the public only participates when they are upset about an issue, but
I don’t think the public is aware that there are even public comment periods.
The public comment periods and corresponding plans/documents are available on the
GCMCP website and public comment ads are put in two local newspapers and the
documents are sent to the local units for public review. Staff depends on the local units
to help distribute information to their residents.
Shouldn’t other resources be used to track and gauge public input too? For
example, hits to your website or telephone calls to your office regarding the
issue.

The County is trying to update the system that will allow our website to track hits, as our
federal funding is dependent upon these measurements. Staff is continually working on
ways to increase public involvement and is seeking to form a Public Participation
Process Review Committee as well.
Perhaps the Planning Commission could hire a private marketing firm to help
increase public participation?
Perhaps.
Maybe these documents should be sent to someone other than the Clerks like the
office manager or the receptionist? Sometimes the City Manager runs things, not
the Clerk.
Perhaps staff should re-think the way information is sent to the local units, so it’s easier
to understand which documents need to be displayed for the public. Staff will always
accept suggestions regarding additional staff or officials that should receive this
information.
Are these documents on-line at the local units? If not, perhaps we should ask
them to have the document on the counter and on their websites.
The documents are available on the GCMPC website and the Road Commission has a
link from their website to ours. Staff could request that the Clerks also put the
documents on their municipality’s website or help them provide more direct link to the
information on our website.
Would it be possible for the people here tonight to get on the mailing list?
Staff will provide information upon request.
The Road Commission has a reverse email system that works great and is more
cost efficient than paper copies. Had you thought of using that technology?
That is a great suggestion. Staff can accommodate requests for electronic copies.
Unfortunately, many committee members don’t like electronic mail and still prefer paper
copies.
Perhaps you could encourage participation by putting coupons for Wendy’s or
bus passes on the back page of the PPP so that people pick up copies.
In the past, staff set up a booth at the Courtland Center in order to take public
comments and they did give away bus passes, Halo Burger coupons and coffee mugs.
We can continue to use these tools and look to expand their use.
Could the Flint Journal put the public comment ads in a more noticeable part of
the paper, so that more people actually see them?

Unfortunately staff has no influence as to where the ads are placed. Current ads start
at $800 to $1,000. Staff places the ads in two local papers and often times issues a
press release too, however, only the high impact issues get picked up. Public
comments are placed on the GCMPC website as well.
Several of the attendees noted that they believe the Planning Commission staff
works hard and does a good job in regards to Public Involvement.

The public hearing for the Public Participation Plan was closed at 7:54 p.m.
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Appendix B

Approvals and Resolutions

MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE
GENESEE COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION
1101 Beach Street, Room 223, Flint, MI 48502
June 5, 2007

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Alan Himelhoch, Chairperson
Alexander H. Isaac, Vice-Chairperson
Gloria Nealy, Secretary
Shirley Brockhahn
Charles Banks, Jr.
Miles Gadola
Ted Henry
Robert W. Ranger, Jr.
Gayle Reed
Ron Winters

MEMBERS ABSENT:

Woodrow Stanley

OTHERS PRESENT:

Gloria Bourdon, GISD
Derek Bradshaw, Principal Planner, GCMPC
Julie A. Hinterman, Director-Coordinator, GCMPC
Christine Kiesling, Principal Planner, GCMPC
Bonnie Mathis, Supervisor, Fenton Township
Nichole Odette, Secretary, GCMPC
Linda Ranger, Citizen
Nayyirah Shariff, Citizen
Adam Zettel, City of Swartz Creek

CALL TO ORDER:
Chairperson Himelhoch called the meeting to order at approximately 8:00 a.m.
I.

ROLL CALL
Members were present and absent as aforementioned.

II.

MINUTES
A.

Minutes of the May 1, 2007 Regular Meeting
Mr. Himelhoch asked if there were any additions or corrections to the April 3,
2007 regular meeting minutes. There were none.
Mr. Himelhoch noted the addition of “Travel Authorization” to the agenda under
New Business.
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Action Taken:

Motion by Mr. Isaac, supported by Ms. Nealy, to approve
the minutes of the May 1, 2007 regular meeting as
submitted.

MOTION CARRIED UNAMIMOUSLY

III.

OPPORTUNITY FOR INDIVIDUALS TO ADDRESS THE COMMISSION
Ms. Mathis stated that she would like to thank the Commission for listening to the
concerns of Fenton Township and for recommending to the Road Commission that the
Fenton Road project be changed from the proposed five lanes to only three lanes.
Ms. Shariff stated that after last month’s GCMPC meeting, she was able to speak at a
MTA Board meeting, as well as a MTA Task Force Committee meeting regarding the
placement of artwork in the downtown terminal’s restrooms. Ms. Shariff stated that there
had been a public comment period regarding the proposed changes; however, the public
was still not involved in the art’s placement. She also learned that over 17 thousand
people use the downtown MTA station daily, but there is no data regarding the number
that use the restrooms each day. Ms. Shariff stated that there are no plans in place as
to the gender issue, meaning the artwork in both restrooms being available for all to
enjoy. Ms. Shariff explained that the Concerned Citizens for Public Art will be holding a
panel discussion tomorrow at the Flint Public Library, from 6:00 to 8:00 p.m., which will
feature Mr. Fielder of the Greater Flint Arts Council and Ms. Brewer, curator of the Mott
collection at Applewood.
Mr. Himelhoch asked if her main concern, the placement of historically significant
artwork in public restrooms, had been resolved. Ms. Shariff replied that speaking out
about the issue and the resulting article in the Flint Journal did resolve part of her issue,
but the gender issue still needs to be resolved.

IV.

COMMUNICATIONS
Mr. Himelhoch stated that a postcard announcing a June 18th Town Hall Meeting
focusing on economic development was received. The free meeting will take place at
the Holiday Inn Gateway Centre and will feature author Lou Glazer. The MTA 2007 FY
Ridership was also received. Staff would be able to take any questions regarding the
Ridership figures to Mr. Foy for answers.

V.

COMMITTEE REPORTS
Ms. Brockhahn stated that the process to possibly revise the Director Evaluation form, in
regards to the areas affected by Proposal Two, began in March; however, there is still no
response from Corporate Counsel. The Personnel Subcommittee would like to stay on
track to perform the next Director Evaluation in November, as long as Corporate
Counsel can supply recommendations concerning the form by then.
Action Taken:

Motion by Mr. Isaac, supported by Mr. Winters, to approve the
report of the Personnel Subcommittee.
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MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

VI.

NEW BUSINESS
A.

FPR-04-07-09 – GISD Foundations for Learning Grants Program
Mr. Scramlin stated that GISD intends to use the $300,000 grant to extend its
SKIP program to cover the Mt. Morris and Bendle School Districts. Mr. Scramlin
stated that staff has nothing further to add and would like to request that this
commission endorse and support FPR-07-07-09 – GISD Foundations for
Learning Grants Program.
Ms. Bourdon explained that the GISD has utilized the SKIP program since 2000.
Mt. Morris and Bendle Schools were selected because they are considered at
risk areas. The grant funding would allow children in those areas to receive
home visits and the support needed to prepare both the children and parents for
the literacy and math skills needed at school. Ms. Bourdon stated that the
program is a formal curriculum, in which the parent educators receive intensive
training and continuous updates.
Mr. Isaac asked how the program measured improvement among the children.
Ms. Bourdon explained that GISD has been working with Dr. Barnes, of U of M,
to measure the improvement of the 8,000 children that have gone through the
SKIP program since 2000. A home survey and focus groups are used for the
parent portion and the children are tested for school readiness before going to
kindergarten.
Action Taken:

Motion by Ms. Nealy, supported by Mr. Gadola, to endorse
and support FPR-04-07-09 – GISD Foundations for
Learning Grants Program.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

B.

FPR-04-07-11 – Mt. Morris Consolidated Schools Title VII Education & FPR-0507-10 – Carman-Ainsworth Community Schools Indian Education
Mr. Himelhoch stated that although the two FPRs are presented together, they
should be voted on separately.
Mr. Scramlin stated that staff has nothing further to add at this time and that he
had believed representatives of both FPRs would be here today, but
unfortunately they are not in attendance.
Mr. Winters asked if Davison and Flint Schools had previously applied for and
received Title VII Grants, and if so, why aren’t they included on today’s agenda.
Mr. Scramlin confirmed that grant requests from those two districts will be on
next month’s agenda. A discussion ensued.
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Action Taken:

Motion by Mr. Winters, supported by Mr. Henry, to
endorse and support FPR-04-07-11 Mt. Morris
Consolidated Schools – Title VII Education.

MOTION CARRIED, Ms. Nealy abstained
Action Taken:

Motion by Mr. Winters, supported by Mr. Isaac, to endorse
and support FPR-05-07-10 Carman-Ainsworth Community
Schools, US Department of Education, Indian Education.

MOTION CARRIED, Ms. Nealy abstained.

C.

MPR-02-07-01 – City of Grand Blanc Draft Master Plan
Mr. Himelhoch noted that he will abstain from voting on this item, because one of
his clients is named within the Draft Master Plan.
Mr. Scramlin explained that the document is mandated to be updated every five
years. Mr. Scramlin noted that the master plan checklist and all supporting
documents were included in the agenda packet for reference. Also, Grand Blanc
City Administrator Randall Byrne was unable to attend today, but wanted the
commissioners to know that he could be contacted with any questions.
Mr. Himelhoch stated that it would be beneficial to the City of Grand Blanc and
the Township if they could improve their working relationship in the future.
Action Taken:

Motion by Mr. Winters, supported by Ms. Brockhahn, to
endorse and support MPR-02-07-01 – City of Grand Blanc
Draft Master Plan.

MOTION CARRIED, Mr. Himelhoch abstained.

D.

Public Participation Plan Approval
Ms. Gregory stated that the Public Participation Plan (PPP) has gone through the
required 45 day comment period, been presented at three public hearings and
has been taken through the committee approval process. At this time, staff
would like to request this committee’s approval of the PPP.
Action Taken:

Motion by Mr. Winters, supported by Mr. Gadola, to
endorse and support the Public Participation Plan.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
E.

Travel Authorization – 2007 MAR/MTPA Annual Conference
The 2007 Michigan Association of Regions/Michigan Transportation Planning
Association’s 3 day conference will be held in Bay City and will cost $250 per
staff member.
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Mr. Himelhoch asked if authorization for mileage would be needed.
Hinterman replied no, the two staff members will take a County vehicle.
Action Taken:

VII.

Ms.

Motion by Mr. Ranger, supported by Mr. Gadola, to
authorize two staff members to attend the 2007
MAR/MTPA Annual Conference.

FINANCES
A.

Contract, Vouchers and Bills
Mr. Himelhoch noted the advertising expenses and asked if it would be possible
to negotiate a better rate with the Flint Journal or advertise in another widely
circulated paper.
Ms. Hinterman explained that Corporate Counsel has
mandated that the County use the Flint Journal for all publications, due to its
circulation. Ms. Hinterman added that staff also advertises in a local minority
paper, the Flint Enquirer.
Mr. Isaac asked if part of the advertising expense went towards advertisement of
the Associate Planner position. Ms. Hinterman stated that recently there have
been several ads placed to announce public hearings, including the PPP, TIP,
and FONSI.
Mr. Isaac asked if all advertising avenues were used to publicize the Associate
Planner position, such as the National Association of Black Planners or the
internet. Ms. Hinterman explained that the Human Resources Department is
responsible for the advertisement of County positions.
Suggestions of
advertisement in specialty associations are made, however, only Human
Resources can decide where to advertise.
Action Taken:

Motion by Mr. Isaac, supported by Mr. Winters, to approve
the contract, vouchers and bills as submitted.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
B.

Commission Expenses and Per Diems
Action Taken:

Motion by Mr. Isaac, supported by Mr. Ranger, to approve
the commission expenses and per diems.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
C.

Budget Sheets
Mr. Himelhoch stated that the revenues appeared slow. Ms. Hinterman said that
staff has looked into it and found that once the inter-governmental postings are
completed, the numbers should even out.
Action Taken:

Motion by Mr. Isaac, supported by Mr. Gadola, to approve
the budget sheets as submitted.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
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VIII.

OLD BUSINESS
A.

Project Status
1. 3-C Transportation Planning – May Status Report
Mr. Bradshaw stated that the three input sessions regarding the 2008-2011
TIP were well attended, with over 80 citizens. Staff estimates that Fenton
Township citizens made up half of those in attendance, due to the Fenton
Road project. Major concerns brought up were in regards to how the projects
would affect drainage/ditches, speed limits, traffic lights and side walks. The
GCRC and local road agencies have taken all of the questions and concerns
into account. Prior to the public sessions, concerns regarding the Fenton
Road project were cleared up; so instead of 5 lanes, the road will consist of 2
lanes with a center turn.
Staff, along with the Federal Highway Administration, MDOT and other local
agencies, will be sponsoring one of two Pedestrian Safety Workshops to be
held in Michigan. The workshop for planners, engineers, safety professionals
and community leaders takes place in Flint from June 11–13.
Mr. Bradshaw stated that staff underwent Federal Highway Administration
certification last November and recently received the results. Three findings
were listed:
staff’s agreement with SEMCOG; improvements to the
Congestion Management process; and formalizing agreements between
GCMPC, MTA and local road agencies.
Action Taken:

Motion by Mr. Winters, supported by Ms. Nealy, to approve
the 3-C Transportation Planning – May Status Report as
presented.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
2. Community Development Program – May Status Report
Ms. Kiesling stated that staff is still expecting a letter from HUD to indicate a
release of our CD funding. Staff has been in contact with HUD and
anticipates a release of funding soon.
Mr. Banks asked about the price of homes in Foster Estates. Ms. Kiesling
said that homes are $120,000 - $125,000, which seems to be a good price.
The developer qualifies home buyers before construction begins on their
home.
Ms. Nealy added that she visited Foster Estates and found two homes to be
occupied and that the two models she went into looked nice.
Action Taken:

Motion by Mr. Isaac, supported by Mr. Ranger, to approve
the Community Development Program – May Status
Report as presented.
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MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
3. Environmental Program Update – May Status Report
Staff participated in the Electronic Waste collection held at CBC Recycling on
Saturday, June 2nd. In total, 751 items (or 16,000 pounds) were collected,
which is 50 more items than last year.
Staff attended several events around the community to promote Ridesharing,
with interest increasing due to gas prices. Over 400 pieces of Rideshare
literature were distributed.
Action Taken:

Motion by Ms. Nealy, supported by Mr. Ranger, to approve
the Environmental Program Update – May Status Report
as presented.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
4. Report of the Director-Coordinator – May Status Report
Ms. Hinterman stated that staff is still looking into the development of a CEDS
with the City of Flint and the Regional Chamber of Commerce. Shiawassee
County will develop their own CEDS. Lapeer County expressed interest in
pursuing a CEDS under Region V.
Ms. Hinterman stated that the 2007 PASER survey will start at the end of
July.
Staff is continuing to review the scanned historical aerials, which will then be
forwarded to the GIS department.
Staff has been working with Corporation Counsel and the Purchasing
Department to finalize and release the Senior Millage Track Two Requests
For Proposals (RFP). The first FRP was released on Sunday, June 3rd and
three more are scheduled to be released on Sunday, June 10th. One staff
member and one member of the Senior Citizens Services Advisory
Committee (SCSAC) attended the two-day Annual Conference of Agencies to
the Aging, held in Lansing. Staff also met regularly with VAAA and other
Senior Service Providers to discuss issues of the aging in our community.
The senior centers have received two-thirds of their Track Two
disbursements.
Mr. Himelhoch stated that it would be beneficial to get feedback on the
perception of how well staff is administering the Senior Millage.
Ms. Brockhahn asked if staff’s time working on the Senior Millage is being
billed to that fund. Ms. Hinterman said yes, and as a result, less CD funds
have been drawn down.
Ms. Reed stated that the issue of administrative costs received a lot of bad
press and wondered if staff will be able to come in at the 4% that was
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allotted. Ms. Hinterman said that Corporation Counsel and Purchasing also
bill to the Senior Millage, but we appear well below that figure as of now.
Ms. Nealy asked about participation among the City of Flint Senior Centers.
Ms. Hinterman stated that staff has met with all of the directors and City of
Flint accounts, so it’s still a work in progress. One director has aligned
himself with the Krahpohl Senior Center Director and has informed the other
Flint directors that attending the Association of Senior Center Directors
meetings would be beneficial.
Action Taken:

Motion by Ms. Nealy, supported by Mr. Winters, to approve
the Report of the Director-Coordinator – May Status Report
as presented.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

B.

Commissioner Comments
Ms. Nealy stated that she attended Flint NIPP’s informational workshop on
Improving Your Credit on Saturday, which was held at the Oak Center from 8-3
p.m. She said that there was only one other person in attendance, which was
unfortunate, because so much vital information was available to the public at no
cost. Ms. Nealy stated that the workshop was very well presented, with
information on various classes and programs to help with down payments and
improving your credit.
Mr. Winters stated that it is a good idea that Foster Estates identifies prospective
home owners first, those that can benefit from their services and housing
counseling. People tend to invest themselves when they know the benefits, and
there’s a greater level of assurance the home will not end up in foreclosure.
Mr. Ranger introduced his wife, Linda, to the commission. Mr. Ranger
announced that everything is coming along well at Genesee County Parks and
Recreation and that several Thomas the Train rides are already sold out. Mr.
Ranger stated that Thomas the Train has been a banner item for Parks and
Recreation, with people coming from other states and counties. Mr. Ranger also
stated that since closing the Mott Farm last year, there was only one two-hour
beach closure, which was due a false rating. He said that we received a lot of
flack for closing the duck farm, but it seems to have been quite a bit of the
problem.

IX.

ADJOURNMENT
The meeting was adjourned at 9:09 a.m.
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Appendix C

Federal/State Regulations

Community Development

Solid Waste

Transportation

Federal Register / Vol. 72, No. 30 / Wednesday, February 14, 2007 / Rules and Regulations
metropolitan transportation planning
processes for affected MPOs should, to
the maximum extent possible, reflect
coordinated data collection, analysis,
and planning assumptions across the
MPAs. Alternatively, a single
metropolitan transportation plan and/or
TIP for the entire urbanized area may be
developed jointly by the MPOs in
cooperation with their respective
planning partners. Coordination efforts
and outcomes shall be documented in
subsequent transmittals of the UPWP
and other planning products, including
the metropolitan transportation plan
and TIP, to the State(s), the FHWA, and
the FTA.
(e) Where the boundaries of the
urbanized area or MPA extend across
two or more States, the Governors with
responsibility for a portion of the
multistate area, the appropriate MPO(s),
and the public transportation operator(s)
shall coordinate transportation planning
for the entire multistate area. States
involved in such multistate
transportation planning may:
(1) Enter into agreements or compacts,
not in conflict with any law of the
United States, for cooperative efforts
and mutual assistance in support of
activities authorized under this section
as the activities pertain to interstate
areas and localities within the States;
and
(2) Establish such agencies, joint or
otherwise, as the States may determine
desirable for making the agreements and
compacts effective.
(f) If part of an urbanized area that has
been designated as a TMA overlaps into
an adjacent MPA serving an urbanized
area that is not designated as a TMA, the
adjacent urbanized area shall not be
treated as a TMA. However, a written
agreement shall be established between
the MPOs with MPA boundaries
including a portion of the TMA, which
clearly identifies the roles and
responsibilities of each MPO in meeting
specific TMA requirements (e.g.,
congestion management process,
Surface Transportation Program funds
suballocated to the urbanized area over
200,000 population, and project
selection).
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§ 450.316 Interested parties, participation,
and consultation.

(a) The MPO shall develop and use a
documented participation plan that
defines a process for providing citizens,
affected public agencies, representatives
of public transportation employees,
freight shippers, providers of freight
transportation services, private
providers of transportation,
representatives of users of public
transportation, representatives of users
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of pedestrian walkways and bicycle
transportation facilities, representatives
of the disabled, and other interested
parties with reasonable opportunities to
be involved in the metropolitan
transportation planning process.
(1) The participation plan shall be
developed by the MPO in consultation
with all interested parties and shall, at
a minimum, describe explicit
procedures, strategies, and desired
outcomes for:
(i) Providing adequate public notice of
public participation activities and time
for public review and comment at key
decision points, including but not
limited to a reasonable opportunity to
comment on the proposed metropolitan
transportation plan and the TIP;
(ii) Providing timely notice and
reasonable access to information about
transportation issues and processes;
(iii) Employing visualization
techniques to describe metropolitan
transportation plans and TIPs;
(iv) Making public information
(technical information and meeting
notices) available in electronically
accessible formats and means, such as
the World Wide Web;
(v) Holding any public meetings at
convenient and accessible locations and
times;
(vi) Demonstrating explicit
consideration and response to public
input received during the development
of the metropolitan transportation plan
and the TIP;
(vii) Seeking out and considering the
needs of those traditionally underserved
by existing transportation systems, such
as low-income and minority
households, who may face challenges
accessing employment and other
services;
(viii) Providing an additional
opportunity for public comment, if the
final metropolitan transportation plan or
TIP differs significantly from the version
that was made available for public
comment by the MPO and raises new
material issues which interested parties
could not reasonably have foreseen from
the public involvement efforts;
(ix) Coordinating with the statewide
transportation planning public
involvement and consultation processes
under subpart B of this part; and
(x) Periodically reviewing the
effectiveness of the procedures and
strategies contained in the participation
plan to ensure a full and open
participation process.
(2) When significant written and oral
comments are received on the draft
metropolitan transportation plan and
TIP (including the financial plans) as a
result of the participation process in this
section or the interagency consultation
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process required under the EPA
transportation conformity regulations
(40 CFR part 93), a summary, analysis,
and report on the disposition of
comments shall be made as part of the
final metropolitan transportation plan
and TIP.
(3) A minimum public comment
period of 45 calendar days shall be
provided before the initial or revised
participation plan is adopted by the
MPO. Copies of the approved
participation plan shall be provided to
the FHWA and the FTA for
informational purposes and shall be
posted on the World Wide Web, to the
maximum extent practicable.
(b) In developing metropolitan
transportation plans and TIPs, the MPO
should consult with agencies and
officials responsible for other planning
activities within the MPA that are
affected by transportation (including
State and local planned growth,
economic development, environmental
protection, airport operations, or freight
movements) or coordinate its planning
process (to the maximum extent
practicable) with such planning
activities. In addition, metropolitan
transportation plans and TIPs shall be
developed with due consideration of
other related planning activities within
the metropolitan area, and the process
shall provide for the design and delivery
of transportation services within the
area that are provided by:
(1) Recipients of assistance under title
49 U.S.C. Chapter 53;
(2) Governmental agencies and nonprofit organizations (including
representatives of the agencies and
organizations) that receive Federal
assistance from a source other than the
U.S. Department of Transportation to
provide non-emergency transportation
services; and
(3) Recipients of assistance under 23
U.S.C. 204.
(c) When the MPA includes Indian
Tribal lands, the MPO shall
appropriately involve the Indian Tribal
government(s) in the development of the
metropolitan transportation plan and
the TIP.
(d) When the MPA includes Federal
public lands, the MPO shall
appropriately involve the Federal land
management agencies in the
development of the metropolitan
transportation plan and the TIP.
(e) MPOs shall, to the extent
practicable, develop a documented
process(es) that outlines roles,
responsibilities, and key decision points
for consulting with other governments
and agencies, as defined in paragraphs
(b), (c), and (d) of this section, which
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may be included in the agreement(s)
developed under § 450.314.
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§ 450.318 Transportation planning studies
and project development.

(a) Pursuant to section 1308 of the
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st
Century, TEA–21 (Pub. L. 105–178), an
MPO(s), State(s), or public
transportation operator(s) may
undertake a multimodal, systems-level
corridor or subarea planning study as
part of the metropolitan transportation
planning process. To the extent
practicable, development of these
transportation planning studies shall
involve consultation with, or joint
efforts among, the MPO(s), State(s), and/
or public transportation operator(s). The
results or decisions of these
transportation planning studies may be
used as part of the overall project
development process consistent with
the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.)
and associated implementing
regulations (23 CFR part 771 and 40
CFR parts 1500–1508). Specifically,
these corridor or subarea studies may
result in producing any of the following
for a proposed transportation project:
(1) Purpose and need or goals and
objective statement(s);
(2) General travel corridor and/or
general mode(s) definition (e.g.,
highway, transit, or a highway/transit
combination);
(3) Preliminary screening of
alternatives and elimination of
unreasonable alternatives;
(4) Basic description of the
environmental setting; and/or
(5) Preliminary identification of
environmental impacts and
environmental mitigation.
(b) Publicly available documents or
other source material produced by, or in
support of, the transportation planning
process described in this subpart may be
incorporated directly or by reference
into subsequent NEPA documents, in
accordance with 40 CFR 1502.21, if:
(1) The NEPA lead agencies agree that
such incorporation will aid in
establishing or evaluating the purpose
and need for the Federal action,
reasonable alternatives, cumulative or
other impacts on the human and natural
environment, or mitigation of these
impacts; and
(2) The systems-level, corridor, or
subarea planning study is conducted
with:
(i) Involvement of interested State,
local, Tribal, and Federal agencies;
(ii) Public review;
(iii) Reasonable opportunity to
comment during the metropolitan
transportation planning process and
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development of the corridor or subarea
planning study;
(iv) Documentation of relevant
decisions in a form that is identifiable
and available for review during the
NEPA scoping process and can be
appended to or referenced in the NEPA
document; and
(v) The review of the FHWA and the
FTA, as appropriate.
(c) By agreement of the NEPA lead
agencies, the above integration may be
accomplished through tiering (as
described in 40 CFR 1502.20),
incorporating the subarea or corridor
planning study into the draft
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
or Environmental Assessment, or other
means that the NEPA lead agencies
deem appropriate.
(d) For transit fixed guideway projects
requiring an Alternatives Analysis (49
U.S.C. 5309(d) and (e)), the Alternatives
Analysis described in 49 CFR part 611
constitutes the planning required by
section 1308 of the TEA–21. The
Alternatives Analysis may or may not be
combined with the preparation of a
NEPA document (e.g., a draft EIS).
When an Alternatives Analysis is
separate from the preparation of a NEPA
document, the results of the
Alternatives Analysis may be used
during a subsequent environmental
review process as described in
paragraph (a).
(e) Additional information to further
explain the linkages between the
transportation planning and project
development/NEPA processes is
contained in Appendix A to this part,
including an explanation that it is nonbinding guidance material.
§ 450.320 Congestion management
process in transportation management
areas.

(a) The transportation planning
process in a TMA shall address
congestion management through a
process that provides for safe and
effective integrated management and
operation of the multimodal
transportation system, based on a
cooperatively developed and
implemented metropolitan-wide
strategy, of new and existing
transportation facilities eligible for
funding under title 23 U.S.C. and title
49 U.S.C. Chapter 53 through the use of
travel demand reduction and
operational management strategies.
(b) The development of a congestion
management process should result in
multimodal system performance
measures and strategies that can be
reflected in the metropolitan
transportation plan and the TIP. The
level of system performance deemed
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acceptable by State and local
transportation officials may vary by type
of transportation facility, geographic
location (metropolitan area or subarea),
and/or time of day. In addition,
consideration should be given to
strategies that manage demand, reduce
single occupant vehicle (SOV) travel,
and improve transportation system
management and operations. Where the
addition of general purpose lanes is
determined to be an appropriate
congestion management strategy,
explicit consideration is to be given to
the incorporation of appropriate features
into the SOV project to facilitate future
demand management strategies and
operational improvements that will
maintain the functional integrity and
safety of those lanes.
(c) The congestion management
process shall be developed, established,
and implemented as part of the
metropolitan transportation planning
process that includes coordination with
transportation system management and
operations activities. The congestion
management process shall include:
(1) Methods to monitor and evaluate
the performance of the multimodal
transportation system, identify the
causes of recurring and non-recurring
congestion, identify and evaluate
alternative strategies, provide
information supporting the
implementation of actions, and evaluate
the effectiveness of implemented
actions;
(2) Definition of congestion
management objectives and appropriate
performance measures to assess the
extent of congestion and support the
evaluation of the effectiveness of
congestion reduction and mobility
enhancement strategies for the
movement of people and goods. Since
levels of acceptable system performance
may vary among local communities,
performance measures should be
tailored to the specific needs of the area
and established cooperatively by the
State(s), affected MPO(s), and local
officials in consultation with the
operators of major modes of
transportation in the coverage area;
(3) Establishment of a coordinated
program for data collection and system
performance monitoring to define the
extent and duration of congestion, to
contribute in determining the causes of
congestion, and evaluate the efficiency
and effectiveness of implemented
actions. To the extent possible, this data
collection program should be
coordinated with existing data sources
(including archived operational/ITS
data) and coordinated with operations
managers in the metropolitan area;
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