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Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)
Genesee County Administration Building
GCMPC Conference Room
1101 Beach Street, 2nd Floor
Flint, Michigan 48502
Thursday, November 1, 2018
1:30 P.M.

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

Call to Order

II. Roll Call
III. Minutes
***A. Minutes of the October 4, 2018 Regular Meeting (attached)
IV. Old Business
V. New Business
***A. 2019 Meeting Dates (attached)
*** B.
FY 2017-2020 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Amendment #14
(attached)
C. FY 2020-2021 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Call for Projects
update (attached)
D. Genesee: Our County, Our Future – update (presentation)
▪ Timeline
▪ Coordinated Plan
▪ Non-Motorized Trails
▪ Environmental Assets
▪ Aviation
▪ Landfill
E.
Draft Genesee County Public Participation Plan (attached)
VI. Other Business
VII. Announcements

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION

VIII. Adjournment
*** Action Item
NEXT MEETING – December 6, 2018

JN:JM:dc
K:\trans\TAC\2018\Agendas\11-1-18.doc

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
MINUTES
October 4, 2018
The Technical Advisory Committee met at 1:30 p.m. on Thursday, October 4, 2018,
in the Conference Room of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning
Commission (GCMPC), 1101 Beach Street, Room 223, Flint, Michigan.

I.

Call to Order
Chairperson Benning called the meeting to order at 1:30 p.m.

II.

Roll Call
Present: Aaron Dawson, Alex Patsy, Andrea Schroeder, Bob Slattery, Brad
Barrett, Chris Gehringer, David Guigear, Derek Bradshaw, Ed Benning, Fred
Peivandi, Joseph Medici, Lynn Markland, Mark Adas, Scott Sutter, Shawnice
Dorsey, Tom Svrcek, and Trevor Block.
Absent/Excused: Adam Zettel, Betty Wideman, Bonnie Mathis, Brian Saad,
Craig Williams, Curtis Armstrong, Dave Miller, David Dorr, Don Mayle, Emily
Alexander, Eric Weiderhold, Frederick Thorsby, Gary Stevens, Jakki Sidge, Jay
Reithel, Joseph Madore, Joseph Rizk, Karyn Miller, Larry Green, Mark
Emmendorfer, Mary Ann Price, Michael Pifer, Neil Rankin, Paul Fortino, Robert
Johnson, Sam Stiff, Scott Bennett, Steven Furh, Teresa Onica, Tim Elkins, Vicki
Fishell, and Wendy Jean-Buhrer.
Others Present: Paul Mattern, Eric Johnston, Christopher Yeates, Jason
Nordberg, Sharon Gregory, Jacob Maurer and Debby Compton.
Joseph Medici introduced Christopher Yeates, Director of Operations for
Bishop International Airport.
Fred Peivandi introduced the new Director of Engineering, Eric Johnston.

III.
***A.

Minutes
Minutes of the September 13, 2018 Regular Meeting
Motion: Action: Approve, Moved by Fred Peivandi, Supported by Andrea
Schroeder, to approve the minutes of the September 13, 2018 regular
meeting as presented.
Motion carried unanimously.
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IV.

Old Business
A. 2018 PASER Survey Update
Jacob Maurer stated that staff has completed all the federal aid road
system ratings with assistance from the Road Commission, local units and
MDOT and staff is expected to finish local road ratings in Genesee County
by the end of October.
Staff has received local reimbursements for the Culvert Pilot Program. If
you had an agreement with GCMPC they will be processed with the yearend billings.
***B. Pavement, Bridge, and System Reliability Performance Targets Adoption
Sharon Gregory presented a chart and stated that this is the same
information that staff presented to this committee last month; there have
been no changes. Staff has reviewed each of these targets provided by
MDOT and has decided that the targets will be acceptable. At this time
staff is requesting that the Technical Advisory Committee provide a
recommendation of approval to the Metropolitan Alliance committee for
the Pavement, Bridge, and System Reliability Performance Targets.
Motion: Action: Approve, Moved by Robert Slattery, Supported by Tom
Svrcek, to recommend the Metropolitan Alliance Committee approve the
adoption of the Pavement, Bridge, and System Reliability Performance
Targets.
Motion Carried Unanimously.

V.

New Business
A. FY 2020-2023 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Call for Projects
Sharon Gregory stated that staff is excited to announce the TIP Call for
Projects for FY 2020-2023. The public notice will appear in the Sunday,
October 7th Flint Journal. Staff will be going out to meet with local
agencies starting next week. Local agencies will hear from Debby to set
those appointments. Projects are due in our office by Friday, November
16th at 5:00 p.m. Staff will be doing site visits to look at the projects to see if
there are any questions. As always, staff will be available to help if anyone
should need it. The website will go live tomorrow. Staff will have a
prioritized draft list to TAC in February, and looks forward to having an
approval of the list in June.
Discussion ensued regarding the Conflict of Interest.
B. TAMC Culvert Mapping Pilot Update
Jacob Maurer presented a map showing the results of the Culvert
Mapping Pilot Project. Staff had the opportunity to work with three
agencies on the pilot program. Discussion ensued.
C. Flint MTA Transit Asset Management Plan
Jacob Maurer stated that staff will be coming back to this committee to
request a formal action for this item in November.
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Paul Mattern, of MTA, gave a presentation to the committee. All transit
agencies will create a Transit Asset Management Plan to track the life
cycle of all their assets for the purpose of Capital Investment
Planning. Discussion ensued.
VI.

Other Business
There was no Other Business.

VII.

Announcements
Jacob Maurer announced that the last mini Recycle Day for this year is
Tuesday, October 9th at the Mott campus. Flyers are still available here.
Derek Bradshaw stated that during the last Recycle Day held on Saturday,
September 15th at the Carmen-Ainsworth site, staff had about 800 vehicles
come through. The City of Flint site had about 600. The average wait time at
our site was about 10 to 15 minutes.
The mini recycle events’ average wait time is about four to five minutes.
Discussion ensued.
Bob Slattery announced that the Run/Walk Veterans event on November 3rd
will start at 11:11.
Project Heat’s On is a project that is sponsored by Goyette Mechanical. They
will come in on a particular day and do free furnace repair, cleaning and/or
replacement (in some cases) for families that qualify. The deadline to submit
an application is Friday, October 5th. The work will be done on October 13th.
The south set of railroad tracks on Center Road will be replaced on Oct 16th
through October 27th so the road will be closed from Court St. to Robert T.
Longway. On Monday, October 29th to November 10th Center Road will be
closed from Robert T. Longway to Davison Road while they do the north set of
tracks.
Alex Patsy stated that the MDOT lockout for Transportation Construction
Projects is over.
Ed Benning stated that on November 1st Consumers Energy will be
commissioning the new station on the corner of Maple and Dort. The new
buses will arrive the same month. It will be open to the public 24 hours a day.
MTA bought the former Baker College Center for Transportation Technology
site on Dort Highway. It will become the new Rides to Wellness Center. MTA’s
Rides to Wellness Program last month was just under 10,000 riders for that
service. Ridership has gone up 70% since last year.
This week the MTA announced a $605,000 grant from MDOT for the Vets to
Wellness Program. MTA will take vets the same day to doctors’ appointments
in Saginaw, Ann Arbor, and Lapeer and Shiawassee Counties. MTA is also
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getting a contract from Genesee County and will be the new provider for all
the veteran services.
MTA is the number one public transportation medical provider in the country.
Sharon Gregory stated that she saw the Walk for Veterans in Lapeer and they
were carrying their backpacks. They stated that it signifies that you never
leave your buddy behind, you pick him up and help him out.
VIII.

Adjournment
Chairperson Benning adjourned the meeting at 2:22 p. m.

Respectfully submitted,
Debby Compton, Secretary
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
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NOTICE OF 2019 REGULAR MEETINGS
OF THE
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
The proposed meeting dates during 2019 of the Technical Advisory Committee
are as follows:
January 3, 2019
February 7, 2019
March 7, 2019
April 4, 2019
May 2, 2019
June 6, 2019
July 11, 2019 (2nd Thursday)
August 1, 2019
September 5, 2019
October 3, 2019
November 7, 2019
December 5, 2019

The meetings will be held on the first Thursday of each month at 1:30 p.m., in the
Conference Room of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission,
1101 Beach Street, Room 223, Flint, Michigan 48502. Official minutes of meetings
are kept and available for public inspection at the office of the Genesee
County Metropolitan Planning Commission, telephone: (810) 257-3010.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION
VA
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MEMORANDUM
TO:

Members of the Technical Advisory Committee

FROM:

Sharon Gregory, Planner III
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

DATE:

November 1, 2018

SUBJECT:

FY
2017-2020
Transportation
Amendment # 14

Improvement

Program

(TIP)

Attached is the description of proposed projects in the FY 2017-2020 TIP
Amendment # 14. This amendment changes nine (9) projects and adds three
(3) projects.
This amendment meets the financial constraints of the TIP and will have no
disproportionately high or adverse impacts to any of the identified
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations in Genesee County. The projects that are
being amended are eligible for the funding programmed, and they meet the
intended state (including State TEDF Category C) and federal goals and
objectives identified for the funding. Staff has reviewed these projects and has
determined that they are exempt from Air Quality analysis.
At this time, staff is recommending endorsement of the attached Amendment
#14 to the FY 2017-2020 Transportation Improvement Program from the
Technical Advisory Committee to the Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance.
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FY 2017-2020 Transportation Improvement Program
Proposed Amendment # 14

Projects proposed to be changed with a TIP Amendment
Year

Agency

2019

City of Fenton

2018
2019

City of Flint

2020

Project

Length

Limits

Description

Phase

Fund Type

Federal

State

Local

Total Cost

Comments

North Road

0.41

Torrey Rd. to Oak Park Dr.

Road Restoration and
Rehabilitation

CON

STU

$210,534

$0

$52,633
$475,850

$263,167
$686,384

Major Increase
(Change in local match)

Dupont

1.75

University to Concord and
Pasadena to Bishop

Road Reconstruction

CON

TIGER 8

$9,750,000

$0

$2,437,500

$12,187,500

Changing from FY 2018
to FY 2019.

1.4

Irish Rd. to N. Gale Rd.

Non-Motorized Path

CON

TA

$317,168

$0

$524,693
$105,722

$841,861
$422,890

Major Decrease
(Change in local match)

Local Bridge GPA

n/a

Genesee County

Local Bridge GPA

n/a

n/a

$408,000
$1,033,600

$76,500
$581,400

$25,500
$777,000

$510,000
$2,392,000

Major Increase
(This GPA is gaining
two projects.)

Genesee County
Flint River Trail
Road Commission

2019

Local Agencies

2019

MDOT

Trunkline Bridge GPA

n/a

Genesee County

Trunkline Bridge
Rehabilitation, Replacement,
and Reconstruction GPA

n/a

n/a

$1,274,545
$169,569

$277,926
$32,902

$4,700

$1,557,171
$207,171

Major Decrease

2019

MDOT

Trunkline Road GPA

n/a

Genesee County

Trunkline Highway
Rehabilitation, Replacement,
and Reconstruction GPA

n/a

n/a

$3,069,410
$613,875

$680,633
$136,125

$0

$3,750,043
$750,000

Major Decrease

2019

MDOT

Trunkline Traffic Operations or
Safety GPA

n/a

Genesee County

Trunkline Traffic Operations or
Safety GPA

n/a

n/a

$531,829
$203,814

$117,932
$22,646

$0

$649,761
$226,460

Major Decrease; then
adding new projects

2019

MDOT

Trunkline Highway Preservation
GPA

n/a

Genesee County

Trunkline Highway
Preservation GPA

n/a

n/a

$899,998
$0

$100,000
$0

$0

$999,998
$0

Major Decrease

2020

MDOT

US-23 NB and SB

n/a

North of Silver Lake Rd.
Interchange

Install new weigh-in-motion
station

CON

NH

$122,775
$163,700

$27,225
$36,300

$0

$150,000
$200,000

Major Increase

Projects proposed to be added with a TIP Amendment
Year

Agency

2020

City of
Swartz Creek

2019

2020

Project

Length

Limits

Description

Bristol Road Trail

1.6

Bristol Rd. from 1,200' east of
Elms Rd. to Miller Rd., Miller
Non-Motorized Path
Rd. to Dye Rd., Dye Rd. to
Norko Dr.

MDOT

I-75 N

2.8

Regionwide

Pavement Marking
Retroreflectivity Readings
and Conditon Assessment

MDOT

Trunkline Traffic Operations or
Safety GPA

n/a

Genesee County

Trunkline Traffic Operations or
Safety GPA

CMG--Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality

Phase

Fund Type

Federal

State

Local

Total Cost

Comments

CON

TA

$568,012

$0

$305,852

$873,864

New project

CON

HSIP

$18,900

$2,100

$0

$21,000

New project

n/a

n/a

$112,128

$21,166

$0

$133,294

New project

MCS--State Funds--Critical Structures

BHT--Bridge Rehabilitation - Surface Transportation Program (STP)

NH--National Highway System

BRT--Bridge Replacement - Surface Transportation Program (STP)

ST--Surface Transportation Program (STP) - Any Area

HSIP--Highway Safety Improvement Program - SAFETEA-LU

TA--Transportation Alternatives Program Flex
TIGER 8--Transportation Investments Generating Economic Recovery 8 --Discretionary Grant

FY 2017-2020 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
General Program Account (GPA) Breakdown

Local Bridge GPA--Projects Proposed to be Changed

Year

Agency

Project

Length

Limits

2018
2019

City of Flint

Torrey Road
(12th Street)

n/a

Over Carman Creek

2018
2019

City of Flint

Saginaw St.

n/a

2019

City of Flint

Atherton Rd.

n/a

Description

Phase

Fund Type

Federal

State

Local

Total Cost

Comments

Bridge Replacement

CON

BRT

$785,600

$147,300

$49,100

$982,000

Changing year from FY 2018 to
FY 2019

Over the Flint River

Preventative
maintenance

CON

BHT

$248,000

$46,500

$15,500

$310,000

Changing year from FY 2018 to
FY 2019

Over Carman Creek

Bridge Rehabilitation
Bridge Replacement

CON

BHT
MCS

$408,000
$0

$76,500
$387,600

$25,500
$712,400

$510,000
$1,100,000

Changing scope, funding source, and
funding

Trunkline Bridge GPA--Project Proposed to be Deleted

Year

Agency

2019

MDOT

Project

M-15

Length

0.31

Limits

Over Paddison County Drain

Description

Phase

Fund Type

Federal

State

Local

Total Cost

Comments

Culvert Replacement

CON

ST

$1,104,976

$245,024

$0

$1,350,000

Deleting from FY 2017-2020 TIP;
moving to FY 2023

Trunkline Road GPA--Project Proposed to be Changed

Year

Agency

2019
2020

MDOT

Project

M-54

Length

2

Limits

Coldwater Rd. to Mt. Morris Rd.

Description

Road Rehabilitation

Phase

Fund Type

Federal

State

Local

Total Cost

Comments

CON

NH

$2,455,535
$3,691,435

$544,508
$818,565

$0

$3,000,043
$4,510,000

Moving from FY 2019 to FY 2020 and
increasing cost

Trunkline Traffic Operations or Safety GPA--Projects Proposed to be Added

Year

Agency

Project

2019

MDOT

I-475 NB

2019

MDOT

I-75 S

Length

1

0.02

Limits

Description

Phase

Fund Type

Federal

State

Local

Total Cost

Comments

Atherton Rd. to south of
Thread Creek

High-Friction
Surface Course

PE

HSIP

$199,453

$22,161

$0

$221,614

Adding this new project

At Thompson Road Interchange

Geometric
Improvements

PE

HSIP

$4,361

$485

$0

$4,846

Adding this new project

Trunkline Traffic Operations or Safety GPA--Projects Proposed to be Added

Year

Agency

Project

Length

Limits

Description

2020

MDOT

I-75 S

0.02

At Thompson Road Interchange

2020

MDOT

M-57

n/a

At Linden Road

Phase

Fund Type

Federal

State

Local

Total Cost

Comments

Geometric
Improvements

CON

HSIP

$33,437

$3,716

$0

$37,153

Adding this new project

Resurface Existing
Carpool Lot and Add
Bike Racks

CON

ST

$78,691

$17,450

$0

$96,141

New project

Trunkline Traffic Operations or Safety GPA--Project Proposed to be Deleted

Year

Agency

2019

MDOT

Project

I-75, I-69, I-475

Length

n/a

Limits

Along the I-75, I-69, I-475
corridors in Genesee County

Description

Phase

Fund Type

Federal

State

Local

Total Cost

Comments

Installation of ClosedCircuit Cameras

CON

CM

$531,829

$117,932

$0

$649,761

Deleting this project

Trunkline Highway Preservation GPA--Project Proposed to be Deleted

Year

Agency

2019

MDOT

Project

M-54

Length

1

Limits

Coldwater Rd. to Stanley Rd.

Description

Shoulder Widening

Phase

Fund Type

Federal

State

Local

Total Cost

Comments

CON

HSIP

$899,998

$100,000

$0

$999,998

Project is deleted.
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MEMORANDUM

TO:

Members of the Technical Advisory Committee

FROM:

Sharon Gregory, Planner III
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

DATE:

November 1, 2018

SUBJECT:

FY 2020-2023 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Call
for Projects Update

Staff has now finished meeting with the local road and transit agencies at their
offices to discuss the TIP Call for Projects. The purpose of these meetings was to
assist the local agencies with any questions they had about the TIP applications
or the Call for Projects process.
Project applications are due to staff by Friday, November 16, 2018 at 5:00 p.m. If
any issues arise with the applications, please contact staff. The attached sheet
provides staff contact information for your reference, so you can see which staff
person was assigned to your agency.
Project site visits will likely be done from November 19th to November 30th. A
prioritized draft list of TIP projects should be ready for TAC review in February
2019. Public input sessions in March and a thirty-day public comment period in
May will be scheduled so the public can review and comment on the TIP list of
projects and the TIP document. Final approval of the FY 2020-2023 TIP will occur
in June 2019 through TAC and Metro.
Please feel free to contact me at sgregory@co.genesee.mi.us or (810) 766-6545
with any questions regarding the TIP Call for Projects.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION
VC

FY 2020 – 2023 TIP Agency Contact List
Sharon Gregory

(810) 766-6545

sgregory@co.genesee.mi.us

Genesee County Road Commission
MDOT
City of Flint
Flint Township
Mass Transportation Authority
City of Burton
City of Grand Blanc
City of Fenton
City of Flushing
City of Swartz Creek
City of Clio
Village of Lennon
Jason Nordberg

(810) 766-6543

jnordberg@co.genesee.mi.us

Village of Goodrich
Atlas Township
City of Davison
Davison Township
Richfield Township
Genesee Township
Village of Otisville
Forest Township
Grand Blanc Township
Fenton Township
City of Linden
Village of Otter Lake
Jacob Maurer

(810) 766-6565

jmaurer@co.genesee.mi.us

City of Montrose
Montrose Township
Vienna Township
Thetford Township
Mt. Morris Township
City of Mt. Morris
Flushing Township
Clayton Township
Gaines Township
Village of Gaines
Mundy Township
Argentine Township

K:\trans\TIP\2020-2023\TIP Staff Agency Contact Sheet.docx

VC

A Long Range Plan for Transportation, Housing, & the Environment

Today’s Agenda
Welcome and Introductions
Approval of the May 21, 2018 Meeting Minutes
Plan Timeline
Data Collection Sections
Socio-Economic Projections
Transportation Model
Coordinated Plan
Non-Motorized Trails
Environmental Assets
Aviation
Landfill

Next Meeting

Genesee County Coordinated Public-Transit Human Services
Transportation Plan
2018
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Introduction
The Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance (GCMA) is the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for Genesee County. An MPO is the forum for cooperative
transportation decision making for a metropolitan planning area, and members of GCMA include representatives from local units of government and local citizens. They
meet monthly in the Genesee County Administration Building in downtown Flint. GCMA cooperates with the State of Michigan, transit operators, local units of government,
and other key transportation entities to carry out the planning process. Staffing for GCMA is provided by the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission (GCMPC).
GCMPC administers the programs that distribute federal funding to local transportation projects.
The Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan (Coordinated Plan) is developed to solve the transportation needs of individuals with a disability,
elderly individuals, and persons of low income for all of Genesee County. To ensure GCMPC staff and transportation entities are addressing the needs of the identified
populations, the Coordinated Plan is updated every five years.
In addition to the Coordinated Plan process that produced this document, GCMPC also participates in community planning efforts by regularly attending the Local Advisory
Council (LAC) meetings, working with local social service agencies, and by funding programs such as Emergency Shelter Grants and Supportive Housing Programs. These
programs assist emergency shelters, transitional housing facilities, and agencies that provide mediation and supportive service for the homeless or near-homeless
population in Genesee County. GCMPC administers the Community Development Block Grant Program (CDBG) as well. Its primary objective is to develop viable urban
communities by providing decent housing, a suitable living environment, and expanded economic opportunities for people of low and moderate income.

Requirements
The federal surface transportation legislation, Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act (FAST Act) was signed into law in December of 2015. This legislation replaces
the MAP-21 Act of 2012. This legislation continues to hold the requirement that all funded projects be derived from a locally developed, coordinated public transit-human
services transportation plan. The FAST Act also includes a new discretionary pilot program for innovative coordinated access and mobility to assist in financing innovative
projects for the transportation disadvantaged that improve the coordination of transportation services and non-emergency medical transportation.
Furthermore, the coordinated plan shall be developed through a process that includes representatives of public, private, non-profit and human services transportation
providers and participation by members of the public. GCMPC staff prepared this Coordinated Plan on behalf of the Mass Transportation Authority (MTA) in Genesee
County. The MTA is the designated recipient of the State’s Specialized Services Program funds and is the supporting/coordinating agency for several recipients of the
Section 5310 and Section 5317 Programs.

1|Page

The five required elements for the Coordinated Plan include the following:
1.

Identify the stakeholders in the process.

2.

Provide an assessment of available services that identifies current providers (public, private and non-profit).

3.

Provide an assessment of transportation needs for individuals with disabilities, elderly individuals, and individuals with low incomes.

4.

Provide strategies and/or activities to address the identified gaps between current services and needs, as well as opportunities to achieve efficiencies in service
delivery.

5.

Provide priorities for implementation based on resources, time, and feasibility for implementing specific strategies and activities identified.

Target Populations
The Coordinated Plan focuses on three populations in Genesee County: the elderly, persons
with disabilities and persons of low income. Individuals in these three groups tend to have a
greater need for public transit services, or private transit services. For this reason, we update
Genesee County’s Coordinated Plan every 4 to 5 years to ensure funding and technical
assistance can be directed to where it is most needed. The following narrative provides a
glimpse into the current state of these population focus areas.

Low
Income

Disabled

Elderly

Elderly Populations
According to the American Community Survey (ACS) 2012-2016 Five-Year Estimates, the
population of Genesee County was 413,090. Of this number, approximately 64,442 persons
were age 65 and older. This represents 15.6% of the County’s total population and a 2% increase for this age group since the 2010 Census. Currently in Genesee County,
there are fifteen senior citizen centers. Most of these provide some limited form of transportation for the seniors they serve. See Appendix A for a map showing the
locations of the elderly population in Genesee County.
Elderly passengers may experience limitations that affect their use of transit services. Although perhaps physically capable of riding a Fixed Route bus, their general frailty
and feelings of vulnerability may prevent them from doing so. If elderly passengers have recently stopped driving due to declining abilities, they may be lacking in transit
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experience. Travel training for new passengers can teach them what they need to know about the transit system. This knowledge will give them the freedom to get around,
while providing a feeling of comfort and security, leading to an overall positive experience.

Persons with Disabilities
The U.S. Census Bureau defines a disability as a significant limitation in sensory, physical, or mental functions, the ability to provide self-care, or the ability to function
outside of one’s home. Many individuals with disabilities rely on public transportation as their sole means of transportation. According to the (ACS) 2012-2016 Five-Year
Estimates, approximately 17% (67,931) of Genesee County’s population has reported having a disability, compared to 14% for the entire State of Michigan. See Appendix
A for a map showing the locations of the disabled population in Genesee County.
Persons with disabilities in Genesee County span a broad range of physical and mental ability. Many of these individuals are capable, sometimes with guidance, of using a
Fixed Route service. Passengers with disabilities who are not able to ride a Fixed Route bus have access to the Curb-to-Curb service to meet their transportation needs.
Some of them may also need assistance from the curb to their door. Limitations with mobility affect the amount of time it takes some passengers to get to the vehicle,
and on and off the vehicle, affecting trip schedules. There are also time constraints on how long certain passengers can tolerate riding on a vehicle. Both Fixed Route and
Curb-to-Curb drivers receive continued training to help them understand and address the capabilities and limitations of passengers with disabilities. The Disability Network
and the Visually Impaired Center provides training to the MTA vehicle operators, to help ensure that all passengers’ needs are met.

Persons of Low Income
Poverty can touch anyone no matter their age, gender, race or background. The U.S. Census Bureau’s official poverty measure, Poverty Line, is based on cash resources or
the minimum level of resources that are adequate to meet basic needs. According to the 2012-2016 Five-Year ACS estimates, approximately 21% of all people In Genesee
County have income in the past 12 months below the poverty line. The median family income in Genesee County is estimated at $53,924; 16% less than the State of
Michigan’s median family income of $63,958. See Appendix A for a map showing the locations of persons of low income in Genesee County.
Approximately 31% of people under the age of 18 in Genesee County are considered below the poverty level, compared to just 8% of people age 65 and over. The
individuals and families struggling with low incomes in Genesee County face numerous challenges. They may be separated from good jobs due to lack of reliable
transportation, or transportation at the times they need it, which may be different from what is currently available. There is also the challenge of affording the
transportation which is available. A low income can force many people to make decisions between purchasing food, medicine, clothing, shelter, or transportation.
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Public Outreach
Stakeholder Identification
In preparation for the 2018 community workshop, staff reviewed the listing of stakeholders who were notified during the previous update of Genesee County’s Coordinated
Plan and confirmed which public transit and human service agencies were still in operation. A mailing list of over 100 stakeholder agencies was developed with the complete
list included in Appendix B.

Transportation Services Inventory
All stakeholders (if applicable) were asked to fill out the transportation services inventory online before the workshop. Staff received a total of eight Transportation Service
Inventories and added this information previously received in 2014 (see Appendix C). As the primary provider for public transportation in Genesee County, an overview of
Flint MTA’s available services is included below. Many of the local senior centers also provide transportation, but these services tend to be limited. Some will only transport
their seniors to a certain geographic area, and most have restrictions on the days and times that service is available. Some are unable to offer transportation at all. Many
local agencies and faith-based organizations also offer limited transportation services, but usually only to their clients who are traveling to limited geographic areas. There
are several private transportation services available at any time of the day or night, but their costs may be prohibitive to low-income individuals. They also may not be
equipped to handle persons with disabilities.
Flint Mass Transportation Authority (MTA) Overview
The Mass Transportation Authority is the countywide transportation provider for Flint and Genesee County, Michigan. The MTA family of services includes fourteen primary
fixed routes operating seven days a week; peak period routes that augment the primary routes at high demand times; regional service taking Genesee County residents to
work places in other counties; and countywide paratransit services. MTA also provides Your Ride Demand Response transit services throughout Genesee County for the
elderly, elderly disabled, mentally disabled and for those passengers who do not have access to the fixed route services.
▪

Scheduling: The MTA uses a combination of fixed routes and demand response Your-Ride services to provide full access to individuals that require transportation
to work. The existing transit service is operated locally out of the MTA Administration and Operations facility located at 1401 S. Dort Hwy, Flint, MI and the MTA
Transfer Center in downtown Flint. MTA is seeking to become a regional authority, providing a regional hub to encompass several surrounding counties, including
Lapeer, Shiawassee, Saginaw, Genesee, Tuscola, Sanilac, Huron, Livingston and Oakland counties.

▪

Hours of operation: The services begin at 4:30 a.m. and operate throughout the day and end at 1:00 a.m. The scheduling for local Your-Ride demand response
transit service within Genesee County is handled through dispatch. All fixed routes depart from the downtown Transfer Center and have a time schedule that
runs on the half hour from 6:30 a.m. to 9:30 p.m. Monday through Sunday. Scheduling for regional transit service is with specific times and locations for arrivals
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and departures depending on the destination. Most of the regional route times are set according to working shifts to accommodate the workers as well as the
employers. All regional routes depart from the Transfer Center in downtown Flint.
▪

Agreements: MTA has inter-local agreements with the Greater Lapeer Transportation Authority, Shiawassee Area Transit Authority, SMART, DDOT, Saginaw,
Oakland, and Livingston Essential Transportation Services. This makes it possible to take individuals across service boundaries to provide direct access to jobs.

Self-Assessment
Prior to the workshop, stakeholders were asked to fill out a self-assessment that represents the five core elements of building a fully coordinated transportation system.
Staff received six completed assessments. Results from this assessment are included in Appendix C.
1.
2.
3.

Making Things Happen by Working Together
Taking Stock of Community Needs and Moving Forward
Putting Customers First

4.
5.

Adapting Funding for Greater Mobility
Moving People Efficiently

Community Workshop
The 2018 community workshop was held on July 19th at the Flint Mass Transportation Authority’s (MTA)
Administration Building. Fifteen stakeholders representing various community service agencies were in attendance,
many of which have never participated in the workshop prior to this year. The workshop started with introductions
as each attendee stated which agency they were representing and why they were interested in improving transit
services in Genesee County. Staff presented to the audience why a Coordinated Plan was needed, discussed major
goals of the plan, and reviewed results of the online surveys. At this point in the workshop, the attendees were ready
to begin the group exercises.

Transportation Needs
Community stakeholders were asked to re-identify the transportation needs and existing gaps in transit services in
Genesee County. The 2014 list of unmet needs was displayed on the projector and the groups were provided with
large notepaper and markers to transcribe their revisions and developed new lists of unmet needs and gaps in
services. After about twenty minutes, each group presented their results to the entire audience. The following summary does not appear in any type of priority order and
should be viewed as a summary of discussion that took place.
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Needs of the Elderly and Medical Needs
▪
▪

Elderly passengers could benefit from a “how-to-ride” pamphlet or guide to become confident in using the transit system. Discussion followed on how the greater
community could benefit from regularly scheduled sessions hosted by the MTA staff, held throughout the County.
There is a need for expanded Your Ride service hours for medical-related trips, such as dialysis patients going to and from their appointments. These individuals
require transportation that takes into consideration their physical needs. Discussion ensued on the number of cancelled or simply missed medical appointments
because of unreliable transportation options. There may be financial interest from the medical community to assist the MTA.

Needs of Disabled Individuals
▪
▪
▪

A need still exists for a program to reduce or eliminate the costs of replacing a lost transit card. Many individuals cannot afford to purchase replacement cards.
Community infrastructure improvements are still needed at some bus shelters throughout the metropolitan region. Many of the sidewalks leading to the bus
stops and shelters need repair, so that individuals using wheelchairs, walkers, canes, etc., can access them safely.
Having awareness of current needs of veterans was discussed as an unmet need in the greater Flint community.

Needs of Low-Income Individuals
▪
▪

Having reliable, affordable transportation to work and medical appointments continues to be a top priority our community leaders must address. Many residents
are without reliable transportation to get them to work on time each day or have the repair and maintenance bills may be financially out of their reach.
We must keep flexible fee options for low-income individuals.

Needs for Expanded non-emergency medical transportation
▪

The Rides to Wellness Program has been a huge success however participants again felt there is still a need for expansion for dialysis appointments.

Need for Expanded Service Areas
▪
▪

Participants of the 2018 Coordinated Plan Workshop stated that additional MTA Fixed Routes are needed in many areas of Genesee County. Specific areas in need
of new routes include Davison, Grand Blanc, and Flint Township.
For regional service options, there is a growing need for expanded routes to Saginaw County, Livingston County, and Ann Arbor region.

Needs for Improved Technology
▪

There continues to be a need for an improvement in the technology for fare payment options and real time bus tracking.

6|Page

Strategies
Community stakeholders were then asked to develop strategies to meet those needs. To address the above transportation needs and gaps in services, the workshop
participants reviewed the current list of strategies and came up with the following revised lists of potential strategies. Each group considered its list of needs, and then
identified the following strategies that could be used to help the needs. Staff again used the projector to display the strategies originally identified during the 2014 workshop
and participants followed the same process as the first step. During this time, discussion took place on which previously identified strategies had been successful. The MTA
representative shared numerous success stories and ongoing projects.
➢

Maintain and Increase Funding for Services
o Continue to seek grants to supplement costs
o Keep options for low-income individuals

➢

Outreach, Publication and Marketing of MTA’s Transportation Services
o Partner with elected officials to share information
o Host regularly scheduled education meetings across the
region

➢

➢

Incorporation of Technology
o Improve bus shelters
o Exceed Title VI requirements (audio recognition, visual display
boards, etc.)
o Make scheduling upgrades/ new payment options
o Launch smart phone apps
o Integrate with Flint Bike Share system
One Place for all Resources
o Ensure all community service agencies have the same
information

➢

Coordination between Organizations and Businesses
o Partnerships with larger employers (could provide added
services for employees
o Partner with Chamber of Commerce and governmental
committees

➢

Expand marketing for seniors
o Help to calm fears about transit
o Show benefits such as reliable access to groceries

➢

Expand Rides to Wellness Program
o Partnership with senior centers

➢

Keep Subsidized Passes/Sliding Fee Scale
o Digital version
o Include organization logos to reduce sale of free passes
o Continue to seek grants to cover costs

➢

Coordination of Transit Services Outside of Genesee County
o Meetings monthly, not quarterly to coordinate rides
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Priorities
For the final step, community stakeholders were asked to prioritize those strategies for funding and implementation. Participants did so by using dot stickers to vote for
their top three strategies they felt were most important. Many strategies received equal ranking by the stakeholders and were considered as such. Staff created the
following diagram to readers visualize the result. It’s important to note that a “tier 3” priority can take place before a “tier 1” if funding becomes available and there is
enough community support.

Regional Transit Mobility
Between 2014 and 2016, Metropolitan Planning
Organizations (MPO) from across the State of Michigan
worked on the issue of regional transit mobility. Staff
assisted MDOT to undertake a planning effort that
documented what is known about the need for regional
transit mobility and the ability for customers to use current
transit services for cross county or cross system trips. A
result of these discussions was a regional mobility plan for
the seven-county I-69 Thumb Region which identifies next
steps to improve county-to-county transit services.

Tier 1

Tier 2

Tier 3

Incorporation
of technology

Coordination
among
businesses

Directory for
all available
services

Expand
marketing for
seniors

Marketing of
the MTA

Keep
subsidized
transit passes

Moving Forward
Staff will continue working with local transit and human
Maintain &
Improve onExpand Rides
service agencies, along with FHWA, MDOT and FTA, to
increase
demand
to Wellness
facilitate the Coordinated Plan process. As projects are
funding
services
derived from the Genesee County Coordinated Public
Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan, staff will participate in helping those projects move forward as necessary. The projects will go through the appropriate
committee process (Genesee County’s technical and policy committees) to be included in the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), which is the official schedule
and budget of proposed transportation improvements within Genesee County.
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Appendix A: Maps of Target Populations
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Appendix B: Community Workshop Documentation

Organization
Action Management Corporation
American Arab Heritage Council
Amtrak-Government/Public Affairs
Ann Arbor Area Transportation Authority
Argentine Township
Atlas Township
Baker College of Flint
Best Cab Company
Bishop International Airport
Brennan Senior Center
Burton Senior Center
Capital Area Transportation Authority
Carman-Ainsworth Senior Center
Career Alliance
Carriage Town Ministries
Charles Stewart Mott Foundation
City of Burton
City of Clio
City of Davison
City of Fenton
City of Flint
City of Flushing
City of Grand Blanc
City of Linden
City of Montrose
City of Mt. Morris
City of Swartz Creek
Clayton Township
Clio Area Senior Center
Crim Fitness Foundation
Davison Township
Davison Area Senior Center
Diplomat Pharmacy
Disabled American Veterans Chp 3
Family Service Agency
Federal Highway Administration - Michigan Division
Federal Transit Administration
Fenton Township
Flint & Genesee Chamber of Commerce
Flint Community Schools
Flint Downtown Development Authority
Flint Housing Commission
Flint Township
Flushing Area Senior Center
Flushing Township
Forest Township

Forest Township Senior Center
Gaines Township
Genesee Area Skill Center - Transportation Services
Genesee County Association for Retarded Citizens
Genesee County Community Action Resource Dept
Genesee County Community Mental Health
Genesee County Department of Veterans Services
Genesee County Office of Senior Services
Genesee County Road Commission
Genesee Intermediate School District
Genesee Township
Genesys Health System
Grand Blanc Senior Center
Grand Blanc Township
Greater Lapeer Transit Authority
Hamilton Health Network
Hasselbring Senior Center
Hurley Medical Center
Jewish Community Services - Federation & Community
Kettering University - University Ave Corridor Coalition
Krapohl Senior Center
Livingston Essential Trans Service
Loose Senior Center
Mass Transportation Authority
McLaren Regional Medical Center
MDOT - Office of Passenger Transportation
Michigan Department of Human Services
Michigan Schools for the Deaf
Michigan Works Career Alliance
MichiVan - Enterprise
Mission of Peace
Montrose Senior Center
Montrose Township
Mott Community College
Mt. Morris Township
MTA Elderly & Disabled Local Advisory Council
Mundy Township
My Brother's Keeper
Priority Children
REACH
Resource Genesee
Richfield Township
Saginaw Transit Authority Regional Service
SCSAC
Shelter of Flint
Shiawassee Area Transportation Agency
Swartz Creek Area Senior Center

The Disability Network
Thetford Senior Center
Thetford Township
U of M Flint - Chancellor Office
United Way of Genesee County
Valley Area Agency on Aging
Vienna Township
Village of Gaines
Village of Goodrich
Village of Lennon
Village of Otisville
Village of Otter Lake
YMCA
YWCA of Greater Flint

June 5, 2018

Dear Stakeholder,
You are receiving this invitation because you have been identified as a provider of transportation or
someone interested in transportation issues for people living in Genesee County. The Genesee County
Metropolitan Planning Commission (GCMPC) has begun the process to update Genesee County’s 2045 Long
Range Transportation Plan. Part of this update is developing a new Coordinated Public Transit-Human
Services Transportation Plan for Genesee County. This plan will include identification of the transportation
needs of individuals with disabilities, older adults and people with low incomes. It will also provide
strategies for meeting those needs and will prioritize transportation services for funding and
implementation.
To help facilitate discussion, GCMPC staff would like to gather information prior to the holding a
stakeholder workshop in mid-July. If you are an agency or entity that provides transportation services,
please complete the following transportation services inventory. There is also a self-assessment survey for
everyone to fill out whether they provide transportation services or not. The self-assessment survey is vital
because the Coordinated Plan will identify transportation needs in the county and develop priorities to
address those needs.
The workshop is scheduled for Thursday, July 19, 2018 at the Flint Mass Transportation Authority (MTA)
Administration Building from 9:00 -11:00 a.m. Please RSVP using the following link. Whether or not you
plan to attend the workshop, please complete both the online Self-Assessment Survey and Transportation
Services Inventory by Friday, June 22, 2018. Please feel free to contact our office if you have any questions
or need further clarification at (810) 257-3010.
▪
▪
▪

Inventory: https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/TransitInventory
Self-Assessment: https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/TransitSelfAssessment
RSVP 2018 Workshop: https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/CoordinatedPlanRSVP

Sincerely,

Jacob Maurer, Planner II
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services
Transportation Plan Workshop
Thursday, July 19, 2018
9:00 – 11:00 a.m.

AGENDA
I.

Welcome & Introductions

II.

Survey Results

III.

Small Group Activity – Phase One
▪ Identify gaps in services / unmet needs
▪ Develop strategies

IV.

Small Group Activity – Phase Two
▪ Prioritize Strategies

V.

Next Steps

Appendix C: Online Surveys and Transportation Inventory

Summary of Transportation Services

Agency

Eligibility
Restrictions

Service Area

Age 65+; and
persons with
disability or on
Medicare

Genesee County

Brennan Senior
Community Center

Vehicles

Scheduling

Fares

Uses MTA Your Ride

Demand Response; MondaySunday

$2.25 each way

n/a

Lapeer Rd. to the north,
Lippincott Blvd. to the
south, Center Rd. to the
east, & S. Saginaw St. to
the West

Uses MTA Your Ride

Demand Response; MondayFriday, 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m. &
holiday: n/a

Low fare or free bus pass

Burton Senior Center

Age 60+; residing
in the City of
Burton or within 5
miles of Center

Living in the City of
Burton, or within 5 miles
of the Center

Shuttle: 8 passenger
with lift and one tie
down; Van: 12 passenger
without lift

Demand Response; Mon.,
Tues., Thurs., & Fri. 8:00 a.m.
to 4:30 p.m. & holiday: n/a

$1.00 donation

Carman-Ainsworth
Senior Center

Age 60+

N-Pierson road, S-Hill
road, E-Elms, W-Dort
Hwy

16 passenger bus - no
lift, wheelchair with 8
people

Demand Response; MondayFriday, 8:00 a.m. - 3:00 p.m.

$2.00 each way

Clio Area Senior
Center

Age 50+

Northern Genesee
County

One 28 passenger bus;
one 14 passenger van

Demand Response; MondayFriday

$2.00 each way

Brennan Senior Center

Davison Area Senior
Center

60+ and Genesee
County resident

4 mile radius of Davison
Senior Center

15 passenger van, nonhandicap accessible

Demand Response; MondayFriday, 9:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.;
24 hour notice

$5.00 round trip within 4 miles

Eastside Senior
Citizens Association

Senior Citizens
who are 60+; who
are in designated
service area

North to Mt. Morris
Road, East to Irish Road,
South to Lippincott, and
West to Court St.

2005 Ford Conversion
Vehicle; 12 passenger
van with lift

Demand Response; MondayFriday, 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

$3.00 each way

Family Service Agency
of Mid-Michigan /
Foster Grandparent
Program

Foster
Grandparents;
age 55+ ; Income
200% of poverty
or less

Genesee County

One 15-passenger van

Fixed Route; Monday-Friday,
7:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

Free to Client

Flint Downtown
Development
Authority

None

Downtown Flint

1 Trolley

Fixed Route; Thursday Saturday 2:00-10:00 p.m.

n/a

Flushing Area Senior
Center

Seniors age 50+
within Flushing
School District

Flushing School District
(unless pre- scheduled)

One 14-passenger vanno lift or ramp

Fixed Route; Monday-Friday,
8:30 a.m. - 2:00 p.m. and
holiday: n/a

Suggested $3.00 donation

Flushing Township

Seniors

Flushing Township,
Clayton Township, &
Flushing City

2 vehicles (one bus and
one van)

Fixed Route; Monday-Friday,
and holiday: n/a

Free to Client

Genesys Health
System

PACE (program
for all inclusive
care for the
elderly) - Spring
2015

Genesee Intermediate
School District

School Aged
Children in Special
Ed, Head Start,
and Career Tech

TBD

Demand Response

TBD

Genesee County

152 busses; 20 Vans

Fixed Route; Monday-Friday
Door-to-door service (with few
exceptions), field trips by
request

n/a

Available to all
residents

City of Lapeer, Townships
of Deerfield, Elba,
Oregon, Mayfield, &
Lapeer

12 vehicles (seats 14);
15 vehicles (seats 22-26)

Demand Response; MondayFriday, 6:00 a.m. - 8:00 p.m.
and Saturdays 9:00 a.m. - 3:00
p.m.; and major holiday: n/a

Hasselbring Senior
Center

Seniors age 60+
and center
member

Genesee County

MTA Your Ride, &
Genesee County Senior
Center Van

Fixed Route, Demand
Response; Monday-Friday,
9:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m. and
major holiday: n/a

Van Service: free to member

Hamilton Community
Health

Patient
Transportation
Program

None. Provide patients
with bus passes and cab
vouchers

Demand Response

n/a

Greater Lapeer
Transportation
Authority

Genesee County

Genesee & Lapeer
Counties

$1.50: Disabled & 60+; $2.00:
Students 5-18; $3.00: 19+

Hurley Medical Center

Emergency
transportation of
pediatric patients
only

Jewish Community
Services - Highway to
Health

Must be a
Genesee County
resident for outof-County medical
appointments

Jewish Community
Services - Local
Transportation
Services

Must be a
Genesee County
resident

Genesee County

Ambulance

Demand Response

n/a

Ann Arbor, Saginaw,
Lansing, & Detroit area

One 9-passenger van
(with lift), One 7
passenger van ( space
for 1 wheelchair), One 6
passenger van (space for
2 wheelchairs)

Demand Response; Four week
days, 1st call/1st serve basis &
holiday: n/a

Sliding Fee Scale, Medicaid
reimbursement

Genesee County

One 15-passenger bus
(with lift), One 12
passenger bus ( space
for 1 wheelchair), One 9
passenger bus (space for
2 wheelchairs)

Demand Response; MondayFriday, 8:30 a.m. - 4:30 p.m. &
holiday: n/a

$2.25 each way, rides are not
denied if client is unable to pay

Demand Response; Weekdays

$20 / $10 half fare (depending
on requests)

Demand Response; MondayFriday, 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. &
holiday: n/a

n/a

Livingston Essential
Transportation
Services

None

Livingston County

8 - Medium duty cut
away buses (7 lift
equipped 1 non-lift); 15 small cut away buses (all
lift equipped); 2 - Dodge
Caravans (Ramp
equipped)

Loose Senior Center

Case by case basis
(only provide
monthly / daily
bus passes)

Genesee County

Uses MTA busses and
Your Ride

Love Inc.

Case by case basis
(only provide
monthly / daily
bus passes)

Genesee County

n/a

Monday-Thursday, 9:00 a.m. 3:00 p.m. and holiday: n/a

Free to client

Fixed Route, Demand
Response; Monday-Friday,
6:30 a.m. - 10:00 p.m.,
Saturday, 6:30 a.m. - 12:00
a.m., Sunday, 9:30 a.m. - 7:00
p.m.

Fixed Route: $1.75 (general),
$0.85 (ADA & reduced), $3.00
(regional); Demand Response:
$3.50 (general), $2.25 (ADA &
reduced); & Monthly passes are
available

Mass Transportation
Authority

None

Genesee County (w/
some regional routes)

Busses: 139 (fixed
route), 126 (demand
response); Vans: 13
(demand response);
Other: 13 (Ford C-max
Cars)

Montrose Senior
Center

Anyone 60+ in our
area and close
proximity, also
handicapped

Montrose City, Montrose
Township, and close
proximity

20 passenger bus with
lift assist

Demand Response; Monday
through Friday 9:00 a.m. -5:00
p.m. , evenings for special
events

My Brother’s Keeper

Medical-related

Genesee County

One van; two trucks

Demand Response; Weekdays
8:00 a.m. – 5:00 p.m.

n/a

ReSource Genesee

Must have a
documented
appointment for
healthcare,
employment, or
emergency need

Genesee County

Uses MTA busses and
Your Ride

Monday-Friday, 9:00 a.m. 4:30 p.m. and holiday: n/a

Free to client

No charge, donation only

Must be a
participant in the
Pathway of Hope
program.

Genesee County

Uses MTA busses and
Your Ride

By appointment only

Free to client

STAT EMS

None

Genesee County, State of
MI, & out of state (w/
pre-arrangements)

Multiple DOT approved
vans (with bariatric
ramp),multiple "car"
style transportation for
ambulatory patients

Demand Response; 24/7/365

$25-$35 one-way

Swartz Creek Area
Senior Center

Seniors age 50+
within Swartz
Creek Area School
District

Swartz Creek Area School
District

One 14-passenger bus
no lift or ramp

Demand Response; MondayFriday, 90 minutes for lunch;
3.5 hours on Tuesdays for
shopping

Free to client

Genesee County

8 vehicles; all but 1
accessible with lifts

Demand Response; MondayFriday

$4.00 per day, round trip

Salvation Army

Vocational
Independence
Program

Age 65+ and
persons with
disability residing
in MTA service
area

2018 Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan

Q1 Have leaders and organizations defined the need for change and
articulated a new vision for the delivery of coordinated transportation
services?
Answered: 6

Skipped: 0
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Q2 Is a governing framework in place that brings together providers,
agencies and consumers? Are there clear guidelines that all embrace?
Answered: 6

Skipped: 0
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Q3 Does the governing framework cover the entire community and
maintain strong relationships with neighboring communities and state
agencies?
Answered: 6

Skipped: 0
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Q4 Is there sustained support for coordinated transportation planning
among elected officials, agency administrators and other community
leaders?
Answered: 6
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Q5 Is there positive momentum? Is there growing interest and
commitment to coordinating human service transportation trips and
maximizing resources?
Answered: 6
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Q6 Is there an inventory of community transportation resources and
programs that fund transportation services?
Answered: 5
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Q7 Is there a process for identifying duplication of services, underused
assets and service gaps?
Answered: 5
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Q8 Are the specific transportation needs of various target populations
well documented?
Answered: 5
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Q9 Has the use of technology in the transportation system been
assessed to determine whether investment in transportation technology
may improve services and/or reduce costs?
Answered: 5
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Q10 Are transportation line items included in the annual budgets for all
human service programs that provide transportation services?
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Q11 Have transportation users and other stakeholders participated in the
community transportation assessment process?
Answered: 5
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Q12 Is there a strategic plan with a clear mission and goals? Are the
assessment results used to develop a set of realistic actions that improve
coordination?
Answered: 5
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Q13 Is clear data systematically gathered on core performance issues
such as cost per delivered trip, ridership and on-time performance? Is the
data systematically analyzed to determine how costs can be lowered and
performance improved?
Answered: 5
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Q14 Is the plan for human services transportation coordination linked to
and supported by other state and local plans such as the Regional
Transportation Plan or State Transportation Improvement Plan?
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Skipped: 1

Needs to Begin

Needs
Significant...

Needs Action

Done Well

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Needs to Begin

40.00%

2

Needs Significant Action

0.00%

0

Needs Action

40.00%

2

Done Well

20.00%

1

TOTAL

5

14 / 31

2018 Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan

Q15 Is data collected on the benefits of coordination? Are the results
communicated strategically?
Answered: 5
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Q16 Does the transportation system have an array of user-friendly and
accessible information sources?
Answered: 5
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Q17 Are travel training and consumer education programs available on
an ongoing basis?
Answered: 5
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Q18 Is there a seamless payment system that supports user-friendly
services and promotes customer choice of the most cost-effective
service?
Answered: 5

Skipped: 1

Needs to Begin

Needs
Significant...

Needs Action

Done Well

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Needs to Begin

0.00%

0

Needs Significant Action

40.00%

2

Needs Action

40.00%

2

Done Well

20.00%

1

TOTAL

5

18 / 31

2018 Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan

Q19 Are customer ideas and concerns gathered at each step of the
coordination process? Is customer satisfaction data collected regularly?
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Q20 Are marketing and communications programs used to build
awareness and encourage greater use of the services?
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Q21 Is there a strategy for systematic tracking of financial data across
programs?
Answered: 5
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Q22 Is there an automated billing system in place that supports the
seamless payment system and other contracting mechanisms?
Answered: 5
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Q23 Has an arrangement among diverse transportation providers been
created to offer flexible services that are seamless to customers?
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Q24 Are support services coordinated to lower costs and ease
management burdens?
Answered: 5
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Q25 Is there a centralized dispatch system to handle requests for
transportation services from agencies and individuals?
Answered: 5
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Q26 Have facilities been located to promote safe, seamless and costeffective transportation services?
Answered: 5

Skipped: 1

Needs to Begin

Needs
Significant...

Needs Action

Done Well

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Needs to Begin

20.00%

1

Needs Significant Action

40.00%

2

Needs Action

20.00%

1

Done Well

20.00%

1

TOTAL

5

26 / 31

2018 Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan

Q27 Making Things Happen by Working Together:
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Skipped: 1

5

4

3

2

1

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

5

20.00%

1

4

0.00%

0

3

60.00%

3

2

20.00%

1

1

0.00%

0

TOTAL

5

27 / 31

2018 Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan

Q28 Taking Stock of Community Needs and Moving Forward:
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Q29 Putting Customers First:
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Q30 Adapting Funding for Greater Mobility:
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Q31 Moving People Efficiently:
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Environmental Assets
Current Conditions
Environmental assets are a useful resource in the
quest for sustainability as they play an important
role in preserving and replenishing life. Although
they typically are not associated with a monetary
value, environmental assets are a large factor in
what drives growth in a community and creates an
ecological balance. This section will discuss
Genesee County’s natural assets as well as their
function in helping provide an environmental
safety net in the County.
What Do We Have?
355 Rivers, Streams, and Drains
86,400 acres of forests/woodlands
94 Lakes
36,090 acres of wetlands
11,000 acres of parkland

Due to the wide variety of environmental assets
located throughout Genesee County, residents
have access to many recreational activities
throughout the year. These activities include
fishing, trail walking, snowmobiling, boating,
canoeing, kayaking, and even equestrian riding.
Climatically speaking, Genesee County experiences
winters that are generally cold with average snow
amounts ranging from 36 to 45 inches. Summers
are warm and humid, while fall and spring
temperatures are moderate with an average
annual rainfall of 31 inches. Overall, the trend over
the last 30 years appears to show a gradual
increase in both temperature and precipitation
overtime.
Source: Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission GIS Database
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How Does Genesee County Compare?
Percent of Total Area that is Water
Michigan

41.5%

Oakland County

4.4%

Kent County

2.9%

Washtenaw County

2.3%

Genesee County

1.9%

Ingham County

0.8%

Potential Benefits of Environmental Assets
1. Improved quality of life
The recreational activities that are available in
Genesee County help promote a healthier lifestyle
by fostering improved mental and physical health.
Studies show that by using natural assets for
relaxation and exercise, residents may see the
benefit of stress relief or even the prevention of
diseases such as diabetes, heart attacks, asthma,
obesity, or strokes.
2. Enhanced natural environment
Environmental assets including wetlands,
woodlands, groundwater, and floodplains have a
key function in supporting sustainability in
Genesee County. These assets, along with human
interaction, derive benefits that are essential to
creating a catalyst for food producing, water
purification, flood mitigation, and the prevention
of draught. For example, wetlands act as a
transitional
zone
between
manmade
infrastructure, such as roads and buildings, and
waterways to produce a unique ecosystem that
provides reasonable protection of growing
vegetation and enhanced habitats for animals.
Woodlands not only serve as a habitat for wild life

and plants, but also help protect soil by controlling
wind and water erosion. Groundwater is a direct
stimulant for economic growth through farming
and industry, while simultaneously sustaining wild
life and even humans since it is an excellent source
for drinking water due to it being less vulnerable to
pollution. Floodplains act as a safety net for wildlife
living near water as well as help with flood storage
and erosion control.

proper protocol will be followed by all involved
entities to uphold preservation of historic,
economic, and environmental features within the
local community. This is carried out primarily by
consultations with various agencies which help to
identify and mitigate issues such as conserving
existing vegetation, minimizing noise, managing
waste disposal, and protecting water quality.
Proposed community development projects go
through a similar environmental review process
which is enforced by U.S. Department of Housing
and Urban Development. This process considers
the extent of the proposed activities in relation to
the area’s natural assets. Elements of this review
process
include
air
quality,
floodplain
management, historic preservation, endangered
species, and wetlands protection.
As Genesee County grows, the primary challenge
will be to continue balancing the preservation of
environmental assets without inhibiting economic
development.

3. Environmental asset preservation
With a population of over 400,000 people living in
Genesee County, construction projects are an
inevitable consequence of development. While
this is generally seen as positive progress,
construction projects without proper oversight
tend to act as a negative force in terms of
preserving the natural environment. Fortunately,
in cooperation with local, state, and federal efforts,
there have been plans set in place to assist in
mitigating developmental impacts.
In terms of transportation projects, design
guidelines and mitigation activities are initiated
through the Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS)
program. The CSS program principles assure that
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Aviation
Air travel serves a very important role for the
movement of people, goods and services in
Genesee County’s transportation network.
Although the major air travel provider is Bishop
International Airport (FNT), several other smaller
general use airports provide an important link as
well. This section will describe the airport
facilities in existence as well as potential future
expansions to those facilities. Included are a
description of passenger services and the
movement of cargo and freight. The locations of
existing aviation services are depicted in the map
on the right.
The Michigan Airport Systems Plan (MASP) assigns
airports to one of three tiers based on an airport’s
ability to respond to state goals and objectives.
Tier 1 airports respond to essential and critical
state airport system goals and objectives. These
are core airports. Tier 2 airports complement the
Tier 1 airports and respond to local community
needs. Tier 3 airports duplicate services provided
by other airports and respond to the needs of
individuals or small businesses.

Bishop International Airport (FNT) is the largest
and busiest airport in Genesee County. Bishop
International Airport (FNT) is classified as a Tier 1
airport in the Michigan Airport Systems Plan
(MASP) because it effectively provides service to a
significant population and business center. FNT is
the third largest airport in the state of Michigan.
FNT is registered as a Class A, air carrier airport
with both cargo and commercial/private
passenger services.
The airport is centrally located on Bristol Road
with ramps to both I‐75 and I‐69, and just minutes
from US‐23 and I‐475. It is also strategically
located 35 minutes north of the Auburn Hills‐
Rochester area of Oakland County, 45 minutes
north of Southeastern Michigan's most populated
areas, and approximately 45 minutes from the
"Tri‐City" area ‐ Saginaw, Bay City and Midland.
The FNT service area is primarily Oakland,
Genesee, Lapeer, St. Clair, Saginaw, Ingham,
Sanilac, Huron, Tuscola, Macomb and Shiawassee
Counties.
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movement into and out of FNT, measured in pounds of cargo,
decreased significantly in 2009 during the Great Recession. Cargo
traffic has been increasing again between 2009 and 2016, but still
less than before the economic recession. This decline in traffic may
be attributed to an overall shift in shipping patterns moving towards
just‐in‐time truck shipments and away from air cargo. Many
economic changes have occurred in recent years leading to this,
particularly the explosion of online retailers. See graphic below for a
comparison of traffic moving in and out of Bishop
Airport.

In 2009, Bishop International Airport completed a $33.7‐million
intermodal hub designed to shift cargo between different modes of
transportation. Bishop is partnered with the Flint and Genesee
Regional Chamber of Commerce to foster increased job opportunities
and economic diversification through the development of the
intermodal hub. This is expected to increase the area’s global
competitiveness and foreign trade zone designation. The most recent
improvement was the terminal expansion at the west end of the
facility, completed with a ribbon cutting ceremony in November of
2013. The expansion added 44,000 square feet of terminal space,
making the building a total of 245,000 square feet. In 2018, Bishop
was awarded a $4 million FAA grant to make infrastructure
improvements such as taxiway construction, rehabilitation and
lighting.
Existing at FNT today are three paved and lighted runways located on
1,550 acres with a terminal enplaning passengers from fifteen gates.
There are two commercial runways. The Federal Aviation
Administration’s Flint Air Traffic Control Tower, located on the
grounds, controls airspace over Bishop. Bishop offers hangars for
rent and has one fixed base operator on its premises. Aircraft repair
facilities are also located nearby.

Price's Airport is located in Fenton Township, east of Whitaker Road,
and south of Silver Lake Road. It is a privately owned and operated
airport and has been in service for 34 years. Price's Airport is a tier 1
airport in the MASP for regional capacity. Price’s airport is registered
as Class B, which requires attendance, by a manager, year round
operation and maintenance, airman information and data, and
aircraft fuels and oils.
The airport also houses a branch of Baker College, which offers both
an Associate’s Degree in Aviation Technology and a Bachelor’s
Degree in Aviation Management. Additional, independent flight
training is offered for pilots of both pleasure and business aircraft.
Price’s Airport is an authorized Cessna Service Center and parts
distributor. Most of the cargo and freight moving into and out of
Price are parts and supplies related to Cessna aircraft.
Dalton Airport is located in Mt. Morris Township, east of the City of
Flushing. It is a privately owned, Public Use Airport with on‐site flight
instruction. Dalton Airport is registered as a Class D Airport and does
not provide tower assistance to arrivals or departures. Dalton Airport
has two primary runways. The movement of cargo and freight is
limited to small businesses that are transporting parts and supplies.
Alkay Public Airport is located in Vienna Township, southwest of the
City of Clio, south of Dodge Road and west of Webster Road. It is a
small privately owned airport that is open to the public free of
charge. Most of the aviation activity at the airport consists of small
gliders and small aircraft with on‐site repair services available for all
small sized motorized aircraft. The movement of cargo and freight is
fairly regular with parts and supplies (car parts, aluminum, computers
etc.) flowing from small businesses in the area.
Duford Field is located in Genesee Township, east of the City of Mt.
Morris, west of Genesee Road, and north of Mt. Morris Road. It is
licensed as a Class D Airport and is registered with the State of
Michigan. Duford Field experiences light activity that is limited to
small engine airplanes.

The number of scheduled passengers flying through FNT has
decreased by about 26% between 2008 and 2017. Freight
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Today’s Agenda
Welcome and Introductions
Approval of the May 21, 2018 Meeting Minutes
Plan Timeline
Data Collection Sections
Socio-Economic Projections
Transportation Model
Coordinated Plan
Non-Motorized Trail
Environmental Assets
Aviation
Landfill

Next Meeting

Landfills
Current Conditions
In Genesee County, there are two landfills in
operation: Citizens Landfill in Mundy Township,
owned by Republic Services, and Brent Run Landfill
in Montrose Township, owned by Waste
Connections. Each landfill disposes of non‐
hazardous solid waste (municipal solid waste
(MSW), industrial special waste (ISW), and
Construction and Demolition Debris (CDD))
generated in Genesee County, other Michigan
Counties, Canada, and neighboring states.
Genesee County’s waste stream is currently
managed by the private sector, while the County
enforces the rules and regulations of the Genesee
County Solid Waste Ordinance as well as

Landfills

implementation of the County Solid Waste
Management Plan. Nearly every jurisdiction in
Genesee County has access to curbside residential
garbage and recycling pickup. However, the waste
hauler in each jurisdiction differs since services are
based upon contracts awarded by formal
agreements at the local level.
There are three companies currently providing this
service ‐ Emterra Environmental USA, Republic
Services, and Waste Management. Additionally,
there are many other waste haulers throughout
the County who provide dumpster drop‐off and
pick‐up services to residents and private
businesses.

Source: Local Units of Government 2018 Waste Hauler Contracts.
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How much waste is being disposed of in Genesee
County?
Since 2010, total solid waste disposed of in
Genesee County landfills has been trending slightly
downward with approximately 4 million cubic
yards collected in 2010, and 3.5 million cubic yards
collected in 2017. This could be associated with a
decrease in population, importing less waste,
and/or higher waste diversion rates. Note that
between 2010 ‐ 2013, some solid waste was
disposed of at Richfield Landfill in Richfield
Township. However, this landfill was closed in
2015.

What about the future?
If Genesee County’s population and employment
grows as projected, the County will see an increase
of 5.8 percent in total annual waste generation
from 1.28 million cubic yards in 2017 to 1.36
million cubic yards in 2045. Waste imported from
outside the County is an important factor when
looking at the future capacity of Genesee County
landfills. In 2017, only 38 percent of the waste
disposed of in Genesee County landfills originated
in Genesee County while 55 percent was imported
into the County. Currently, it is projected that
of landfill capacity
(lifespan of existing
landfills) remain for Genesee County Landfills.

Canada 65%

MI 34%

OH 0.7%

Top Waste Importers to Genesee County by
Percent in 2017
Sources: GCMPC Waste Generation Table & Annual DEQ Landfill Reports

How Does Genesee County Compare?

Source: Data from Michigan Department of Environmental Quality Report of Solid Waste Landfilled in Michigan.

2017 Waste Generation

Per Capita

MI Ranking out of 83 Counties (#1 is the
lowest per capita waste producer)

Genesee County

4.18 lbs./day

63

Michigan

3.79 lbs./day

N/A

Ingham County

3.54 lbs./day

52

Kent County

3.24 lbs./day

48

Oakland County

3.14 lbs./day

41

Washtenaw County

2.71 lbs./day

30

Sources: DEQ Annual Landfill Report and 2017 US Census ACS Data
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Primary Concerns of Genesee County Solid Waste
1. There are only about 18 years of landfill capacity remaining in
Genesee County

How is landfill capacity being increased?
A primary way to increase landfill capacity is through waste diversion.
Waste diversion is the process of minimizing waste generation through
source reduction, recycling, reuse or composting. Since Genesee
County does not have specific waste diversion data available,
Statewide and Nationwide statistics will be used. Michigan is diverting
about 15 percent of materials destined for the landfill through
recycling. This is significantly less than the US diversion rate at 34
percent. The infographic below describes the makeup of Michigan’s
current waste stream.

2. A significant amount of waste disposed of in Genesee County
is imported from Canada and other Michigan Counties
3. Waste generated in Genesee County is increasing slightly
4. High cost for curbside residential garbage and recycling pick‐
up services for local jurisdictions
Total Annual Value:
$15,059,773
5. Low diversion rates in Michigan cause loss of valuable
recyclable material
Potential Solutions
1. Landfill capacity (lifespan of existing landfills) could be
increased by:
 Reducing the amount of waste that is imported
 Reducing the amount of waste that is generated &
disposed of in Genesee County
 Increasing the amount of waste exported
 Creating a new cell or landfill in the County where waste
Total Annual Value:
could be disposed of
$15,059,773
2. Imported waste could be reduced by:
 Increasing the cost for outside sources to dispose of waste
at Genesee County landfills
3. Waste generated in Genesee County could be reduced by:
 Increasing the amount of waste diverted from the landfill
by reducing, reusing, recycling, and composting materials
Source: West Michigan Sustainable Business Forum. Characterization of MSW in Michigan.

Source: Michigan Department of Environmental Quality, Measuring Recycling in the State of Michigan.

Not only does diverting materials improve the environment by
increasing landfill capacity, diverted materials have a large economic
benefit due to their value in the recycling industry. In total, Genesee
County is throwing away over $15 million worth of recyclable materials
annually; this is based on projections that Michigan is throwing away
$350 million worth of materials annually. Note that materials value
changes with the market.

Through Genesee County’s Solid Waste Ordinance, funds are received
from local landfills and waste haulers who collect or dispose of waste
in the County; this fee is $0.12 per cubic yard. This is important since
the programs implemented through Genesee County’s Solid Waste
Management Plan use this funding to help promote waste diversion.
These programs include Recycle Day events where hazardous
materials and electronics are collected as well as recycling outreach
and education.

4. Curbside residential garbage and recycling pick‐up services for
local jurisdictions could be made more affordable by:
 Sharing waste hauler contracts with other local
municipalities to increase bargaining power for local units
5. Diversion rates in Genesee County could be increased by:
 Educating the public about reducing, reusing, and recycling
 Collecting data on local waste diversion metrics to use for
education and outreach
 Making it more convenient and easier to recycle materials
 Providing more opportunities for residents to recycle hard‐
to‐dispose of waste including hazardous materials,
electronics, appliances, and others

Landfill Page 3
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MEMORANDUM

TO:

Members of the Technical Advisory Committee

FROM:

Sharon Gregory, Planner III
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

DATE:

November 1, 2018

SUBJECT:

Draft Genesee County Public Participation Plan

The Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission (GCMPC) administers
several federal and State of Michigan programs for the Flint-Genesee County
area, such as the Community Development Block Grant Program, Federal
Highway Administration Programs, 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 process. The planning process GCMPC follows is
outlined and guided by the GCMPC Public Participation Plan (PPP).
Staff has been working on updating the PPP. Attached is a copy of the draft
PPP, and staff is requesting that you review this draft plan and provide your
comments to us by Friday, November 9th.
Please feel free to contact me at sgregory@co.genesee.mi.us or (810) 766-6545
with any comments or questions regarding the draft Genesee County Public
Participation Plan.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION
VE

i

Genesee County Public Participation Plan
Effective Date goes here, 2018

Prepared by the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
The preparation of the Public Participation Plan was funded in part through grant(s)
from the Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration, U.S.
Department of Transportation and the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development. The contents of this report do not necessarily reflect the official views or
policies of these organizations.
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A. Introduction
The 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 (HUD) –
Community Planning and Development
(CPD)
Programs;
Federal
Highway
Administration (FHWA) Programs; Federal
Transit Administration (FTA) 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 federal acts:

participation.”

Title 1 of the Housing and Community
Development Act of 1974, as amended in
October 1992, stipulates that:

Fixing America’s Surface Transportation
(FAST) Act On December 4, 2015, President
Obama signed into law Public Law 114‐94,
the FAST Act. It funds surface transportation
programs—including, but not limited to,
Federal‐aid highways—at over $305 billion
for fiscal years (FY) 2016 through 2020. It is
the first long‐term surface transportation
authorization enacted in a decade that
provides long‐term funding certainty for
surface transportation. The Moving Ahead
for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP‐
21), enacted in 2012, included provisions to
make the Federal surface transportation
more streamlined, performance‐based, and
multimodal, and to address challenges facing
the U.S. transportation system, including
improving safety, maintaining infrastructure
condition, reducing traffic congestion,
improving efficiency of the system and
freight
movement,
protecting
the
environment, and reducing delays in project
delivery. The FAST Act builds on the changes
made by MAP‐21. The United States Code of
Federal Regulation (CFR) pertaining to the

"A grant may be made only if the
grantee certifies that it is following a
detailed citizen’s participation plan..." (Sec.
104 paragraph a, subparagraph 3).
The final rule providing for a Consolidated
Plan;
substantial
amendments
and
performance reports for all HUD CPD
formula grant programs. Further, 24 CFR Part
91.105 requires that Genesee County “adopt
a citizen participation plan that sets forth
policies and procedures for citizen

Genesee County Public Participation Plan
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FAST Act states in Title 23,
450.316, Paragraph a, that:

Subsection

(a) The MPO shall develop and use a
documented participation plan that defines a
process for providing individuals, affected

the disabled, and other interested parties
with reasonable opportunities to be involved
in the metropolitan transportation planning
process.
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.”

public agencies, representatives of public
transportation employees, public ports,
freight shippers, providers of freight
transportation services, private providers of
transportation (including intercity bus
operators, employer‐based commuting
programs, such as carpool program, vanpool
program, transit benefit program, parking
cash‐out program, shuttle program, or
telework program), representatives of users
of public transportation, representatives of
users of pedestrian walkways and bicycle
transportation facilities, representatives of

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 when transportation legislation
changes and creates new guidelines that
staff must follow.) 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
Genesee County Public Participation Plan
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planning process. Implementation, including
workshops and administrative procedures 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 each administered program. The
policies and procedures are as follows:

County Administration Building located at
1101 Beach Street, Flint MI, 48502.

GCMPC has increased usage of electronic
public information and notification formats
while decreasing the usage of more costly
and ineffective methods, such as public
notices in newspapers. GCMPC, as outlined
in this plan, will utilize electronic formats
such as social media, posting notices and
plans on the GCMPC website located at
www.gcmpc.org, e‐mailing entities on the
Public Participation list, using on‐line survey
methods, and may do direct mailing when
appropriate. To help ensure that
the public is aware of these
changes, GCMPC will publish a
notification in the newspaper for a
plan that is being updated (i.e.
Consolidated Plan, Transportation
Improvement Program, Long
Range Transportation Plan, etc.)
indicating the start of the review
and updates, and where more
information can be found on‐line
about
said
plan.
Public
notifications will also be displayed
on the front doors of the Genesee

GCMPC uses social media to reach out to
interested persons and to persons who may
not get their news from traditional sources
such as newspapers or television. GCMPC
has a Facebook page and a Twitter feed
which can be accessed from the main
website at www.gcmpc.org or through
individual Facebook pages or Twitter
accounts. Notices of GCMPC events and
accomplishments are posted to these social
media forums.
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.
Notifications of public hearings are sent out
at least ten (10) days in advance by way of e‐
mail to the GCMPC public participation list
and are electronically accessible through the
GCMPC website at www.gcmpc.org. A
hardcopy notice is also posted on the front
doors of the Genesee County Administration

Genesee County Public Participation Plan
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Building located at 1101 Beach Street, Flint
MI, 48502.
GCMPC will comply with all Federal and
State statutes, and Genesee 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; fair housing; historic preservation;
lead‐based paint prohibition; and financial
audits for all programs.
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 disabilities
or those who are considered Limited English
Proficient (LEP). LEP refers to 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 2016 American Community
Survey of the United States Census, those in
Genesee County who spoke a language other

than English at home accounted for 3.6 % of
the county population. According to the
same survey, 1.1% of the population over
five years of age speaks English less than
“very well”.
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 be
needed. To accommodate translation
requests, staff will work with several

translate materials from English to Arabic,
staff will work with the Arab American
Heritage Council located in Flint. For large
documents, up to one month may be
needed.
Staff will also work with the
Genesee
County
Hispanic
Latino
Collaborative to translate documents into
Spanish. Large documents may take several
weeks to translate. To handle requests for
translation into other languages, staff will
work with Bromberg and Associates. Large
documents may take about three weeks. All
translation requests will be handled in as
timely a manner as possible.
For requests regarding transcription of
materials into braille, staff can work with the
Disability Network and the Michigan Braille
Transcribing Fund (MBTF). Depending on the
length of the document, up to six weeks may
be needed.

organizations to translate documents. To

Genesee County Public Participation Plan
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C. Public Participation
Methodology



Evaluating the performance of the Public
Participation Plan

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

2. Goal
The goal is to encourage citizen participation
during GCMPC planning processes. This goal
can be achieved by:


Seeking out non‐traditional program
users



Educating the public on the planning
processes



Obtaining community ideas



Incorporating community ideas into the
planning process

The four citizen participation formats
generally used by GCMPC are: workshops;
public needs hearings for Community
Development or public input sessions for
Transportation; public comment periods;
and public hearings. Participation by the
general public and targeted groups and/or
individuals is the focus of these events. At
each event, staff meets with the citizens and
works to answer their questions and gather
their input.
Additionally,
GCMPC
staff
seeks
opportunities to talk with community groups
as part of their regularly scheduled meetings.
Staff also utilizes non‐traditional venues to
seek input, such as shopping malls, farmers’
markets, transit facilities, business expos and
community events.

Workshops
Workshops are utilized to invite comments
and encourage discussion on selected
planning topics. Workshops will generally
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culminate in public hearings for presentation
and acceptance of a specific study.
A workshop is an interactive process with
the public to obtain input and provide
technical assistance. The workshop format is
held in an informal setting where interested
parties will be given updates on the progress
of the study/program/project, and are then
encouraged 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.
Workshops are held in various geographic
locations throughout Genesee County that
are accessible by public transit and are
compliant with the Americans with
Disabilities
(ADA)
Act
guidelines.
Additionally, whenever possible, workshops
will take place in non‐government buildings
such as senior centers, community centers,
churches, non‐profit offices, farmers’
markets, transit facilities, etc.

Goals and Objectives


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



To provide for public input
discussion on the above items



and

To provide reasonable and timely access
to public information

Public Needs Hearings for Community
Development Program
Public input sessions for Transportation or
public needs hearings for Community
Development are used as either a formal or
informal method of collecting public reaction
and/or input for planning issues and for
identifying community needs. These events
are also a way of notifying the public that
eligible agencies are being asked to apply for
the use of specific grant funds.
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
Program has provisions for public needs
hearings during the development of certain
plans and projects.
The Community Development Program must
provide for at least two public needs
hearings per year. These will be conducted at
a minimum of two different stages of the
year. One of these hearings is held in
conjunction with the annual update of the
Consolidated Plan. When preparing the
Consolidated Plan, and yearly when
developing the Annual Action Plan, GCMPC
will consult with other private and public
agencies. This includes local units of
government, agencies who provide assisted
housing, supportive services, health services,
and fair housing services. A minimum of
fifteen (15) days notice will be given to
citizens for each public needs hearing and
sufficient information will be published to
permit informed comments.

Genesee County Public Participation Plan
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The Community Development Program 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, with published
notices given at least seven (7) days prior to
each hearing.
The Community Development hearings
should follow closely the guidelines set forth
in the following paragraph:

“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 ten 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.”

Whenever
possible,
the
Community
Development Division will hold public needs
hearings out in the community to better
engage the affected population in the
process.
Public Input Sessions for Transportation
The Transportation Division requires public
input sessions at key decision points in the
planning process, including, but not limited
to, the approval of the Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP) and the
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).

The Transportation Division uses the public
input session process as a means of
identifying community needs, developing
projects and alternatives, and considering
other input from interested agencies and/or
individuals.
Whenever possible, the
Transportation Division will hold public input
sessions out in the community, such as at
farmers’ markets or senior centers, to better
engage the affected population in the
process.
Public Comment Periods
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.
Some programs require a period ranging
from several days to several weeks to
receive public comment. The length of any
public comment period will vary depending
on specific program requirements. Public
comments will be received by GCMPC in
electronic (website comment, social media,
or e‐mail submittal), written or oral forms.
Oral comments can be addressed at the
Genesee County Public Participation Plan
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meeting if possible, or if the public provides
their contact information, staff will address
the oral comments in writing.
The Community Development Program must
provide for at least one public hearing during
the 30‐day public comment period on the
Consolidated Plan and at least one public
hearing during the development of the
Assessment of Fair Housing (AFH) allowing at
least 30 days for public comment.

Administration Building (1101 Beach Street,
Flint).

and potential beneficiaries of proposed
plans/actions in the community.

Goals and Objectives


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

Program

Advance
Notice
Provided

Method of
Providing Notice

Community
Development

15 days

‐ GCMPC website

Transportation

10 days

‐ e‐mail to those
on the PPP
mailing list

Solid Waste

30 days or
more

‐ hardcopy at
Genesee County
Administration
Building

Public Hearings
The Solid Waste Designated Planning Agency
must provide a period of ninety (90) days 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 posted on the
GCMPC website and are also sent out
electronically by way of e‐mail notifications
to those on the GCMPC public participation
mailing list. A hardcopy notice is also
displayed on the Genesee County

A public hearing allows citizens a final
opportunity to review and comment on
planning issues and policies.
The objective of Public Hearings is to afford
the citizens of Genesee County a final
opportunity to review and comment on
plans, issues and policies. It also allows
citizens a chance to evaluate progress and
past performance. Public Hearings should
closely follow the guidelines set forth as
follows:
Public Hearings shall be held at barrier‐free
locations that offer accommodations for
persons with disabilities, focused on actual

Goals and Objectives


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

Genesee County Public Participation Plan
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To finalize public input into the selected
plan



To 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 provide technical assistance
to groups representing low‐ and moderate‐
income persons/households, persons with
disabilities, the elderly, minorities, groups
representing environmental concerns, and
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 an e‐mailed response, where
practicable, otherwise a written response
will be mailed to the address provided by the
party who made the comment.
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.
Visualization techniques help to ensure that
all attendees, including those facing literacy
or English language challenges, are able to
better understand what is being presented.
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
requirements in the past by routinely
providing maps, flow charts, photographs,
posters, etc. at meetings to help the
community visualize planning efforts. The
GCMPC website, located at www.gcmpc.org,
is routinely updated and improved to make
public information easily available on the
web.
A Transportation Improvement
Program Story Map and a Community
Development Story Map are now available
on our website. They provide a picture of
each project along with basic information
about the project, such as the cost of the
Genesee County Public Participation Plan
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project and when it will be constructed. To
continue past practices, public meetings will
be held at convenient times and locations so
that members of the community will have
equal opportunities to attend. Staff has
continually endeavored to respond to public
input received during the development of
programs and plans in a timely and
considerate manner. Since the last update in
2011, GCMPC has expanded on the list of
agencies to include as part of the GCMPC
public participation mailing list. In addition,
staff has routinely followed the guidance in
the PPP in the development of programs and
plans. In order to continue to receive quality
and valued input, staff is committed to
routinely expanding the GCMPC mailing list

to include various community groups and
interested parties.

be the portion entitled "Finalize Plan", which
will be preceded by a public hearing.
2. Amendments to Programs and Plans

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 may
be addressed as a survey, a committee
discussion, in a series of workshops, or in a
public input session. The only exception will

Amendments to the Consolidated Plan
Changes to an activity funded under the HUD
funds may happen periodically. Changes
could include recapture of funds,
reallocation of funds, change in project
scope, or the addition of a new project.
Activity changes will require a notification
be posted on the GCMPC website. Typically,
project changes do not meet the criteria of a
substantial amendment as described below,
but include minor funding changes.
Periodically, funding transfers to move funds
between projects or to close out a
completed activity occur. These transfer
requests are brought to the Allocation
Committee for review and recommendation
to the
Community
and
Economic
Development Committee, with final approval
by the Genesee County Board of
Commissioners.
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A
substantial
amendment
to
the
Consolidated Plan is defined as a change in
proposed funding under the Community
Development Block Grant Program, HOME
Program, or Emergency Solutions Grant
Program. This includes projects where a
change in proposed funding allocations of
more than 20% of a total grant award under
one of the specifically named grants occurs.
The following process will be followed:
Staff will notify HUD regarding the
Substantial Amendment.
Public notice
regarding the Substantial Amendment will be
published in local newspapers and posted on
the GCMPC website. Hard copy postings will
be placed at the local unit of government in
which the project will be undertaken.
Written comments will be received during a
30‐day period. A copy of the amendment
with public comments and responses 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 by
federal regulations, but in general, as a
capacity/regionally significant project added,
deleted, or changed that will significantly
affect fiscal constraint. The proposed
amendment will need to meet the financial
constraints of the LRTP, and may also need
to receive a determination of air quality
conformity. An amendment to the LRTP will
be brought to the Technical Advisory
Committee (TAC) and then to the
Metropolitan Alliance (Metro), and will
require action by both. This process will

include GCMPC webpage notifications, as
well as a public hearing as described in the
“Public Hearings” section on Page 8 of this
document. For a detailed description of the
TAC and Metro committees that includes
membership, function, and goals, see
Appendix A for the Committees Table.
Amendments to the Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP)
An amendment to the Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) is defined in the
federal regulations, but in general, is a
project added or deleted, a change in scope,
or a significant change in cost. An
amendment to the TIP will be brought to
TAC and Metro, and will require action by
both TAC and Metro. The amendment
process will include GCMPC webpage
notifications.
The amendment will also be reviewed for
any potential Environmental Justice and Air
Quality issues. Where appropriate, Air
Quality analysis will be done. Staff does an
analysis of the amendment to make sure the
projects will have no disproportionately high
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or adverse impacts to any of the identified
Environmental Justice populations in
Genesee County. The analysis also checks to
make sure that these projects have not
excluded anybody from participation in, or
denied or delayed benefits to, or
discriminated against any person or group of
persons in Genesee County. The analysis by
GCMPC
supports
principles
and
requirements of Title VI of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964 (Title VI), the Executive Order
(E.O.) 12898 and the 1997 U.S. Department
of Transportation's (DOT) Order to Address
Environmental Justice. Information on the
identified Environmental Justice populations
in Genesee County can be found by going to
our website (www.gcmpc.org) and accessing
the Environmental Justice sections of the
Transportation
Improvement
Program
document or the Long Range Transportation
Plan.
3.

Participation Plan Process for the
Development of the Long Range
Transportation Plan

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 five years. The last update of the plan
began with a kick‐off meeting in May of
2013. The plan was approved by the
Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance in
January of 2015. The next update of the
plan will begin in 2018, with approval
expected in 2020.

regional partners such as the Southeast
Michigan
Council
of
Governments
(SEMCOG), and other interested parties that
work will begin on the update of the LRTP
and the notice will invite them to a project
kick‐off meeting and to participate in the
LRTP update.

Genesee County Public Participation Plan
Process for the Development of the LRTP

The first several meetings of the Long Range
Transportation Plan Steering Committee will
be focused on developing an updated
strategy for the LRTP. This includes review
of the existing document, identification of
items that need to be changed or added to
the plan, public participation strategy, and
development of timelines. Development of
the plan will begin once the committee
approves a strategy.
The steering
committee will continue to meet throughout
the plan development process to provide
guidance to staff on plan development and
provide recommendations to TAC and Metro
regarding plan approval.

Step 1: Notice and Kick‐off Meeting
A public notice will be published in the
newspaper at the beginning of the
development of the LRTP signifying the start
of the process and providing notification of
where to find more information on the
GCMPC website as the update process
continues. A notice will be sent to all local
units of government, 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, our

Step 2: Begin Long Range Plan Steering
Committee Meetings
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Step 3: Public Outreach
E‐mails will be sent to the GCMPC Public
Participation list announcing public LRTP
meetings/events. A transportation survey
will be made available by way of the GCMPC
website and may be in conjunction with a
service provider, such as “Survey Monkey”.
Also, staff will provide press releases
announcing public LRTP meetings/events,
and post LRTP update information on the
GCMPC website. Staff routinely handles
media requests for LRTP information.
Step 4: Call for Projects
A Call for LRTP Projects will be advertised
and a notice will be sent to local road and
transit agencies.
Step 5: Draft list of projects
The steering committee will evaluate
projects received from the Call for Projects
and prioritize them based on projected
funding. Once the draft list of projects is
approved by the Genesee County
Metropolitan Alliance a series of three public
outreach events will be held to receive

comment on the projects. A notice may be
sent to all residents and businesses along the
proposed project corridor, and will be sent
to individuals on the public participation
GCMPC mailing list, and to local units of
government. The events will also be
advertised for the general public according
to PPP requirements. The information will
also be sent out to the list of Environmental
Consultation and Mitigation entities for their
review and comments.
Step 6: Response to Comments Received
All public comments are addressed in a
timely manner. Copies of comment sheets
and transportation surveys will be included
in the LRTP appendices. The steering
committee will review comments received
and
incorporate
comments
where
appropriate.
Step 7: Develop Draft Plan
Using the information gathered from the
LRTP
Steering
Committee,
the
local stakeholders, local agencies and the

public, staff develops a draft LRTP.
Step 8: Public Comment Period for LRTP (30
days) and Public Hearing
The draft LRTP is made available for public
comment on the website, in the Flint Public
Library and Genesee District Library, at local
units of government, and at GCMPC
offices. Concerned citizens can provide
comments by calling, faxing, writing, in
person, by e‐mail, or by social media with
FaceBook or Twitter. A Public Hearing will be
held to receive final public comment.
Step 9: Response to Comments Received
All public comments are addressed in a
timely manner. Copies of comment sheets
and transportation surveys will be included
in the LRTP appendices.
Step 10: Two Week Period to Incorporate
Comments Received
A two week period between the public
hearing and final approval of the LRTP by the
Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance will
be used to incorporate comments received
during the public comment period.
Genesee County Public Participation Plan
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Step 11: 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 Transportation
Improvement Program (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 TIP is updated
every three years.
Genesee County Public Participation Plan
Process for the Development of the TIP
Step 1: Call for Projects
Staff publishes an announcement in the
newspaper stating that preparations have
begun to develop the TIP that notifies the
public of where to find additional
information on the designated website. Staff
sends out a Call for TIP Projects to all local

road agencies; there is also a website ad
announcing the TIP development and Call for
TIP Projects.
Step 2: Staff Reviews Potential Projects
Staff meets with local road agencies to
discuss their projects. At these meetings,
any issues with Environmental Justice, Air
Quality, local match monies, etc. are
discussed. Staff reviews submitted projects
and prioritizes them according to the process
approved by the Metropolitan Alliance. A
draft list of projects is sent to the road
agencies for their review.
Step 3: Public Review of Preliminary Project
List
Staff develops a preliminary list of TIP
projects which is released for public review
on the GCMPC website. Staff holds meetings
with the public to inform them of the
potential TIP projects. Meetings include at
least two types of visualization techniques. A
Story Map is developed on the GCMPC
website to show the location of the projects
and provide basic information on them. All
comments received by staff are addressed in

a timely manner, and are also sent
electronically to the local road or transit
agency so the agency knows 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 thirty
(30) days, with
all comments being
addressed in a timely manner. Concerned
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citizens can provide comments by calling,
faxing, writing, in person, by e‐mail, or by
social media with Facebook or Twitter.

Step 6: Approval of TIP
A two week period between the public
hearing and final approval of the TIP by the
Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance will
be used to incorporate comments received
during the public comment period.
Notices of the public hearing are listed on
the GCMPC website and sent out
electronically to all parties on the Public
Participation List. At the public hearing,
comments are recorded in the minutes of
the meeting. The TIP is approved after the
public hearing.

Participation Plan Process for the
Development of the Community
Development Annual Action Plan

Step 4:
Local Units submit project
applications. Eligibility is determined by CD
staff.

The following steps provide information
about how the Community Development
Program will carry out the public
participation process for the development of
the Annual Action Plan. The Action Plan
details the annual activities to be carried out
under the priorities identified in the Five
Year Consolidated Plan. The following
funding programs are included in the plan:
Community Development Block Grant,
HOME, and Emergency Solutions Grant
programs.

Step 5: Public notice is published in local
newspapers and posted on the GCMPC
website to announce a thirty‐day comment
period. A county public hearing is held to
gather public input on the programs and
projects.

CDBG Process

Step 8: Request for Release of Funds
(RROF)/ Posting in local newspapers or at
local unit of government where project will
take place. There is a fifteen‐day comment
period for the public to review and comment
on projects.

5.

Step 1: Pre‐application process. Every three
years all local units participating in the CDBG
program complete a pre‐application to
determine project eligibility
Step 2: Call for Projects
Step 3: Local Units of Government hold
public hearings to gather input from
residents to determine project priorities

Step 6: Environmental review and final
eligibility/advertisement is posted in local
newspaper and on the GCMPC website
Step 7: Submittal of projects with the
Annual Action Plan

Step 9: HUD approval of Action Plan and
RROF
Step 10: Grant agreements and Subrecipient
Contracts finalized for signature
Genesee County Public Participation Plan
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HOME Program Process
Step 1: RFP released to interested agencies/
publication of ad in the local newspapers and
posting on the GCMPC website
Step 2: Local Units of Government are
notified of any projects proposed to be
assisted with HOME funds in their
jurisdiction. Local units are required to sign
a resolution supporting the project before an
application is considered for funding.
Step 3:
Eligible organizations submit
affordable housing applications.
Step 4: Project feasibility is determined and
level of funding is determined by staff.
Step 5: Public notice regarding proposed
projects is published in local newspapers and
posted on the GCMPC website. A thirty‐day
comment period is available and a county
public hearing is held to gather public input
on the programs and projects.
Step 6: Environmental review and final
eligibility/advertisement posted in local
newspaper and on the GCMPC website

Step 7: Submittal of projects to HUD with
the Annual Action Plan
Step 8: Request for Release of Funds
(RROF)/ Posting in local newspapers or at
local unit of government. There is a fifteen‐
day comment period for the public to review
and comment on projects.
Step 9: HUD approval of Action Plan and
RROF
Step 10: Grant agreements and Subrecipient
Contracts finalized for signature
Emergency Solutions Grant Process
Step 1: Notice of funding availability is
published in local newspapers and posted on
the GCMPC website announcing availability
of funds and application process to eligible
agencies.
Step 2: Project applications are submitted
for review and eligibility determination.

Step 4: Public notice is published in local
newspapers and posted on the GCMPC
website. A thirty‐day comment period is
available and a county public hearing is held
to gather public input on the programs and
projects.
Step 5: Environmental review and final
eligibility/advertisement posted in local
newspaper and on the GCMPC website
Step 6: Submittal of projects to HUD with
the Annual Action Plan
Step 7: Request for Release of Funds
(RROF)/ Posting in local newspapers or at
local unit of government. There is a fifteen‐
day comment period for the public to review
and comment on projects.
Step 8: HUD approval of Action Plan and
RROF.
Step 9: Grant agreements and Subrecipient
Contracts finalized for signature.

Step 3: Agencies/service partners submit
project applications. Eligibility is determined
by CD staff.
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Availability. Staff will publish a summary of
the Consolidated Plan and will include a list
of the locations where copies of the entire
proposed Consolidated Plan may be
examined. Copies will be made available to
citizens and groups upon request. Staff will
also provide a Story Map summary on the
GCMPC website for new projects.

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 Program
requires local units of government to publish
public notices providing dates, times, and
locations for the solicitation of public
comments and local needs regarding
proposed projects. Community Development
is also mandated to publish certain items
during the course of a program year. These
items include a summary of the Consolidated
Plan, Environmental Review Records (ERR),
and the Consolidated Annual Performance
Evaluation Report (CAPER) Notice of

During the Plan update or amendment
processes, the Solid Waste division will notify
the public and direct the public to the
GCMPC website for more information. An e‐
mail will be sent to those on the GCMPC
public participation list announcing the
availability of the Solid Waste Management
Plan for inspection or copying. A hardcopy
notice will be posted at the Genesee County
Administration Building (1101 Beach Street,
Flint) at the time 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
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September 30.) Staff will provide a notice of
the listing of projects that were obligated
during the previous fiscal year no more than
ninety (90) calendar days following the end
of the represented fiscal year. The public
will be notified by the GCMPC website and
through the public participation mailing list.
A hardcopy notice is also displayed on the
Genesee County Administration Building
(1101 Beach Street, Flint).

2. Contacting Target Community
Resources and Development Populations
GCMPC staff has developed mailing lists
(including e‐mail lists) for locating
businesses, labor and civic organizations,
economic development agencies, housing
groups, community non‐profit agencies and
special interest/minority groups and
organizations. These lists are comprised of
individuals,
interest
groups
and
organizations providing service and/or
referrals in the four major planning areas:
Community Development, Transportation,
Economic Development, and Solid Waste.
These lists are cross‐referenced, 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; low‐ and moderate‐
income persons, particularly those living in
slum and blighted areas; 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. Examples of

underserved
populations
that
are
represented in the Public Participation List
include the Disability Network, the Valley
Area Agency on Aging, the Genesee County
Hispanic Latino Collaborative, My Brother’s
Keeper, Shelter of Flint, and Carriage Town
Ministries.
The GCMPC website is updated frequently
with current information and news of
upcoming projects and events. Annual
Reports are produced to showcase major
achievements of GCMPC throughout the
previous year and inform the public about
GCMPC’s various programs and services. The
Annual Reports are e‐mailed to those
persons on the Public Participation Mailing
List and on the Annual Report List.
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The GCMPC website lists the divisions’
contact persons, planning and policy
committees, their scheduled meeting dates,
locations and times, and their meeting
minutes and agendas.
3. Public Service Announcements
Prior to beginning major projects, studies,
plans, etc., staff will contact local radio and
television stations for announcements
regarding public service/community calendar
items. The Public Service Announcement
will include details on the topic to be
discussed and dates and locations of those
discussions.
4. General Publicity
Whenever necessary, GCMPC's publicity
efforts will be coordinated with local
government jurisdictions to provide notice
through their websites and handouts for
display in public places. Staff utilizes the
GCMPC website (www.gcmpc.org) and social

media as more opportunities 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, community centers and
homeless
services
providers
display
information throughout the course of
planning processes and programs. Staff
requests Public Service Announcements on
television and radio stations to engage their
audiences, while also being an effort to
engage the population that experiences
challenges with reading. Publicized materials
will be written so as to be readily understood
by all literacy levels in Genesee County.
According to the 2003 National Assessment
of Adult Literacy (NAAL) estimates,
approximately 10% of Genesee County
adults lack basic prose literacy skills.
According to the American Community
Survey for the years 2012‐2016, 89.6% of
persons aged 25 years and over in Genesee
County were high school graduates or
higher. For the City of Flint, that number
was 83.2%.

5. Distribution of Plans
At a minimum, copies of all studies and/or
plans intended for public comment will be
available at the GCMPC offices and at
www.gcmpc.org. Copies will also be available
at local units of government and at
appropriate agencies based on specific
program requirements. Copies may also be
available at the Flint Public Library and
Genesee District Library.
Community
Development
and
the
Transportation
Division
keep
the
Consolidated and Annual Action Plans, the
Assessment of Fair Housing, annual
performance reports (CAPER), the Solid
Waste Management Plan, the LRTP, the TIP
and the PPP available on the GCMPC website
at all times.
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F. Public Participation Process
Evaluation
1.

Self‐Evaluation of Public
Participation Process

GCMPC staff conducts 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 outreach efforts. Written
input received from the public will be
included in appropriate plans. For the
attendees that cannot read or write, staff is
available to ask these attendees the
questions, and then record their responses
for them.
Periodically, staff will review how effective
the public participation process has been.
Staff members will ask themselves questions
regarding how the public was contacted and

how they were involved in the process. The
following list is an example of the kinds of
questions staff will ask themselves, in order
to improve the process.



Is there frequent news coverage on program
issues?



Are any changes needed to update the Public
Participation Plan?



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

2.

Committee Evaluation of Public
Participation Process



What new strategies could be used to attract
more citizens to future events?



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? Was this process 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 (disabled, homeless,
and other underserved populations)?



Was input received from minority and low‐
income populations?



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

Staff works with a Public Participation
Process Review Committee (PPPRC). These
committee members represent the various
needs of the public. Members include
representatives from the following groups:
local, state and federal government,
technical advisory committees, Chambers of
Commerce,
Downtown
Development
agencies, organizations for the elderly and
for persons with disabilities, minority
organizations, transportation and planning
agencies, faith‐based groups, environmental
organizations, and recreation and non‐
motorized interests. The PPPRC is asked to
complete a survey regarding GCMPC’s
current participation efforts and provide
feedback to staff. A meeting is held to
generate discussion and evaluate the public
participation efforts of GCMPC and make
suggestions on how to improve those

Genesee County Public Participation Plan

24

efforts. Meetings of the PPPRC will continue
to be held in order to effectively evaluate
GCMPC’s public participation efforts. Please
see Appendix B to view materials from the
last PPPRC meeting.

G. COMMITTEE STRUCTURE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

representatives of the Genesee County
Metropolitan Planning Commission (one
representing the Planning Commission and
one representing housing interests).
Goals and Objectives


Evaluate and prioritize the use of
Genesee County CD funds.



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



To assure that the funds made available
for distribution through the CDBG,
HOME, and ESG programs to
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.

Allocation Committee
The Allocation Committee was established
to: review and make recommendations to
the C&ED Committee, and the Genesee
County Board of Commissioners on the
allocation of entitlement funds for use by
the local participating communities; to
implement
the
county
Community
Development Block Grant, ESG and HOME
Programs; and to address Community
Development program needs as they arise.
The Allocation Committee is comprised of
the following representatives: three Genesee
County Board Commissioners; three elected
township officials; two elected city officials;
one elected village representative; and two

Community and Economic Development
Committee
The Community and Economic Development
Committee (C&ED) is a committee of the

whole of the Genesee County Board of
Commissioners
(Board).
They
are
responsible for the organization and
administration
of
the
Community
Development Block Grant (CDBG) and HOME
programs throughout Genesee County
outside the City of Flint boundaries, and of

the Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG)
throughout Genesee County. The C&ED
committee meets once a month. The yearly
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C&ED meeting schedule is established by the
Board of Commissioners in January of each
year.
Goals and Objectives


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.

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
two (2) years. This committee assists the
Designated Planning Agency in preparing a
Solid Waste Management Plan and consists
of fourteen (14) members as outlined below:


Four (4) from the solid waste management
industry

TRANSPORTATION



Two (2) from environmental interest groups

The Transportation Division has monthly
meetings with the Technical Advisory
Committee and the Metropolitan Alliance. It
also has several subcommittees that meet as
needed, depending on current projects or
plans. See the Committees Table in Appendix
A for a detailed explanation of these
meetings.



One (1) from county government



One (1) from city government



One (1) from township government



One (1) from the regional solid waste
planning agency



One (1) from industrial waste generators



Three (3) from the general public

Goals and Objectives


Identification of local policies and priorities



Insuring
coordination
participation



Periodically advising the county
municipalities of the plan’s status



Reviewing and approving the plan

and

public
and

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT
Solid
Waste
Committee

Management

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

H. SUMMARY
The goal of the Public Participation Plan is to
encourage citizen participation in the
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning
Commission planning processes 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,
legislative requirements, organizations, and

concepts as well as the selection of a final
plan for Genesee County.
The Public Participation Plan entails
extensive
publicity
efforts
including
community outreach at non‐traditional
venues, providing electronically accessible
information by way of e‐mailing, the GCMPC
website
(www.gcmpc.org),
Facebook,
Twitter,
letters,
public
service
announcements, paid advertising media, and
community flyers.
The public comment period for the Public
Participation Plan will be for forty‐five (45)
days. A public hearing will be held prior to
the plan’s approval by the entities listed
below.
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The Public Participation Plan has been approved by the following:

Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission:

_________________

Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance:

_ _________________

Genesee County Board of Commissioners:

____________________
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Committees Table

Committee Name

Combined Plan/Long Range Transportation Plan
Steering Committee

Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)

What It Is

What it Does

Membership

Day and Time of Meeting

How to Get Agendas

Goals

At a minimum, the steering committee is comprised of county
transportation, environmental, and community development
Suggestions and alternatives obtained
staff, Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT) staff,
from public participation processes
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) staff, Federal Transit
(workshops, hearings), community
Administration (FTA) staff, Michigan State Housing
This steering committee has been
development agencies, environmental Development Authority (MSHDA) staff, U.S. Housing and Urban
established to monitor the progress
and provide direction for the
agencies, transportation agencies, and
Development (HUD) staff, Michigan Department of
affected interest groups, will be reviewed Environmental Quality (MDEQ) staff, and appointees from the
Combined Plan/Long Range
Transportation Plan. The Combined
and considered by this committee.
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), Genesee County
Plan will be replacing the Long Range
Information obtained through the
Metropolitan Alliance (GCMA), Solid Waste Implementation
Transportation Plan.
computerized traffic modeling process
Committee (SWIC), Solid Waste Management Planning
will also be reviewed and considered by
Committee (SWMPC), the Allocation Committee, and the
this committee.
Community and Economic Development Commmittee (C & ED).
This committee is open to all interested members of the
forementioned bodies, and workshop participants.

To continue monitoring, evaluating and
The Combined Plan/LRTP Steering
providing technical transportation input into
Committee meetings are scheduled
the Combined Plan/ Long Range
as needed during updates to the
Transportation Plan process.
Combined Plan/LRTP. This committee
Agenda packets are e‐mailed
typically meets in the GCMPC
to committee members.
To suggest effective projects and alternatives.
Conference Room located on the 2nd
floor of the Genesee County
To review and evaluate alternative results for
Administration Building, 1101 Beach
social, economic, and environmental
St., Flint MI, 48502.
consequences.

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.

To assist in the development and
implementation of the Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) and the Genesee
County Long Range Transportation Plan
Agenda packets are posted on
(LRTP).
our website at
www.gcmpc.org, under the
To review, analyze and make
"Meetings and Agendas" tab
recommendations on area‐wide
on our home page. Agenda
transportation issues for the Metropolitan
packets are also e‐mailed to
Alliance, which is the Policy Committee.
committee members. Agendas
are available one week before
To ensure that the planning process is
the meeting.
followed, that the public is engaged early and
often, that hard‐to‐reach populations are
included, and that guidelines on
evnironmental consulation are followed.

The Technical Advisory Committee
(TAC) is a subcommittee of Metro and
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 Metropolitan
Alliance.

TAC meetings are held the first
Thursday of the month at 1:30 p.m.
in the GCMPC Conference Room
located on the 2nd floor of the
Genesee County Administration
Building, 1101 Beach St., Flint MI,
48502. Occasionally, meetings may
be cancelled due to a lack of action
items, or they may be rescheduled
due to holidays. Please check our
website for agendas or cancellation
notices.

Committee Name

What It Is

What it Does

Membership

Day and Time of Meeting

How to Get Agendas

Goals

To evaluate and prioritize area‐wide
transportation projects for federal
transportation funds.

Transportation System Management (TSM)
Subcommittee

Metropolitan Alliance (GCMA or Metro)

Other Ad Hoc Subcommittees

TSM Subcommittee meetings are
The Transportation System
The TSM Subcommittee consists of agencies with working
The TSM Subcommittee meets to review
scheduled as needed, and typically
To review, analyze and make
Management (TSM) Subcommittee is a
knowledge, skills and jurisdiction in managing a transportation
issues too detailed to be discussed at the
meet in the GCMPC Conference
recommendations on specific technical issues
subcommittee of TAC or Metro
system. TSM includes the Genesee County Road Commission,
Agenda packets are e‐mailed
Technical Advisory Committee and
Room located on the 2nd floor of the
for TAC.
established to provide more
the Mass Transportation Authority, the City of Flint, the City of
to committee members.
provides recommendations to the TAC
Genesee County Administration
specialized transportation‐related
Burton, the Michigan Department of Transportation, and a
regarding these issues. See TAC.
Building, 1101 Beach St., Flint MI,
To ensure that the Transportation Planning
assistance.
Small Cities representative.
48502.
Process in Genesee County is meeting federal
requirements.

The Genesee County Metropolitan
Alliance (GCMA or Metro) is the
designated Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) as well as the
Policy Committee serving the
The Metro Alliance is responsible for
The Metro Alliance is composed of an elected official and a
transportation planning process for
investigating, making recommendations citizen representative from each local unit of government that
Genesee County. Metro was organized
and for the ultimate approval of all
wishes to participate. It also includes officials from local, state,
as a cooperative alliance by duly‐
Genesee County transportation plans and
and federal departments or agencies having an interest in
appointed representatives of each
programs.
transportation issues.
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.

Other Ad Hoc subcommittees are
formed for specific planning projects
or plans which may need public
participation. Examples of these are
the Traffic Flow Model, Regional
Transit Studies, the I‐69/I‐75
Intermodal Study, or the Freight and
Connectivity Study.

Depends on project/plan under review

Depends on project/plan under review

Metro meetings are held on the
third Wednesday of the month, at
7:00 p.m. in the Harris Auditorium on
the 3rd floor of the Genesee County
Administration Building, 1101 Beach
St., Flint MI, 48502. Occasionally,
meetings may be cancelled due to a
lack of action items, or they may be
rescheduled due to holidays. Please
check our website for agendas or
cancellation notices.

To provide the leadership necessary to
develop and implement the Genesee County
Long Range Transportation Plan and the
Agenda packets are posted on
Transportation Improvement Program.
our website at
www.gcmpc.org, under the
To adopt policies and recommendations
"Meetings and Agendas" tab
necessary to assure county transportation
on our home page. Agenda
needs are met.
packets are also e‐mailed to
committee members. Agendas
To assure the implementation of various
are available one week before
transportation planning objectives by local
the meeting.
units of government and agencies. To make
sure the Transportation Planning Process is
meeting federal requirements.

The Ad Hoc Subcommittee meetings
are scheduled as needed depending
on the project/plan under review.
These subcommittes typically meet
Depends on project/plan under review‐‐Are
Agenda packets are e‐mailed
in the GCMPC Conference Room
we meeting federal regulations? Are we
to committee members.
located on the 2nd floor of the
providing an inclusive process for everyone?
Genesee County Administration
Building, 1101 Beach St., Flint MI,
48502.

Appendix B

Documentation of Public Participation Process Review

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

FLINT, MICHIGAN 48502-1470

FAX (810) 257-3185

September 22, 2016

TO: Public Participation Plan Process Review Committee
SUBJECT: Meeting of the Public Participation Process Review Committee (PPPRC)
Dear Sir/Madam:
The Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission (GCMPC) administers
several federal and State of Michigan programs for the Flint-Genesee County
area, such as the Community Development Block Grant Program, Federal
Highway Administration Programs, 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 process. The planning process GCMPC follows is
outlined and guided by the GCMPC Public Participation Plan (PPP), which can
be accessed by copying and pasting this link into your browser, then scrolling
down to the bottom of the page.
http://gcmpc.org/
We would like to invite you to represent your agency and serve as a committee
member on the Public Participation Process Review Committee (PPPRC). This
committee will only meet as needed. The purpose of the committee is to review
the public participation efforts of GCMPC and to provide feedback to staff. The
meeting for this year will take place on Wednesday, October 19, 2016 at 1:30
p.m. in the Human Resources Training Room. The Training Room is located in the
basement of the Genesee County Administration Building, 1101 Beach Street,
Flint, MI, 48502. Please let us know if you plan on attending the meeting.
Agenda is attached.
The PPPRC evaluates GCMPC’s public participation efforts to determine which
efforts were successful and how to include them in future events. The less
successful efforts are evaluated and suggestions offered to improve future
performance. The committee also helps identify barriers to local public
participation, proposes possible solutions to these barriers, and discusses the
feasibility of the proposed solutions.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION

Please fill out the attached 10-question survey and mail it to the GCMPC office
at the address in this letterhead, or fax it to (810) 257-3185 to the attention of Ms.
Sharon Gregory, or you can also access the survey on-line at:
https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/2KC8GZK
All surveys are due in our office by the deadline of Monday, October 10th.
We appreciate your time and feedback. Please contact Ms. Sharon Gregory of
my staff at (810) 257-3010, or e-mail her at sgregory@co.genesee.mi.us at your
earliest convenience and let her know if you are interested in participating in
the Public Participation Process Review Committee this year. Thank you.
Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Durgan, Assistant Director
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

DB:SG:dc
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ROOM 223 – 1101 BEACH STREET
TELEPHONE (810) 257-3010

FLINT, MICHIGAN 48502-1470

FAX (810) 257-3185

Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Public Participation Process Review Committee (PPPRC)
Genesee County Administration Building
Human Resources Training Room, Basement Level
1101 Beach Street, Flint, MI 48502
October 19, 2016
1:30 P.M.

1. Welcome and Introductions
2. Overview of GCMPC’s Public Involvement
3. PPPRC Survey Results and Feedback
4. General Discussion
5. Next Steps

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION

K:/public participation plan/PPProcess Review Committee 2016

Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Public Participation Process Review Committee Survey
Please take a few minutes to answer the following questions (#1-10) related to our public
participation efforts. Your answers will help our staff improve future public participation
efforts in Genesee County. When you are finished, please mail, fax, or fill out the survey online at: https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/2KC8GZK so that we receive it by the deadline
of Monday, October 10th. Mailed surveys go to: Ms. Sharon Gregory, Planner III, 1101 Beach
Street, Room 223, Flint, MI 48502. Faxed surveys go to: (810) 257-3185, Attn: Ms. Gregory.
Your time and comments are greatly appreciated.
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------1. Please rank (1-6) the following list of locations for holding public events or
meetings. A ranking of “1” indicates your top choice of location:
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.
g.
h.

Local township/city halls:____
GCMPC Administration Building:____
District libraries:____
Senior centers:____
Local schools:____
Malls:_____
Farmers’ markets:_______
Other: _________________

2. Visual aids are often used at meetings/events to help explain the topic being
discussed or presented. Please rate the effectiveness of each of the
visualization and supplemental materials identified below. For items a. through
g. below, please put a “1” for Very Effective; “2” for Somewhat Effective; or “3”
for Not at all Effective.
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.
g.

Maps of project locations: ________
Pictures related to projects: _______
Written summary: ________
Short presentation: ___________
Charts and graphs summarizing information: ____________
Video or other media:__________
Other:________________________

3. Please rate the following barriers to public participation in our community. For
items a. through f. below, please put a “1” for Significant Barrier; “2” for
Somewhat of a Barrier; or “3” for Not a Barrier at all.
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.

Access to a computer: ________
Time of day (time of meeting): _________
Location: __________
Language: _________
Disability barriers: __________
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f. Other: ___________________________

4. Please rate the effectiveness of the following methods to notify the public of
participation opportunities. For items a. through j. below, please put a “1” for
Very Effective; “2” for Somewhat Effective; or “3” for Not at all Effective.
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.
g.
h.
i.
j.
k.

Newspaper advertisement: ________
Flyer or brochure: _______
Website : _______
E-mail:________
Postcard mailing: ________
TV or radio ad: _________
Billboard ad: ________
Ad on a bus: ________
Word of mouth: ________
Social media
Other: _____________________

5. Please rate the effectiveness of the following methods to get public comments
on a certain topic. For items a. through f. below, please put a “1” for Very
Effective; “2” for Somewhat Effective; or “3” for Not at all Effective.
a. On-line/website comment submittal: ______
b. E-mail comment submittal: ______
c. One-on-one conversation (in person): _______
d. Group discussions: _______
e. Phone conversation: _______
f. Other: _______________________
Please visit our website at:
http://gcmpc.org/
and indicate your answer to item # 6 below.
6. Rate the difficulty of finding the “Public Notices” portion of the website.
a. Very easy
b. Somewhat easy
c. Somewhat difficult
d. Very difficult
e. Could not find information related to “Public Notices”
7. Have you attended a GCMPC public participation event (i.e. public hearing,
workshop, meeting/presentation) in the past 3 years?
a. Yes
b. No
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Only answer questions #8-#10 if you answered “Yes” to question #7.
8. Please list the GCMPC events you or your organization attended recently:
_______________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________
9. Please rate each of the following information sources at the event. Please put a
“1” for Very Helpful/Informative; “2” for Somewhat Helpful/Informative; or ”3” for
Not at all Helpful/Informative.
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.
g.

Staff: ______
Pictures: _______
Maps: _______
Graphs and charts: _______
Summary: _______
Presentation: _______
Interactive activities:_______

10. What was your overall opinion of the events? How can our events be
improved?
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
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Public
Participation
Process
Review

Thursday, November 3, 2016

Public Involvement
 Advertising
 Newspaper, website, e-mail, postcard

 Typical Locations
 City/township halls; Genesee Co. Admin. Bldg.

 Staff Presence
 Answering your questions

 Presentation Materials
 Visualization

Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) Process
 Call for Projects—Flint Journal notice, e-mail notices,
website notice
 Mail out project-specific postcards
 Three public input sessions
 Draft TIP has a 30-day public comment period; Flint
Journal notice, e-mail notices, website notice
 Public service announcements sent out to media
 Radio or television timeslots
 Public hearing

Survey Results
 38 responses total
 Question 1: Ranking of locations for holding public
events or meetings.
 61% indicated their highest ranking for local township/
city halls
 17% indicated their highest ranking for a farmers’ market
 13% indicated their highest ranking for the GCMPC
Administration Building

Survey Results
 Question 2: Effectiveness of visualization and
supplemental materials
 94% indicated that maps of project locations are very
effective presentation materials
 85% indicated that pictures related to projects are very
effective presentation materials

You are here.

Survey Results
 Question 3: Significance of barriers to public
participation in our community
 29% indicated that time of day (time of meeting) is a
significant barrier
 12% indicated that access to a computer is a significant
barrier

Survey Results
 Question 4: Effectiveness of methods to notify the
public of participation opportunities
 68% indicated that social media was a very effective
method
 68% indicated that e-mail was a very effective method
 45% indicated that postcard mailing was a very effective
method

Survey Results
 Question 5: Effectiveness of methods to receive public
comments on a certain topic
 56% indicated that a one-on-one conversation (in
person) is very effective
 49% indicated that submitting e-mail comments is very
effective

Planning!

Survey Results
 Question 6: Respondents were asked to visit our
website and rate the difficulty of finding the “Public
Notices” portion of the website.
 45% indicated that it was somewhat easy
 42% indicated that it was very easy

Survey Results
 Question 7: Attendance at a GCMPC public
participation event in the past 3 years
 59% indicated yes

Survey Results
 Question 8: Recently attended events:
GCMPC meetings
METRO meetings
TAC meetings
TIP meetings/events
Recycling/environmental events/meetings
CDBG meetings
Solid Waste meetings
Small Urban Program meeting

Survey Results
 Question 9: Rating of information sources at events
 72% indicated that maps are very helpful/informative
 64% indicated that staff is very helpful/informative

Survey Results
 Question 10: What was your overall opinion of the
event(s)? How can future GCMPC events be
improved?
Positive Feedback:
 “I feel that you cover all items and provide informative data.
Also, I would like to add that you listen to all the comments
from the public and the members. Your staff does a great
job!”
 “Helpful and organized.”
 “They are run efficiently and in the best manner possible
considering the public needs to make an effort to
participate, too.”

Positive Feedback Continued:

 “Very professional staff.”
 “Well organized. Easy to navigate programs.”
 “Overall opinion of the events: Good.”
 “All events have been very informative.”

Constructive Criticism:
 “Better notice to public.”
 “Keep attendees apprised of updates and changes before
future meetings.”
 “Somehow get more of the ‘general public’ involved.”

Constructive Criticism Continued:
 “Place as much information on the website. Include meeting
minutes, presentations, graphs, exhibits, etc…”
 “Effective. I would like to see more meetings around how
Genesee County can improve more infrastructure across the
county.”
 “The events I have attended have been very informative and
clarified the issues/plans. I think you need to find a way to
stress to the public how important their input is. You may
want to ask to speak at various community groups or
organizations.”

Next Steps
 Update of the Public Participation Plan
www.gcmpc.org
 PPPRC
 Future meetings

Discussion

Any questions, comments or
suggestions?

Gregory, Sharon
From:
Sent:
Subject:

Compton, Debra
Friday, September 23, 2016 9:18 AM
Tell Us How We're Doing!

Attention Concerned Citizens:
The Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission (GCMPC) administers several federal and
State of Michigan programs for the Flint-Genesee County area, such as the Community Development
Block Grant Program, Federal Highway Administration Programs, Federal Transit Administration
Programs, and the Solid Waste Management Program. These programs provide funding for transit,
road, bridge, and trail projects, home improvement projects, community infrastructure projects, and
recycling programs. A major component of these programs is the assurance that public participation
is provided for and encouraged throughout the planning process. The planning process GCMPC
follows is outlined and guided by the GCMPC Public Participation Plan (PPP), which can be accessed
by copying and pasting the following link into your browser, then scrolling down to the bottom of the
page.
http://gcmpc.org/
Please go to the following link and fill out our 10-question survey regarding our public participation
process.
https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/2KC8GZK
All surveys are due in our office by the deadline of Monday, October 10th.
Your responses will greatly help our staff improve future public participation efforts in Genesee County,
and will help us as we update our public participation plan.
GCMPC’s public participation efforts are reviewed by the Public Participation Process Review
Committee (PPPRC) to determine which efforts were successful and how to include them in future
events. The less successful efforts are evaluated and suggestions offered to improve future
performance. The PPPRC helps to identify barriers to local public participation, proposes possible
solutions to these barriers, and discusses the feasibility of the proposed solutions. The PPPRC will review
the summarized results of the survey.
We appreciate your time and feedback. If you have any questions regarding this survey, please
contact Ms. Sharon Gregory at (810) 257-3010, or e-mail her at sgregory@co.genesee.mi.us at your
earliest convenience. Thank you.
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Gregory, Sharon
From:
Sent:
Subject:
Attachments:

Compton, Debra
Wednesday, October 5, 2016 9:44 AM
Reminder--Tell Us How We're Doing!
Reminder Survey_PPPRC.pdf

Attention Concerned Citizens:
This is a reminder about the public participation survey you received by e-mail on September 23rd. If
you already took the survey, thank you very much! We appreciate your efforts. If you haven’t had a
chance to take the attached survey yet, please do so now! There are only 10 questions and the survey
goes quickly. Responses are due by Monday, October 10th. Thank you in advance for your feedback.
Background
The Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission (GCMPC) administers several federal and
State of Michigan programs for the Flint-Genesee County area, such as the Community Development
Block Grant Program, Federal Highway Administration Programs, Federal Transit Administration
Programs, and the Solid Waste Management Program. These programs provide funding for transit,
road, bridge, and trail projects, home improvement projects, community infrastructure projects, and
recycling programs. A major component of these programs is the assurance that public participation
is provided for and encouraged throughout the planning process. The planning process GCMPC
follows is outlined and guided by the GCMPC Public Participation Plan (PPP), which can be accessed
by copying and pasting the following link into your browser, then scrolling down to the bottom of the
page.
http://gcmpc.org/
Your responses will greatly help our staff improve future public participation efforts in Genesee County,
and will help us as we update our public participation plan.
GCMPC’s public participation efforts are reviewed by the Public Participation Process Review
Committee (PPPRC) to determine which efforts were successful and how to include them in future
events. The less successful efforts are evaluated and suggestions offered to improve future
performance. The PPPRC helps to identify barriers to local public participation, proposes possible
solutions to these barriers, and discusses the feasibility of the proposed solutions. The PPPRC will review
the summarized results of the survey.
We appreciate your time and feedback. If you have any questions regarding this survey, please
contact Ms. Sharon Gregory at (810) 257-3010, or e-mail her at sgregory@co.genesee.mi.us at your
earliest convenience. Thank you.
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REMINDER! Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
Public Participation Process Review Committee Survey
DEADLINE FOR THE SURVEY TO BE IN OUR OFFICE IS MONDAY, OCTOBER 10th!
If you have not already done so, please take a few minutes to answer the following
questions (#1-10) related to our public participation efforts. Your answers will help our staff
improve future public participation efforts in Genesee County. When you are finished,
please mail, fax, or fill out the survey on-line at: https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/2KC8GZK
so that we receive it by the deadline of Monday, October 10th. Mailed surveys go to: Ms.
Sharon Gregory, Planner III, 1101 Beach Street, Room 223, Flint, MI 48502. Faxed surveys go
to: (810) 257-3185, Attn: Ms. Gregory. Your time and comments are greatly appreciated.
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------1. Please rank (1-6) the following list of locations for holding public events or
meetings. A ranking of “1” indicates your top choice of location:
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.
g.
h.

Local township/city halls:____
GCMPC Administration Building:____
District libraries:____
Senior centers:____
Local schools:____
Malls:_____
Farmers’ markets:_______
Other: _________________

2. Visual aids are often used at meetings/events to help explain the topic being
discussed or presented. Please rate the effectiveness of each of the
visualization and supplemental materials identified below. For items a. through
g. below, please put a “1” for Very Effective; “2” for Somewhat Effective; or “3”
for Not at all Effective.
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.
g.

Maps of project locations: ________
Pictures related to projects: _______
Written summary: ________
Short presentation: ___________
Charts and graphs summarizing information: ____________
Video or other media:__________
Other:________________________

3. Please rate the following barriers to public participation in our community. For
items a. through f. below, please put a “1” for Significant Barrier; “2” for
Somewhat of a Barrier; or “3” for Not a Barrier at all.
a. Access to a computer: ________
b. Time of day (time of meeting): _________
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c.
d.
e.
f.

Location: __________
Language: _________
Disability barriers: __________
Other: ___________________________

4. Please rate the effectiveness of the following methods to notify the public of
participation opportunities. For items a. through j. below, please put a “1” for
Very Effective; “2” for Somewhat Effective; or “3” for Not at all Effective.
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.
g.
h.
i.
j.
k.

Newspaper advertisement: ________
Flyer or brochure: _______
Website : _______
E-mail:________
Postcard mailing: ________
TV or radio ad: _________
Billboard ad: ________
Ad on a bus: ________
Word of mouth: ________
Social media
Other: _____________________

5. Please rate the effectiveness of the following methods to get public comments
on a certain topic. For items a. through f. below, please put a “1” for Very
Effective; “2” for Somewhat Effective; or “3” for Not at all Effective.
a. On-line/website comment submittal: ______
b. E-mail comment submittal: ______
c. One-on-one conversation (in person): _______
d. Group discussions: _______
e. Phone conversation: _______
f. Other: _______________________
Please visit our website at:
http://gcmpc.org/
and indicate your answer to item # 6 below.
6. Rate the difficulty of finding the “Public Notices” portion of the website.
a. Very easy
b. Somewhat easy
c. Somewhat difficult
d. Very difficult
e. Could not find information related to “Public Notices”
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7. Have you attended a GCMPC public participation event (i.e. public hearing,
workshop, meeting/presentation) in the past 3 years?
a. Yes
b. No
Only answer questions #8-#10 if you answered “Yes” to question #7.
8. Please list the GCMPC events you or your organization attended recently:
_______________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________
9. Please rate each of the following information sources at the event. Please put a
“1” for Very Helpful/Informative; “2” for Somewhat Helpful/Informative; or ”3” for
Not at all Helpful/Informative.
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.
g.

Staff: ______
Pictures: _______
Maps: _______
Graphs and charts: _______
Summary: _______
Presentation: _______
Interactive activities:_______

10. What was your overall opinion of the events? How can our events be
improved?
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________
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2016 GCMPC Public Participation Process Review Committee Survey

Q1 Please rank (1-6) the following list of
locations for holding public events or
meetings. A ranking of "1" indicates your
top choice of location:
Answered: 36

Skipped: 2

Local
Township/ Ci...
GCMPC
Administrati...
District
Libraries

Senior Centers

Local Schools

Farmers' Market

Other (Please
fill in box...
0

Local Township/ City Halls

GCMPC Administration Building

District Libraries

Senior Centers

Local Schools

Farmers' Market

Other (Please fill in box below to specify)

1

2

3

4

3

5

4

6

7

5

8

6

9

1

2

N/A

60.61%
20

15.15%
5

9.09%
3

0.00%
0

12.12%
4

0.00%
0

3.03%
1

12.90%

35.48%

9.68%

9.68%

6.45%

25.81%

0.00%

4

11

3

3

2

8

9.09%
3

27.27%
9

6.06%
2

27.27%
9

24.24%
8

6.25%
2

12.50%
4

18.75%
6

25.00%
8

6.45%
2

6.45%
2

45.16%
14

16.67%
5

10.00%
3

0.00%
0

10

Total

Weighted Average

33

1.84

0

31

3.39

6.06%
2

0.00%
0

33

3.48

25.00%
8

12.50%
4

0.00%
0

32

3.88

16.13%
5

12.90%
4

12.90%
4

0.00%
0

31

3.61

6.67%
2

23.33%
7

6.67%
2

30.00%
9

6.67%
2

30

3.89

0.00%

7.69%

0.00%

15.38%

15.38%

61.54%

0

1

0

2

2

8

13

5.00

#

Other (please specify)

Date

1

Local Fire Hall

10/5/2016 12:10 PM

2

Local Community Center or Churches

9/23/2016 2:02 PM

3

A host agency or organization

9/23/2016 1:06 PM
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2016 GCMPC Public Participation Process Review Committee Survey

Q2 Visual aids are often used at
meetings/events to help explain the topic
being discussed or presented. Please rate
the effectiveness of each of the
visualization and supplemental materials
identified below.
Answered: 35

Skipped: 3

Maps of
Project...

Pictures
related to...

Written Summary

Short
Presentation

Charts and
Graphs...

Video or other
Media
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Media

Other (please
specify in b...

0%

10%

Very Effective

20%

30%

40%

50%

Somewhat Effective

Pictures related to Projects

Written Summary

Short Presentation

Charts and Graphs summarizing Information

Video or other Media

Other (please specify in box below)

70%

80%

90%

100%

Not at all Effective

Very Effective
Maps of Project Locations

60%

Somewhat Effective

Not at all Effective

Total

94.29%

5.71%

0.00%

33

2

0

84.85%

15.15%

0.00%

28

5

0

30.30%

66.67%

3.03%

10

22

1

33

70.59%
24

29.41%
10

0.00%
0

34

65.71%
23

31.43%
11

2.86%
1

35

79.41%
27

20.59%
7

0.00%
0

34

50.00%

25.00%

25.00%

2

1

1

#

Other

Date

1

Handouts

10/5/2016 10:49 AM

2

Hand on activities

9/23/2016 2:03 PM
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Q3 Please rate the following barriers to
public participation in our community:
Answered: 34

Skipped: 4

Access to a
computer

Time of day
(time of...

Location

Language

Disability
barriers

Other (Please
specify in b...

0

1

2

Significant Barrier
Access to a computer

Time of day (time of meeting)

Location

Language

Disability barriers

Other (Please specify in box below)

#

3

4

5

Somewhat of a Barrier

6

7

8

Not a Barrier at all

9

N/A

Total

12.12%

63.64%

24.24%

0.00%

4

21

8

0

29.41%

58.82%

11.76%

0.00%

10

20

4

0

12.12%

57.58%

30.30%

0.00%

4

19

10

0

6.06%

24.24%

66.67%

3.03%

2

8

22

1

9.09%

36.36%

51.52%

3.03%

3

12

17

0.00%
0

0.00%
0

20.00%
1

Other

10

33

2.12

34

1.82

33

2.18

33

2.63

1

33

2.44

80.00%
4

5

3.00

Date

There are no responses.
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Q4 Please rate the effectiveness of the
following methods to notify the public of
participation opportunities:
Answered: 34

Skipped: 4

Newspaper
Advertisement
Flyer or
Brochure

Website

Social Media

E-mail

Postcard
Mailing

TV or Radio Ad

Billboard Ad

Ad on a Bus

Word of Mouth

Other (Please
specify in b...
0

1

2

Very Effective
Newspaper Advertisement

Flyer or Brochure

Website

Social Media

E-mail

Postcard Mailing

3

4

5

Somewhat Effective

6

7

Not at all Effective

8

9

N/A

Total

6.06%

63.64%

30.30%

0.00%

2

21

10

0

21.88%

71.88%

6.25%

0.00%

7

23

2

0

29.03%

58.06%

12.90%

0.00%

9

18

4

0

67.74%

29.03%

3.23%

0.00%

21

9

1

67.65%
23

32.35%
11

45.45%
15

39.39%
13
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33

2.24

32

1.84

31

1.84

0

31

1.35

0.00%
0

0.00%
0

34

1.32

15.15%
5

0.00%
0

33

1.70

2016 GCMPC Public Participation Process Review Committee Survey
TV or Radio Ad

Billboard Ad

Ad on a Bus

Word of Mouth

Other (Please specify in box below)

#

37.50%

50.00%

9.38%

3.13%

12

16

3

1

6.06%

57.58%

30.30%

6.06%

2

19

10

2

6.06%

42.42%

45.45%

6.06%

2

14

15

2

15.63%

53.13%

31.25%

0.00%

5

17

10

0

0.00%

0.00%

0.00%

100.00%

0

0

0

5

Other

32

1.71

33

2.26

33

2.42

32

2.16

5

0.00

Date

There are no responses.
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Q5 Please rate the effectiveness of the
following methods to get public comments
on a certain topic.
Answered: 33

Skipped: 5

On-line/website
comment...

E-mail comment
submittal

One-on-one
conversation...

Group
discussions

Phone
conversation

Other (please
specify in t...

0

0.2

0.4

Very Effective
On-line/website comment submittal

E-mail comment submittal

One-on-one conversation (in-person)

Group discussions

Phone conversation

Other (please specify in the box below)

#

0.6

0.8

1

Somewhat Effective

1.2

1.4

Not at all Effective

1.6

1.8

N/A

Total

43.75%

50.00%

3.13%

3.13%

14

16

1

1

48.48%

45.45%

3.03%

3.03%

16

15

1

1

56.25%

37.50%

3.13%

3.13%

18

12

1

1

36.36%

60.61%

0.00%

3.03%

12

20

0

1

25.81%

58.06%

12.90%

3.23%

8

18

4

1

0.00%

0.00%

0.00%

100.00%

0

0

0

4

Other

2

32

1.58

33

1.53

32

1.45

33

1.63

31

1.87

4

0.00

Date

There are no responses.
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Q6 Please visit our website
at: GCMPC.organd rate the difficulty of
finding the "Public Notices" portion of the
website:
Answered: 33

Skipped: 5

Very Easy

Somewhat Easy

Somewhat
Difficult

Very Difficult

Could not find
information...

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Answer Choices

50%

60%

70%

80%

90%

100%

Responses

Very Easy

42.42%

14

Somewhat Easy

45.45%

15

Somewhat Difficult

3.03%

1

Very Difficult

0.00%

0

Could not find information related to "Public Notices"

9.09%

3

Total

#

33

N/A

Date

There are no responses.
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Q7 Have you or your organization attended
a GCMPC public participation event (i.e.
public hearing, workshop,
meeting/presentation) in the past 3 years?
Answered: 34

Skipped: 4

Yes

No

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Answer Choices

50%

60%

70%

80%

90%

100%

Responses

Yes

58.82%

20

No

41.18%

14

Total

34
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Q8 Please list the GCMPC events you or
your organization have attended recently:
Answered: 17

Skipped: 21

#

Responses

Date

1

Metro P. C. meetings and TAC meetings

10/11/2016 7:12 PM

2

Owosso/Corunna Small Urban Planning Group

10/10/2016 8:03 AM

3

Quarterly transportation plan meetings.

10/5/2016 5:04 PM

4

Monthly Metro Alliance meeting

10/5/2016 12:14 PM

5

Various TAC meetings. Training programs at MTA site.

10/5/2016 10:46 AM

6

Davison Farmers Market event

9/30/2016 12:40 PM

7

advisory board meetings and metro alliance meetings

9/29/2016 10:33 AM

8

Tip meetings

9/28/2016 9:56 AM

9

Watershed, CDBG, Recycling

9/26/2016 2:12 PM

10

Hazardous Waste Event

9/26/2016 10:33 AM

11

Transportation, ESG, other meeting over the years

9/23/2016 1:10 PM

12

none

9/23/2016 12:29 PM

13

Planning Commission Meeting

9/23/2016 11:31 AM

14

Public Meeting held at Farmer's Market in 2016

9/23/2016 10:57 AM

15

N/A

9/23/2016 10:00 AM

16

Planning workshop at the MTA building

9/23/2016 9:39 AM

17

TIP meetings

9/23/2016 8:52 AM
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Q9 Please rate each of the following
information sources at the event(s).
Answered: 25

Skipped: 13

Staff

Pictures

Maps

Graphs and
Charts

Summary

Presentation

Other (please
specify in b...
0

0.2

0.4

Very
Helpful/Informative
Staff

Pictures

Maps

Graphs and Charts

Summary

Presentation

Other (please specify in box
below)

0.6

0.8

1

Somewhat
Helpful/Informative

1.2

1.4

1.6

Not at all
Helpful/Informative

1.8

N/A

2

Total

64.00%
16

24.00%
6

0.00%
0

12.00%
3

60.87%

26.09%

0.00%

13.04%

14

6

0

3

72.00%

16.00%

0.00%

12.00%

18

4

0

3

52.17%

30.43%

4.35%

13.04%

12

7

1

3

43.48%

39.13%

4.35%

13.04%

10

9

1

3

56.52%

30.43%

0.00%

13.04%

13

7

0

3

12.50%

12.50%

0.00%

75.00%

1

1

0

6

Weighted
Average

25

1.27

23

1.30

25

1.18

23

1.45

23

1.55

23

1.35

8

1.50

#

Other

Date

1

interactive activities

10/11/2016 7:13 PM
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Q10 What was your overall opinion of the
event(s)? How can future GCMPC events be
improved?
Answered: 15

Skipped: 23

#

Responses

Date

1

I feel that you cover all items and provide informative data. Also, I would like to add that you listen to all the comments

10/11/2016 7:15 PM

from the public and the members. Your staff does a great job!
2

Helpful and organized.

10/10/2016 8:05 AM

3

Effective. I would like to see more meetings around how Genesee County can improve more infrastructure across the

10/5/2016 5:05 PM

county.
4

Somehow get more of the 'general' public involved.

10/5/2016 12:16 PM

5

Overall opinion of the events: Good.

10/5/2016 10:47 AM

6

They are run efficiently and in the best manner possible considering the public needs to make an effort to participate,

9/30/2016 12:41 PM

too.
7

keep attendees apprised of updates and changes before future meetings

9/29/2016 10:36 AM

8

Better notice to public

9/28/2016 9:57 AM

9

All events have been very informative

9/26/2016 2:13 PM

10

The events I have attended have been very informative and clairified the issues/plans. I think you need to find a way to

9/23/2016 1:19 PM

stress to the public how important their in put is. You may want to ask to speak at various community groups or
organizations.
11

not sure

9/23/2016 12:29 PM

12

Very professional staff.

9/23/2016 11:32 AM

13

Place as much information on the website. Include meeting minutes, presentations, graphs, exhibits, etc...

9/23/2016 10:58 AM

14

N/A

9/23/2016 10:00 AM

15

Well organized. Easy to navigate programs

9/23/2016 9:40 AM
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Appendix C

Public Comment Period and Public Hearing

Appendix D

Approvals and Resolutions

Appendix E

Federal Regulations

Community Development Federal Regulations

Office of the Secretary, HUD

§ 58.45

Subpart E—Environmental Review
Process: Environmental Assessments (EA’s)
§ 58.40 Preparing the environmental
assessment.
The responsible entity may prepare
the EA using the HUD recommended
format. In preparing an EA for a particular project, the responsible entity
must:
(a) Determine existing conditions and
describe the character, features and resources of the project area and its surroundings; identify the trends that are
likely to continue in the absence of the
project.
(b) Identify all potential environmental impacts, whether beneficial or
adverse, and the conditions that would
change as a result of the project.
(c) Identify, analyze and evaluate all
impacts to determine the significance
of their effects on the human environment and whether the project will require further compliance under related
laws and authorities cited in § 58.5 and
§ 58.6.
(d) Examine and recommend feasible
ways in which the project or external
factors relating to the project could be
modified in order to eliminate or minimize adverse environmental impacts.
(e) Examine alternatives to the
project itself, if appropriate, including
the alternative of no action.
(f) Complete all environmental review requirements necessary for the
project’s compliance with applicable
authorities cited in §§ 58.5 and 58.6.
(g) Based on steps set forth in paragraph (a) through (f) of this section,
make one of the following findings:
(1) A Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI), in which the responsible
entity determines that the project is
not an action that will result in a significant impact on the quality of the
human environment. The responsible
entity may then proceed to § 58.43.
(2) A finding of significant impact, in
which the project is deemed to be an
action which may significantly affect
the quality of the human environment.
The responsible entity must then proceed with its environmental review
under subpart F or G of this part.

§ 58.43 Dissemination and/or publication of the findings of no significant
impact.
(a) If the responsible entity makes a
finding of no significant impact, it
must prepare a FONSI notice, using
the current HUD-recommended format
or an equivalent format. As a minimum, the responsible entity must
send the FONSI notice to individuals
and groups known to be interested in
the activities, to the local news media,
to the appropriate tribal, local, State
and Federal agencies; to the Regional
Offices of the Environmental Protection Agency having jurisdiction and to
the HUD Field Office (or the State
where applicable). The responsible entity may also publish the FONSI notice
in a newspaper of general circulation in
the affected community. If the notice
is not published, it must also be prominently displayed in public buildings,
such as the local Post Office and within
the project area or in accordance with
procedures established as part of the
citizen participation process.
(b) The responsible entity may disseminate or publish a FONSI notice at
the same time it disseminates or publishes the NOI/RROF required by § 58.70.
If the notices are released as a combined notice, the combined notice
shall:
(1) Clearly indicate that it is intended to meet two separate procedural
requirements; and
(2) Advise the public to specify in
their comments which ‘‘notice’’ their
comments address.
(c) The responsible entity must consider the comments and make modifications, if appropriate, in response to
the comments, before it completes its
environmental certification and before
the recipient submits its RROF. If
funds will be used in Presidentially declared disaster areas, modifications resulting from public comment, if appropriate, must be made before proceeding
with the expenditure of funds.
§ 58.45 Public comment periods.
Required notices must afford the
public the following minimum comment periods, counted in accordance
with § 58.21:
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Office of the Secretary, HUD

§ 58.45

Subpart E—Environmental Review
Process: Environmental Assessments (EA’s)
§ 58.40 Preparing the environmental
assessment.
The responsible entity may prepare
the EA using the HUD recommended
format. In preparing an EA for a particular project, the responsible entity
must:
(a) Determine existing conditions and
describe the character, features and resources of the project area and its surroundings; identify the trends that are
likely to continue in the absence of the
project.
(b) Identify all potential environmental impacts, whether beneficial or
adverse, and the conditions that would
change as a result of the project.
(c) Identify, analyze and evaluate all
impacts to determine the significance
of their effects on the human environment and whether the project will require further compliance under related
laws and authorities cited in § 58.5 and
§ 58.6.
(d) Examine and recommend feasible
ways in which the project or external
factors relating to the project could be
modified in order to eliminate or minimize adverse environmental impacts.
(e) Examine alternatives to the
project itself, if appropriate, including
the alternative of no action.
(f) Complete all environmental review requirements necessary for the
project’s compliance with applicable
authorities cited in §§ 58.5 and 58.6.
(g) Based on steps set forth in paragraph (a) through (f) of this section,
make one of the following findings:
(1) A Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI), in which the responsible
entity determines that the project is
not an action that will result in a significant impact on the quality of the
human environment. The responsible
entity may then proceed to § 58.43.
(2) A finding of significant impact, in
which the project is deemed to be an
action which may significantly affect
the quality of the human environment.
The responsible entity must then proceed with its environmental review
under subpart F or G of this part.

§ 58.43 Dissemination and/or publication of the findings of no significant
impact.
(a) If the responsible entity makes a
finding of no significant impact, it
must prepare a FONSI notice, using
the current HUD-recommended format
or an equivalent format. As a minimum, the responsible entity must
send the FONSI notice to individuals
and groups known to be interested in
the activities, to the local news media,
to the appropriate tribal, local, State
and Federal agencies; to the Regional
Offices of the Environmental Protection Agency having jurisdiction and to
the HUD Field Office (or the State
where applicable). The responsible entity may also publish the FONSI notice
in a newspaper of general circulation in
the affected community. If the notice
is not published, it must also be prominently displayed in public buildings,
such as the local Post Office and within
the project area or in accordance with
procedures established as part of the
citizen participation process.
(b) The responsible entity may disseminate or publish a FONSI notice at
the same time it disseminates or publishes the NOI/RROF required by § 58.70.
If the notices are released as a combined notice, the combined notice
shall:
(1) Clearly indicate that it is intended to meet two separate procedural
requirements; and
(2) Advise the public to specify in
their comments which ‘‘notice’’ their
comments address.
(c) The responsible entity must consider the comments and make modifications, if appropriate, in response to
the comments, before it completes its
environmental certification and before
the recipient submits its RROF. If
funds will be used in Presidentially declared disaster areas, modifications resulting from public comment, if appropriate, must be made before proceeding
with the expenditure of funds.
§ 58.45 Public comment periods.
Required notices must afford the
public the following minimum comment periods, counted in accordance
with § 58.21:
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§ 58.46

24 CFR Subtitle A (4–1–04 Edition)

(a) Notice of Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI).
(b) Notice of Intent to Request Release of
Funds (NOI–RROF).
(c) Concurrent or combined notices ..................

15 days when published or, if no publication,
18 days when mailing and posting
7 days when published or, if no publication, 10
days when mailing and posting
15 days when published or, if no publication,
18 days when mailing and posting

[68 FR 56130, Sept. 29, 2003]

§ 58.46 Time delays for exceptional circumstances.
The responsible entity must make
the FONSI available for public comments for 30 days before the recipient
files the RROF when:
(a) There is a considerable interest or
controversy concerning the project;
(b) The proposed project is similar to
other projects that normally require
the preparation of an EIS; or
(c) The project is unique and without
precedent.
§ 58.47 Re-evaluation of environmental
assessments and other environmental findings.
(a) A responsible entity must reevaluate its environmental findings to
determine if the original findings are
still valid, when:
(1) The recipient proposes substantial
changes in the nature, magnitude or
extent of the project, including adding
new activities not anticipated in the
original scope of the project;
(2) There are new circumstances and
environmental conditions which may
affect the project or have a bearing on
its impact, such as concealed or unexpected conditions discovered during
the implementation of the project or
activity which is proposed to be continued; or
(3) The recipient proposes the selection of an alternative not in the original finding.
(b)(1) If the original findings are still
valid but the data or conditions upon
which they were based have changed,
the responsible entity must affirm the
original findings and update its ERR
by including this re-evaluation and its
determination based on its findings.
Under these circumstances, if a FONSI
notice has already been published, no
further publication of a FONSI notice
is required.

(2) If the responsible entity determines that the original findings are no
longer valid, it must prepare an EA or
an EIS if its evaluation indicates potentially significant impacts.
(3) Where the recipient is not the responsible entity, the recipient must inform the responsible entity promptly
of any proposed substantial changes
under paragraph (a)(1) of this section,
new circumstances or environmental
conditions under paragraph (a)(2) of
this section, or any proposals to select
a different alternative under paragraph
(a)(3) of this section, and must then
permit the responsible entity to reevaluate the findings before proceeding.
[61 FR 19122, Apr. 30, 1996, as amended at 63
FR 15272, Mar. 30, 1998]

Subpart F—Environmental Review
Process: Environmental Impact Statement Determinations
§ 58.52 Adoption
EISs.

of

other

agencies’

The responsible entity may adopt a
draft or final EIS prepared by another
agency provided that the EIS was prepared in accordance with 40 CFR parts
1500 through 1508. If the responsible entity adopts an EIS prepared by another
agency, the procedure in 40 CFR 1506.3
shall be followed. An adopted EIS may
have to be revised and modified to
adapt it to the particular environmental conditions and circumstances
of the project if these are different
from the project reviewed in the EIS.
In such cases the responsible entity
must prepare, circulate, and file a supplemental draft EIS in the manner prescribed in § 58.60(d) and otherwise comply with the clearance and time requirements of the EIS process, except
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Sec. 91.20 Exceptions.
The HUD Field Office may grant a jurisdiction an exception from the submission deadline for
plans and reports and from a requirement in the implementation guidelines for good cause, as
determined by the field office and reported in writing to HUD Headquarters, unless the
requirement is required by statute or regulation.
[71 FR 6962, Feb. 9, 2006]
Subpart B Citizen Participation and Consultation
Sec. 91.100 Consultation; local governments.
(a) General. (1) When preparing the consolidated plan, the jurisdiction shall consult with other
public and private agencies that provide assisted housing, health services, and social and fair
housing services (including those focusing on services to children, elderly persons, persons with
disabilities, persons with HIV/AIDS and their families, homeless persons) during preparation of the
consolidated plan.
(2) When preparing the portion of the consolidated plan describing the jurisdiction's homeless
strategy, the jurisdiction shall consult with public and private agencies that provide assisted
housing, health services, and social services to determine what resources are available to address
the needs of any persons that are chronically homeless.
(3) When preparing the portion of its consolidated plan concerning lead-based paint hazards, the
jurisdiction shall consult with state or local health and child welfare agencies and examine existing
data related to lead-based paint hazards and poisonings, including health department data on the
addresses of housing units in which children have been identified as lead poisoned.
(4) When preparing the description of priority nonhousing community development needs, a unit
of general local government must notify adjacent units of general local government, to the extent
practicable.
The nonhousing community development plan must be submitted to the state, and, if the
jurisdiction is a CDBG entitlement grantee other than an urban county, to the county.
(5) The jurisdiction also should consult with adjacent units of general local government,
including local government agencies with metropolitan-wide planning responsibilities, particularly
for problems and solutions that go beyond a single jurisdiction.
(b) HOPWA. The largest city in each eligible metropolitan statistical area (EMSA) that is eligible
to receive a HOPWA formula allocation must consult broadly to develop a metropolitan-wide
strategy for addressing the needs of persons with HIV/AIDS and their families living throughout
the EMSA. All jurisdictions within the EMSA must assist the jurisdiction that is applying for a
HOPWA allocation in the preparation of the HOPWA submission.
(c) Public housing. The jurisdiction shall consult with the local public housing agency (PHA)
concerning consideration of public housing needs and planned programs and activities. This
consultation will help provide a better basis for the certification by the authorized official that the
PHA Plan is consistent with the consolidated plan and the local government's description of the
manner in which it will address the needs of public housing and, where necessary, the manner in
which it will provide financial or other assistance to a troubled PHA to improve its operations and
remove such designation. It will also help ensure that activities with regard to local drug
elimination, neighborhood improvement programs, and resident programs and services, funded
under a PHA's program and those funded under a program covered by the consolidated plan, are
fully coordinated to achieve comprehensive community development goals. If a PHA is required to
implement remedies under a Section 504 Voluntary Compliance Agreement to provide accessible
units for persons with disabilities, the local jurisdiction should consult with the PHA and identify

6

actions it may take, if any, to assist the PHA in implementing the required remedies. A local
jurisdiction may use CDBG funds for eligible activities or other funds to implement remedies
required under a Section 504 Voluntary Compliance Agreement.
[60 FR 1896, Jan. 5, 1995, as amended at 71 FR 6962, Feb. 9, 2006]
Sec. 91.105 Citizen participation plan; local governments.
(a) Applicability and adoption of the citizen participation plan.
(1) The jurisdiction is required to adopt a citizen participation plan that sets forth the jurisdiction's
policies and procedures for citizen participation. (Where a jurisdiction, before February 6, 1995,
adopted a citizen participation plan that complies with section 104(a)(3) of the Housing and
Community Development Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5304(A)(3)) but will need to amend the citizen
participation plan to comply with provisions of this section, the citizen participation plan shall be
amended by the first day of the jurisdiction's program year that begins on or after 180 days
following February 6, 1995.)
(2) Encouragement of citizen participation. (i) The citizen participation plan must provide for and
encourage citizens to participate in the development of the consolidated plan, any substantial
amendments to the consolidated plan, and the performance report.
(ii) These requirements are designed especially to encourage participation by low- and moderateincome persons, particularly those living in slum and blighted areas and in areas where CDBG
funds are proposed to be used, and by residents of predominantly low- and moderate-income
neighborhoods, as defined by the jurisdiction. A jurisdiction also is expected to take whatever
actions are appropriate to encourage the participation of all its citizens, including minorities and
non-English speaking persons, as well as persons with disabilities. The jurisdiction shall encourage
the participation of local and regional institutions and other organizations (including businesses,
developers, and community and faith-based organizations) in the process of developing and
implementing the consolidated plan. The jurisdiction should also explore alternative public
involvement techniques and quantitative ways to measure efforts that encourage citizen
participation in a shared vision for change in communities and neighborhoods, and the review of
program performance, e.g., use of focus groups, and use of the Internet.
(iii) The jurisdiction shall encourage, in conjunction with consultation with public housing
agencies, the participation of residents of public and assisted housing developments, in the process
of developing and implementing the consolidated plan, along with other lowincome residents of targeted revitalization areas in which the developments are located. The
jurisdiction shall make an effort to provide information to the public housing agency about
consolidated plan activities related to its developments and surrounding communities so that the
public housing agency can make this information available at the annual public hearing required for
the PHA Plan.
(3) Citizen comment on the citizen participation plan and amendments. The jurisdiction must
provide citizens with a reasonable opportunity to comment on the original citizen participation plan
and on substantial amendments to the citizen participation plan, and must make the citizen
participation plan public. The citizen participation plan must be in a format accessible to persons
with disabilities, upon request.
(b) Development of the consolidated plan. The citizen participation plan must include the
following minimum requirements for the development of the consolidated plan.
(1) The citizen participation plan must require that, before the jurisdiction adopts a consolidated
plan, the jurisdiction will make available to citizens, public agencies, and other interested parties
information that includes the amount of assistance the jurisdiction 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 persons of low- and moderate-income. The citizen participation
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plan also must set forth the jurisdiction's plans to minimize displacement of persons and to assist
any persons displaced, specifying the types and levels of assistance the jurisdiction will make
available (or require others to make available) to persons displaced, even if the jurisdiction expects
no displacement to occur. The citizen participation plan must state when and how the jurisdiction
will make this information available.
(2) The citizen participation plan must require the jurisdiction to publish the proposed
consolidated plan in a manner that affords citizens, public agencies, and other interested parties a
reasonable opportunity to examine its contents and to submit comments. The citizen participation
plan must set forth how the jurisdiction will publish the proposed consolidated plan and give
reasonable opportunity to examine the contents of the proposed consolidated plan. The requirement
for publishing may be met by publishing a summary of the proposed consolidated plan in one or
more newspapers of general circulation, and by making copies of the proposed consolidated plan
available at libraries, government offices, and public places. The summary must describe the
contents and purpose of the consolidated plan, and must include a list of the locations where copies
of the entire proposed consolidated plan may be examined. In addition, the jurisdiction must
provide a reasonable number of free copies of the plan to citizens and groups that request it.
(3) The citizen participation plan must provide for at least one public hearing during the
development of the consolidated plan. See paragraph (e) of this section for public hearing
requirements, generally.
(4) The citizen participation plan must provide a period, not less than 30 days, to receive
comments from citizens on the consolidated plan.
(5) The citizen participation plan shall require the jurisdiction to consider any comments or views
of citizens received in writing, or orally at the public hearings, in preparing the final consolidated
plan.
A summary of these comments or views, and a summary of any comments or views not accepted
and the reasons therefor, shall be attached to the final consolidated plan.
(c) Amendments--(1) Criteria for amendment to consolidated plan. The citizen participation plan
must specify the criteria the jurisdiction will use for determining what changes in the jurisdiction's
planned or actual activities constitute a substantial amendment to the consolidated
plan. (See Sec. 91.505.) It must include among the criteria for a substantial amendment changes in
the use of CDBG funds from one eligible activity to another.
(2) The citizen participation plan must provide citizens with reasonable notice and an opportunity
to comment on substantial amendments. The citizen participation plan must state how reasonable
notice and an opportunity to comment will be given. The citizen participation plan must provide a
period, not less than 30 days, to receive comments on the substantial amendment before the
amendment is implemented.
(3) The citizen participation plan shall require the jurisdiction to consider any comments or views
of citizens received in writing, or orally at public hearings, if any, in preparing the substantial
amendment of the consolidated plan. A summary of these comments or views, and a summary of
any comments or views not accepted and the reasons therefor, shall be attached to the substantial
amendment of the consolidated plan.
(d) Performance reports. (1) The citizen participation plan must provide citizens with reasonable
notice and an opportunity to comment on performance reports. The citizen participation plan must
state how reasonable notice and an opportunity to comment will be given. The citizen participation
plan must provide a period, not less than 15 days, to receive comments on the performance report
that is to be submitted to HUD before its submission.
(2) The citizen participation plan shall require the jurisdiction to consider any comments or views
of citizens received in writing, or orally at public hearings in preparing the performance report. A
summary of these comments or views shall be attached to the performance report.
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(e) Public hearings. (1) The citizen participation plan must provide for at least two public
hearings per year to obtain citizens' views and to respond to proposals and questions, to be
conducted at a minimum of two different stages of the program year. Together, the hearings must
address housing and community development needs, development of proposed activities, and
review of program performance. To obtain the views of citizens on housing and community
development needs, including priority nonhousing community development needs, the citizen
participation plan must provide that at least one of these hearings is held before the proposed
consolidated plan is published for comment.
(2) The citizen participation plan must state how and when adequate advance notice will be given
to citizens of each hearing, with sufficient information published about the subject of the hearing to
permit informed comment. (Publishing small print notices in the newspaper a few days before the
hearing does not constitute adequate notice. Although HUD is not specifying the length of notice
required, it would consider two weeks adequate.)
(3) The citizen participation plan must provide that hearings be held at times and locations
convenient to potential and actual beneficiaries, and with accommodation for persons with
disabilities. The citizen participation plan must specify how it will meet these requirements.
(4) The citizen participation plan must identify how the needs of non-English speaking residents
will be met in the case of public hearings where a significant number of non-English speaking
residents can be reasonably expected to participate.
(f) Meetings. The citizen participation plan must provide citizens with reasonable and timely
access to local meetings.
(g) Availability to the public. The citizen participation plan must provide that the consolidated
plan as adopted, substantial amendments, and the performance report will be available to the public,
including the availability of materials in a form accessible to persons with disabilities, upon request.
The citizen participation plan must state how these documents will be available to the public.
(h) Access to records. The citizen participation plan must require the jurisdiction to provide
citizens, public agencies, and other interested parties with reasonable and timely access to
information and records relating to the jurisdiction's consolidated plan and the jurisdiction's use of
assistance under the programs covered by this part during the preceding five years.
(i) Technical assistance. The citizen participation plan must provide for technical assistance to
groups representative of persons of low- and moderate-income that request such assistance in
developing proposals for funding assistance under any of the programs covered by the consolidated
plan, with the level and type of assistance determined by the jurisdiction. The assistance need not
include the provision of funds to the groups.
(j) Complaints. The citizen participation plan shall describe the jurisdiction's appropriate and
practicable procedures to handle complaints from citizens related to the consolidated plan,
amendments, and performance report. At a minimum, the citizen participation plan shall require
that the jurisdiction must provide a timely, substantive written response to every written citizen
complaint, within an established period of time (within 15 working days, where practicable,
if the jurisdiction is a CDBG grant recipient).
(k) Use of citizen participation plan. The jurisdiction must follow its citizen participation plan.
(l) Jurisdiction responsibility. The requirements for citizen participation do not restrict the
responsibility or authority of the jurisdiction for the development and execution of its consolidated
plan.
(Approved by the Office of Management and Budget under control number 2506-0117)
[60 FR 1896, Jan. 5, 1995; 60 FR 10427, Feb. 24, 1995, as amended at 71 FR 6962, Feb. 9, 2006]

9

Solid Waste Federal Regulations

R 299.4706 Public participation programs.
Rule 706. (1) 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.
(2) The designated planning agency shall maintain a mailing list of all
municipalities, affected public agencies, the private sector, and all interested persons who
request information regarding the plan.
(3) Time shall be reserved on the agenda at all public meetings for questions and
comments from the general public.
(4) The public meetings shall be scheduled at a time convenient to the general
public.
(5) The designated planning agency shall hold public meetings with the planning
committee not less than quarterly each year during plan preparation.
(6) If the director prepares the plan, the extent of public participation shall be
conducted pursuant to section 11538(e) of the act.
(7) The designated planning agency shall maintain at least 1 central repository
where all documents related to the plan may be inspected by the public.
(8) Upon request, the designated planning agency shall submit specific tasks as
outlined in the work program to all of the following for comment and advice:
(a) The planning committee.
(b) Municipalities.
(c) Appropriate organizations.
(d) The regional solid waste management planning agency.
(e) Adjacent counties.
(f) Certified health departments.
History: 1982 AACS; 2015 AACS.

R 299.4707 Plan adoption; update procedures.
Rule 707. (1) The designated planning agency shall follow the review procedures
as established in section 11535(a) to (f) of the act.
(2) The designated planning agency shall allow a period of not less than 3 months
for the review and comments on the proposed plan. The exact time limit shall be
specified in the work program. After the prescribed review and comment period, all of
the comments from the reviewing agencies shall be submitted with the plan to the
governmental unit that filed the notice of intent.
(3) The designated planning agency shall conduct a public hearing on the proposed
county solid waste management plan before formal adoption by the county, the
municipalities, or the state, as required in section 11535(f) of the act. Before the public
hearing, the planning committee shall review the plan and shall authorize its release for
public hearing. After the public hearing, the designated planning agency shall prepare a
transcript, a recording, or another complete record of the public hearing proceedings.
The record may be copied at cost or may be inspected by the general public upon request.
(4) The designated planning agency shall revise the plan, if necessary, in response
to public hearing comments and shall then submit the plan to the planning committee.
Page 109
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23 United States Code Subsection 134
§134. Metropolitan transportation planning
(a) Policy.-It is in the national interest(1) to encourage and promote the safe and efficient management, operation, and
development of surface transportation systems that will serve the mobility needs of
people and freight, foster economic growth and development within and between
States and urbanized areas, and take into consideration resiliency needs while
minimizing transportation-related fuel consumption and air pollution through
metropolitan and statewide transportation planning processes identified in this
chapter; and
(2) to encourage the continued improvement and evolution of the metropolitan and
statewide transportation planning processes by metropolitan planning organizations,
State departments of transportation, and public transit operators as guided by the
planning factors identified in subsection (h) and section 135(d).
(b) Definitions.-In this section and section 135, the following definitions apply:
(1) Metropolitan planning area.-The term "metropolitan planning area" means the
geographic area determined by agreement between the metropolitan planning
organization for the area and the Governor under subsection (e).
(2) Metropolitan planning organization.-The term "metropolitan planning
organization" means the policy board of an organization established as a result of the
designation process under subsection (d).
(3) Nonmetropolitan area.-The term "nonmetropolitan area" means a geographic
area outside designated metropolitan planning areas.
(4) Nonmetropolitan local official.-The term "nonmetropolitan local official" means
elected and appointed officials of general purpose local government in a
nonmetropolitan area with responsibility for transportation.
(5) Regional transportation planning organization.-The term "regional transportation
planning organization" means a policy board of an organization established as the
result of a designation under section 135(m).
(6) TIP.-The term "TIP" means a transportation improvement program developed by
a metropolitan planning organization under subsection (j).
(7) Urbanized area.-The term "urbanized area" means a geographic area with a
population of 50,000 or more, as determined by the Bureau of the Census.
(c) General Requirements.(1) Development of long-range plans and tips.-To accomplish the objectives in
subsection (a), metropolitan planning organizations designated under subsection (d),
in cooperation with the State and public transportation operators, shall develop longrange transportation plans and transportation improvement programs through a
performance-driven, outcome-based approach to planning for metropolitan areas of
the State.
(2) Contents.-The plans and TIPs for each metropolitan area shall provide for the
development and integrated management and operation of transportation systems
and facilities (including accessible pedestrian walkways, bicycle transportation
facilities, and intermodal facilities that support intercity transportation, including
intercity buses and intercity bus facilities and commuter vanpool providers) that will
function as an intermodal transportation system for the metropolitan planning area

and as an integral part of an intermodal transportation system for the State and the
United States.
(3) Process of development.-The process for developing the plans and TIPs shall
provide for consideration of all modes of transportation and shall be continuing,
cooperative, and comprehensive to the degree appropriate, based on the complexity
of the transportation problems to be addressed.
(d) Designation of Metropolitan Planning Organizations.(1) In general.-To carry out the transportation planning process required by this
section, a metropolitan planning organization shall be designated for each urbanized
area with a population of more than 50,000 individuals(A) by agreement between the Governor and units of general purpose local
government that together represent at least 75 percent of the affected population
(including the largest incorporated city (based on population) as determined by the
Bureau of the Census); or
(B) in accordance with procedures established by applicable State or local law.
(2) Structure.-Not later than 2 years after the date of enactment of MAP-21, each
metropolitan planning organization that serves an area designated as a transportation
management area shall consist of(A) local elected officials;
(B) officials of public agencies that administer or operate major modes of
transportation in the metropolitan area, including representation by providers of
public transportation; and
(C) appropriate State officials.
(3) Representation.(A) In general.-Designation or selection of officials or representatives under
paragraph (2) shall be determined by the metropolitan planning organization
according to the bylaws or enabling statute of the organization.
(B) Public transportation representative.-Subject to the bylaws or enabling statute
of the metropolitan planning organization, a representative of a provider of public
transportation may also serve as a representative of a local municipality.
(C) Powers of certain officials.-An official described in paragraph (2)(B) shall
have responsibilities, actions, duties, voting rights, and any other authority
commensurate with other officials described in paragraph (2).
(4) Limitation on statutory construction.-Nothing in this subsection shall be
construed to interfere with the authority, under any State law in effect on December
18, 1991, of a public agency with multimodal transportation responsibilities(A) to develop the plans and TIPs for adoption by a metropolitan planning
organization; and
(B) to develop long-range capital plans, coordinate transit services and projects,
and carry out other activities pursuant to State law.
(5) Continuing designation.-A designation of a metropolitan planning organization
under this subsection or any other provision of law shall remain in effect until the
metropolitan planning organization is redesignated under paragraph (6).
(6) Redesignation procedures.(A) In general.-A metropolitan planning organization may be redesignated by
agreement between the Governor and units of general purpose local government

that together represent at least 75 percent of the existing planning area population
(including the largest incorporated city (based on population) as determined by the
Bureau of the Census) as appropriate to carry out this section.
(B) Restructuring.-A metropolitan planning organization may be restructured to
meet the requirements of paragraph (2) without undertaking a redesignation.
(7) Designation of more than 1 metropolitan planning organization.-More than 1
metropolitan planning organization may be designated within an existing metropolitan
planning area only if the Governor and the existing metropolitan planning organization
determine that the size and complexity of the existing metropolitan planning area
make designation of more than 1 metropolitan planning organization for the area
appropriate.
(e) Metropolitan Planning Area Boundaries.(1) In general.-For the purposes of this section, the boundaries of a metropolitan
planning area shall be determined by agreement between the metropolitan planning
organization and the Governor.
(2) Included area.-Each metropolitan planning area(A) shall encompass at least the existing urbanized area and the contiguous area
expected to become urbanized within a 20-year forecast period for the
transportation plan; and
(B) may encompass the entire metropolitan statistical area or consolidated
metropolitan statistical area, as defined by the Bureau of the Census.
(3) Identification of new urbanized areas within existing planning area boundaries.The designation by the Bureau of the Census of new urbanized areas within an
existing metropolitan planning area shall not require the redesignation of the existing
metropolitan planning organization.
(4) Existing metropolitan planning areas in nonattainment.(A) In general.-Notwithstanding paragraph (2), except as provided in
subparagraph (B), in the case of an urbanized area designated as a nonattainment
area for ozone or carbon monoxide under the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7401 et
seq.) as of the date of enactment of the SAFETEA–LU, the boundaries of the
metropolitan planning area in existence as of such date of enactment shall be
retained.
(B) Exception.-The boundaries described in subparagraph (A) may be adjusted
by agreement of the Governor and affected metropolitan planning organizations in
the manner described in subsection (d)(6).
(5) New metropolitan planning areas in nonattainment.-In the case of an urbanized
area designated after the date of enactment of the SAFETEA–LU, as a nonattainment
area for ozone or carbon monoxide, the boundaries of the metropolitan planning area(A) shall be established in the manner described in subsection (d)(1);
(B) shall encompass the areas described in paragraph (2)(A);
(C) may encompass the areas described in paragraph (2)(B); and
(D) may address any nonattainment area identified under the Clean Air Act (42
U.S.C. 7401 et seq.) for ozone or carbon monoxide.
(f) Coordination in Multistate Areas.(1) In general.-The Secretary shall encourage each Governor with responsibility for
a portion of a multistate metropolitan area and the appropriate metropolitan planning

organizations to provide coordinated transportation planning for the entire
metropolitan area.
(2) Interstate compacts.-The consent of Congress is granted to any 2 or more
States(A) to 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
(B) to establish such agencies, joint or otherwise, as the States may determine
desirable for making the agreements and compacts effective.
(3) Reservation of rights.-The right to alter, amend, or repeal interstate compacts
entered into under this subsection is expressly reserved.
(g) MPO Consultation in Plan and TIP Coordination.(1) Nonattainment areas.-If more than 1 metropolitan planning organization has
authority within a metropolitan area or an area which is designated as a
nonattainment area for ozone or carbon monoxide under the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C.
7401 et seq.), each metropolitan planning organization shall consult with the other
metropolitan planning organizations designated for such area and the State in the
coordination of plans and TIPs required by this section.
(2) Transportation improvements located in multiple mpos.-If a transportation
improvement, funded from the Highway Trust Fund or authorized under chapter 53 of
title 49, is located within the boundaries of more than 1 metropolitan planning area,
the metropolitan planning organizations shall coordinate plans and TIPs regarding the
transportation improvement.
(3) Relationship with other planning officials.(A) In general.-The Secretary shall encourage each metropolitan planning
organization to consult with officials responsible for other types of planning activities
that are affected by transportation in the area (including State and local planned
growth, economic development, tourism, natural disaster risk reduction,
environmental protection, airport operations, and freight movements) or to
coordinate its planning process, to the maximum extent practicable, with such
planning activities.
(B) Requirements.-Under the metropolitan planning process, 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 metropolitan area that are
provided by(i) recipients of assistance under chapter 53 of title 49;
(ii) governmental agencies and nonprofit organizations (including
representatives of the agencies and organizations) that receive Federal
assistance from a source other than the Department of Transportation to provide
nonemergency transportation services; and
(iii) recipients of assistance under section 204.
(h) Scope of Planning Process.(1) In general.-The metropolitan planning process for a metropolitan planning area
under this section shall provide for consideration of projects and strategies that will(A) support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling
global competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency;

(B) increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and
nonmotorized users;
(C) increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and
nonmotorized users;
(D) increase the accessibility and mobility of people and for freight;
(E) protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve
the quality of life, and promote consistency between transportation improvements
and State and local planned growth and economic development patterns;
(F) enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across
and between modes, for people and freight;
(G) promote efficient system management and operation;
(H) emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system;
(I) improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce
or mitigate stormwater impacts of surface transportation; and
(J) enhance travel and tourism.
(2) Performance-based approach.(A) In general.-The metropolitan transportation planning process shall provide for
the establishment and use of a performance-based approach to transportation
decisionmaking to support the national goals described in section 150(b) of this title
and the general purposes described in section 5301 of title 49.
(B) Performance targets.(i) Surface transportation performance targets.(I) In general.-Each metropolitan planning organization shall establish
performance targets that address the performance measures described in
section 150(c), where applicable, to use in tracking progress towards
attainment of critical outcomes for the region of the metropolitan planning
organization.
(II) Coordination.-Selection of performance targets by a metropolitan
planning organization shall be coordinated with the relevant State to ensure
consistency, to the maximum extent practicable.
(ii) Public transportation performance targets.-Selection of performance targets
by a metropolitan planning organization shall be coordinated, to the maximum
extent practicable, with providers of public transportation to ensure consistency
with sections 5326(c) and 5329(d) of title 49.
(C) Timing.-Each metropolitan planning organization shall establish the
performance targets under subparagraph (B) not later than 180 days after the date
on which the relevant State or provider of public transportation establishes the
performance targets.
(D) Integration of other performance-based plans.-A metropolitan planning
organization shall integrate in the metropolitan transportation planning process,
directly or by reference, the goals, objectives, performance measures, and targets
described in other State transportation plans and transportation processes, as well
as any plans developed under chapter 53 of title 49 by providers of public
transportation, required as part of a performance-based program.
(3) Failure to consider factors.-The failure to consider any factor specified in
paragraphs (1) and (2) shall not be reviewable by any court under this title or chapter
53 of title 49, subchapter II of chapter 5 of title 5, or chapter 7 of title 5 in any matter

affecting a transportation plan, a TIP, a project or strategy, or the certification of a
planning process.
(i) Development of Transportation Plan.(1) Requirements.(A) In general.-Each metropolitan planning organization shall prepare and update
a transportation plan for its metropolitan planning area in accordance with the
requirements of this subsection.
(B) Frequency.(i) In general.-The metropolitan planning organization shall prepare and update
such plan every 4 years (or more frequently, if the metropolitan planning
organization elects to update more frequently) in the case of each of the
following:
(I) Any area designated as nonattainment, as defined in section 107(d) of
the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7407(d)).
(II) Any area that was nonattainment and subsequently designated to
attainment in accordance with section 107(d)(3) of that Act (42 U.S.C.
7407(d)(3)) and that is subject to a maintenance plan under section 175A of
that Act (42 U.S.C. 7505a).
(ii) Other areas.-In the case of any other area required to have a transportation
plan in accordance with the requirements of this subsection, the metropolitan
planning organization shall prepare and update such plan every 5 years unless
the metropolitan planning organization elects to update more frequently.
(2) Transportation plan.-A transportation plan under this section shall be in a form
that the Secretary determines to be appropriate and shall contain, at a minimum, the
following:
(A) Identification of transportation facilities.(i) In general.-An identification of transportation facilities (including major
roadways, public transportation facilities, intercity bus facilities, multimodal and
intermodal facilities, nonmotorized transportation facilities, and intermodal
connectors) that should function as an integrated metropolitan transportation
system, giving emphasis to those facilities that serve important national and
regional transportation functions.
(ii) Factors.-In formulating the transportation plan, the metropolitan planning
organization shall consider factors described in subsection (h) as the factors
relate to a 20-year forecast period.
(B) Performance measures and targets.-A description of the performance
measures and performance targets used in assessing the performance of the
transportation system in accordance with subsection (h)(2).
(C) System performance report.-A system performance report and subsequent
updates evaluating the condition and performance of the transportation system with
respect to the performance targets described in subsection (h)(2), including(i) progress achieved by the metropolitan planning organization in meeting the
performance targets in comparison with system performance recorded in
previous reports; and
(ii) for metropolitan planning organizations that voluntarily elect to develop
multiple scenarios, an analysis of how the preferred scenario has improved the
conditions and performance of the transportation system and how changes in

local policies and investments have impacted the costs necessary to achieve the
identified performance targets.
(D) Mitigation activities.(i) In general.-A long-range transportation plan shall include a discussion of
types of potential environmental mitigation activities and potential areas to carry
out these activities, including activities that may have the greatest potential to
restore and maintain the environmental functions affected by the plan.
(ii) Consultation.-The discussion shall be developed in consultation with
Federal, State, and tribal wildlife, land management, and regulatory agencies.
(E) Financial plan.(i) In general.-A financial plan that(I) demonstrates how the adopted transportation plan can be implemented;
(II) indicates resources from public and private sources that are reasonably
expected to be made available to carry out the plan; and
(III) recommends any additional financing strategies for needed projects and
programs.
(ii) Inclusions.-The financial plan may include, for illustrative purposes,
additional projects that would be included in the adopted transportation plan if
reasonable additional resources beyond those identified in the financial plan
were available.
(iii) Cooperative development.-For the purpose of developing the
transportation plan, the metropolitan planning organization, transit operator, and
State shall cooperatively develop estimates of funds that will be available to
support plan implementation.
(F) Operational and management strategies.-Operational and management
strategies to improve the performance of existing transportation facilities to relieve
vehicular congestion and maximize the safety and mobility of people and goods.
(G) Capital investment and other strategies.-Capital investment and other
strategies to preserve the existing and projected future metropolitan transportation
infrastructure, provide for multimodal capacity increases based on regional priorities
and needs, and reduce the vulnerability of the existing transportation infrastructure
to natural disasters.
(H) Transportation and transit enhancement activities.-Proposed transportation
and transit enhancement activities including consideration of the role that intercity
buses may play in reducing congestion, pollution, and energy consumption in a
cost-effective manner and strategies and investments that preserve and enhance
intercity bus systems, including systems that are privately owned and operated.
(3) Coordination with clean air act agencies.-In metropolitan areas that are in
nonattainment for ozone or carbon monoxide under the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7401
et seq.), the metropolitan planning organization shall coordinate the development of a
transportation plan with the process for development of the transportation control
measures of the State implementation plan required by that Act.
(4) Optional scenario development.(A) In general.-A metropolitan planning organization may, while fitting the needs
and complexity of its community, voluntarily elect to develop multiple scenarios for

consideration as part of the development of the metropolitan transportation plan, in
accordance with subparagraph (B).
(B) Recommended components.-A metropolitan planning organization that
chooses to develop multiple scenarios under subparagraph (A) shall be encouraged
to consider(i) potential regional investment strategies for the planning horizon;
(ii) assumed distribution of population and employment;
(iii) a scenario that, to the maximum extent practicable, maintains baseline
conditions for the performance measures identified in subsection (h)(2);
(iv) a scenario that improves the baseline conditions for as many of the
performance measures identified in subsection (h)(2) as possible;
(v) revenue constrained scenarios based on the total revenues expected to be
available over the forecast period of the plan; and
(vi) estimated costs and potential revenues available to support each scenario.
(C) Metrics.-In addition to the performance measures identified in section 150(c),
metropolitan planning organizations may evaluate scenarios developed under this
paragraph using locally-developed measures.
(5) Consultation.(A) In general.-In each metropolitan area, the metropolitan planning organization
shall consult, as appropriate, with State and local agencies responsible for land use
management, natural resources, environmental protection, conservation, and
historic preservation concerning the development of a long-range transportation
plan.
(B) Issues.-The consultation shall involve, as appropriate(i) comparison of transportation plans with State conservation plans or maps, if
available; or
(ii) comparison of transportation plans to inventories of natural or historic
resources, if available.
(6) Participation by interested parties.(A) In general.-Each metropolitan planning organization shall provide citizens,
affected public agencies, representatives of public transportation employees, public
ports, freight shippers, providers of freight transportation services, private providers
of transportation (including intercity bus operators, employer-based commuting
programs, such as a carpool program, vanpool program, transit benefit program,
parking cash-out program, shuttle program, or telework program), representatives
of users of public transportation, representatives of users of pedestrian walkways
and bicycle transportation facilities, representatives of the disabled, and other
interested parties with a reasonable opportunity to comment on the transportation
plan.
(B) Contents of participation plan.-A participation plan(i) shall be developed in consultation with all interested parties; and
(ii) shall provide that all interested parties have reasonable opportunities to
comment on the contents of the transportation plan.
(C) Methods.-In carrying out subparagraph (A), the metropolitan planning
organization shall, to the maximum extent practicable(i) hold any public meetings at convenient and accessible locations and times;
(ii) employ visualization techniques to describe plans; and

(iii) make public information available in electronically accessible format and
means, such as the World Wide Web, as appropriate to afford reasonable
opportunity for consideration of public information under subparagraph (A).
(7) Publication.-A transportation plan involving Federal participation shall be
published or otherwise made readily available by the metropolitan planning
organization for public review, including (to the maximum extent practicable) in
electronically accessible formats and means, such as the World Wide Web, approved
by the metropolitan planning organization and submitted for information purposes to
the Governor at such times and in such manner as the Secretary shall establish.
(8) Selection of projects from illustrative list.-Notwithstanding paragraph (2)(E), a
State or metropolitan planning organization shall not be required to select any project
from the illustrative list of additional projects included in the financial plan under
paragraph (2)(E).
(j) Metropolitan TIP.(1) Development.(A) In general.-In cooperation with the State and any affected public
transportation operator, the metropolitan planning organization designated for a
metropolitan area shall develop a TIP for the metropolitan planning area that(i) contains projects consistent with the current metropolitan transportation
plan;
(ii) reflects the investment priorities established in the current metropolitan
transportation plan; and
(iii) once implemented, is designed to make progress toward achieving the
performance targets established under subsection (h)(2).
(B) Opportunity for comment.-In developing the TIP, the metropolitan planning
organization, in cooperation with the State and any affected public transportation
operator, shall provide an opportunity for participation by interested parties in the
development of the program, in accordance with subsection (i)(5).
(C) Funding estimates.-For the purpose of developing the TIP, the metropolitan
planning organization, public transportation agency, and State shall cooperatively
develop estimates of funds that are reasonably expected to be available to support
program implementation.
(D) Updating and approval.-The TIP shall be(i) updated at least once every 4 years; and
(ii) approved by the metropolitan planning organization and the Governor.
(2) Contents.(A) Priority list.-The TIP shall include a priority list of proposed Federally
supported projects and strategies to be carried out within each 4-year period after
the initial adoption of the TIP.
(B) Financial plan.-The TIP shall include a financial plan that(i) demonstrates how the TIP can be implemented;
(ii) indicates resources from public and private sources that are reasonably
expected to be available to carry out the program;
(iii) identifies innovative financing techniques to finance projects, programs,
and strategies; and

(iv) may include, for illustrative purposes, additional projects that would be
included in the approved TIP if reasonable additional resources beyond those
identified in the financial plan were available.
(C) Descriptions.-Each project in the TIP shall include sufficient descriptive
material (such as type of work, termini, length, and other similar factors) to identify
the project or phase of the project.
(D) Performance target achievement.-The transportation improvement program
shall include, to the maximum extent practicable, a description of the anticipated
effect of the transportation improvement program toward achieving the performance
targets established in the metropolitan transportation plan, linking investment
priorities to those performance targets.
(3) Included projects.(A) Projects under this title and chapter 53 of title 49 .-A TIP developed under this
subsection for a metropolitan area shall include the projects within the area that are
proposed for funding under chapter 1 of this title and chapter 53 of title 49.
(B) Projects under chapter 2.(i) Regionally significant projects.-Regionally significant projects proposed for
funding under chapter 2 shall be identified individually in the transportation
improvement program.
(ii) Other projects.-Projects proposed for funding under chapter 2 that are not
determined to be regionally significant shall be grouped in 1 line item or identified
individually in the transportation improvement program.
(C) Consistency with long-range transportation plan.-Each project shall be
consistent with the long-range transportation plan developed under subsection (i)
for the area.
(D) Requirement of anticipated full funding.-The program shall include a project,
or an identified phase of a project, only if full funding can reasonably be anticipated
to be available for the project or the identified phase within the time period
contemplated for completion of the project or the identified phase.
(4) Notice and comment.-Before approving a TIP, a metropolitan planning
organization, in cooperation with the State and any affected public transportation
operator, shall provide an opportunity for participation by interested parties in the
development of the program, in accordance with subsection (i)(5).
(5) Selection of projects.(A) In general.-Except as otherwise provided in subsection (k)(4) and in addition
to the TIP development required under paragraph (1), the selection of Federally
funded projects in metropolitan areas shall be carried out, from the approved TIP(i) by(I) in the case of projects under this title, the State; and
(II) in the case of projects under chapter 53 of title 49, the designated
recipients of public transportation funding; and
(ii) in cooperation with the metropolitan planning organization.
(B) Modifications to project priority.-Notwithstanding any other provision of law,
action by the Secretary shall not be required to advance a project included in the
approved TIP in place of another project in the program.

(6) Selection of projects from illustrative list.(A) No required selection.-Notwithstanding paragraph (2)(B)(iv), a State or
metropolitan planning organization shall not be required to select any project from
the illustrative list of additional projects included in the financial plan under
paragraph (2)(B)(iv).
(B) Required action by the secretary.-Action by the Secretary shall be required
for a State or metropolitan planning organization to select any project from the
illustrative list of additional projects included in the financial plan under paragraph
(2)(B)(iv) for inclusion in an approved TIP.
(7) Publication.(A) Publication of tips.-A TIP involving Federal participation shall be published or
otherwise made readily available by the metropolitan planning organization for
public review.
(B) Publication of annual listings of projects.(i) In general.-An annual listing of projects, including investments in pedestrian
walkways and bicycle transportation facilities, for which Federal funds have been
obligated in the preceding year shall be published or otherwise made available
by the cooperative effort of the State, transit operator, and metropolitan planning
organization for public review.
(ii) Requirement.-The listing shall be consistent with the categories identified in
the TIP.
(k) Transportation Management Areas.(1) Identification and designation.(A) Required identification.-The Secretary shall identify as a transportation
management area each urbanized area (as defined by the Bureau of the Census)
with a population of over 200,000 individuals.
(B) Designations on request.-The Secretary shall designate any additional area
as a transportation management area on the request of the Governor and the
metropolitan planning organization designated for the area.
(2) Transportation plans.-In a transportation management area, transportation plans
shall be based on a continuing and comprehensive transportation planning process
carried out by the metropolitan planning organization in cooperation with the State and
public transportation operators.
(3) Congestion management process.(A) In general.-Within a metropolitan planning area serving a transportation
management area, the transportation planning process under this section shall
address congestion management through a process that provides for effective
management and operation, based on a cooperatively developed and implemented
metropolitan-wide strategy, of new and existing transportation facilities eligible for
funding under this title and chapter 53 of title 49 through the use of travel demand
reduction (including intercity bus operators, employer-based commuting programs
Msuch as a carpool program, vanpool program, transit benefit program, parking
cash-out program, shuttle program, or telework program), job access projects, and
operational management strategies.
(B) Schedule.-The Secretary shall establish an appropriate phase-in schedule for
compliance with the requirements of this section but no sooner than 1 year after the
identification of a transportation management area.

(C) Congestion management plan.-A metropolitan planning organization serving
a transportation management area may develop a plan that includes projects and
strategies that will be considered in the TIP of such metropolitan planning
organization. Such plan shall(i) develop regional goals to reduce vehicle miles traveled during peak
commuting hours and improve transportation connections between areas with
high job concentration and areas with high concentrations of low-income
households;
(ii) identify existing public transportation services, employer-based commuter
programs, and other existing transportation services that support access to jobs
in the region; and
(iii) identify proposed projects and programs to reduce congestion and
increase job access opportunities.
(D) Participation.-In developing the plan under subparagraph (C), a metropolitan
planning organization shall consult with employers, private and nonprofit providers
of public transportation, transportation management organizations, and
organizations that provide job access reverse commute projects or job-related
services to low-income individuals.
(4) Selection of projects.(A) In general.-All Federally funded projects carried out within the boundaries of a
metropolitan planning area serving a transportation management area under this
title (excluding projects carried out on the National Highway System) or under
chapter 53 of title 49 shall be selected for implementation from the approved TIP by
the metropolitan planning organization designated for the area in consultation with
the State and any affected public transportation operator.
(B) National highway system projects.-Projects carried out within the boundaries
of a metropolitan planning area serving a transportation management area on the
National Highway System shall be selected for implementation from the approved
TIP by the State in cooperation with the metropolitan planning organization
designated for the area.
(5) Certification.(A) In general.-The Secretary shall(i) ensure that the metropolitan planning process of a metropolitan planning
organization serving a transportation management area is being carried out in
accordance with applicable provisions of Federal law; and
(ii) subject to subparagraph (B), certify, not less often than once every 4 years,
that the requirements of this paragraph are met with respect to the metropolitan
planning process.
(B) Requirements for certification.-The Secretary may make the certification
under subparagraph (A) if(i) the transportation planning process complies with the requirements of this
section and other applicable requirements of Federal law; and
(ii) there is a TIP for the metropolitan planning area that has been approved by
the metropolitan planning organization and the Governor.
(C) Effect of failure to certify.-

(i) Withholding of project funds.-If a metropolitan planning process of a
metropolitan planning organization serving a transportation management area is
not certified, the Secretary may withhold up to 20 percent of the funds
attributable to the metropolitan planning area of the metropolitan planning
organization for projects funded under this title and chapter 53 of title 49.
(ii) Restoration of withheld funds.-The withheld funds shall be restored to the
metropolitan planning area at such time as the metropolitan planning process is
certified by the Secretary.
(D) Review of certification.-In making certification determinations under this
paragraph, the Secretary shall provide for public involvement appropriate to the
metropolitan area under review.
(l) Report on Performance-based Planning Processes.(1) In general.-The Secretary shall submit to Congress a report on the effectiveness
of the performance-based planning processes of metropolitan planning organizations
under this section, taking into consideration the requirements of this subsection.
(2) Report.-Not later than 5 years after the date of enactment of the MAP–21, the
Secretary shall submit to Congress a report evaluating(A) the overall effectiveness of performance-based planning as a tool for guiding
transportation investments;
(B) the effectiveness of the performance-based planning process of each
metropolitan planning organization under this section;
(C) the extent to which metropolitan planning organizations have achieved, or are
currently making substantial progress toward achieving, the performance targets
specified under this section and whether metropolitan planning organizations are
developing meaningful performance targets; and
(D) the technical capacity of metropolitan planning organizations that operate
within a metropolitan planning area with a population of 200,000 or less and their
ability to carry out the requirements of this section.
(3) Publication.-The report under paragraph (2) shall be published or otherwise
made available in electronically accessible formats and means, including on the
Internet.
(m) Abbreviated Plans for Certain Areas.(1) In general.-Subject to paragraph (2), in the case of a metropolitan area not
designated as a transportation management area under this section, the Secretary
may provide for the development of an abbreviated transportation plan and TIP for the
metropolitan planning area that the Secretary determines is appropriate to achieve the
purposes of this section, taking into account the complexity of transportation problems
in the area.
(2) Nonattainment areas.-The Secretary may not permit abbreviated plans or TIPs
for a metropolitan area that is in nonattainment for ozone or carbon monoxide under
the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.).
(n) Additional Requirements for Certain Nonattainment Areas.(1) In general.-Notwithstanding any other provisions of this title or chapter 53 of title
49, for transportation management areas classified as nonattainment for ozone or
carbon monoxide pursuant to the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.), Federal
funds may not be advanced in such area for any highway project that will result in a

significant increase in the carrying capacity for single-occupant vehicles unless the
project is addressed through a congestion management process.
(2) Applicability.-This subsection applies to a nonattainment area within the
metropolitan planning area boundaries determined under subsection (e).
(o) Limitation on Statutory Construction.-Nothing in this section shall be construed to confer
on a metropolitan planning organization the authority to impose legal requirements on any
transportation facility, provider, or project not eligible under this title or chapter 53 of title 49.
(p) Funding.-Funds apportioned under paragraphs (5)(D) and (6) of section 104(b) of this title
or section 5305(g) of title 49 shall be available to carry out this section.
(q) Continuation of Current Review Practice.-Since plans and TIPs described in this section
are subject to a reasonable opportunity for public comment, since individual projects included in
plans and TIPs are subject to review under the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), and since decisions by the Secretary concerning plans and TIPs
described in this section have not been reviewed under that Act as of January 1, 1997, any
decision by the Secretary concerning a plan or TIP described in this section shall not be
considered to be a Federal action subject to review under that Act.
(r) Bi-State Metropolitan Planning Organization.(1) Definition of bi-state mpo region.-In this subsection, the term "Bi-State MPO
Region" has the meaning given the term "region" in subsection (a) of Article II of the
Lake Tahoe Regional Planning Compact (Public Law 96–551; 94 Stat. 3234).
(2) Treatment.-For the purpose of this title, the Bi-State MPO Region shall be
treated as(A) a metropolitan planning organization;
(B) a transportation management area under subsection (k); and
(C) an urbanized area, which is comprised of a population of 145,000 in the State
of California and a population of 65,000 in the State of Nevada.
(3) Suballocated funding.(A) Planning.-In determining the amounts under subparagraph (A) of section
133(d)(1) that shall be obligated for a fiscal year in the States of California and
Nevada under clauses (i), (ii), and (iii) of that subparagraph, the Secretary shall, for
each of those States(i) calculate the population under each of those clauses;
(ii) decrease the amount under section 133(d)(1)(A)(iii) by the population
specified in paragraph (2) of this subsection for the Bi-State MPO Region in that
State; and
(iii) increase the amount under section 133(d)(1)(A)(i) by the population
specified in paragraph (2) of this subsection for the Bi-State MPO Region in that
State.
(B) STBGP set aside.-In determining the amounts under paragraph (2) of section
133(h) that shall be obligated for a fiscal year in the States of California and
Nevada, the Secretary shall, for the purpose of that subsection, calculate the
populations for each of those States in a manner consistent with subparagraph (A).
and inserted ", and reduce the vulnerability of the existing transportation infrastructure to
natural disasters" before period at end.
Subsec. (i)(2)(H). Pub. L. 114–94, §1201(7)(A)(iii), inserted before period at end "including
consideration of the role that intercity buses may play in reducing congestion, pollution, and

energy consumption in a cost-effective manner and strategies and investments that preserve
and enhance intercity bus systems, including systems that are privately owned and operated".
Subsec. (i)(6)(A). Pub. L. 114–94, §1201(7)(B), inserted "public ports," before "freight
shippers," and "(including intercity bus operators, employer-based commuting programs, such
as a carpool program, vanpool program, transit benefit program, parking cash-out program,
shuttle program, or telework program)" after "private providers of transportation".
Subsec. (i)(8). Pub. L. 114–94, §1201(7)(C), substituted "paragraph (2)(E)" for "paragraph
(2)(C)" in two places.
Subsec. (k)(3)(A). Pub. L. 114–94, §1201(8)(A), inserted "(including intercity bus operators,
employer-based commuting programs such as a carpool program, vanpool program, transit
benefit program, parking cash-out program, shuttle program, or telework program), job access
projects," after "reduction".
Subsec. (k)(3)(C), (D). Pub. L. 114–94, §1201(8)(B), added subpars. (C) and (D).
Subsec. (l)(1). Pub. L. 114–94, §1201(9)(A), inserted period at end.
Subsec. (l)(2)(D). Pub. L. 114–94, §1201(9)(B), substituted "with a population of 200,000 or
less" for "of less than 200,000".
Subsec. (n)(1). Pub. L. 114–94, §1201(10), inserted "49" after "chapter 53 of title".
Subsec. (p). Pub. L. 114–94, §1201(11), substituted "Funds apportioned under paragraphs
(5)(D) and (6) of section 104(b)" for "Funds set aside under section 104(f)".
Subsec. (r). Pub. L. 114–94, §1201(12), added subsec. (r).
2012-Pub. L. 112–141 amended section generally. Prior to amendment, section related to
metropolitan transportation planning and consisted of subsecs. (a) to (p).
2008-Subsec. (f)(3)(C)(ii)(II). Pub. L. 110–244, §101(n)(1), added subcl. (II) and struck out
former subcl. (II). Prior to amendment, text read as follows: "In addition to funds made available
to the metropolitan planning organization for the Lake Tahoe region under other provisions of
this title and under chapter 53 of title 49, 1 percent of the funds allocated under section 202
shall be used to carry out the transportation planning process for the Lake Tahoe region under
this subparagraph."
Subsec. (j)(3)(D). Pub. L. 110–244, §101(n)(2), inserted "or the identified phase" after "the
project" in two places.
Subsec. (k)(2). Pub. L. 110–244, §101(n)(3), struck out "a metropolitan planning area
serving" before "a transportation management area,".
2005-Pub. L. 109–59 amended section catchline and text generally, substituting provisions
relating to metropolitan transportation planning for provisions relating to, in subsec. (a), general
requirements for development of transportation plans and programs for urbanized areas, in
subsec. (b), designation of metropolitan planning organizations, in subsec. (c), determination of
metropolitan planning area boundaries, in subsec. (d), coordination of transportation planning in
multistate metropolitan areas, in subsec. (e), coordination of metropolitan planning
organizations, in subsec. (f), scope of the planning process, in subsec. (g), development of a
long-range transportation plan, in subsec. (h), development of a metropolitan area
transportation improvement program, in subsec. (i), designation of transportation management

areas, in subsec. (j), abbreviated plans and programs for areas not designated as transportation
management areas, in subsec. (k), transfer of funds, in subsec. (l), additional requirements for
nonattainment areas under the Clean Air Act,in subsec. (m), limitation on statutory construction,
in subsec. (n), funding, and in subsec. (o), review of plans and programs under the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969.
1998-Subsec. (a). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(a), reenacted heading without change and
amended text of subsec. (a) generally. Prior to amendment, text read as follows: "It is in the
national interest to encourage and promote the development of transportation systems
embracing various modes of transportation in a manner which will efficiently maximize mobility
of people and goods within and through urbanized areas and minimize transportation-related
fuel consumption and air pollution. To accomplish this objective, metropolitan planning
organizations, in cooperation with the State, shall develop transportation plans and programs for
urbanized areas of the State. Such plans and programs shall provide for the development of
transportation facilities (including pedestrian walkways and bicycle transportation facilities)
which will function as an intermodal transportation system for the State, the metropolitan areas,
and the Nation. The process for developing such plans and programs shall provide for
consideration of all modes of transportation and shall be continuing, cooperative, and
comprehensive to the degree appropriate, based on the complexity of the transportation
problems."
Subsec. (b)(1), (2). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(b)(1), added pars. (1) and (2) and struck out
former pars. (1) and (2) which read as follows:
"(1) In general.-To carry out the transportation planning process required by this section, a
metropolitan planning organization shall be designated for each urbanized area of more than
50,000 population by agreement among the Governor and units of general purpose local
government which together represent at least 75 percent of the affected population (including
the central city or cities as defined by the Bureau of the Census) or in accordance with
procedures established by applicable State or local law.
"(2) Membership of certain mpo's.-In a metropolitan area designated as a transportation
management area, the metropolitan planning organization designated for such area shall
include local elected officials, officials of agencies which administer or operate major modes of
transportation in the metropolitan area (including all transportation agencies included in the
metropolitan planning organization on June 1, 1991) and appropriate State officials. This
paragraph shall only apply to a metropolitan planning organization which is redesignated after
the date of the enactment of this section."
Subsec. (b)(4). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(b)(2), reenacted heading without change and
amended text of par. (4) generally. Prior to amendment, text read as follows: "Designations of
metropolitan planning organizations, whether made under this section or other provisions of law,
shall remain in effect until redesignated under paragraph (5) or revoked by agreement among
the Governor and units of general purpose local government which together represent at least
75 percent of the affected population or as otherwise provided under State or local procedures."
Subsec. (b)(5)(A). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(b)(3), substituted "agreement between the
Governor" for "agreement among the Governor" and "government that together represent" for
"government which together represent".
Subsec. (b)(6). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(b)(4), amended heading and text of par. (6)
generally. Prior to amendment, text read as follows: "More than 1 metropolitan planning
organization may be designated within an urbanized area as defined by the Bureau of the

Census only if the Governor determines that the size and complexity of the urbanized area
make designation of more than 1 metropolitan planning organization for such area appropriate."
Subsec. (c). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(c), inserted "Planning" before "Area" in subsec.
heading, designated first sentence as par. (1), inserted par. heading, and inserted "planning"
before "area", added pars. (2) to (4), realigned margins, and struck out at end "Each
metropolitan area shall cover at least the existing urbanized area and the contiguous area
expected to become urbanized within the 20-year forecast period and may encompass the
entire metropolitan statistical area or consolidated metropolitan statistical area, as defined by
the Bureau of the Census. For areas designated as nonattainment areas for ozone or carbon
monoxide under the Clean Air Act, the boundaries of the metropolitan area shall at least include
the boundaries of the nonattainment area, except as otherwise provided by agreement between
the metropolitan planning organization and the Governor."
Subsec. (d). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(d), reenacted heading without change and amended
text of subsec. (d) generally. Prior to amendment, text read as follows:
"(1) In general.-The Secretary shall establish such requirements as the Secretary considers
appropriate to encourage Governors and metropolitan planning organizations with responsibility
for a portion of a multi-State metropolitan area to provide coordinated transportation planning for
the entire metropolitan area.
"(2) Compacts.-The consent of Congress is hereby given to any 2 or more States to 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 such activities
pertain to interstate areas and localities within such States and to establish such agencies, joint
or otherwise, as such States may deem desirable for making such agreements and compacts
effective."
Subsec. (e). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(e), substituted "MPOs" for "MPO's" in subsec. heading,
designated existing provisions as par. (1) and inserted par. heading, added par. (2), and
realigned margins.
Subsec. (f). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(f), amended heading and text of subsec. (f) generally,
substituting provisions relating to scope of planning process for provisions relating to factors to
be considered in developing transportation plans and programs.
Subsec. (g). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(g)(6), substituted "Long-Range Transportation Plan" for
"Long Range Plan" in heading.
Subsec. (g)(1). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(g)(8), substituted "long-range transportation plan" for
"long range plan".
Subsec. (g)(2). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(g)(1), (7), (8), substituted "Long-range transportation
plan" for "Long range plan" in heading and substituted "long-range transportation plan" for "long
range plan" and "contain, at a minimum, the following" for ", at a minimum" in introductory
provisions.
Subsec. (g)(2)(A). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(g)(2), (8), substituted "An identification of" for
"Identify" and "long-range transportation plan" for "long range plan".
Subsec. (g)(2)(B). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(g)(3), added subpar. (B) and struck out former
subpar. (B) which read as follows: "Include a financial plan that demonstrates how the longrange plan can be implemented, indicates resources from public and private sources that are

reasonably expected to be made available to carry out the plan, and recommends any
innovative financing techniques to finance needed projects and programs, including such
techniques as value capture, tolls and congestion pricing."
Subsec. (g)(3). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(g)(8), substituted "long-range transportation plan" for
"long range plan".
Subsec. (g)(4). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(g)(4), (8), substituted "long-range transportation
plan" for "long range plan" in two places and inserted "freight shippers, providers of freight
transportation services," after "transportation agency employees," and "representatives of users
of public transit," after "private providers of transportation,".
Subsec. (g)(5). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(g)(7), (8), substituted "long-range transportation
plan" for "long range plan" in heading and in introductory provisions.
Subsec. (g)(6). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(g)(5), added par. (6).
Subsec. (h). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(h), amended heading and text of subsec. (h) generally.
Prior to amendment, text related to transportation improvement program, providing for
development of program, priority and selection of projects, major capital investments,
requirement of inclusion of projects within area proposed for funding, and provision of
reasonable notice and opportunity to comment for interested citizens.
Subsec. (h)(5)(A). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(o), as added by Pub. L. 105–206, §9003(c),
struck out "for implementation" after "federally funded projects" in introductory provisions.
Subsec. (i)(1). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(i)(1), reenacted heading without change and
amended text of par. (1) generally. Prior to amendment, text read as follows: "The Secretary
shall designate as transportation management areas all urbanized areas over 200,000
population. The Secretary shall designate any additional area as a transportation management
area upon the request of the Governor and the metropolitan planning organization designated
for such area or the affected local officials. Such additional areas shall include upon such a
request the Lake Tahoe Basin as defined by Public Law 96–551."
Subsec. (i)(4). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(i)(2), reenacted heading without change and
amended text of par. (4) generally. Prior to amendment, text read as follows: "All projects
carried out within the boundaries of a transportation management area with Federal
participation pursuant to this title (excluding projects undertaken on the National Highway
System and pursuant to the bridge and Interstate maintenance programs) or pursuant to
chapter 53 of title 49 shall be selected by the metropolitan planning organization designated for
such area in consultation with the State and in conformance with the transportation
improvement program for such area and priorities established therein. Projects undertaken
within the boundaries of a transportation management area on the National Highway System or
pursuant to the bridge and Interstate maintenance programs shall be selected by the State in
cooperation with the metropolitan planning organization designated for such area and shall be in
conformance with the transportation improvement program for such area."
Subsec. (i)(5). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(i)(3), reenacted heading without change and
amended text of par. (5) generally. Prior to amendment, text read as follows: "The Secretary
shall assure that each metropolitan planning organization in each transportation management
area is carrying out its responsibilities under applicable provisions of Federal law, and shall so
certify at least once every 3 years. The Secretary may make such certification only if (1) a
metropolitan planning organization is complying with the requirements of this section and other
applicable requirements of Federal law, and (2) there is a transportation improvement program

for the area that has been approved by the metropolitan planning organization and the
Governor. If after September 30, 1993, a metropolitan planning organization is not certified by
the Secretary, the Secretary may withhold, in whole or in part, the apportionment under section
104(b)(3) attributed to the relevant metropolitan area pursuant to section 133(d)(3) and capital
funds apportioned under the formula program under section 5336 of title 49. If a metropolitan
planning organization remains uncertified for more than 2 consecutive years after September
30, 1994, 20 percent of the apportionment attributed to that metropolitan area under section
133(d)(3) and capital funds apportioned under the formula program under section 5336 of title
49 shall be withheld. The withheld apportionments shall be restored to the metropolitan area at
such time as the metropolitan planning organization is certified by the Secretary. The Secretary
shall not withhold certification under this section based upon the policies and criteria established
by a metropolitan planning organization or transit grant recipient for determining the feasibility of
private enterprise participation in accordance with section 5306(a) of title 49."
Subsec. (j). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(j), reenacted heading without change and amended text
of subsec. (j) generally. Prior to amendment, text read as follows: "For metropolitan areas not
designated as transportation management areas under this section, the Secretary may provide
for the development of abbreviated metropolitan transportation plans and programs that the
Secretary determines to be appropriate to achieve the purposes of this section, taking into
account the complexity of transportation problems, including transportation related air quality
problems, in such areas. In no event shall the Secretary provide abbreviated plans or programs
for metropolitan areas which are in nonattainment for ozone or carbon monoxide under the
Clean Air Act."
Subsec. (l). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(k), designated existing provisions as par. (1), inserted
heading, and added par. (2).
Subsec. (n). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(l), amended heading and text of subsec. (n) generally.
Prior to amendment, text read as follows: "Any funds set aside pursuant to section 104(f) of this
title that are not used for the purpose of carrying out this section may be made available by the
metropolitan planning organization to the State for the purpose of funding activities under
section 135."
Subsec. (o). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(m), added subsec. (o).
1995-Subsec. (f)(16). Pub. L. 104–59 added par. (16).
1994-Subsecs. (h)(5), (i)(3), (4). Pub. L. 103–429, §3(5)(A), substituted "chapter 53 of title 49"
for "the Federal Transit Act".
Subsec. (i)(5). Pub. L. 103–429, §3(5)(B), substituted "section 5336 of title 49" for "section 9
of the Federal Transit Act" in two places and "section 5306(a) of title 49" for "section 8(o) of the
Federal Transit Act".
Subsec. (k). Pub. L. 103–429, §3(5)(C), (D), substituted "chapter 53 of title 49" for "the
Federal Transit Act" wherever appearing and "chapter 53 funds" for "Federal Transit Act funds".
Subsecs. (l), (m). Pub. L. 103–429, §3(5)(C), substituted "chapter 53 of title 49" for "the
Federal Transit Act".
1992-Subsec. (k). Pub. L. 102–388 inserted at end "The provisions of title 23, United States
Code, regarding the non-Federal share shall apply to title 23 funds used for transit projects and
the provisions of the Federal Transit Act regarding non-Federal share shall apply to Federal
Transit Act funds used for highway projects."

1991-Pub. L. 102–240 substituted section catchline for one which read: "Transportation
planning in certain urban areas" and amended text generally, substituting present provisions for
provisions relating to transportation planning in certain urban areas, including provisions stating
transportation objectives, requiring continuing comprehensive planning process by States and
local communities, and relating to redesignation of metropolitan planning organizations,
designation of contiguous interstate areas as critical transportation regions and corridors,
establishment of planning bodies for such regions and corridors, and authorization of
appropriations.
1978-Subsec. (a). Pub. L. 95–599, §169(a), inserted provisions related to cooperation with
local officials and specific considerations in the planning process.
Subsecs. (b), (c). Pub. L. 95–599, §169(b), added subsec. (b) and redesignated former
subsec. (b) as (c).
1970-Pub. L. 91–605 designated existing provisions as subsec. (a), inserted provision
prohibiting a highway construction project in any urban area of 50,000 or more population
unless responsible public officials of such area have been consulted and their views considered
with respect to the corridor, the location, and the design of the project, and added subsec. (b).
EFFECTIVE DATE OF 2015 AMENDMENT
Amendment by Pub. L. 114–94 effective Oct. 1, 2015, see section 1003 of Pub. L. 114–94,
set out as a note under section 5313 of Title 5, Government Organization and Employees.
EFFECTIVE DATE OF 2012 AMENDMENT
Amendment by Pub. L. 112–141 effective Oct. 1, 2012, see section 3(a) of Pub. L. 112–141,
set out as an Effective and Termination Dates of 2012 Amendment note under section 101 of
this title.
EFFECTIVE DATE OF 1998 AMENDMENT
Title IX of Pub. L. 105–206 effective simultaneously with enactment of Pub. L. 105–178 and
to be treated as included in Pub. L. 105–178 at time of enactment, and provisions of Pub. L.
105–178, as in effect on day before July 22, 1998, that are amended by title IX of Pub. L. 105–
206 to be treated as not enacted, see section 9016 of Pub. L. 105–206, set out as a note under
section 101 of this title.
EFFECTIVE DATE OF 1991 AMENDMENT
Amendment by Pub. L. 102–240 effective Dec. 18, 1991, and applicable to funds authorized
to be appropriated or made available after Sept. 30, 1991, and, with certain exceptions, not
applicable to funds appropriated or made available on or before Sept. 30, 1991, see section
1100 of Pub. L. 102–240, set out as a note under section 104 of this title.
SCHEDULE FOR IMPLEMENTATION
Pub. L. 109–59, title VI, §6001(b), Aug. 10, 2005, 119 Stat. 1857 , provided that: "The
Secretary [of Transportation] shall issue guidance on a schedule for implementation of the
changes made by this section [amending this section and section 135 of this title], taking into
consideration the established planning update cycle for States and metropolitan planning
organizations. The Secretary shall not require a State or metropolitan planning organization to
deviate from its established planning update cycle to implement changes made by this section.
Beginning July 1, 2007, State or metropolitan planning organization plan or program updates
shall reflect changes made by this section."

DEMONSTRATION PROJECT FOR RESTRICTED ACCESS TO CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT OF
METROPOLITAN AREAS
Pub. L. 95–599, title I, §155, Nov. 6, 1978, 92 Stat. 2717 , authorized Secretary of
Transportation to carry out a demonstration project in a metropolitan area respecting the
restriction of access of motor vehicles to the central business district during peak hours of traffic,
authorized the necessary appropriations, and required progress reports and a final report and
recommendations not later than three years after Nov. 6, 1978.
REDUCTION OF URBAN BLIGHT ADJACENT TO FEDERAL-AID PRIMARY AND INTERSTATE HIGHWAYS
LOCATED IN CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICTS
Pub. L. 95–599, title I, §159, Nov. 6, 1978, 92 Stat. 2718 , directed Secretary to conduct a
study and submit a report to Congress not later than two years after Nov. 6, 1978, respecting
the potential for reducing urban blight adjacent to Federal-aid primary and interstate highways
located in central business districts.
URBAN SYSTEM STUDY
Pub. L. 94–280, title I, §149, May 5, 1976, 90 Stat. 447 , directed Secretary of Transportation
to conduct a study of the factors involved in planning, selection, etc., of Federal-aid urban
system routes including an analysis of organizations carrying out the planning process, the
status of jurisdiction over roads, programing responsibilities under local and State laws, and
authority of local units, such study to be submitted to Congress within six months of May 5,
1976.
FRINGE PARKING DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS
Pub. L. 90–495, §11, Aug. 23, 1968, 82 Stat. 820 , authorized Secretary to approve
construction of publicly owned parking facilities under this title until June 30, 1971, as a
demonstration project, authorized the Federal share of any project under this section to be 50%,
prevented approval of projects by the Secretary unless the State or political subdivision thereof
where the project is located can construct, maintain, and operate the facility, unless the
Secretary has entered into an agreement with the State or political subdivision governing the
financing, maintenance, and operation of the facility, and unless the Secretary has approved
design standards for construction of the facility, defined "parking facilities", permitted a State or
political subdivision to contract for the operation of such facility, prohibited approval of the
project by the Secretary unless it is carried on in accordance with section 134 of this title (this
section), and required annual reports to Congress on the demonstration projects approved
under this section, prior to repeal by Pub. L. 91–605, title I, §134(c), Dec. 31, 1970, 84 Stat.
1734 . See section 137 of this title.

Community Development Federal Regulations

Office of the Secretary, HUD

§ 58.45

Subpart E—Environmental Review
Process: Environmental Assessments (EA’s)
§ 58.40 Preparing the environmental
assessment.
The responsible entity may prepare
the EA using the HUD recommended
format. In preparing an EA for a particular project, the responsible entity
must:
(a) Determine existing conditions and
describe the character, features and resources of the project area and its surroundings; identify the trends that are
likely to continue in the absence of the
project.
(b) Identify all potential environmental impacts, whether beneficial or
adverse, and the conditions that would
change as a result of the project.
(c) Identify, analyze and evaluate all
impacts to determine the significance
of their effects on the human environment and whether the project will require further compliance under related
laws and authorities cited in § 58.5 and
§ 58.6.
(d) Examine and recommend feasible
ways in which the project or external
factors relating to the project could be
modified in order to eliminate or minimize adverse environmental impacts.
(e) Examine alternatives to the
project itself, if appropriate, including
the alternative of no action.
(f) Complete all environmental review requirements necessary for the
project’s compliance with applicable
authorities cited in §§ 58.5 and 58.6.
(g) Based on steps set forth in paragraph (a) through (f) of this section,
make one of the following findings:
(1) A Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI), in which the responsible
entity determines that the project is
not an action that will result in a significant impact on the quality of the
human environment. The responsible
entity may then proceed to § 58.43.
(2) A finding of significant impact, in
which the project is deemed to be an
action which may significantly affect
the quality of the human environment.
The responsible entity must then proceed with its environmental review
under subpart F or G of this part.

§ 58.43 Dissemination and/or publication of the findings of no significant
impact.
(a) If the responsible entity makes a
finding of no significant impact, it
must prepare a FONSI notice, using
the current HUD-recommended format
or an equivalent format. As a minimum, the responsible entity must
send the FONSI notice to individuals
and groups known to be interested in
the activities, to the local news media,
to the appropriate tribal, local, State
and Federal agencies; to the Regional
Offices of the Environmental Protection Agency having jurisdiction and to
the HUD Field Office (or the State
where applicable). The responsible entity may also publish the FONSI notice
in a newspaper of general circulation in
the affected community. If the notice
is not published, it must also be prominently displayed in public buildings,
such as the local Post Office and within
the project area or in accordance with
procedures established as part of the
citizen participation process.
(b) The responsible entity may disseminate or publish a FONSI notice at
the same time it disseminates or publishes the NOI/RROF required by § 58.70.
If the notices are released as a combined notice, the combined notice
shall:
(1) Clearly indicate that it is intended to meet two separate procedural
requirements; and
(2) Advise the public to specify in
their comments which ‘‘notice’’ their
comments address.
(c) The responsible entity must consider the comments and make modifications, if appropriate, in response to
the comments, before it completes its
environmental certification and before
the recipient submits its RROF. If
funds will be used in Presidentially declared disaster areas, modifications resulting from public comment, if appropriate, must be made before proceeding
with the expenditure of funds.
§ 58.45 Public comment periods.
Required notices must afford the
public the following minimum comment periods, counted in accordance
with § 58.21:
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(1) Clearly indicate that it is intended to meet two separate procedural
requirements; and
(2) Advise the public to specify in
their comments which ‘‘notice’’ their
comments address.
(c) The responsible entity must consider the comments and make modifications, if appropriate, in response to
the comments, before it completes its
environmental certification and before
the recipient submits its RROF. If
funds will be used in Presidentially declared disaster areas, modifications resulting from public comment, if appropriate, must be made before proceeding
with the expenditure of funds.
§ 58.45 Public comment periods.
Required notices must afford the
public the following minimum comment periods, counted in accordance
with § 58.21:

419

VerDate jul<14>2003

11:32 Apr 27, 2004

Jkt 203076

PO 00000

Frm 00419

Fmt 8010

Sfmt 8010

Y:\SGML\203076T.XXX

203076T

§ 58.46

24 CFR Subtitle A (4–1–04 Edition)

(a) Notice of Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI).
(b) Notice of Intent to Request Release of
Funds (NOI–RROF).
(c) Concurrent or combined notices ..................

15 days when published or, if no publication,
18 days when mailing and posting
7 days when published or, if no publication, 10
days when mailing and posting
15 days when published or, if no publication,
18 days when mailing and posting

[68 FR 56130, Sept. 29, 2003]

§ 58.46 Time delays for exceptional circumstances.
The responsible entity must make
the FONSI available for public comments for 30 days before the recipient
files the RROF when:
(a) There is a considerable interest or
controversy concerning the project;
(b) The proposed project is similar to
other projects that normally require
the preparation of an EIS; or
(c) The project is unique and without
precedent.
§ 58.47 Re-evaluation of environmental
assessments and other environmental findings.
(a) A responsible entity must reevaluate its environmental findings to
determine if the original findings are
still valid, when:
(1) The recipient proposes substantial
changes in the nature, magnitude or
extent of the project, including adding
new activities not anticipated in the
original scope of the project;
(2) There are new circumstances and
environmental conditions which may
affect the project or have a bearing on
its impact, such as concealed or unexpected conditions discovered during
the implementation of the project or
activity which is proposed to be continued; or
(3) The recipient proposes the selection of an alternative not in the original finding.
(b)(1) If the original findings are still
valid but the data or conditions upon
which they were based have changed,
the responsible entity must affirm the
original findings and update its ERR
by including this re-evaluation and its
determination based on its findings.
Under these circumstances, if a FONSI
notice has already been published, no
further publication of a FONSI notice
is required.

(2) If the responsible entity determines that the original findings are no
longer valid, it must prepare an EA or
an EIS if its evaluation indicates potentially significant impacts.
(3) Where the recipient is not the responsible entity, the recipient must inform the responsible entity promptly
of any proposed substantial changes
under paragraph (a)(1) of this section,
new circumstances or environmental
conditions under paragraph (a)(2) of
this section, or any proposals to select
a different alternative under paragraph
(a)(3) of this section, and must then
permit the responsible entity to reevaluate the findings before proceeding.
[61 FR 19122, Apr. 30, 1996, as amended at 63
FR 15272, Mar. 30, 1998]

Subpart F—Environmental Review
Process: Environmental Impact Statement Determinations
§ 58.52 Adoption
EISs.

of

other

agencies’

The responsible entity may adopt a
draft or final EIS prepared by another
agency provided that the EIS was prepared in accordance with 40 CFR parts
1500 through 1508. If the responsible entity adopts an EIS prepared by another
agency, the procedure in 40 CFR 1506.3
shall be followed. An adopted EIS may
have to be revised and modified to
adapt it to the particular environmental conditions and circumstances
of the project if these are different
from the project reviewed in the EIS.
In such cases the responsible entity
must prepare, circulate, and file a supplemental draft EIS in the manner prescribed in § 58.60(d) and otherwise comply with the clearance and time requirements of the EIS process, except
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Sec. 91.20 Exceptions.
The HUD Field Office may grant a jurisdiction an exception from the submission deadline for
plans and reports and from a requirement in the implementation guidelines for good cause, as
determined by the field office and reported in writing to HUD Headquarters, unless the
requirement is required by statute or regulation.
[71 FR 6962, Feb. 9, 2006]
Subpart B Citizen Participation and Consultation
Sec. 91.100 Consultation; local governments.
(a) General. (1) When preparing the consolidated plan, the jurisdiction shall consult with other
public and private agencies that provide assisted housing, health services, and social and fair
housing services (including those focusing on services to children, elderly persons, persons with
disabilities, persons with HIV/AIDS and their families, homeless persons) during preparation of the
consolidated plan.
(2) When preparing the portion of the consolidated plan describing the jurisdiction's homeless
strategy, the jurisdiction shall consult with public and private agencies that provide assisted
housing, health services, and social services to determine what resources are available to address
the needs of any persons that are chronically homeless.
(3) When preparing the portion of its consolidated plan concerning lead-based paint hazards, the
jurisdiction shall consult with state or local health and child welfare agencies and examine existing
data related to lead-based paint hazards and poisonings, including health department data on the
addresses of housing units in which children have been identified as lead poisoned.
(4) When preparing the description of priority nonhousing community development needs, a unit
of general local government must notify adjacent units of general local government, to the extent
practicable.
The nonhousing community development plan must be submitted to the state, and, if the
jurisdiction is a CDBG entitlement grantee other than an urban county, to the county.
(5) The jurisdiction also should consult with adjacent units of general local government,
including local government agencies with metropolitan-wide planning responsibilities, particularly
for problems and solutions that go beyond a single jurisdiction.
(b) HOPWA. The largest city in each eligible metropolitan statistical area (EMSA) that is eligible
to receive a HOPWA formula allocation must consult broadly to develop a metropolitan-wide
strategy for addressing the needs of persons with HIV/AIDS and their families living throughout
the EMSA. All jurisdictions within the EMSA must assist the jurisdiction that is applying for a
HOPWA allocation in the preparation of the HOPWA submission.
(c) Public housing. The jurisdiction shall consult with the local public housing agency (PHA)
concerning consideration of public housing needs and planned programs and activities. This
consultation will help provide a better basis for the certification by the authorized official that the
PHA Plan is consistent with the consolidated plan and the local government's description of the
manner in which it will address the needs of public housing and, where necessary, the manner in
which it will provide financial or other assistance to a troubled PHA to improve its operations and
remove such designation. It will also help ensure that activities with regard to local drug
elimination, neighborhood improvement programs, and resident programs and services, funded
under a PHA's program and those funded under a program covered by the consolidated plan, are
fully coordinated to achieve comprehensive community development goals. If a PHA is required to
implement remedies under a Section 504 Voluntary Compliance Agreement to provide accessible
units for persons with disabilities, the local jurisdiction should consult with the PHA and identify
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actions it may take, if any, to assist the PHA in implementing the required remedies. A local
jurisdiction may use CDBG funds for eligible activities or other funds to implement remedies
required under a Section 504 Voluntary Compliance Agreement.
[60 FR 1896, Jan. 5, 1995, as amended at 71 FR 6962, Feb. 9, 2006]
Sec. 91.105 Citizen participation plan; local governments.
(a) Applicability and adoption of the citizen participation plan.
(1) The jurisdiction is required to adopt a citizen participation plan that sets forth the jurisdiction's
policies and procedures for citizen participation. (Where a jurisdiction, before February 6, 1995,
adopted a citizen participation plan that complies with section 104(a)(3) of the Housing and
Community Development Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5304(A)(3)) but will need to amend the citizen
participation plan to comply with provisions of this section, the citizen participation plan shall be
amended by the first day of the jurisdiction's program year that begins on or after 180 days
following February 6, 1995.)
(2) Encouragement of citizen participation. (i) The citizen participation plan must provide for and
encourage citizens to participate in the development of the consolidated plan, any substantial
amendments to the consolidated plan, and the performance report.
(ii) These requirements are designed especially to encourage participation by low- and moderateincome persons, particularly those living in slum and blighted areas and in areas where CDBG
funds are proposed to be used, and by residents of predominantly low- and moderate-income
neighborhoods, as defined by the jurisdiction. A jurisdiction also is expected to take whatever
actions are appropriate to encourage the participation of all its citizens, including minorities and
non-English speaking persons, as well as persons with disabilities. The jurisdiction shall encourage
the participation of local and regional institutions and other organizations (including businesses,
developers, and community and faith-based organizations) in the process of developing and
implementing the consolidated plan. The jurisdiction should also explore alternative public
involvement techniques and quantitative ways to measure efforts that encourage citizen
participation in a shared vision for change in communities and neighborhoods, and the review of
program performance, e.g., use of focus groups, and use of the Internet.
(iii) The jurisdiction shall encourage, in conjunction with consultation with public housing
agencies, the participation of residents of public and assisted housing developments, in the process
of developing and implementing the consolidated plan, along with other lowincome residents of targeted revitalization areas in which the developments are located. The
jurisdiction shall make an effort to provide information to the public housing agency about
consolidated plan activities related to its developments and surrounding communities so that the
public housing agency can make this information available at the annual public hearing required for
the PHA Plan.
(3) Citizen comment on the citizen participation plan and amendments. The jurisdiction must
provide citizens with a reasonable opportunity to comment on the original citizen participation plan
and on substantial amendments to the citizen participation plan, and must make the citizen
participation plan public. The citizen participation plan must be in a format accessible to persons
with disabilities, upon request.
(b) Development of the consolidated plan. The citizen participation plan must include the
following minimum requirements for the development of the consolidated plan.
(1) The citizen participation plan must require that, before the jurisdiction adopts a consolidated
plan, the jurisdiction will make available to citizens, public agencies, and other interested parties
information that includes the amount of assistance the jurisdiction 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 persons of low- and moderate-income. The citizen participation
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plan also must set forth the jurisdiction's plans to minimize displacement of persons and to assist
any persons displaced, specifying the types and levels of assistance the jurisdiction will make
available (or require others to make available) to persons displaced, even if the jurisdiction expects
no displacement to occur. The citizen participation plan must state when and how the jurisdiction
will make this information available.
(2) The citizen participation plan must require the jurisdiction to publish the proposed
consolidated plan in a manner that affords citizens, public agencies, and other interested parties a
reasonable opportunity to examine its contents and to submit comments. The citizen participation
plan must set forth how the jurisdiction will publish the proposed consolidated plan and give
reasonable opportunity to examine the contents of the proposed consolidated plan. The requirement
for publishing may be met by publishing a summary of the proposed consolidated plan in one or
more newspapers of general circulation, and by making copies of the proposed consolidated plan
available at libraries, government offices, and public places. The summary must describe the
contents and purpose of the consolidated plan, and must include a list of the locations where copies
of the entire proposed consolidated plan may be examined. In addition, the jurisdiction must
provide a reasonable number of free copies of the plan to citizens and groups that request it.
(3) The citizen participation plan must provide for at least one public hearing during the
development of the consolidated plan. See paragraph (e) of this section for public hearing
requirements, generally.
(4) The citizen participation plan must provide a period, not less than 30 days, to receive
comments from citizens on the consolidated plan.
(5) The citizen participation plan shall require the jurisdiction to consider any comments or views
of citizens received in writing, or orally at the public hearings, in preparing the final consolidated
plan.
A summary of these comments or views, and a summary of any comments or views not accepted
and the reasons therefor, shall be attached to the final consolidated plan.
(c) Amendments--(1) Criteria for amendment to consolidated plan. The citizen participation plan
must specify the criteria the jurisdiction will use for determining what changes in the jurisdiction's
planned or actual activities constitute a substantial amendment to the consolidated
plan. (See Sec. 91.505.) It must include among the criteria for a substantial amendment changes in
the use of CDBG funds from one eligible activity to another.
(2) The citizen participation plan must provide citizens with reasonable notice and an opportunity
to comment on substantial amendments. The citizen participation plan must state how reasonable
notice and an opportunity to comment will be given. The citizen participation plan must provide a
period, not less than 30 days, to receive comments on the substantial amendment before the
amendment is implemented.
(3) The citizen participation plan shall require the jurisdiction to consider any comments or views
of citizens received in writing, or orally at public hearings, if any, in preparing the substantial
amendment of the consolidated plan. A summary of these comments or views, and a summary of
any comments or views not accepted and the reasons therefor, shall be attached to the substantial
amendment of the consolidated plan.
(d) Performance reports. (1) The citizen participation plan must provide citizens with reasonable
notice and an opportunity to comment on performance reports. The citizen participation plan must
state how reasonable notice and an opportunity to comment will be given. The citizen participation
plan must provide a period, not less than 15 days, to receive comments on the performance report
that is to be submitted to HUD before its submission.
(2) The citizen participation plan shall require the jurisdiction to consider any comments or views
of citizens received in writing, or orally at public hearings in preparing the performance report. A
summary of these comments or views shall be attached to the performance report.
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(e) Public hearings. (1) The citizen participation plan must provide for at least two public
hearings per year to obtain citizens' views and to respond to proposals and questions, to be
conducted at a minimum of two different stages of the program year. Together, the hearings must
address housing and community development needs, development of proposed activities, and
review of program performance. To obtain the views of citizens on housing and community
development needs, including priority nonhousing community development needs, the citizen
participation plan must provide that at least one of these hearings is held before the proposed
consolidated plan is published for comment.
(2) The citizen participation plan must state how and when adequate advance notice will be given
to citizens of each hearing, with sufficient information published about the subject of the hearing to
permit informed comment. (Publishing small print notices in the newspaper a few days before the
hearing does not constitute adequate notice. Although HUD is not specifying the length of notice
required, it would consider two weeks adequate.)
(3) The citizen participation plan must provide that hearings be held at times and locations
convenient to potential and actual beneficiaries, and with accommodation for persons with
disabilities. The citizen participation plan must specify how it will meet these requirements.
(4) The citizen participation plan must identify how the needs of non-English speaking residents
will be met in the case of public hearings where a significant number of non-English speaking
residents can be reasonably expected to participate.
(f) Meetings. The citizen participation plan must provide citizens with reasonable and timely
access to local meetings.
(g) Availability to the public. The citizen participation plan must provide that the consolidated
plan as adopted, substantial amendments, and the performance report will be available to the public,
including the availability of materials in a form accessible to persons with disabilities, upon request.
The citizen participation plan must state how these documents will be available to the public.
(h) Access to records. The citizen participation plan must require the jurisdiction to provide
citizens, public agencies, and other interested parties with reasonable and timely access to
information and records relating to the jurisdiction's consolidated plan and the jurisdiction's use of
assistance under the programs covered by this part during the preceding five years.
(i) Technical assistance. The citizen participation plan must provide for technical assistance to
groups representative of persons of low- and moderate-income that request such assistance in
developing proposals for funding assistance under any of the programs covered by the consolidated
plan, with the level and type of assistance determined by the jurisdiction. The assistance need not
include the provision of funds to the groups.
(j) Complaints. The citizen participation plan shall describe the jurisdiction's appropriate and
practicable procedures to handle complaints from citizens related to the consolidated plan,
amendments, and performance report. At a minimum, the citizen participation plan shall require
that the jurisdiction must provide a timely, substantive written response to every written citizen
complaint, within an established period of time (within 15 working days, where practicable,
if the jurisdiction is a CDBG grant recipient).
(k) Use of citizen participation plan. The jurisdiction must follow its citizen participation plan.
(l) Jurisdiction responsibility. The requirements for citizen participation do not restrict the
responsibility or authority of the jurisdiction for the development and execution of its consolidated
plan.
(Approved by the Office of Management and Budget under control number 2506-0117)
[60 FR 1896, Jan. 5, 1995; 60 FR 10427, Feb. 24, 1995, as amended at 71 FR 6962, Feb. 9, 2006]
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Solid Waste Federal Regulations

R 299.4706 Public participation programs.
Rule 706. (1) 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.
(2) The designated planning agency shall maintain a mailing list of all
municipalities, affected public agencies, the private sector, and all interested persons who
request information regarding the plan.
(3) Time shall be reserved on the agenda at all public meetings for questions and
comments from the general public.
(4) The public meetings shall be scheduled at a time convenient to the general
public.
(5) The designated planning agency shall hold public meetings with the planning
committee not less than quarterly each year during plan preparation.
(6) If the director prepares the plan, the extent of public participation shall be
conducted pursuant to section 11538(e) of the act.
(7) The designated planning agency shall maintain at least 1 central repository
where all documents related to the plan may be inspected by the public.
(8) Upon request, the designated planning agency shall submit specific tasks as
outlined in the work program to all of the following for comment and advice:
(a) The planning committee.
(b) Municipalities.
(c) Appropriate organizations.
(d) The regional solid waste management planning agency.
(e) Adjacent counties.
(f) Certified health departments.
History: 1982 AACS; 2015 AACS.

R 299.4707 Plan adoption; update procedures.
Rule 707. (1) The designated planning agency shall follow the review procedures
as established in section 11535(a) to (f) of the act.
(2) The designated planning agency shall allow a period of not less than 3 months
for the review and comments on the proposed plan. The exact time limit shall be
specified in the work program. After the prescribed review and comment period, all of
the comments from the reviewing agencies shall be submitted with the plan to the
governmental unit that filed the notice of intent.
(3) The designated planning agency shall conduct a public hearing on the proposed
county solid waste management plan before formal adoption by the county, the
municipalities, or the state, as required in section 11535(f) of the act. Before the public
hearing, the planning committee shall review the plan and shall authorize its release for
public hearing. After the public hearing, the designated planning agency shall prepare a
transcript, a recording, or another complete record of the public hearing proceedings.
The record may be copied at cost or may be inspected by the general public upon request.
(4) The designated planning agency shall revise the plan, if necessary, in response
to public hearing comments and shall then submit the plan to the planning committee.
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23 United States Code Subsection 134
§134. Metropolitan transportation planning
(a) Policy.-It is in the national interest(1) to encourage and promote the safe and efficient management, operation, and
development of surface transportation systems that will serve the mobility needs of
people and freight, foster economic growth and development within and between
States and urbanized areas, and take into consideration resiliency needs while
minimizing transportation-related fuel consumption and air pollution through
metropolitan and statewide transportation planning processes identified in this
chapter; and
(2) to encourage the continued improvement and evolution of the metropolitan and
statewide transportation planning processes by metropolitan planning organizations,
State departments of transportation, and public transit operators as guided by the
planning factors identified in subsection (h) and section 135(d).
(b) Definitions.-In this section and section 135, the following definitions apply:
(1) Metropolitan planning area.-The term "metropolitan planning area" means the
geographic area determined by agreement between the metropolitan planning
organization for the area and the Governor under subsection (e).
(2) Metropolitan planning organization.-The term "metropolitan planning
organization" means the policy board of an organization established as a result of the
designation process under subsection (d).
(3) Nonmetropolitan area.-The term "nonmetropolitan area" means a geographic
area outside designated metropolitan planning areas.
(4) Nonmetropolitan local official.-The term "nonmetropolitan local official" means
elected and appointed officials of general purpose local government in a
nonmetropolitan area with responsibility for transportation.
(5) Regional transportation planning organization.-The term "regional transportation
planning organization" means a policy board of an organization established as the
result of a designation under section 135(m).
(6) TIP.-The term "TIP" means a transportation improvement program developed by
a metropolitan planning organization under subsection (j).
(7) Urbanized area.-The term "urbanized area" means a geographic area with a
population of 50,000 or more, as determined by the Bureau of the Census.
(c) General Requirements.(1) Development of long-range plans and tips.-To accomplish the objectives in
subsection (a), metropolitan planning organizations designated under subsection (d),
in cooperation with the State and public transportation operators, shall develop longrange transportation plans and transportation improvement programs through a
performance-driven, outcome-based approach to planning for metropolitan areas of
the State.
(2) Contents.-The plans and TIPs for each metropolitan area shall provide for the
development and integrated management and operation of transportation systems
and facilities (including accessible pedestrian walkways, bicycle transportation
facilities, and intermodal facilities that support intercity transportation, including
intercity buses and intercity bus facilities and commuter vanpool providers) that will
function as an intermodal transportation system for the metropolitan planning area

and as an integral part of an intermodal transportation system for the State and the
United States.
(3) Process of development.-The process for developing the plans and TIPs shall
provide for consideration of all modes of transportation and shall be continuing,
cooperative, and comprehensive to the degree appropriate, based on the complexity
of the transportation problems to be addressed.
(d) Designation of Metropolitan Planning Organizations.(1) In general.-To carry out the transportation planning process required by this
section, a metropolitan planning organization shall be designated for each urbanized
area with a population of more than 50,000 individuals(A) by agreement between the Governor and units of general purpose local
government that together represent at least 75 percent of the affected population
(including the largest incorporated city (based on population) as determined by the
Bureau of the Census); or
(B) in accordance with procedures established by applicable State or local law.
(2) Structure.-Not later than 2 years after the date of enactment of MAP-21, each
metropolitan planning organization that serves an area designated as a transportation
management area shall consist of(A) local elected officials;
(B) officials of public agencies that administer or operate major modes of
transportation in the metropolitan area, including representation by providers of
public transportation; and
(C) appropriate State officials.
(3) Representation.(A) In general.-Designation or selection of officials or representatives under
paragraph (2) shall be determined by the metropolitan planning organization
according to the bylaws or enabling statute of the organization.
(B) Public transportation representative.-Subject to the bylaws or enabling statute
of the metropolitan planning organization, a representative of a provider of public
transportation may also serve as a representative of a local municipality.
(C) Powers of certain officials.-An official described in paragraph (2)(B) shall
have responsibilities, actions, duties, voting rights, and any other authority
commensurate with other officials described in paragraph (2).
(4) Limitation on statutory construction.-Nothing in this subsection shall be
construed to interfere with the authority, under any State law in effect on December
18, 1991, of a public agency with multimodal transportation responsibilities(A) to develop the plans and TIPs for adoption by a metropolitan planning
organization; and
(B) to develop long-range capital plans, coordinate transit services and projects,
and carry out other activities pursuant to State law.
(5) Continuing designation.-A designation of a metropolitan planning organization
under this subsection or any other provision of law shall remain in effect until the
metropolitan planning organization is redesignated under paragraph (6).
(6) Redesignation procedures.(A) In general.-A metropolitan planning organization may be redesignated by
agreement between the Governor and units of general purpose local government

that together represent at least 75 percent of the existing planning area population
(including the largest incorporated city (based on population) as determined by the
Bureau of the Census) as appropriate to carry out this section.
(B) Restructuring.-A metropolitan planning organization may be restructured to
meet the requirements of paragraph (2) without undertaking a redesignation.
(7) Designation of more than 1 metropolitan planning organization.-More than 1
metropolitan planning organization may be designated within an existing metropolitan
planning area only if the Governor and the existing metropolitan planning organization
determine that the size and complexity of the existing metropolitan planning area
make designation of more than 1 metropolitan planning organization for the area
appropriate.
(e) Metropolitan Planning Area Boundaries.(1) In general.-For the purposes of this section, the boundaries of a metropolitan
planning area shall be determined by agreement between the metropolitan planning
organization and the Governor.
(2) Included area.-Each metropolitan planning area(A) shall encompass at least the existing urbanized area and the contiguous area
expected to become urbanized within a 20-year forecast period for the
transportation plan; and
(B) may encompass the entire metropolitan statistical area or consolidated
metropolitan statistical area, as defined by the Bureau of the Census.
(3) Identification of new urbanized areas within existing planning area boundaries.The designation by the Bureau of the Census of new urbanized areas within an
existing metropolitan planning area shall not require the redesignation of the existing
metropolitan planning organization.
(4) Existing metropolitan planning areas in nonattainment.(A) In general.-Notwithstanding paragraph (2), except as provided in
subparagraph (B), in the case of an urbanized area designated as a nonattainment
area for ozone or carbon monoxide under the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7401 et
seq.) as of the date of enactment of the SAFETEA–LU, the boundaries of the
metropolitan planning area in existence as of such date of enactment shall be
retained.
(B) Exception.-The boundaries described in subparagraph (A) may be adjusted
by agreement of the Governor and affected metropolitan planning organizations in
the manner described in subsection (d)(6).
(5) New metropolitan planning areas in nonattainment.-In the case of an urbanized
area designated after the date of enactment of the SAFETEA–LU, as a nonattainment
area for ozone or carbon monoxide, the boundaries of the metropolitan planning area(A) shall be established in the manner described in subsection (d)(1);
(B) shall encompass the areas described in paragraph (2)(A);
(C) may encompass the areas described in paragraph (2)(B); and
(D) may address any nonattainment area identified under the Clean Air Act (42
U.S.C. 7401 et seq.) for ozone or carbon monoxide.
(f) Coordination in Multistate Areas.(1) In general.-The Secretary shall encourage each Governor with responsibility for
a portion of a multistate metropolitan area and the appropriate metropolitan planning

organizations to provide coordinated transportation planning for the entire
metropolitan area.
(2) Interstate compacts.-The consent of Congress is granted to any 2 or more
States(A) to 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
(B) to establish such agencies, joint or otherwise, as the States may determine
desirable for making the agreements and compacts effective.
(3) Reservation of rights.-The right to alter, amend, or repeal interstate compacts
entered into under this subsection is expressly reserved.
(g) MPO Consultation in Plan and TIP Coordination.(1) Nonattainment areas.-If more than 1 metropolitan planning organization has
authority within a metropolitan area or an area which is designated as a
nonattainment area for ozone or carbon monoxide under the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C.
7401 et seq.), each metropolitan planning organization shall consult with the other
metropolitan planning organizations designated for such area and the State in the
coordination of plans and TIPs required by this section.
(2) Transportation improvements located in multiple mpos.-If a transportation
improvement, funded from the Highway Trust Fund or authorized under chapter 53 of
title 49, is located within the boundaries of more than 1 metropolitan planning area,
the metropolitan planning organizations shall coordinate plans and TIPs regarding the
transportation improvement.
(3) Relationship with other planning officials.(A) In general.-The Secretary shall encourage each metropolitan planning
organization to consult with officials responsible for other types of planning activities
that are affected by transportation in the area (including State and local planned
growth, economic development, tourism, natural disaster risk reduction,
environmental protection, airport operations, and freight movements) or to
coordinate its planning process, to the maximum extent practicable, with such
planning activities.
(B) Requirements.-Under the metropolitan planning process, 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 metropolitan area that are
provided by(i) recipients of assistance under chapter 53 of title 49;
(ii) governmental agencies and nonprofit organizations (including
representatives of the agencies and organizations) that receive Federal
assistance from a source other than the Department of Transportation to provide
nonemergency transportation services; and
(iii) recipients of assistance under section 204.
(h) Scope of Planning Process.(1) In general.-The metropolitan planning process for a metropolitan planning area
under this section shall provide for consideration of projects and strategies that will(A) support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling
global competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency;

(B) increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and
nonmotorized users;
(C) increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and
nonmotorized users;
(D) increase the accessibility and mobility of people and for freight;
(E) protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve
the quality of life, and promote consistency between transportation improvements
and State and local planned growth and economic development patterns;
(F) enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across
and between modes, for people and freight;
(G) promote efficient system management and operation;
(H) emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system;
(I) improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce
or mitigate stormwater impacts of surface transportation; and
(J) enhance travel and tourism.
(2) Performance-based approach.(A) In general.-The metropolitan transportation planning process shall provide for
the establishment and use of a performance-based approach to transportation
decisionmaking to support the national goals described in section 150(b) of this title
and the general purposes described in section 5301 of title 49.
(B) Performance targets.(i) Surface transportation performance targets.(I) In general.-Each metropolitan planning organization shall establish
performance targets that address the performance measures described in
section 150(c), where applicable, to use in tracking progress towards
attainment of critical outcomes for the region of the metropolitan planning
organization.
(II) Coordination.-Selection of performance targets by a metropolitan
planning organization shall be coordinated with the relevant State to ensure
consistency, to the maximum extent practicable.
(ii) Public transportation performance targets.-Selection of performance targets
by a metropolitan planning organization shall be coordinated, to the maximum
extent practicable, with providers of public transportation to ensure consistency
with sections 5326(c) and 5329(d) of title 49.
(C) Timing.-Each metropolitan planning organization shall establish the
performance targets under subparagraph (B) not later than 180 days after the date
on which the relevant State or provider of public transportation establishes the
performance targets.
(D) Integration of other performance-based plans.-A metropolitan planning
organization shall integrate in the metropolitan transportation planning process,
directly or by reference, the goals, objectives, performance measures, and targets
described in other State transportation plans and transportation processes, as well
as any plans developed under chapter 53 of title 49 by providers of public
transportation, required as part of a performance-based program.
(3) Failure to consider factors.-The failure to consider any factor specified in
paragraphs (1) and (2) shall not be reviewable by any court under this title or chapter
53 of title 49, subchapter II of chapter 5 of title 5, or chapter 7 of title 5 in any matter

affecting a transportation plan, a TIP, a project or strategy, or the certification of a
planning process.
(i) Development of Transportation Plan.(1) Requirements.(A) In general.-Each metropolitan planning organization shall prepare and update
a transportation plan for its metropolitan planning area in accordance with the
requirements of this subsection.
(B) Frequency.(i) In general.-The metropolitan planning organization shall prepare and update
such plan every 4 years (or more frequently, if the metropolitan planning
organization elects to update more frequently) in the case of each of the
following:
(I) Any area designated as nonattainment, as defined in section 107(d) of
the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7407(d)).
(II) Any area that was nonattainment and subsequently designated to
attainment in accordance with section 107(d)(3) of that Act (42 U.S.C.
7407(d)(3)) and that is subject to a maintenance plan under section 175A of
that Act (42 U.S.C. 7505a).
(ii) Other areas.-In the case of any other area required to have a transportation
plan in accordance with the requirements of this subsection, the metropolitan
planning organization shall prepare and update such plan every 5 years unless
the metropolitan planning organization elects to update more frequently.
(2) Transportation plan.-A transportation plan under this section shall be in a form
that the Secretary determines to be appropriate and shall contain, at a minimum, the
following:
(A) Identification of transportation facilities.(i) In general.-An identification of transportation facilities (including major
roadways, public transportation facilities, intercity bus facilities, multimodal and
intermodal facilities, nonmotorized transportation facilities, and intermodal
connectors) that should function as an integrated metropolitan transportation
system, giving emphasis to those facilities that serve important national and
regional transportation functions.
(ii) Factors.-In formulating the transportation plan, the metropolitan planning
organization shall consider factors described in subsection (h) as the factors
relate to a 20-year forecast period.
(B) Performance measures and targets.-A description of the performance
measures and performance targets used in assessing the performance of the
transportation system in accordance with subsection (h)(2).
(C) System performance report.-A system performance report and subsequent
updates evaluating the condition and performance of the transportation system with
respect to the performance targets described in subsection (h)(2), including(i) progress achieved by the metropolitan planning organization in meeting the
performance targets in comparison with system performance recorded in
previous reports; and
(ii) for metropolitan planning organizations that voluntarily elect to develop
multiple scenarios, an analysis of how the preferred scenario has improved the
conditions and performance of the transportation system and how changes in

local policies and investments have impacted the costs necessary to achieve the
identified performance targets.
(D) Mitigation activities.(i) In general.-A long-range transportation plan shall include a discussion of
types of potential environmental mitigation activities and potential areas to carry
out these activities, including activities that may have the greatest potential to
restore and maintain the environmental functions affected by the plan.
(ii) Consultation.-The discussion shall be developed in consultation with
Federal, State, and tribal wildlife, land management, and regulatory agencies.
(E) Financial plan.(i) In general.-A financial plan that(I) demonstrates how the adopted transportation plan can be implemented;
(II) indicates resources from public and private sources that are reasonably
expected to be made available to carry out the plan; and
(III) recommends any additional financing strategies for needed projects and
programs.
(ii) Inclusions.-The financial plan may include, for illustrative purposes,
additional projects that would be included in the adopted transportation plan if
reasonable additional resources beyond those identified in the financial plan
were available.
(iii) Cooperative development.-For the purpose of developing the
transportation plan, the metropolitan planning organization, transit operator, and
State shall cooperatively develop estimates of funds that will be available to
support plan implementation.
(F) Operational and management strategies.-Operational and management
strategies to improve the performance of existing transportation facilities to relieve
vehicular congestion and maximize the safety and mobility of people and goods.
(G) Capital investment and other strategies.-Capital investment and other
strategies to preserve the existing and projected future metropolitan transportation
infrastructure, provide for multimodal capacity increases based on regional priorities
and needs, and reduce the vulnerability of the existing transportation infrastructure
to natural disasters.
(H) Transportation and transit enhancement activities.-Proposed transportation
and transit enhancement activities including consideration of the role that intercity
buses may play in reducing congestion, pollution, and energy consumption in a
cost-effective manner and strategies and investments that preserve and enhance
intercity bus systems, including systems that are privately owned and operated.
(3) Coordination with clean air act agencies.-In metropolitan areas that are in
nonattainment for ozone or carbon monoxide under the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7401
et seq.), the metropolitan planning organization shall coordinate the development of a
transportation plan with the process for development of the transportation control
measures of the State implementation plan required by that Act.
(4) Optional scenario development.(A) In general.-A metropolitan planning organization may, while fitting the needs
and complexity of its community, voluntarily elect to develop multiple scenarios for

consideration as part of the development of the metropolitan transportation plan, in
accordance with subparagraph (B).
(B) Recommended components.-A metropolitan planning organization that
chooses to develop multiple scenarios under subparagraph (A) shall be encouraged
to consider(i) potential regional investment strategies for the planning horizon;
(ii) assumed distribution of population and employment;
(iii) a scenario that, to the maximum extent practicable, maintains baseline
conditions for the performance measures identified in subsection (h)(2);
(iv) a scenario that improves the baseline conditions for as many of the
performance measures identified in subsection (h)(2) as possible;
(v) revenue constrained scenarios based on the total revenues expected to be
available over the forecast period of the plan; and
(vi) estimated costs and potential revenues available to support each scenario.
(C) Metrics.-In addition to the performance measures identified in section 150(c),
metropolitan planning organizations may evaluate scenarios developed under this
paragraph using locally-developed measures.
(5) Consultation.(A) In general.-In each metropolitan area, the metropolitan planning organization
shall consult, as appropriate, with State and local agencies responsible for land use
management, natural resources, environmental protection, conservation, and
historic preservation concerning the development of a long-range transportation
plan.
(B) Issues.-The consultation shall involve, as appropriate(i) comparison of transportation plans with State conservation plans or maps, if
available; or
(ii) comparison of transportation plans to inventories of natural or historic
resources, if available.
(6) Participation by interested parties.(A) In general.-Each metropolitan planning organization shall provide citizens,
affected public agencies, representatives of public transportation employees, public
ports, freight shippers, providers of freight transportation services, private providers
of transportation (including intercity bus operators, employer-based commuting
programs, such as a carpool program, vanpool program, transit benefit program,
parking cash-out program, shuttle program, or telework program), representatives
of users of public transportation, representatives of users of pedestrian walkways
and bicycle transportation facilities, representatives of the disabled, and other
interested parties with a reasonable opportunity to comment on the transportation
plan.
(B) Contents of participation plan.-A participation plan(i) shall be developed in consultation with all interested parties; and
(ii) shall provide that all interested parties have reasonable opportunities to
comment on the contents of the transportation plan.
(C) Methods.-In carrying out subparagraph (A), the metropolitan planning
organization shall, to the maximum extent practicable(i) hold any public meetings at convenient and accessible locations and times;
(ii) employ visualization techniques to describe plans; and

(iii) make public information available in electronically accessible format and
means, such as the World Wide Web, as appropriate to afford reasonable
opportunity for consideration of public information under subparagraph (A).
(7) Publication.-A transportation plan involving Federal participation shall be
published or otherwise made readily available by the metropolitan planning
organization for public review, including (to the maximum extent practicable) in
electronically accessible formats and means, such as the World Wide Web, approved
by the metropolitan planning organization and submitted for information purposes to
the Governor at such times and in such manner as the Secretary shall establish.
(8) Selection of projects from illustrative list.-Notwithstanding paragraph (2)(E), a
State or metropolitan planning organization shall not be required to select any project
from the illustrative list of additional projects included in the financial plan under
paragraph (2)(E).
(j) Metropolitan TIP.(1) Development.(A) In general.-In cooperation with the State and any affected public
transportation operator, the metropolitan planning organization designated for a
metropolitan area shall develop a TIP for the metropolitan planning area that(i) contains projects consistent with the current metropolitan transportation
plan;
(ii) reflects the investment priorities established in the current metropolitan
transportation plan; and
(iii) once implemented, is designed to make progress toward achieving the
performance targets established under subsection (h)(2).
(B) Opportunity for comment.-In developing the TIP, the metropolitan planning
organization, in cooperation with the State and any affected public transportation
operator, shall provide an opportunity for participation by interested parties in the
development of the program, in accordance with subsection (i)(5).
(C) Funding estimates.-For the purpose of developing the TIP, the metropolitan
planning organization, public transportation agency, and State shall cooperatively
develop estimates of funds that are reasonably expected to be available to support
program implementation.
(D) Updating and approval.-The TIP shall be(i) updated at least once every 4 years; and
(ii) approved by the metropolitan planning organization and the Governor.
(2) Contents.(A) Priority list.-The TIP shall include a priority list of proposed Federally
supported projects and strategies to be carried out within each 4-year period after
the initial adoption of the TIP.
(B) Financial plan.-The TIP shall include a financial plan that(i) demonstrates how the TIP can be implemented;
(ii) indicates resources from public and private sources that are reasonably
expected to be available to carry out the program;
(iii) identifies innovative financing techniques to finance projects, programs,
and strategies; and

(iv) may include, for illustrative purposes, additional projects that would be
included in the approved TIP if reasonable additional resources beyond those
identified in the financial plan were available.
(C) Descriptions.-Each project in the TIP shall include sufficient descriptive
material (such as type of work, termini, length, and other similar factors) to identify
the project or phase of the project.
(D) Performance target achievement.-The transportation improvement program
shall include, to the maximum extent practicable, a description of the anticipated
effect of the transportation improvement program toward achieving the performance
targets established in the metropolitan transportation plan, linking investment
priorities to those performance targets.
(3) Included projects.(A) Projects under this title and chapter 53 of title 49 .-A TIP developed under this
subsection for a metropolitan area shall include the projects within the area that are
proposed for funding under chapter 1 of this title and chapter 53 of title 49.
(B) Projects under chapter 2.(i) Regionally significant projects.-Regionally significant projects proposed for
funding under chapter 2 shall be identified individually in the transportation
improvement program.
(ii) Other projects.-Projects proposed for funding under chapter 2 that are not
determined to be regionally significant shall be grouped in 1 line item or identified
individually in the transportation improvement program.
(C) Consistency with long-range transportation plan.-Each project shall be
consistent with the long-range transportation plan developed under subsection (i)
for the area.
(D) Requirement of anticipated full funding.-The program shall include a project,
or an identified phase of a project, only if full funding can reasonably be anticipated
to be available for the project or the identified phase within the time period
contemplated for completion of the project or the identified phase.
(4) Notice and comment.-Before approving a TIP, a metropolitan planning
organization, in cooperation with the State and any affected public transportation
operator, shall provide an opportunity for participation by interested parties in the
development of the program, in accordance with subsection (i)(5).
(5) Selection of projects.(A) In general.-Except as otherwise provided in subsection (k)(4) and in addition
to the TIP development required under paragraph (1), the selection of Federally
funded projects in metropolitan areas shall be carried out, from the approved TIP(i) by(I) in the case of projects under this title, the State; and
(II) in the case of projects under chapter 53 of title 49, the designated
recipients of public transportation funding; and
(ii) in cooperation with the metropolitan planning organization.
(B) Modifications to project priority.-Notwithstanding any other provision of law,
action by the Secretary shall not be required to advance a project included in the
approved TIP in place of another project in the program.

(6) Selection of projects from illustrative list.(A) No required selection.-Notwithstanding paragraph (2)(B)(iv), a State or
metropolitan planning organization shall not be required to select any project from
the illustrative list of additional projects included in the financial plan under
paragraph (2)(B)(iv).
(B) Required action by the secretary.-Action by the Secretary shall be required
for a State or metropolitan planning organization to select any project from the
illustrative list of additional projects included in the financial plan under paragraph
(2)(B)(iv) for inclusion in an approved TIP.
(7) Publication.(A) Publication of tips.-A TIP involving Federal participation shall be published or
otherwise made readily available by the metropolitan planning organization for
public review.
(B) Publication of annual listings of projects.(i) In general.-An annual listing of projects, including investments in pedestrian
walkways and bicycle transportation facilities, for which Federal funds have been
obligated in the preceding year shall be published or otherwise made available
by the cooperative effort of the State, transit operator, and metropolitan planning
organization for public review.
(ii) Requirement.-The listing shall be consistent with the categories identified in
the TIP.
(k) Transportation Management Areas.(1) Identification and designation.(A) Required identification.-The Secretary shall identify as a transportation
management area each urbanized area (as defined by the Bureau of the Census)
with a population of over 200,000 individuals.
(B) Designations on request.-The Secretary shall designate any additional area
as a transportation management area on the request of the Governor and the
metropolitan planning organization designated for the area.
(2) Transportation plans.-In a transportation management area, transportation plans
shall be based on a continuing and comprehensive transportation planning process
carried out by the metropolitan planning organization in cooperation with the State and
public transportation operators.
(3) Congestion management process.(A) In general.-Within a metropolitan planning area serving a transportation
management area, the transportation planning process under this section shall
address congestion management through a process that provides for effective
management and operation, based on a cooperatively developed and implemented
metropolitan-wide strategy, of new and existing transportation facilities eligible for
funding under this title and chapter 53 of title 49 through the use of travel demand
reduction (including intercity bus operators, employer-based commuting programs
Msuch as a carpool program, vanpool program, transit benefit program, parking
cash-out program, shuttle program, or telework program), job access projects, and
operational management strategies.
(B) Schedule.-The Secretary shall establish an appropriate phase-in schedule for
compliance with the requirements of this section but no sooner than 1 year after the
identification of a transportation management area.

(C) Congestion management plan.-A metropolitan planning organization serving
a transportation management area may develop a plan that includes projects and
strategies that will be considered in the TIP of such metropolitan planning
organization. Such plan shall(i) develop regional goals to reduce vehicle miles traveled during peak
commuting hours and improve transportation connections between areas with
high job concentration and areas with high concentrations of low-income
households;
(ii) identify existing public transportation services, employer-based commuter
programs, and other existing transportation services that support access to jobs
in the region; and
(iii) identify proposed projects and programs to reduce congestion and
increase job access opportunities.
(D) Participation.-In developing the plan under subparagraph (C), a metropolitan
planning organization shall consult with employers, private and nonprofit providers
of public transportation, transportation management organizations, and
organizations that provide job access reverse commute projects or job-related
services to low-income individuals.
(4) Selection of projects.(A) In general.-All Federally funded projects carried out within the boundaries of a
metropolitan planning area serving a transportation management area under this
title (excluding projects carried out on the National Highway System) or under
chapter 53 of title 49 shall be selected for implementation from the approved TIP by
the metropolitan planning organization designated for the area in consultation with
the State and any affected public transportation operator.
(B) National highway system projects.-Projects carried out within the boundaries
of a metropolitan planning area serving a transportation management area on the
National Highway System shall be selected for implementation from the approved
TIP by the State in cooperation with the metropolitan planning organization
designated for the area.
(5) Certification.(A) In general.-The Secretary shall(i) ensure that the metropolitan planning process of a metropolitan planning
organization serving a transportation management area is being carried out in
accordance with applicable provisions of Federal law; and
(ii) subject to subparagraph (B), certify, not less often than once every 4 years,
that the requirements of this paragraph are met with respect to the metropolitan
planning process.
(B) Requirements for certification.-The Secretary may make the certification
under subparagraph (A) if(i) the transportation planning process complies with the requirements of this
section and other applicable requirements of Federal law; and
(ii) there is a TIP for the metropolitan planning area that has been approved by
the metropolitan planning organization and the Governor.
(C) Effect of failure to certify.-

(i) Withholding of project funds.-If a metropolitan planning process of a
metropolitan planning organization serving a transportation management area is
not certified, the Secretary may withhold up to 20 percent of the funds
attributable to the metropolitan planning area of the metropolitan planning
organization for projects funded under this title and chapter 53 of title 49.
(ii) Restoration of withheld funds.-The withheld funds shall be restored to the
metropolitan planning area at such time as the metropolitan planning process is
certified by the Secretary.
(D) Review of certification.-In making certification determinations under this
paragraph, the Secretary shall provide for public involvement appropriate to the
metropolitan area under review.
(l) Report on Performance-based Planning Processes.(1) In general.-The Secretary shall submit to Congress a report on the effectiveness
of the performance-based planning processes of metropolitan planning organizations
under this section, taking into consideration the requirements of this subsection.
(2) Report.-Not later than 5 years after the date of enactment of the MAP–21, the
Secretary shall submit to Congress a report evaluating(A) the overall effectiveness of performance-based planning as a tool for guiding
transportation investments;
(B) the effectiveness of the performance-based planning process of each
metropolitan planning organization under this section;
(C) the extent to which metropolitan planning organizations have achieved, or are
currently making substantial progress toward achieving, the performance targets
specified under this section and whether metropolitan planning organizations are
developing meaningful performance targets; and
(D) the technical capacity of metropolitan planning organizations that operate
within a metropolitan planning area with a population of 200,000 or less and their
ability to carry out the requirements of this section.
(3) Publication.-The report under paragraph (2) shall be published or otherwise
made available in electronically accessible formats and means, including on the
Internet.
(m) Abbreviated Plans for Certain Areas.(1) In general.-Subject to paragraph (2), in the case of a metropolitan area not
designated as a transportation management area under this section, the Secretary
may provide for the development of an abbreviated transportation plan and TIP for the
metropolitan planning area that the Secretary determines is appropriate to achieve the
purposes of this section, taking into account the complexity of transportation problems
in the area.
(2) Nonattainment areas.-The Secretary may not permit abbreviated plans or TIPs
for a metropolitan area that is in nonattainment for ozone or carbon monoxide under
the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.).
(n) Additional Requirements for Certain Nonattainment Areas.(1) In general.-Notwithstanding any other provisions of this title or chapter 53 of title
49, for transportation management areas classified as nonattainment for ozone or
carbon monoxide pursuant to the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.), Federal
funds may not be advanced in such area for any highway project that will result in a

significant increase in the carrying capacity for single-occupant vehicles unless the
project is addressed through a congestion management process.
(2) Applicability.-This subsection applies to a nonattainment area within the
metropolitan planning area boundaries determined under subsection (e).
(o) Limitation on Statutory Construction.-Nothing in this section shall be construed to confer
on a metropolitan planning organization the authority to impose legal requirements on any
transportation facility, provider, or project not eligible under this title or chapter 53 of title 49.
(p) Funding.-Funds apportioned under paragraphs (5)(D) and (6) of section 104(b) of this title
or section 5305(g) of title 49 shall be available to carry out this section.
(q) Continuation of Current Review Practice.-Since plans and TIPs described in this section
are subject to a reasonable opportunity for public comment, since individual projects included in
plans and TIPs are subject to review under the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), and since decisions by the Secretary concerning plans and TIPs
described in this section have not been reviewed under that Act as of January 1, 1997, any
decision by the Secretary concerning a plan or TIP described in this section shall not be
considered to be a Federal action subject to review under that Act.
(r) Bi-State Metropolitan Planning Organization.(1) Definition of bi-state mpo region.-In this subsection, the term "Bi-State MPO
Region" has the meaning given the term "region" in subsection (a) of Article II of the
Lake Tahoe Regional Planning Compact (Public Law 96–551; 94 Stat. 3234).
(2) Treatment.-For the purpose of this title, the Bi-State MPO Region shall be
treated as(A) a metropolitan planning organization;
(B) a transportation management area under subsection (k); and
(C) an urbanized area, which is comprised of a population of 145,000 in the State
of California and a population of 65,000 in the State of Nevada.
(3) Suballocated funding.(A) Planning.-In determining the amounts under subparagraph (A) of section
133(d)(1) that shall be obligated for a fiscal year in the States of California and
Nevada under clauses (i), (ii), and (iii) of that subparagraph, the Secretary shall, for
each of those States(i) calculate the population under each of those clauses;
(ii) decrease the amount under section 133(d)(1)(A)(iii) by the population
specified in paragraph (2) of this subsection for the Bi-State MPO Region in that
State; and
(iii) increase the amount under section 133(d)(1)(A)(i) by the population
specified in paragraph (2) of this subsection for the Bi-State MPO Region in that
State.
(B) STBGP set aside.-In determining the amounts under paragraph (2) of section
133(h) that shall be obligated for a fiscal year in the States of California and
Nevada, the Secretary shall, for the purpose of that subsection, calculate the
populations for each of those States in a manner consistent with subparagraph (A).
and inserted ", and reduce the vulnerability of the existing transportation infrastructure to
natural disasters" before period at end.
Subsec. (i)(2)(H). Pub. L. 114–94, §1201(7)(A)(iii), inserted before period at end "including
consideration of the role that intercity buses may play in reducing congestion, pollution, and

energy consumption in a cost-effective manner and strategies and investments that preserve
and enhance intercity bus systems, including systems that are privately owned and operated".
Subsec. (i)(6)(A). Pub. L. 114–94, §1201(7)(B), inserted "public ports," before "freight
shippers," and "(including intercity bus operators, employer-based commuting programs, such
as a carpool program, vanpool program, transit benefit program, parking cash-out program,
shuttle program, or telework program)" after "private providers of transportation".
Subsec. (i)(8). Pub. L. 114–94, §1201(7)(C), substituted "paragraph (2)(E)" for "paragraph
(2)(C)" in two places.
Subsec. (k)(3)(A). Pub. L. 114–94, §1201(8)(A), inserted "(including intercity bus operators,
employer-based commuting programs such as a carpool program, vanpool program, transit
benefit program, parking cash-out program, shuttle program, or telework program), job access
projects," after "reduction".
Subsec. (k)(3)(C), (D). Pub. L. 114–94, §1201(8)(B), added subpars. (C) and (D).
Subsec. (l)(1). Pub. L. 114–94, §1201(9)(A), inserted period at end.
Subsec. (l)(2)(D). Pub. L. 114–94, §1201(9)(B), substituted "with a population of 200,000 or
less" for "of less than 200,000".
Subsec. (n)(1). Pub. L. 114–94, §1201(10), inserted "49" after "chapter 53 of title".
Subsec. (p). Pub. L. 114–94, §1201(11), substituted "Funds apportioned under paragraphs
(5)(D) and (6) of section 104(b)" for "Funds set aside under section 104(f)".
Subsec. (r). Pub. L. 114–94, §1201(12), added subsec. (r).
2012-Pub. L. 112–141 amended section generally. Prior to amendment, section related to
metropolitan transportation planning and consisted of subsecs. (a) to (p).
2008-Subsec. (f)(3)(C)(ii)(II). Pub. L. 110–244, §101(n)(1), added subcl. (II) and struck out
former subcl. (II). Prior to amendment, text read as follows: "In addition to funds made available
to the metropolitan planning organization for the Lake Tahoe region under other provisions of
this title and under chapter 53 of title 49, 1 percent of the funds allocated under section 202
shall be used to carry out the transportation planning process for the Lake Tahoe region under
this subparagraph."
Subsec. (j)(3)(D). Pub. L. 110–244, §101(n)(2), inserted "or the identified phase" after "the
project" in two places.
Subsec. (k)(2). Pub. L. 110–244, §101(n)(3), struck out "a metropolitan planning area
serving" before "a transportation management area,".
2005-Pub. L. 109–59 amended section catchline and text generally, substituting provisions
relating to metropolitan transportation planning for provisions relating to, in subsec. (a), general
requirements for development of transportation plans and programs for urbanized areas, in
subsec. (b), designation of metropolitan planning organizations, in subsec. (c), determination of
metropolitan planning area boundaries, in subsec. (d), coordination of transportation planning in
multistate metropolitan areas, in subsec. (e), coordination of metropolitan planning
organizations, in subsec. (f), scope of the planning process, in subsec. (g), development of a
long-range transportation plan, in subsec. (h), development of a metropolitan area
transportation improvement program, in subsec. (i), designation of transportation management

areas, in subsec. (j), abbreviated plans and programs for areas not designated as transportation
management areas, in subsec. (k), transfer of funds, in subsec. (l), additional requirements for
nonattainment areas under the Clean Air Act,in subsec. (m), limitation on statutory construction,
in subsec. (n), funding, and in subsec. (o), review of plans and programs under the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969.
1998-Subsec. (a). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(a), reenacted heading without change and
amended text of subsec. (a) generally. Prior to amendment, text read as follows: "It is in the
national interest to encourage and promote the development of transportation systems
embracing various modes of transportation in a manner which will efficiently maximize mobility
of people and goods within and through urbanized areas and minimize transportation-related
fuel consumption and air pollution. To accomplish this objective, metropolitan planning
organizations, in cooperation with the State, shall develop transportation plans and programs for
urbanized areas of the State. Such plans and programs shall provide for the development of
transportation facilities (including pedestrian walkways and bicycle transportation facilities)
which will function as an intermodal transportation system for the State, the metropolitan areas,
and the Nation. The process for developing such plans and programs shall provide for
consideration of all modes of transportation and shall be continuing, cooperative, and
comprehensive to the degree appropriate, based on the complexity of the transportation
problems."
Subsec. (b)(1), (2). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(b)(1), added pars. (1) and (2) and struck out
former pars. (1) and (2) which read as follows:
"(1) In general.-To carry out the transportation planning process required by this section, a
metropolitan planning organization shall be designated for each urbanized area of more than
50,000 population by agreement among the Governor and units of general purpose local
government which together represent at least 75 percent of the affected population (including
the central city or cities as defined by the Bureau of the Census) or in accordance with
procedures established by applicable State or local law.
"(2) Membership of certain mpo's.-In a metropolitan area designated as a transportation
management area, the metropolitan planning organization designated for such area shall
include local elected officials, officials of agencies which administer or operate major modes of
transportation in the metropolitan area (including all transportation agencies included in the
metropolitan planning organization on June 1, 1991) and appropriate State officials. This
paragraph shall only apply to a metropolitan planning organization which is redesignated after
the date of the enactment of this section."
Subsec. (b)(4). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(b)(2), reenacted heading without change and
amended text of par. (4) generally. Prior to amendment, text read as follows: "Designations of
metropolitan planning organizations, whether made under this section or other provisions of law,
shall remain in effect until redesignated under paragraph (5) or revoked by agreement among
the Governor and units of general purpose local government which together represent at least
75 percent of the affected population or as otherwise provided under State or local procedures."
Subsec. (b)(5)(A). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(b)(3), substituted "agreement between the
Governor" for "agreement among the Governor" and "government that together represent" for
"government which together represent".
Subsec. (b)(6). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(b)(4), amended heading and text of par. (6)
generally. Prior to amendment, text read as follows: "More than 1 metropolitan planning
organization may be designated within an urbanized area as defined by the Bureau of the

Census only if the Governor determines that the size and complexity of the urbanized area
make designation of more than 1 metropolitan planning organization for such area appropriate."
Subsec. (c). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(c), inserted "Planning" before "Area" in subsec.
heading, designated first sentence as par. (1), inserted par. heading, and inserted "planning"
before "area", added pars. (2) to (4), realigned margins, and struck out at end "Each
metropolitan area shall cover at least the existing urbanized area and the contiguous area
expected to become urbanized within the 20-year forecast period and may encompass the
entire metropolitan statistical area or consolidated metropolitan statistical area, as defined by
the Bureau of the Census. For areas designated as nonattainment areas for ozone or carbon
monoxide under the Clean Air Act, the boundaries of the metropolitan area shall at least include
the boundaries of the nonattainment area, except as otherwise provided by agreement between
the metropolitan planning organization and the Governor."
Subsec. (d). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(d), reenacted heading without change and amended
text of subsec. (d) generally. Prior to amendment, text read as follows:
"(1) In general.-The Secretary shall establish such requirements as the Secretary considers
appropriate to encourage Governors and metropolitan planning organizations with responsibility
for a portion of a multi-State metropolitan area to provide coordinated transportation planning for
the entire metropolitan area.
"(2) Compacts.-The consent of Congress is hereby given to any 2 or more States to 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 such activities
pertain to interstate areas and localities within such States and to establish such agencies, joint
or otherwise, as such States may deem desirable for making such agreements and compacts
effective."
Subsec. (e). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(e), substituted "MPOs" for "MPO's" in subsec. heading,
designated existing provisions as par. (1) and inserted par. heading, added par. (2), and
realigned margins.
Subsec. (f). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(f), amended heading and text of subsec. (f) generally,
substituting provisions relating to scope of planning process for provisions relating to factors to
be considered in developing transportation plans and programs.
Subsec. (g). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(g)(6), substituted "Long-Range Transportation Plan" for
"Long Range Plan" in heading.
Subsec. (g)(1). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(g)(8), substituted "long-range transportation plan" for
"long range plan".
Subsec. (g)(2). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(g)(1), (7), (8), substituted "Long-range transportation
plan" for "Long range plan" in heading and substituted "long-range transportation plan" for "long
range plan" and "contain, at a minimum, the following" for ", at a minimum" in introductory
provisions.
Subsec. (g)(2)(A). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(g)(2), (8), substituted "An identification of" for
"Identify" and "long-range transportation plan" for "long range plan".
Subsec. (g)(2)(B). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(g)(3), added subpar. (B) and struck out former
subpar. (B) which read as follows: "Include a financial plan that demonstrates how the longrange plan can be implemented, indicates resources from public and private sources that are

reasonably expected to be made available to carry out the plan, and recommends any
innovative financing techniques to finance needed projects and programs, including such
techniques as value capture, tolls and congestion pricing."
Subsec. (g)(3). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(g)(8), substituted "long-range transportation plan" for
"long range plan".
Subsec. (g)(4). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(g)(4), (8), substituted "long-range transportation
plan" for "long range plan" in two places and inserted "freight shippers, providers of freight
transportation services," after "transportation agency employees," and "representatives of users
of public transit," after "private providers of transportation,".
Subsec. (g)(5). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(g)(7), (8), substituted "long-range transportation
plan" for "long range plan" in heading and in introductory provisions.
Subsec. (g)(6). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(g)(5), added par. (6).
Subsec. (h). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(h), amended heading and text of subsec. (h) generally.
Prior to amendment, text related to transportation improvement program, providing for
development of program, priority and selection of projects, major capital investments,
requirement of inclusion of projects within area proposed for funding, and provision of
reasonable notice and opportunity to comment for interested citizens.
Subsec. (h)(5)(A). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(o), as added by Pub. L. 105–206, §9003(c),
struck out "for implementation" after "federally funded projects" in introductory provisions.
Subsec. (i)(1). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(i)(1), reenacted heading without change and
amended text of par. (1) generally. Prior to amendment, text read as follows: "The Secretary
shall designate as transportation management areas all urbanized areas over 200,000
population. The Secretary shall designate any additional area as a transportation management
area upon the request of the Governor and the metropolitan planning organization designated
for such area or the affected local officials. Such additional areas shall include upon such a
request the Lake Tahoe Basin as defined by Public Law 96–551."
Subsec. (i)(4). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(i)(2), reenacted heading without change and
amended text of par. (4) generally. Prior to amendment, text read as follows: "All projects
carried out within the boundaries of a transportation management area with Federal
participation pursuant to this title (excluding projects undertaken on the National Highway
System and pursuant to the bridge and Interstate maintenance programs) or pursuant to
chapter 53 of title 49 shall be selected by the metropolitan planning organization designated for
such area in consultation with the State and in conformance with the transportation
improvement program for such area and priorities established therein. Projects undertaken
within the boundaries of a transportation management area on the National Highway System or
pursuant to the bridge and Interstate maintenance programs shall be selected by the State in
cooperation with the metropolitan planning organization designated for such area and shall be in
conformance with the transportation improvement program for such area."
Subsec. (i)(5). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(i)(3), reenacted heading without change and
amended text of par. (5) generally. Prior to amendment, text read as follows: "The Secretary
shall assure that each metropolitan planning organization in each transportation management
area is carrying out its responsibilities under applicable provisions of Federal law, and shall so
certify at least once every 3 years. The Secretary may make such certification only if (1) a
metropolitan planning organization is complying with the requirements of this section and other
applicable requirements of Federal law, and (2) there is a transportation improvement program

for the area that has been approved by the metropolitan planning organization and the
Governor. If after September 30, 1993, a metropolitan planning organization is not certified by
the Secretary, the Secretary may withhold, in whole or in part, the apportionment under section
104(b)(3) attributed to the relevant metropolitan area pursuant to section 133(d)(3) and capital
funds apportioned under the formula program under section 5336 of title 49. If a metropolitan
planning organization remains uncertified for more than 2 consecutive years after September
30, 1994, 20 percent of the apportionment attributed to that metropolitan area under section
133(d)(3) and capital funds apportioned under the formula program under section 5336 of title
49 shall be withheld. The withheld apportionments shall be restored to the metropolitan area at
such time as the metropolitan planning organization is certified by the Secretary. The Secretary
shall not withhold certification under this section based upon the policies and criteria established
by a metropolitan planning organization or transit grant recipient for determining the feasibility of
private enterprise participation in accordance with section 5306(a) of title 49."
Subsec. (j). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(j), reenacted heading without change and amended text
of subsec. (j) generally. Prior to amendment, text read as follows: "For metropolitan areas not
designated as transportation management areas under this section, the Secretary may provide
for the development of abbreviated metropolitan transportation plans and programs that the
Secretary determines to be appropriate to achieve the purposes of this section, taking into
account the complexity of transportation problems, including transportation related air quality
problems, in such areas. In no event shall the Secretary provide abbreviated plans or programs
for metropolitan areas which are in nonattainment for ozone or carbon monoxide under the
Clean Air Act."
Subsec. (l). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(k), designated existing provisions as par. (1), inserted
heading, and added par. (2).
Subsec. (n). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(l), amended heading and text of subsec. (n) generally.
Prior to amendment, text read as follows: "Any funds set aside pursuant to section 104(f) of this
title that are not used for the purpose of carrying out this section may be made available by the
metropolitan planning organization to the State for the purpose of funding activities under
section 135."
Subsec. (o). Pub. L. 105–178, §1203(m), added subsec. (o).
1995-Subsec. (f)(16). Pub. L. 104–59 added par. (16).
1994-Subsecs. (h)(5), (i)(3), (4). Pub. L. 103–429, §3(5)(A), substituted "chapter 53 of title 49"
for "the Federal Transit Act".
Subsec. (i)(5). Pub. L. 103–429, §3(5)(B), substituted "section 5336 of title 49" for "section 9
of the Federal Transit Act" in two places and "section 5306(a) of title 49" for "section 8(o) of the
Federal Transit Act".
Subsec. (k). Pub. L. 103–429, §3(5)(C), (D), substituted "chapter 53 of title 49" for "the
Federal Transit Act" wherever appearing and "chapter 53 funds" for "Federal Transit Act funds".
Subsecs. (l), (m). Pub. L. 103–429, §3(5)(C), substituted "chapter 53 of title 49" for "the
Federal Transit Act".
1992-Subsec. (k). Pub. L. 102–388 inserted at end "The provisions of title 23, United States
Code, regarding the non-Federal share shall apply to title 23 funds used for transit projects and
the provisions of the Federal Transit Act regarding non-Federal share shall apply to Federal
Transit Act funds used for highway projects."

1991-Pub. L. 102–240 substituted section catchline for one which read: "Transportation
planning in certain urban areas" and amended text generally, substituting present provisions for
provisions relating to transportation planning in certain urban areas, including provisions stating
transportation objectives, requiring continuing comprehensive planning process by States and
local communities, and relating to redesignation of metropolitan planning organizations,
designation of contiguous interstate areas as critical transportation regions and corridors,
establishment of planning bodies for such regions and corridors, and authorization of
appropriations.
1978-Subsec. (a). Pub. L. 95–599, §169(a), inserted provisions related to cooperation with
local officials and specific considerations in the planning process.
Subsecs. (b), (c). Pub. L. 95–599, §169(b), added subsec. (b) and redesignated former
subsec. (b) as (c).
1970-Pub. L. 91–605 designated existing provisions as subsec. (a), inserted provision
prohibiting a highway construction project in any urban area of 50,000 or more population
unless responsible public officials of such area have been consulted and their views considered
with respect to the corridor, the location, and the design of the project, and added subsec. (b).
EFFECTIVE DATE OF 2015 AMENDMENT
Amendment by Pub. L. 114–94 effective Oct. 1, 2015, see section 1003 of Pub. L. 114–94,
set out as a note under section 5313 of Title 5, Government Organization and Employees.
EFFECTIVE DATE OF 2012 AMENDMENT
Amendment by Pub. L. 112–141 effective Oct. 1, 2012, see section 3(a) of Pub. L. 112–141,
set out as an Effective and Termination Dates of 2012 Amendment note under section 101 of
this title.
EFFECTIVE DATE OF 1998 AMENDMENT
Title IX of Pub. L. 105–206 effective simultaneously with enactment of Pub. L. 105–178 and
to be treated as included in Pub. L. 105–178 at time of enactment, and provisions of Pub. L.
105–178, as in effect on day before July 22, 1998, that are amended by title IX of Pub. L. 105–
206 to be treated as not enacted, see section 9016 of Pub. L. 105–206, set out as a note under
section 101 of this title.
EFFECTIVE DATE OF 1991 AMENDMENT
Amendment by Pub. L. 102–240 effective Dec. 18, 1991, and applicable to funds authorized
to be appropriated or made available after Sept. 30, 1991, and, with certain exceptions, not
applicable to funds appropriated or made available on or before Sept. 30, 1991, see section
1100 of Pub. L. 102–240, set out as a note under section 104 of this title.
SCHEDULE FOR IMPLEMENTATION
Pub. L. 109–59, title VI, §6001(b), Aug. 10, 2005, 119 Stat. 1857 , provided that: "The
Secretary [of Transportation] shall issue guidance on a schedule for implementation of the
changes made by this section [amending this section and section 135 of this title], taking into
consideration the established planning update cycle for States and metropolitan planning
organizations. The Secretary shall not require a State or metropolitan planning organization to
deviate from its established planning update cycle to implement changes made by this section.
Beginning July 1, 2007, State or metropolitan planning organization plan or program updates
shall reflect changes made by this section."

DEMONSTRATION PROJECT FOR RESTRICTED ACCESS TO CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT OF
METROPOLITAN AREAS
Pub. L. 95–599, title I, §155, Nov. 6, 1978, 92 Stat. 2717 , authorized Secretary of
Transportation to carry out a demonstration project in a metropolitan area respecting the
restriction of access of motor vehicles to the central business district during peak hours of traffic,
authorized the necessary appropriations, and required progress reports and a final report and
recommendations not later than three years after Nov. 6, 1978.
REDUCTION OF URBAN BLIGHT ADJACENT TO FEDERAL-AID PRIMARY AND INTERSTATE HIGHWAYS
LOCATED IN CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICTS
Pub. L. 95–599, title I, §159, Nov. 6, 1978, 92 Stat. 2718 , directed Secretary to conduct a
study and submit a report to Congress not later than two years after Nov. 6, 1978, respecting
the potential for reducing urban blight adjacent to Federal-aid primary and interstate highways
located in central business districts.
URBAN SYSTEM STUDY
Pub. L. 94–280, title I, §149, May 5, 1976, 90 Stat. 447 , directed Secretary of Transportation
to conduct a study of the factors involved in planning, selection, etc., of Federal-aid urban
system routes including an analysis of organizations carrying out the planning process, the
status of jurisdiction over roads, programing responsibilities under local and State laws, and
authority of local units, such study to be submitted to Congress within six months of May 5,
1976.
FRINGE PARKING DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS
Pub. L. 90–495, §11, Aug. 23, 1968, 82 Stat. 820 , authorized Secretary to approve
construction of publicly owned parking facilities under this title until June 30, 1971, as a
demonstration project, authorized the Federal share of any project under this section to be 50%,
prevented approval of projects by the Secretary unless the State or political subdivision thereof
where the project is located can construct, maintain, and operate the facility, unless the
Secretary has entered into an agreement with the State or political subdivision governing the
financing, maintenance, and operation of the facility, and unless the Secretary has approved
design standards for construction of the facility, defined "parking facilities", permitted a State or
political subdivision to contract for the operation of such facility, prohibited approval of the
project by the Secretary unless it is carried on in accordance with section 134 of this title (this
section), and required annual reports to Congress on the demonstration projects approved
under this section, prior to repeal by Pub. L. 91–605, title I, §134(c), Dec. 31, 1970, 84 Stat.
1734 . See section 137 of this title.

