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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, February 7, 2019
1:30 P.M.

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

Call to Order

II.

Roll Call

III.
***A.

Minutes
Minutes of the January 10, 2019 Regular Meeting (attached)

IV.
***A.

Old Business
Approval of Genesee County Public Participation Plan (attached)

V.
***A.

New Business
Amending Performance Measures into the FY 2017-2020 Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) Document (attached)
Air Quality Conformity Analysis for the 2017-2020 Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) and the 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan (attached)
FY 2020-2023 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Draft Prioritized List of
Projects (attached)

***B.
***C.
VI.

Other Business

VII.

Announcements

VIII. Adjournment
*** Action Item
NEXT MEETING – March 7, 2019

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
MINUTES
January 10, 2019
The Technical Advisory Committee met at 1:30 p.m. on Thursday, January 10,
2019, in the Conference Room of the Genesee County Metropolitan Planning
Commission (GCMPC), 1101 Beach Street, Room 223, Flint, Michigan.

I.

Call to Order

Vice-Chairperson Markland 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 Yeates, Don Mayle, Jay Reithel, Larry Green, Lynn Markland, Mark Adas,
Mary Ann Price, Michael Pifer, Robert Johnson, Shawnice Dorsey, Tim Elkins, and
Tom Svrcek.
Absent/Excused: Adam Zettel, Betty Wideman, Bonnie Mathis, Brain Saad, Chris
Gehringer, Craig Williams, Curtis Armstrong, Dave Miller, David Dorr, Derek
Bradshaw, Ed Benning, Emily Alexander, Eric Weiderhold, Frederick Thorsby, Gary
Stevens, Joe Oskey, Joseph Madore, Joseph Rizk, Karyn Miller, Kim Zimmer, Mark
Emmendorfer, Neil Rankin, Paul Fortino, Sam Stiff, Scott Bennett, Scott Sutter, Sheri
Wilkerson, Steven Furh, Teresa Onica, Trevor Block, Vicki Fishell, and Wendy JeanBuhrer.
Others Present: Jason Nordberg and Debby Compton.
III. Minutes
***A. Minutes of the December 6, 2018 Regular Meeting
Motion: Action: Approve, moved by Robert Johnson, supported by Andrea
Schroeder, to approve the minutes of the December 6, 2018 regular meeting as
presented.
Motion carried unanimously
Jason Nordberg announced that Jacob Maurer and his wife just delivered their
first baby, a girl on January 7th.
Mr. Nordberg stated that in the future staff will hold the January meeting the
second Thursday of the month due to the January 1st New Year holiday.

IV. Old Business
***A. 2019 Safety Performance Targets
Jason Nordberg stated that the 2019 Safety Performance Targets were brought
to the committee last month for review. Staff did not receive any questions on
the performance targets. Mr. Nordberg reviewed the safety targets with the
committee. At this time staff is recommending approval to adopt the Safety
Performance Targets for 2019 to the Metropolitan Alliance through a resolution of
support. Discussion ensued.
Motion: Action: Approve, moved by Tom Svrcek, supported by Robert Slattery,
to recommend approval to adopt the 2019 Safety Performance Targets to the
Metropolitan Alliance Committee through a resolution of support.
Motion carried unanimously.
V. New Business
***A. FY 2017-2020 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Amendment #15
Jason Nordberg stated that an amendment #15 update was sent out to the
committee yesterday. The only difference in the updated version was an
increased amount for a project that was already in the amendment. City of
Fenton ran into safety issues on their Torrey and North Road project. While getting
into the engineering of the project it was determined that a roundabout would
work better in that area. Staff would typically not do this for a project like this in
the middle of a TIP, however, staff is also working on the TIP call for projects right
now. In the TIP Call for Projects they submitted an Expand Application and they
were the highest scoring expansion application. Including this project all of the
submitted Expand Applications would be funded. 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. The Interagency Work Group (IAWG) will review the listing of
projects for this amendment to provide concurrence with staff’s determination
that these projects are exempt from Air Quality analysis. At this time staff is
recommending endorsement of amendment #15 to the FY 2017-2020
Transportation Improvement Program from the Technical Advisory Committee to
the Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance. Discussion ensued.
Motion: Action: Approve, moved by Robert Johnson, supported by Brad Barrett,
to recommend endorsement of the FY 2017-2020 Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) Amendment #15 to the Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance.
Motion carried unanimously.

B.

FY 2020-2023 TIP Call for Projects Update
Jason Nordberg advised that staff received five (5) Expansion Projects. The
applications have been reviewed and site inspected. Next week staff will start
meeting with the TSM Subcommittee. Staff is looking at several meetings
between now and the end of January to get this to the February TAC and Metro
meetings. To put it in perspective staff received roughly eighty (80) to ninety (90)
million in projects and only received forty (40) million in allocations. Discussion
ensued.

C.

2019 Michigan Transportation Asset Management Council PASER Training
Jason Nordberg advised that this is the year that staff will not be rating Genesee
County roads. All federal aid and local roads were rated last year. This year staff
will focus on rating Shiawassee and Lapeer County roads. If your community is
interested in having someone participate in the rating of your roads, there is
training available so they can get reimbursed. Mr. Nordberg reviewed the
training dates with the committee.
Other Business
None

VI. Announcements
A. Federal Certification for the Genesee County Transportation Planning Process
Jason Nordberg stated that due to the government shutdown right now staff
only has a tentative date set for the Federal Certification Process. Originally it
was set for the Metropolitan Alliance meeting on February 20th beginning with a
public hearing. On Thursday, the 21st and Friday, the 22nd the on-site review
Certification Process was to take place. Every four (4) years the Transportation
Planning Process in Genesee County must be certified by the FTA and FHWA.
Everything that staff does has to be certified to make sure that the process is
being followed correctly.
Aaron Dawson, Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) stated that the FHWA is
an organization that has contract authority, funded by the Highway Trust Fund. It
can continue to operate even without an appropriations bill while the
government is shutdown. However, processes like Certification Reviews or Air
Quality Conformity where FHWA partners with other agencies that are currently
shutdown are being delayed. FHWA must certify the Flint MPO by the end of May
no matter what happens. As of right now FHWA is ahead of schedule, but if the
shutdown continues the on-site review will have to be pushed back. Discussion
ensued.
Vice-Chairperson Markland stated that during the campaign he attended
Candidates night to promote a road mileage that City of Fenton had on the
ballot. One of the guys running for state representative mentioned that the state
has money for roads, even if they were to release the money there are not
enough aggregate and asphalt contractors to do the projects. This week he
attended another event at the Chamber of Commerce to talk about upcoming
city projects for 2019. The senator in the neighboring community was there to

speak as well and he talked about one of the governor’s big issues, fixing the
roads. He made the same comment the state representative made that even if
they had the money for roads, which they say Lansing has right now, there would
not be enough companies out there to be able to do the roads. This senator said
he got this information from MDOT. Discussion ensued.
VII.

Adjournment

Vice-Chairperson Markland adjourned the meeting at 2:21 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,
Debby Compton, Secretary
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
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MEMORANDUM

TO:

Members of the Technical Advisory Committee

FROM:

Sharon Gregory, Lead Planner
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

DATE:

February 7, 2019

SUBJECT:

Approval of 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, and has provided a draft copy to
all of its committees for review and comment. The 45-day Public Comment
period for the PPP began on December 10, 2018 and ended on January 23,
2019. A public hearing was held on January 23, 2019 in the Harris Auditorium of
the Genesee County Administration Building. The PPP is accessible by going to
the following link: http://gcmpc.org/public-participation-plan/
At this time, staff is requesting that the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)
provide a recommendation of approval to the Genesee County Metropolitan
Alliance to approve the Genesee County Public Participation Plan.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION

IV A

Genesee County Public Participation Plan
Effective Date goes here, 2019

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 (MAP21), 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
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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:

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 posted in
the
Genesee
County

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 email to the GCMPC public participation list
and are electronically accessible through the
GCMPC website at www.gcmpc.org. A
hardcopy notice is also posted at the
Genesee County Administration Building

Genesee County Public Participation Plan
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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

•
•

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

Obtaining community ideas
Incorporating community ideas into the
planning process

Workshops are utilized to invite comments
and encourage discussion on selected
planning topics. Workshops will generally

Genesee County Public Participation Plan
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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

•

To provide reasonable and timely access
to public information

and

Public Needs Hearings/Input Sessions
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.
Community Development

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 for the purpose of obtaining citizen
views and formulating or responding to
proposals.
These will address needs,
activities, and program performance. GCMPC
will also 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 ten
(10) days notice will be given to citizens for
each public needs hearing and sufficient
information will be published to permit
informed comments.

The objective of public needs hearings is to
allow citizens the opportunity to review and
make comments on needs, planning issues

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 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 potential beneficiaries of the
program.
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 a 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.
The Solid Waste Designated Planning Agency
must provide a period of not less than three
months so that agencies stated in the rules
have the opportunity to review and
comment on the Solid Waste Management
Plan.
For the Transportation Division, there is a
required 45-day public comment period for
updates to the Public Participation Plan.
For
the
Transportation,
Community
Development and Solid Waste divisions,
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 at the Genesee County
Administration Building (1101 Beach Street,
Flint).

Public Hearings shall be held at barrier-free
locations that offer accommodations for
persons with disabilities, focused on actual
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

Community
Development

10 days

Transportation

10 days

- e-mail to those on
the PPP mailing list

30 days or
more

- hardcopy at Genesee
County
Administration
Building

- GCMPC website
-newspaper
publication

Public Hearings
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:

Solid Waste

Method of
Providing Notice

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
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action, and
plans/actions

comment

on

past

•

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 moderateincome 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. Staff has
continually endeavored to respond to public
input received during the development of
programs and plans in a timely and
considerate manner.
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. 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
Genesee County Public Participation Plan
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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 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. 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.

discussion, in a series of workshops, or in a
public input session. The only exception will
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

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.
Genesee County Public Participation Plan
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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
public comment period and approval by
Allocation,
Community
&
Economic
Development, and the Genesee County
Board of Commissioners.

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 11 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,
Genesee County Public Participation Plan
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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.

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.

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
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

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.
Genesee County Public Participation Plan
Process for the Development of the LRTP
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
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.
Step 2: Begin Long Range Plan Steering
Committee Meetings
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
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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 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, at local units of
government,
and
at
GCMPC

Genesee County Public Participation Plan
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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.
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)

any issues with Environmental Justice, Air
Quality, local match monies, etc. are
discussed. Staff reviews submitted projects

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,

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
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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.

citizens can provide comments by calling,
faxing, writing, in person, by e-mail, or by
social media with Facebook or Twitter.

Step 4: Consultation with Agencies

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.

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

Step 6: Approval of TIP

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.
5.

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

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.
CDBG Process
Step 1: Call for Projects
Notices are sent out stating that applications
are available for projects to be included in
the Annual Action Plan for all Community
Development Programs. All Local Units of
Government receive the CDBG PreApplications. Applications are made available
on the GCMPC website. A notice is put in the
local newspaper regarding the HOME
Investment Partnership call for projects.

Step 2: Public Input
Local Units of Government applying for
CDBG funds are required to hold a public
hearing to give their residents an
opportunity to share project ideas and
comment on the past use of funds. A County
public hearing is also held to receive
Genesee County Public Participation Plan
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comments on the administration of the
program and to gather additional needs.

Step 3: Project Evaluation
CDBG Pre-Applications are reviewed for
eligibility and environmental concerns. Full
Applications are sent out for projects
meeting eligibility criteria. ESG and HOME
applications are reviewed and scored.
Following receipt of Full CDBG Applications,
a draft project list is developed.

Step 4: The draft Annual Action Plan is
created. 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.
Step 5: Full Environmental reviews are
completed.
Step 6: The Annual Action Plan is submitted
to HUD for approval.

Step 7: Request for Release of Funds
(RROF)/Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI) 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.

Step 4: Project feasibility is determined and
level of funding is determined by staff.

Step 8: HUD approval of Action Plan and
RROF

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 as part of the
Annual Action Plan.

Step 9: Grant agreements and Subrecipient
Contracts finalized for signature

Step 6:
completed.

HOME Program Process

Step 7: Submittal of projects to HUD with
the Annual Action Plan

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.

Full

Environmental

review

Step 8: Request for Release of Funds
(RROF)/Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI) Posting in local newspapers or at
local unit of government. There is a fifteenday 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
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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 3: Agencies/service partners submit
project applications. Eligibility is determined
by CD staff.
Step 4: Projects reviewed by Continuum of
Care Subcommittee.
Step 5: Take projects to full Continuum of
Care for final approval.
Step 6: 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 as part of Annual Action Plan.
Step 7: Submittal of projects to HUD with
the Annual Action Plan

Step 8: Request for Release of Funds
(RROF)/Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI) Posting in local newspapers or at
local unit of government. There is a fifteenday 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.

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 the Consolidated Plan, the
Annual Action Plan, the Environmental
Review Records (ERR), and the Consolidated
Annual Performance Evaluation Report
(CAPER) Notice of Availability. Staff will
publish the Consolidated Plan and the
Annual Action 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.
During the Solid Waste Management 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
Genesee County Public Participation Plan
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Genesee County Administration Building
(1101 Beach Street, Flint).

2. Contacting Target Community
Resources and Development Populations

(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
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 at the

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.

Genesee County Public Participation Plan

21

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 moderateincome 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.
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.
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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, paper copies of all studies
and/or plans intended for public comment
will be available at the GCMPC offices and
digital copies will be available at
www.gcmpc.org. Digital copies will also be
provided to local units of government and to
appropriate agencies based on specific
program requirements.

The Community Development Division 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.

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
Genesee County Public Participation Plan
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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.
•
•

Were the strategies used successful in
attracting citizens to the events?
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 decisionmakers? 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 lowincome populations?

•

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

•

Is there frequent news coverage on program
issues?

•

Are any changes needed to update the Public
Participation Plan?

2.

Committee Evaluation of Public
Participation Process

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 nonmotorized 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
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
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
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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
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.
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
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.

TRANSPORTATION
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.
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SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT
Solid
Waste
Committee

Management

Planning

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

•

Two (2) from environmental interest groups

•

One (1) from county government

•

Goals and Objectives
•

Identification of local policies and priorities

•

Insuring
coordination
participation

and

•

One (1) from city government

•

One (1) from township government

•

•

One (1) from the regional solid waste
planning agency

Periodically advising the county
municipalities of the plan’s status

•

Reviewing and approving the plan

•

•

Three (3) from the general public

One (1) from industrial waste generators

public

and

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
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public participation program is a multipurpose 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

Suggestions and alternatives obtained from
public participation processes (workshops,
This steering committee has been
hearings), community development
established to monitor the progress and
agencies, environmental agencies,
provide direction for the Combined
transportation agencies, and affected
Plan/Long Range Transportation Plan.
interest groups, will be reviewed and
The Combined Plan will be replacing the considered by this committee. Information
Long Range Transportation Plan.
obtained through the computerized traffic
modeling process will also be reviewed and
considered by this committee.

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.

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
staff, Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT) staff,
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) staff, Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) staff, Michigan State Housing Development
Authority (MSHDA) staff, U.S. Housing and Urban Development
(HUD) staff, Michigan Department of Environmental Quality
(MDEQ) staff, and appointees from the Technical Advisory
Committee (TAC), Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance
(GCMA), Solid Waste Implementation Committee (SWIC), Solid
Waste Management Planning Committee (SWMPC), the
Allocation Committee, and the Community and Economic
Development Committee (C & ED). This committee is open to all
interested members of the aforementioned bodies, and
workshop participants.

To continue monitoring, evaluating and
The Combined Plan/LRTP Steering
providing technical transportation input into
Committee meetings are scheduled as
the Combined Plan/ Long Range
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
TAC meetings are held the first
County Long Range Transportation Plan
Thursday of the month at 1:30 p.m. in
Agenda packets are posted on
(LRTP).
the GCMPC Conference Room located
our website at
on the 2nd floor of the Genesee
www.gcmpc.org, under the
To review, analyze and make
County Administration Building, 1101
"Meetings and Agendas" tab
recommendations on area‐wide transportation
Beach St., Flint MI, 48502.
on our home page. Agenda
issues for the Metropolitan Alliance, which is
Occasionally, meetings may be
packets are also e‐mailed to
the Policy Committee.
cancelled due to a lack of action
committee members. Agendas
items, or they may be rescheduled
are available one week before
To ensure that the planning process is
due to holidays. Please check our
the meeting.
followed, that the public is engaged early and
website for agendas or cancellation
often, that hard‐to‐reach populations are
notices.
included, and that guidelines on
environmental consolation are followed.

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

The Transportation System Management The TSM Subcommittee meets to review
(TSM) Subcommittee is a subcommittee issues too detailed to be discussed at the
of TAC or Metro established to provide Technical Advisory Committee and provides
more specialized transportation‐related
recommendations to the TAC regarding
assistance.
these issues. See TAC.

The Genesee County Metropolitan
Alliance (GCMA or Metro) is the
designated Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) as well as the Policy
Committee serving the transportation
planning process for Genesee County.
Metro was organized as a cooperative
alliance by duly‐appointed
representatives of each local unit of
government, and has the authority to
carry out metropolitan transportation
planning for the collective benefit of all
residents of the metropolitan area of
Genesee County.

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.

The Metro Alliance is responsible for
investigating, making recommendations
and for the ultimate approval of all
Genesee County transportation plans and
programs.

Depends on project/plan under review

TSM Subcommittee meetings are
The TSM Subcommittee consists of agencies with working
scheduled as needed, and typically
knowledge, skills and jurisdiction in managing a transportation
meet in the GCMPC Conference Room
system. TSM includes the Genesee County Road Commission,
Agenda packets are e‐mailed
located on the 2nd floor of the
the Mass Transportation Authority, the City of Flint, the City of
to committee members.
Genesee County Administration
Burton, the Michigan Department of Transportation, and a Small
Building, 1101 Beach St., Flint MI,
Cities representative.
48502.

Metro meetings are held on the third
Wednesday of the month, at 7:00
Agenda packets are posted on
p.m. in the Harris Auditorium on the
our website at
The Metro Alliance is composed of an elected official and a
3rd floor of the Genesee County
www.gcmpc.org, under the
citizen representative from each local unit of government that Administration Building, 1101 Beach "Meetings and Agendas" tab
wishes to participate. It also includes officials from local, state,
St., Flint MI, 48502. Occasionally,
on our home page. Agenda
and federal departments or agencies having an interest in
meetings may be cancelled due to a
packets are also e‐mailed to
transportation issues.
lack of action items, or they may be committee members. Agendas
rescheduled due to holidays. Please are available one week before
check our website for agendas or
the meeting.
cancellation notices.

Depends on project/plan under review

The Ad Hoc Subcommittee meetings
are scheduled as needed depending
on the project/plan under review.
These subcommittees typically meet
in the GCMPC Conference Room
located on the 2nd floor of the
Genesee County Administration
Building, 1101 Beach St., Flint MI,
48502.

To review, analyze and make
recommendations on specific technical issues
for TAC.
To ensure that the Transportation Planning
Process in Genesee County is meeting federal
requirements.

To provide the leadership necessary to
develop and implement the Genesee County
Long Range Transportation Plan and the
Transportation Improvement Program.
To adopt policies and recommendations
necessary to assure county transportation
needs are met.
To assure the implementation of various
transportation planning objectives by local
units of government and agencies. To make
sure the Transportation Planning Process is
meeting federal requirements.

Depends on project/plan under review‐‐Are we
Agenda packets are e‐mailed
meeting federal regulations? Are we providing
to committee members.
an inclusive process for everyone?

Committee Name

What It Is

What it Does

Day and Time of Meeting

How to Get Agendas

Goals

Evaluate and prioritize the use of Genesee
County Community Development 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
Agenda packets are posted on our
The Allocation Committee meetings are
available for distribution through the
Evaluate and Prioritize the use of Community
website at www.gcmpc.org, under
The Allocation Committee is comprised of the following
held on the fourth Thursday of the
Community Development Block Grant, HOME,
Development funds.
the "Meetings and Agendas" tab
representatives: three Genesee County Board Commissioners; three
month, at 11:00 a.m. in the GCMPC
and Emergency Solutions Grant programs to
Review, Analyze, and Recommend on policies
on our home page. Agenda
elected township officials; two elected city officials; one elected village
Conference Room located on the 2nd
participating communities are allocated and
related to community development, housing &
packets are also e‐mailed to
representative; and two representatives of the Genesee County
floor of the Genesee County
expended as closely as possible according to the
homeless needs.
committee members. Agendas are
Metropolitan Planning Commission (one representing the Planning
Administration Building, 1101 Beach St.,
local units' levels of population, overcrowded
Assure funds are allocated & expended properly.
available one week before the
Commission and one representing housing interests).
Flint MI 48502
housing, and low and moderate income
meeting.
residency. 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.

Allocation Committee

The Allocation Committee was established
to: review and make recommendations to
the Community and Economic Development
Committee and the Genesee County Board of
Commissioners, on the allocation of
entitlement funds for use by the local
participating communities; to implement the
Genesee County Community Development
Block Grant, Emergency Solutions Grant and
HOME Programs; and to address Community
Development Program needs as they arise.

Community and Economic Development Committee

They are responsible for the organization and
administration of the Community Development
A committee of the Board of Commissioners
Block Grant (CDBG) and HOME programs
that makes recommendations to the full
throughout Genesee County (outside the City of
board regarding community development
Flint boundaries) and of the Emergency
issues in Genesee County.
Solutions Grant (ESG) throughout Genesee
County.

Solid Waste Management Planning Committee

Membership

The Community and Economic Development Committee (C&ED) is a
committee of the whole of the Genesee County Board of
Commissioners (Board).

This committee has four (4) members from the solid waste
management industry; two (2) members from environmental interest
The Solid Waste Management Planning
Committee is a committee appointed by the This committee assists the Designated Planning groups; one (1) member from county government; one (1) member
Genesee County Board of Commissioners. All Agency in preparing a Solid Waste Management from city government; one (1) member from township government;
one (1)member from the regional solid waste planning agency; one (1)
Plan.
members are appointed to serve a term of
member from industrial waste generators; three (3) members from the
two (2) years.
general public.

The Community and Economic
Development Committee meetings are
Agenda packets are posted on the To develop and maintain reliable communities;
set by the Board of Commissioners
provide decent housing;
Genesee County website at
annually and are held in the Harris
www.gc4me.com under the Board and to provide a suitable living environment for
Auditorium on the 3rd floor of the
low/moderate income Genesee County residents.
of Commissioners' page.
Genesee County Administration Building,
1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 48502

The Solid Waste Management Planning
Committee meets as needed during the
planning process in the GCMPC
Conference Room on the 2nd floor of the
Genesee County Administration Building,
1101 Beach St., Flint, MI 48502

Agenda packets are posted on
Identification of local policies and priorities related
our website at
to Solid Waste Management;
www.gcmpc.org, under the
Insuring coordination and public participation in
"Meetings and Agendas" tab
planning process;
on our home page. Agenda
Periodically advising the county and municipalities
packets are also e‐mailed to
of the Solid Waste Plan's status; Reviewing and
committee members. Agendas
approving the Solid Waste Plan for Genesee
are available one week before
County.
the meeting.

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: __________

K:\Public Participation Plan\PPProcess Review Committee 2016\Survey_PPPRC.docx

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

K:\Public Participation Plan\PPProcess Review Committee 2016\Survey_PPPRC.docx

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”

K:\Public Participation Plan\PPProcess Review Committee 2016\Reminder Survey_PPPRC.docx

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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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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Weighted Average

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
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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

10 / 12

2016 GCMPC Public Participation Process Review Committee Survey

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
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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.

8

(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.
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.
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§ 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
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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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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.
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MEMORANDUM

TO:

Members of the Technical Advisory Committee

FROM:

Jacob Maurer, Lead Planner
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

DATE:

February 7, 2019

SUBJECT: Amending Performance Measures into the FY 2017-2020 TIP
Document
Staff has continued conversations with the Michigan Department of Transportation
(MDOT), Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), and other metropolitan planning
organizations (MPOs) around the state regarding FAST Act Performance Measures and
the best methods for addressing them in our planning documents.
Staff has revised the Performance Measures chapter for the FY 2017-2020 TIP to ensure it
meets the performance measure requirements of the FAST Act. The draft chapters are
attached for your review. Sections that were revised are highlighted in light blue.
At this time, staff is requesting that the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) provide a
recommendation of approval to the Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance to amend
the FY 2017-2020 Transportation Improvement Program document to incorporate the
updated Performance Measure Targets.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION
VA

Proposed TIP Document
Amendment
(February 2019)

Section 9: Performance Measures

FAST Act Performance Measures
A key feature of the Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act is the establishment of a
performance and outcome based program, originally introduced through the Moving Ahead for
Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21) Act. The objective of a performance-based program is for
states and MPOs to invest resources in projects that collectively will make progress toward the
achievement of national goals. 23 CFR 490 outlines the seven areas in which performance goals
are required, these include: Safety, Infrastructure Condition, Congestion Reduction, System
Reliability, Freight Movement, Environmental Sustainability, and Reduced Project Delivery
Delay.
Within one year of the U.S. Department of Transportation final rules on performance measures,
States are required to set performance targets in support of these measures. Within 180 days
of the state setting targets, MPOs are then required to choose to support the statewide targets,
or optionally set their own targets. To ensure consistency, each MPO must, to the maximum
extent practicable, coordinate with the relevant State and public transportation providers when
setting performance targets. Any new TIP document or amendment must comply with
performance reporting requirements beginning on May 27, 2018.
MAP-21 also mandated the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) to develop a rule establishing a
strategic and systematic process of operating, maintaining, and improving public capital assets
effectively through their entire life cycle. Targets are required to establish for rolling stock,
equipment, facilities, and infrastructure, which are detailed in this section under Transit
Performance.

Current TIP Procedures for Selecting/Programming Projects and Addressing
Performance Measures
Although specific federal guidance on performance measures had not been established at the
time the 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) and the FY 2017-2020 Transportation
Improvement Program were developed, the Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance (GCMA)
made efforts to collect data and begin tracking performance year-to-year (see Transportation
Performance Tracking below). Through these documents, funding goals have been established
that generally target the performance measure areas specified. Like other MPOs statewide,
GCMA has and continues to face limitations in funding resources at the local, state, and federal
levels and has established goals and objectives in the LRTP, particularly in the Financial Plan
document to guide project selection.

During the TIP Call for Projects, road agencies are requested to submit a TIP application to be
considered for funding. TIP applications are scored and prioritized on how well they address
and incorporate pavement conditions, multi-modal complete streets design elements, safety,
transit, and area-wide impacts. The 2020-2023 TIP applications will be revised to better
emphasize performance measure targets using a more refined performance-driven project
selection process, and will be documented in the TIP Assurances, Procedures and Policies
section of the new TIP. GCMA will also continue to gather data for the development of
performance measures such as pavement and bridge conditions, traffic volumes, level of
congestion, freight data, air quality, emissions reductions, crash data, transit ridership, and
transit state of good repair.
GCMA will begin to analyze progress toward the performance goals in fiscal years 2018 and
2019 using the annual listing of obligated projects to illustrate spending in each category
(including bridges, safety, road restoration, non-motorized facilities, transit, etc.).
Obligated/completed projects will be evaluated to determine whether it contributes towards
each performance goal. GCMA will begin to fully implement these performance goals during the
2020-2023 TIP development process. Furthermore, staff will also continue to work with other
MPOs on best practices for performance-based programing of projects and analysis of
performance measure data.

Individual Performance Measure Tracking
At this time, Safety, Transit, Pavement & Bridge Condition, and System Reliability / Freight
performance targets have been established. Sections will be updated in this document as
additional/new data becomes available. GCMA is also developing a System Performance Report
which will be displayed on our website and continuously updated with data on these
performance measures.

Safety Performance
With a recovering economy and increasing travel volumes, both the State of Michigan and
Genesee County are experiencing similar increases in traffic fatalities. In evaluating the trends
in recent crashes, travel volumes, and economic data, GCMA opted to support the statewide
targets, in which serious injuries decline, but fatalities and nonmotorized fatalities and nonmotorized serious injuries increase. An increase in overall traffic volumes and a growing
economy both have a strong correlation with increased traffic crashes. Below are the statewide
trends in crashes during the past 5-year period:

Michigan Crash Trends, 2013-2017

Michigan Safety Targets for 2019, Adopted by GCMA

981.4

1,003.2

1,023.2

1.00

1.02

1.02

5,355.0

5,136.4

5,406.8

5.47

5.23

5.41

743.6

743.6

759.8

To contribute towards reaching statewide targets, GCMA will continue ongoing coordination
with the State and other safety stakeholders to address areas of concern, and will plan and
program projects that contribute toward meeting the State safety targets. The Metropolitan
Alliance will continue to prioritize safety projects submitted by road agencies for the local
safety program. GCMA provides support for projects through a list of projects sorted by timeof-return provided to MDOT during the annual call for local safety projects. Current projects
programmed that should contribute to safety performance include intersection safety
improvements, signalized corridor improvements, roundabouts, non-motorized improvements,

and road diets. A listing of projects is maintained on the TIP section of the GCMPC website,
which includes safety projects and is updated continuously as projects are added.
GCMA will also continue to work towards the local safety policies and strategies identified in
the GLS Region V Traffic Safety Plan. We will continue to focus on the priority emphasis areas
identified in the safety plan, such as intersection, lane departure, and pedestrian and bicycle
safety. GCMA will continue to work with local, county, and state transportation agencies to
develop projects that address priority emphasis areas in the regional safety plan. We will also
continue to provide technical assistance to members, perform annual crash data analysis, and
track our region’s data for the safety performance measures.

Transit Performance
MAP-21 mandated the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) to develop a rule establishing a
strategic and systematic process of operating, maintaining, and improving public capital assets
effectively through their entire life cycle. The Transit Asset Management (TAM) Final Rule 49
CFR part 625 became effective Oct. 1, 2016 and established four performance measures. The
performance management requirements outlined in 49 CFR 625 Subpart D are a minimum
standard for transit operators. Providers with more data and sophisticated analysis expertise
are allowed to add performance measures and utilize those advanced techniques in addition to
the required national performance measures, which include the following:
1. Rolling Stock - means a revenue vehicle used in providing public transportation,
including vehicles used for carrying passengers on fare-free services
2. Equipment - means an article of non-expendable, tangible property has a useful life of at
least one year
3. Facilities - means a building or structure that is used in providing public transportation
4. Infrastructure - means the underlying framework or structures that support a public
transportation system
To date, GCMA has worked with the Flint Mass Transportation Authority (MTA) to report State
of Good Repair Targets to the Federal Transit Administration. GCMA has approved and adopted
the targets set by the Flint MTA as outlined on the following page.

Flint MTA State of Good Repair Targets, Adopted by GCMA

Pavement and Bridge Condition Performance
The purpose of this final rule is to establish measures for State departments of transportation
(State DOT) to use to carry out the National Highway Performance Program (NHPP) and to
assess the condition of the following: Pavements on the National Highway System (NHS)
(excluding the Interstate System), bridges carrying the NHS which includes on- and off-ramps
connected to the NHS, and pavements on the Interstate System. The NHPP is a core Federal-aid
highway program that provides support for the condition and performance of the NHS and the
construction of new facilities on the NHS. The NHPP also ensures that investments of Federalaid funds in highway construction are directed to support progress toward the achievement of
performance targets established in a State's asset management plan for the NHS. This final rule
establishes regulations for the new performance aspects of the NHPP that address measures,
targets, and reporting.
GCMA has approved and adopted the following Pavement and Bridge Condition targets set by
the State of Michigan.

System Reliability, Freight, CMAQ Performance
The measures in this third final rule will be used by State DOTs and MPOs to assess the
performance of the Interstate and non-Interstate National Highway System (NHS) for the
purpose of carrying out the National Highway Performance Program (NHPP); to assess freight
movement on the Interstate System; and to assess traffic congestion and on-road mobile source
emissions for the purpose of carrying out the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement
(CMAQ) Program.
GCMA has approved and adopted the following System Reliability and Freight targets set by the
State of Michigan. CMAQ targets are not applicable to Genesee County.

Summary Chart of Performance Measures and Target Adoption Status
Below is a summary of the remaining performance measure areas and the current or anticipated
implementation status.

2040 LRTP Transportation Performance Tracking
Prior to the establishment of FAST Act performance targets, GCMA created a list of performance
measures identified throughout the 2040 LRTP. This includes a listing of baseline/trend data,
which will serve as a starting point for staff to track the performance of Genesee County’s
transportation system from year to year. This list will be updated with new data during the next
update to the LRTP.
The following table displays the performance measure, the years compared between, what
technical report is associated with the performance measure, and what type of trend is observed.
The direction of the arrow signifies if the number or percentage is rising or falling. The color
represents if the trend is positive, negative, or neutral. For example, county-wide crash totals
reduced by approximately 500 between 2008 and 2012. This trend would be represented by a
downward, green arrow indicating a positive trend. However, if the arrow is yellow, the trend
can be either positive or negative.

2040 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) Performance Measures
LRTP Technical
Report

Performance Measure

Bridge

System-Wide "Deficient" Bridge
Condition

Complete
Streets

County-Wide Crash Total (6 types)
Lev el of Serv ice (Congested Lane
Miles: Type E and F)
Vehicle Miles Trav elled (Thousands)

Congestion
Management &
Projects

Daily Hours of Traffic Delay
On-Road Mobile Source Emissions
(Hydrocarbons)
On-Road Mobile Source Emissions
(Nitrogen Oxides)

I ntermodal
Freight

Commercial Vehicle Miles Trav elled
(CVMT: long term)
Commercial Vehicle Miles Trav elled
(CVMT: short term)
Bicycle I nv olv ed Crash I njuries

Non-Motorized

Pav ement

Pedestrian I nv olv ed Crash I njuries
Population Reach (within a 1/4 mile
of Built Non-Motorized Trails)
Federal-Aid Road Netw ork "Poor
Condition"
Fatal and I ncapacitating I njuries

Safety

Socioeconomic
Data

Fatal and I ncapacitating I njuries
(per billion vehicle mile traveled)
Population
Employment (8 sectors)
Ov erall Transit Ridership Attainment

Transit

Population Reach (within a 1/4 mile
of Primary Fixed Route services)

Year
2008

Trend
2012

49%
2008

47%
2012

3,780
2005

3,260
2011

227
2008
4,386,305
2005
5,103
2005
16,108
2005
28,036
2008
141,997,001
2011
124,335,473
2008
50
2008
104
2006
100,732
2009
38%
2008
168
2008
38.3
2005
449,150
2005
211,662
2009
5,819,226
2000
50%

235
2012
3,997,631
2011
5,240
2011
10,240
2011
16,360
2013
130,235,284
2013
130,235,284
2012
50
2012
102
2014
166,144
2013
31%
2012
138
2012
34.5
2010
425,790
2010
183,326
2013
6,164,121
2010
47%
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MEMORANDUM
TO:

Members of the Technical Advisory Committee

FROM:

Christine Pobocik, GIS Specialist
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

DATE:

February 7, 2019

SUBJECT:
Air Quality Conformity Analysis for 2017 – 2020 Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) and 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan
Transportation conformity provisions of the Clean Air Act Amendments require
Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) to make a determination that the
Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP), Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP), and projects conform to the State Implementation Plan (SIP) and regional
emissions will not negatively impact the region’s ability to meet the National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS).
The Flint Michigan Transportation Conformity Interagency Workgroup (MITCIAWG) reviewed and discussed the project lists for the 2040 LRTP and the 2017 –
2020 TIP for Genesee County and the Lapeer County Projects within the State
Implementation Plan (SIP). It was determined that the LRTP and TIPs conform to
the SIP for the 1997 ozone standard based on the results of this conformity analysis.
Conformity is demonstrated when the analysis-year emissions are equal to or less
than the SIP budget. For the 1997 ozone standard, as shown in Table 1, the
emission results for the analysis years show that the volatile organic compounds
(VOC) and nitrogen oxides (NOx) emissions are lower than the SIP budgets; thus,
conformity for the 1997 ozone standard is demonstrated.
A public comment period for the analysis will be held from February 11, 2019 to
February 20, 2019.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION
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Table 1: Results of the 1997 Ozone Standard Conformity Analysis

Analysis Year

Emissions
(tons/day)
VOC

NOx

SIP Budget
2018

25.68
7.55

37.99
11.37

2025
2035
2040

5.00
2.94
2.65

5.65
2.71
2.35

At this time, staff is requesting the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) provide a
recommendation of approval to the Metropolitan Alliance for the draft Air Quality
Conformity Analysis document and to send the analysis to the appropriate state
and federal agencies for approval.

Draft for Public Comment

Air Quality Conformity Analysis
For
Flint MI Conformity Area
(Genesee Co. and Lapeer Co.)
January 23, 2019

Prepared by:
The Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission (GCMPC)
1101 Beach St., Room 223
Flint, MI 48502
www.gcmpc.org
810‐257‐3010
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1.0 Conformity
1.1 Introduction
Transportation conformity provisions of the Clean Air Act Amendments require Metropolitan
Planning Organizations (MPOs) to make a determination that the Long Range Transportation Plan
(LRTP), Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), and projects conform to the State
Implementation Plan (SIP) and regional emissions will not negatively impact the region’s ability
to
meet
the
National
Ambient
Air
Quality
Standards
(NAAQS).
Conformity to the SIP means that the region’s LRTPs and TIPs 1) will not cause any new violations
of the NAAQS; 2) will not increase the frequency or severity of existing violation; and 3) will not
delay attaining the NAAQS. A demonstration is conducted by comparing emissions estimates
generated from implementation of LRTPs and TIPs for analysis years to the motor vehicle
emissions budgets (MVEBs) contained in the maintenance SIP.
The purpose of this report is to document the process and findings of the transportation
conformity analysis for the conformity area.
1.2 Conformity Area and Conformity
The Flint Conformity Area includes all of Genesee and Lapeer counties. The Genesee County
portion of the Flint Conformity Area is represented by The Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance
(GCMA) the MPO for Genesee County. The Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission
(GCMPC) provides staff services for GCMA. The rural portion of the conformity area is in Lapeer
County and is contained in the Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT) State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP).
Findings of the transportation conformity analysis are for projects within Genesee County
contained in:
 Genesee County 2040 LRTP,
 Genesee County 2017‐2020 TIP,
Findings of the transportation conformity analysis are also for projects within Lapeer County
contained in:
 STIP.
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1.3 Conformity Finding
The GCMA finds that the LRTP and TIPs conform to the SIP for the 1997 ozone standard based on
the results of this conformity analysis. This report makes the determination that the region’s
transportation plan and programs satisfy all applicable criteria and procedures in the conformity
regulations.
This conformity analysis document is subject to a public comment period from February 11, 2019
through February 20, 2019. Comments received will be recognized, considered, and a response
provided.
The MPO policy committee will make a formal conformity determination, through a resolution,
at the:
 February 20, 2019 GCMA Meeting

1.4 Results of Conformity Analysis
Conformity is demonstrated when the analysis‐year emissions are equal to or less than the SIP
budget. For the 1997 ozone standard, as shown in Table 1, the emission results for the analysis
years show that the volatile organic compounds (VOC) and nitrogen oxides (NOx) emissions are
lower than the SIP budgets; thus, conformity for the 1997 ozone standard is demonstrated.
Table 1: Results of the 1997 Ozone Standard Conformity Analysis
Emissions
(tons/day)

Analysis Year
VOC

NOx

2018

25.68
7.55

37.99
11.37

2025
2035
2040

5.00
2.94
2.65

5.65
2.71
2.35

SIP Budget

Draft for Public Comment

2

2.0 Background and Attainment Status
2.1 Background
The Federal Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 (CAAA) established rules to improve the air,
protect public health, and protect the environment. The act requires the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) to set, review, and revise the National Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS) periodically.
The Clean Air Act links together air quality planning and transportation planning through the
transportation conformity process. Air quality planning is controlled by Michigan’s SIP which
includes the state’s plans for attaining or maintaining the NAAQS. The main transportation
planning tools are the metropolitan LRTP and the metropolitan TIP. Transportation conformity
ensures that federal funding and approval are given to highway and transit activities that are
consistent with the SIP and that these activities will not affect Michigan’s ability to achieve the
NAAQS.
Transportation activities that are subject to conformity are LRTPs, TIPs, and all non‐exempt
federal projects that receive Federal Highway Administration or Federal Transit Administration
funding or approval. The conformity process ensures emissions from LRTP, TIP, or projects, are
within acceptable levels specified within the SIP, and meet the goals of the SIP.
Transportation conformity only applies to on‐road sources and transportation‐related pollutants:
ozone, particulate matter (particulate sizes 2.5 and 10), nitrogen dioxide, and carbon monoxide.
In addition to emissions that are directly emitted, regulations specifically require certain
precursor pollutants to be addressed. Precursor pollutants are those pollutants that contribute
to the formation of other pollutants. For example, ozone is not directly emitted but created when
NOx and VOC react with sunlight.
When the EPA revises a NAAQS, all areas of the country are evaluated to determine if monitored
levels of the pollutant are at or below the standard; these areas are classified as attainment. If
the pollutant level is above the standard, these areas are classified as nonattainment. MPOs in
areas classified as nonattainment must conduct conformity analysis on their transportation
programs.

2.2 Attainment Status
On April 15, 2004, the EPA issued final designations of areas not attaining the 1997 ozone NAAQS
(also referred to as 1997 ozone standard). Genesee and Lapeer counties were designated
Draft for Public Comment
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nonattainment.
On May 16, 2007, the EPA redesignated the area attainment/maintenance, approving and finding
adequate motor vehicle emissions budgets for VOC and NOx for the year 2018. Placing the area
into maintenance, this requires conformity emission to be compared to the motor vehicle
emission budgets contained in the SIP, referred to as SIP budgets.
On July 20, 2012, the EPA designated all of Michigan as attainment for the strengthened 2008
ozone NAAQS.
On July 20, 2013, the EPA partially revoked the 1997 ozone standard, revoking the requirement
to do transportation conformity for areas that were in maintenance. On April 6, 2015, the EPA
completely revoked the 1997 ozone standard, which resulted in removal of all transportation
conformity requirements.
On Aril 23, 2018, the FHWA, complying with the court’s decision in South Coast Air Quality
Management District v. EPA (US Environmental Protection Agency) started requiring areas in the
country that were former maintenance for the 1997 ozone standard to conduct conformity for
new or amendments to TIPs and LRTPs if they contain non‐exempt projects. Later, this was
amended to give MPOs until February 16, 2019 to make conformity determinations.
On Aug. 3, 2018, the EPA designated Genesee and Lapeer counties as in attainment for the
strengthened 2015 ozone NAAQS (also referred to as 2015 ozone standard).

2.3 SIP Budgets
The Flint Conformity Area has existing maintenance budgets from the 1997 ozone standard
maintenance SIP. Regulations require use of these budgets to test against for both ozone
standards. Emission generated must be equal to or less than the SIP budgets, also referred to as
the motor vehicle emissions budget (MVEB). MVEB is the portion of the total allowable emissions
allocated to highway and transit vehicle use in the maintenance or nonattainment area. By
showing emissions below the MVEB, the LRTPs and TIPs are conforming to the SIP.

3.0 Interagency Consultation
Consultation with federal, state, and local transportation authorities is conducted through the
Michigan Transportation Conformity Interagency Workgroup (MITC‐IAWG). Issues discussed
include evaluating and choosing emission models and methods, determining regional significant
project definition, procedures for future MITC‐IAWG meetings and rules for reviewing projects.
An initial MITC‐IAWG was held on October 3, 2018; and a meeting to review projects held December
17, 2018; individuals attended in person or by conference call. Summaries of the meetings and all
interagency consultation correspondence related to this conformity is in Appendix A. Copies of this
conformity analysis were sent to each MITC‐IAWG member to review and comment.
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4.0 Public Participation
The Public Participation Plan adopted by the MPO Policy Committee establishes the procedures
by which the MPOs reach affected public agencies and the public. The same procedures were
followed for this document, ensuring the public has an opportunity to review and comment
before the MPO makes a determination.
A formal public comment period for the draft Air Quality Conformity Analysis will be held from
February 11, 2019 through February 20, 2019. Public comments received and responses to those
comments will be in Appendix B.

5.0 Modeled Project in Conformity Analysis
All projects in the LRTPs, TIP, and amendments were evaluated for inclusion in the analysis.
Projects classified as non‐exempt must be analyzed. Projects with exempt classification that can
be modeled with the travel demand model were modeled. Appendix C includes a complete list
of the projects evaluated for, and included, in this analysis.

6.0 Transportation Modeling
6.1 Travel Demand Forecasting Models
Air Quality Conformity areas are established independent of MPO boundaries. The Flint
Conformity Area is covered by two travel demand forecasting models: the Genesee County model
and the Statewide model covering Lapeer County. Each of these models were developed in
TransCAD modeling software. The Genesee County model developed for the 2040 LRTP is used
for air quality analysis. This model represents the latest demographic and employment data
approved by GCMA for the purpose of project analysis and is used to generate estimates of travel;
vehicle miles of travel (VMT), and speeds. The statewide model used the latest socioeconomic
data available at the time. Detailed documentation on each of these models is contained in
separate documents available upon request.
6.1.1 Genesee County Model
The Genesee County model is a countywide model originally developed by a consultant for the
2035 LRTP and has been updated by GCMPC staff for 2040 LRTP analysis. The 2040 LRTP model
updates include the incorporation of 2040 demographic and employment projections and road
network updates. The Genesee County model is a traditional four‐step model with travel time
feedback loop. The four steps are trip generation, trip distribution, mode choice and trip
assignment. The model base year is 2005 with a horizon year of 2040. Census data was used to
develop base year and 2010 population and household data. Historic trends, local building
permit data, persons per household data, local demolition data, vacancy data, and a REMI dataset
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were used to develop future year population and housing projections. Employment data was
developed using a REMI dataset. Businesses with over 100 employees were verified via a
telephone survey. The REMI dataset was also used to develop future year employment
projections. The Genesee County model was validated against traffic counts using MDOT
standards and those suggested by FHWA.

6.1.2 Statewide Model
The statewide model developed by MDOT covers all counties in the state and was used for Lapeer
County. The model is a standard three‐step, trip generation, trip distribution, and assignment
model, with a base year 2010 and a 2045 future year. Trip assignment uses an equilibrium
method and was validated against traffic counts using MDOT standards and those suggested by
FHWA.
6.1.3 Coding Travel Demand Model Links for NFC by Urban and Rural
For emission modeling, the National Functional Classification (NFC) system is used to determine
the function of roads; however, NFCs after 2010 do not distinguish roads by urban and rural. The
emission model, Motor Vehicle Emission Simulator (MOVES), require roads to be classified as
urban or rural. MOVES require roads to be grouped into one of four road types: rural restricted,
rural unrestricted, urban restricted, and urban unrestricted. To determine a roads urban or rural
status, roads within the adjusted census urban boundary were considered urban and those
outside as rural. NFCs designated as interstate and other freeways are considered restricted
while all others are considered unrestricted. The Michigan Geographic Framework (GIS digital
base map) was used to combine NFC with adjusted census urban boundary to generate MOVES
road types for the network.

6.1.4 Highway Performance Monitoring System (HPMS)
The EPA and FHWA endorse HPMS as the source of VMT estimates. The travel demand modeling
VMT is aggregated by NFC road types for the county then normalized to the base year/validation
years of the travel demand forecasting models. Normalization factors were applied to all analysis
years.
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6.1.5 Analysis Years
Analysis years were determined by the MITC‐IAWG. Projects requiring modeling are grouped into
an analysis year based on the projects open to traffic date. Emissions are generated for each
analysis year.
Analysis Year
2018
2025
2035
2040

Reason
1997 ozone standard maintenance SIP budget year
Interim year (so analysis years not more than ten years apart)
Interim year (so analysis years not more than ten years apart)
Last year of the Genesee County long range transportation plan

7.0 Latest Planning Assumptions
7.1 Demographic Data
The most current and future assumptions developed or approved by the MPO were used in
the development of the travel demand models. Table 2 shows base and future year
population and employment by County from the travel demand models.
Table 2: Base and Future Year Population and Employment by County

County

Population
Employment
2005

Genesee County

449,150 423,030

2010
Lapeer County

2040

2040

88,319 94,799

2005

2040

211,662

212,576

2010

2040

31,195

33,734

7.2 Vehicle Miles of Travel
Vehicle miles of travel (VMT) is one measure of the travel. Current and future levels of travel
and growth rates are provided in Table 3.
Table 3: Vehicle Miles of Travel and Growth Rate by County
Draft for Public Comment
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Analysis year
Base Year
2005

Genesee County
VMT

2018

13,200,291 12,742,07

Growth Rate

1.000

0.979

2025
13,066,903
0.992

2035
13,512,136

2040
13,871,333

1.020

1.044

2035

2040

Analysis year
Lapeer County
VMT

Base Year
2010

2018

2,302,531 2,375,162

Growth Rate
7.3 Vehicle Hours of Travel

1.000

1.032

2025
2,461,835
1.069

2,563,086

2,592,610

1.113

1.126

Vehicle hours of travel (VHT) is an indicator of congestion. Current and future levels are
provided in Table 3.

Table 4: Vehicle Hours of Travel by County
Analysis year

Genesee County
VHT

Base Year
2005

2018

301,104 281,609

2025

2035

2040

287,742

295,846

301,240

2025

2035

2040

46,619

48,588

49,148

Analysis year
Lapeer County
VHT

Base Year
2010

2018

43,678

44,951

7.4 Transportation Control Measures
There are no transportation control measures (TCMs) identified in the applicable state
implementation plan. Thus, no measures are included at this time.

8.0 Emission Modeling
8.1 MOVES Specifications
The EPA’s MOVES version MOVES2014b was used to generate emissions. Ozone is formed in the
presence of heat and sunlight, so the highest ozone concentrations are monitored during the
Draft for Public Comment
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summer. This conformity analysis involves generating a summer (July) weekday emissions to
simulate the meteorology of a high‐ozone summer day.
8.2 Road Type Distribution
HPMS data is used to create MOVES road‐type distribution fractions. Genesee County and Lapeer
County HPMS passenger data is used for motorcycle and passenger vehicles, and commercial
HPMS is used for trucks and buses. HPMS VMT is aggregated to MOVES road types then
converted to a fraction, generating a road‐type distribution.
8.3 Average Speed
Speed distributions are created using a method developed by EPA for taking a single average
speed and creating a distribution. The method generates an average speed fraction by MOVES
road type, by day, by hour, and speed bin from speeds generated by the travel demand
forecasting models. The same distribution is used for each vehicle type.

8.4 Ramp Fraction
The default vehicle hours traveled ramp fraction of 8 percent was used.

8.5 Average Weekday VMT to Annual VMT
Monthly VMT adjustment factors were obtained from MDOT’s data collection area. The EPA's
AADVT Converter‐Tool MOVES 2014 was used to convert annual average daily VMT to annual
VMT, monthly VMT fractions, and daily VMT fractions. Hourly fractions use MOVES default data.
For motorcycles, the monthly fractions use MOVES defaults since local data is limited. Future
analysis years utilize the same fractions.
8.6 Vehicle Population
The source of the vehicle population is the Michigan Secretary of State (SOS) vehicle registration
database on 2012. The database was supplemented with school bus data from the Michigan
Department of Education and MDOT Public Transit bus data. The EPA's default distributions were
used to determine intercity bus, refuse trucks, single‐unit trucks categories, and combination
trucks categories. The SOS data must be converted to MOVES source (vehicle) types. Table 2
shows how vehicle body style combined with plate type and company code is used to obtain
MOVES vehicle types.
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Table5: MOVES Source Types from SOS Body Style, Plate Type, and Company Code
MOVES Source Type

SOS Body Style, Plate Type, and Company code

11 – Motorcycles
21 – Passenger Cars

Motorcycles
Two‐Door
Four‐Door
Convertible
Roadster
Low‐Speed

31 – Passenger Trucks

Station Wagon
Pickup
Van
Hearse with Plate Type, Personal
Ambulance with Plate Type, Personal
Panel Van with Plate Type, Personal

32 – Light Commercial
Trucks

Pickup Commercial or Company
Van Commercial or Company
Hearse Commercial or Company
Ambulance Commercial or Company
Panel Van Commercial or Company
Utility Truck
Wrecker

40 – Buses
(MOVES: 41*, 42, 43)
50 – Single‐Unit Trucks*
(MOVES: 51, 52, 53)

Bus; Supplemented with Other Data Sources

54 – Motorhomes

Dump Truck
Mixer Truck
Stake Truck
Motorhome

60 – Combination
Tractor Trailer
Trucks*
Tanker
(MOVES: 61, 62)
* The EPA default age distribution is applied to calculate individual MOVES Source Type categories.

Future year vehicle population is based on growth in VMT from the base year of the travel
demand model, for Genesee County (2005) and for Lapeer County (2010) to analysis year.
Growth rate is applied to all MOVES vehicle types. Table 3 shows the VMT for each analysis year
and growth rate.
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8.7 Vehicle Age Distribution
MOVES require vehicle age as one of the local data inputs. The Michigan SOS vehicle registration
database, as of 2012, was the source of vehicle ages. Vehicle are assigned to an age group, from
0 to 30‐plus, based on model year indicated in the SOS database, with 0 being the newest vehicles
(2012 or newer) and each year is its own group until vehicles are 30 years and older, which are
aggregated into the 30‐plus group. The SOS database is sorted by MOVES vehicle types and age.
For intercity buses, refuse trucks, single‐unit trucks, and combination trucks, the EPA’s default
age distribution are used to calculate splits in population because of limited numbers. Base year
age distribution fractions were used for all future years.
8.8 Other Local Data
The MOVES model provides input for other types of local data, if available. This conformity
demonstration used default meteorology data since the budgets were developed using default
data; thus, analysis should also. Lacking local data, defaults were used for hoteling (truck parking)
and starts. The default fuel data is correct for Michigan.

9.0 Conclusion
Conformity has a two‐step approval process. The MPOs must make a formal conformity
determination through a resolution that the findings of this conformity analysis conform to the
SIP; thus, emissions are at or below the budgets found in the SIP. Then FHWA, jointly with the
FTA, after consultation with the EPA, issues a letter of concurrence with the determination.
The conformity analysis described here and conducted by MDOT, with support of the GCMPC,
concludes that the Genesee County 2040 LRTP and 2017‐2020 TIP, and the Lapeer projects, meet
all applicable requirements for conformity for the 1997 ozone standards; thus, it is recommended
for approval by FHWA.
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Appendix A: Meeting Summary of the Interagency Workgroups
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Summary of Meeting
Michigan Transportation Conformity Interagency Workgroup (MITC- IAWG)
Flint Conformity Area
2 - 4 PM (EDT), Wednesday, October 3, 2018
TPS 3rd floor, Van Wagoner Building, Lansing, MI
Conference number and web link information provided in email

Attendance
Name

Agency

In attendance:
Aaron Dawson

Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)

Breanna Bukowski

Michigan Department of Environmental Quality (MDEQ)

Kaitlyn Leffert

MDEQ

Michael Leslie

US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)

Jason Nordberg

Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance MPO

Sharon Gregory

Genesee County Metropolitan Alliance MPO

Jay Reithel

Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT)

Donna Wittl

MDOT

Ryan Gladding

MDOT

Don Mayle

MDOT

Anita Boughner

MDOT

Ashley Arras

MDOT

Absent:
Krishina Welch (Green)

Federal Transit Administration

Attendance at the meeting was in person or teleconferencing with web linking.
Materials distributed before the meeting:
1) Agenda
2) Exempt Project Excerpt from EPA Transportation Conformity Regulations – April 2012
3) 2016 Memorandum of Agreement Regarding Determination of Conformity of
Transportation Plans, Programs, and Projects to State Implementation Plans
4) PM Hot-spot Analyses: FAQ’s
5) Link to information on Road Diets (agenda topic): https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/road_diets/
1

6) Link to conformity training:
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/Environment/air_quality/conformity/training/sdtrain.cfm

The interagency work group meeting was facilitated by slides. The slides are provided with a
summary of discussion related to slide below it. Some slides had no discussion.

2

The group discussed the court case decision. Would the status of the area change because of
the court decision? No, it was stated that all of the 1997 areas that have maintenance plans
have to do conformity. Need to have a conformity finding in place by February 16, 2019.
FHWA – even if subject to conformity, not considered maintenance area, need to have
conforming plan and TIP but other requirements not apply. The LRTP cycle would stay 5 years.

Everyone indicated they had received a copy of the Transportations Conformity SIP MOA.

3

There was question on where this information came from? It was taken directly from the
Transportation Conformity SIP MOA. SEMCOG was the only MPO in a maintenance or
nonattainment area when the agreement was signed, hence SEMCOG was the only MPO
needing to sign the agreement.

Group discussed running the emission model.

4

The projects that form the LRTP and TIP are evaluated for conformity. We are doing regional
conformity – conformity must be determined every 4 years. Conformity must be determined
before federal approval or acceptance.

Non-Federal projects only need to be included in regional conformity if determined to be
regionally significant for air quality.

5

Projects that are 100% state funded or local funded and do not require any federal approval do
not require conformity unless determined to be regionally significant for air quality. There was
a lot of discussion. It was thought if added regionally significant projects for “air quality” it
would make clearer what was being considered. It was discussed if regionally significant
classification comes before it reaches the IAWG. For example, if the project is placed in the TIP
then it is regionally significant. If it is not regionally significant, then it is not put in the TIP. For
air quality conformity purposes, the IAWG can make the definition more restrictive. An
example was given of having a project on a collector road which is in the TIP but that would not
be an “air quality regionally significant project” given the definition above. The group agreed
on the above definition for a “regionally significant project for air quality”. [note: this definition
needs to cover Lapeer County too which is not covered by the MPO TIP.]

6

All projects need to be evaluated for conformity, but some projects are exempt from conformity
analysis. One of the main tasks of the IAWG is to determine if a project is exempt thus the
project does not need to be included in the conformity analysis. Table 2, projects have a minor
or limited impact on air quality. It is important to understand why a project is exempt.

7

Table 3 are project that are exempt from regional conformity but not project-level. Project level
is a more detailed analysis. We are doing regional analysis. These types of projects have local
impacts on air quality and we are doing regional conformity. There was discussion on the
difference between a single intersection signalization project and a traffic signal
synchronization projects.

8

The question was asked, if a TIP amendment for a project only changes the cost of the project,
for example increasing the cost of a project by 30%, would this cause a conformity analysis to
be conducted? No, because it would not change the existing conformity analysis. In general,
there needs to be a reduction or increase in capacity to require a conformity analysis. Usually,
if the project can’t be modeled with the travel demand model it will not require a conformity
analysis. Moving a non-exempt project to a different year might cause a new conformity
analysis. If the new year is in a different analysis group, see slide 17.

As projects moves from design to build, its status as exempt can change.

9

It was suggested to clarify first bullet point by adding “When conformity analysis is run, all
projects that can be modeled in the travel demand model will be modeled regardless of exempt
status”. Change will be added, and then the group agreed to the practice. A lot of discussion
on treating an otherwise exempt project as non-exempt. An example was provided: if we build
a series of auxiliary lanes that are all less than a mile long, they appear to be exempt. However,
when added together since they are all part of the same area overall, then it may be nonexempt. It was asked if the IAWG determines this as a group? Answer Yes. There will only be a
handful of projects that may be affected. This option gives the IAWG power to decide if a
conformity analysis is warranted.

It was stated, since we are not doing a conformity analysis at this time, these are an example
of analysis years that might be used. The base year of the model might be incorrect here, it
might be 2010. The emission generated from the conformity analysis must be equal or less than
10

the budget or wise known as the MVEB (Motor vehicle emissions budget). The MVEB is the
portion of the total allowable emissions in the area allocated to highway and transit vehicle. By
being below the SIP budget the LRTP and TIP are conforming to the SIP. The same future
analysis years will be used for Lapeer County using the Statewide travel demand model. It was
stated a conformity analysis for the conformity area needs to be done by Feb 16, 2019. EPA
stated they are working on a maintenance plan that states can use for the second maintenance
plan.

The question was asked does conformity need to be completed by Feb 16, 2019? Yes, the LRTP
and TIP need to have a conformity analysis completed by Feb 16, 2019. The emissions from
the conformity analysis must be below the 1997 ozone maintenance plan SIP budget for the
conformity area. The question was asked what would happen if missed that date? What
project could procced? It was stated that exempt projects could procced.

11

IAWG designated contact:
DEQ: Contact Breanna Bukowski
Alternate contact Kaitlyn Leffert
FHWA: Contact Aaron Dawson
Alternate contact Andy Pickard or Andrea Dewey
EPA: Contact Michael Leslie
Alternate contact none
MDOT: Contact Donna Wittl
Alternate contact Don Mayle
FTA: Contact to be determined
Alternate contact to be determined
MPO: Contact to be determined
Alternate contact to be determined
FTA was not at the meeting. Group agreed to have email IAWG meetings to review projects if all
projects appear to be exempt. The group discussed having an email meeting if there was a nonexempt project. After discussion it was decided that might be possible in the future but until
the IAWG has had a number of meetings to determine criteria and procedures, the group
should meet by conference call to discuss non-exempt projects.

12

It was agreed that if only the MPO has an amendment the MPO will send out the project list to
the IAWG for review or setup a conference call meeting for a non-exempt project. If only the
STIP has an amendment MDOT (Donna Wittl) will send out the project list to the IAWG. If the
MPO and the STIP have amendments in the same month the MPO will send of the list to the
IAWG. Don Mayle (MDOT) will coordinate with the MPO and MDOT to ensure everyone is
aware when amendments happen. Exact details still need to be determined.

13

Both MPO and MDOT will run the emission model. Exactly when and how coordination will
happen needs to be determined.

MPO will hold public comment period for conformity document per their Public Participation
Plan. MDOT is still determining if the conformity analysis document has projects from the
STIP, will it need go through STIP public comment process. It was asked has the public
comment period for air quality analysis document changed from 30 days? The answer was yes,
it is now what the MPO has as the requirement in their Public Participation Plan.

14

No further question or discussion item; meeting ended.
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Summary of Meeting
Michigan Transportation Conformity Interagency Workgroup (MITC‐ IAWG)
Flint Conformity Area
9:30 AM – 10:00 AM (EST), Monday December 17, 2018
TPS 3rd floor, Van Wagoner Building, Lansing, MI
Conference number and web link information provided in appointment

Name
In attendance:
Aaron Dawson
Breanna Bukowski
Michael Leslie
Jason Nordberg
Christine Pobocik
Sharon Gregory
Donna Wittl
Jay Reithel
Don Mayle
Robert Maffeo
Ryan Gladding

Agency
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
Michigan Department of Environmental Quality (MDEQ)
US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
Flint MPO
Flint MPO
Flint MPO
Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT)
MDOT
MDOT
MDOT
MDOT

Attendance at the meeting was in person or teleconferencing with web linking.
Agenda:
1) Review analysis years and model information.
2) Review project lists.
Project lists are color coded with yellow being non‐exempt projects, orange being
exempt but might want to discuss, and blue are project that need more information for
a decision to be made. Workbooks may have more than one worksheet.
3) Update on South Coast II Court Decision.
Flint MITC‐IAWG discussed analysis years and decided that since the base year of the travel
demand model was 2005, having 2018 as an analysis year was good idea. The other analysis
years are 2025 and 2035 interim years, and 2040 last year of LRTP.
The group reviewed and discussed the project lists for both Genesee and Lapeer Counties.
Road diets were discussed. If a road diet is part of a highway safety improvement program the
project is generally considered exempt. FHWA would like further consideration of this and is
waiting for more guidance from their headquarters on this topic. Michigan will have a
statewide IAWG meeting on road diets to discuss these issues. But since a conformity analysis
1

is being done all projects that can be model with the travel demand model will be modeled,
either exempt or nonexempt.
After review the IAWG committee unanimously concurred that the projects identified in yellow
will need to be included in the conformity analysis.
The conformity process was discussed along with the timing of analysis and document. MDOT
is waiting to get clarification on changes to the conformity analysis document requested by
Michigan FHWA.
An update on the South Coast II court decision was provided and discussed. It was stated EPA
has released guidance on the requirements for the 1997 ozone areas. The guidance states
what does not need to be done; areas do not need to run the emission model (MOVES) but
need to do everything else. IAWG to review projects and create a document. FHWA is coming
out with a template on what a conformity document would be without analysis. As part of the
court decision, areas need to have in place a second maintenance plan. DEQ is currently
working on these plans. Most 1997 areas in Michigan, it appears, will qualify for a “limited
maintenance plan”. Once these second maintenance plans are in place, the conformity process
will significantly diminish. Based on the changeable environment of the court case, and doing
the emission runs are not much more work given the stability it will provide, we are going to
continue to do a traditional conformity analysis to meet the February 16, 2019 due date from
the court.
Update since the meeting to provide clarification to IWAG. Michigan FHWA office provided
clarification that base and future population and employment data should be provided as part
of the latest planning assumptions in the conformity analysis document. Also, below is the
conformity process:

2

Genesee County Projects
Project Description
Culvert Replacement
Road Resurfacing
Road Resurfacing
Road Resurfacing
Road Resurfacing
Road Resurfacing

Limits
Saginaw St. (north of Saginaw St.)
Davison Road to North City Limits
Davison Road to North City Limits
Bristol Road to Hemphill Road
Crapo Street to Center Road
Court Street to Flint River

$
$
$
$
$
$

Total Cost
238,370
2,248,716
195,540
1,083,745
3,114,814
301,303

Installation of two radar speed limit signs
4‐to‐3 lane conversion

Bellewood Drive to Boman St.
E. Main St. to Elms Rd.

$
$

15,000
42,790

2019
2019

Bridge Rehabilitation

Over the Flint River in Genesee Twp.

$

1,841,000

2019

Install reflectorized signal backplates at 14 intersections: County‐Wide
Hill at Fenton, Bristol at Van Slyke, Bristol at Fenton,
Saginaw at Hill, Linden at Miller, Pierson at Linden, Linden
at Court, Owen at Jennings, Miller at Austins Parkway,
Irish at Court, Miller at Manwaring, Miller at Lennon,
Genesee at Richfield, Pierson at Pier North

$

9,200

Install reflectorized signal backplates at 14 intersections: County‐Wide
Hill at Fenton, Bristol at Van Slyke, Bristol at Fenton,
Saginaw at Hill, Linden at Miller, Pierson at Linden, Linden
at Court, Owen at Jennings, Miller at Austins Parkway,
Irish at Court, Miller at Manwaring, Miller at Lennon,
Genesee at Richfield, Pierson at Pier North

$

Construction of a 3‐lane highway

$

Baldwin Rd to I‐75 at M‐54 Interchange

Fiscal Year
2019
2019
2019
2019
2019
2019

Category
Reconstruct
Resurface
Resurface
Resurface
Resurface
Restore &
rehabilitate
Traffic ops/safety
Traffic ops/safety

Length
n/a
1
1
0.53
2.13
0.46

Phase
CON
CON
PE
CON
CON
PE

0.9
0.48

CON
CON

$
$

13,500
38,511

HSIP
HSIP

CON

$

1,472,800

BHT

2019

Bridge restore &
rehabilitate
Traffic ops/safety

PE

$

4,600

92,000

2019

Traffic ops/safety

CON

$

82,800

10,000,000

2019

New
route/structure
(capacity increase)

1.7

Non‐Motorized Path
Roundabout Installation
Upgrades at 8 intersections, place Traffic Adaptive
Equipment at 8 intersections, detection for speeds and
counts (5 locations)
Road restoration & rehabilitation

Vassar Rd to Irish Rd
Grand Blanc Rd. at Morrish Rd.
Fenton Rd to Saginaw Rd

$
$
$

1,319,494
700,000
641,556

2019
2019
2019

Miscellaneous
Traffic ops/safety
Traffic ops/safety

1.47

I‐475 to Porter Road

$

1,833,145

2019

Bridge Replacement

Over Swartz Creek in Flint Twp.

$

2,421,000

2019

Bridge Replacement

Over Kearsley Creek in Davison Twp.

$

1,124,000

2019

Road restoration & rehabilitation

Cook Rd to Grand Blanc Rd

$

733,004

2019

Install High‐Friction Surface Treatment in Three Horizontal
Curves, Upgrade Curve Signing, and Permanent Pavement
Markings
Install High‐Friction Surface Treatment in Three Horizontal
Curves, Upgrade Curve Signing, and Permanent Pavement
Markings
Install Sign‐Mounted, Solar‐Powered Flashing Beacons,
Upgrade Signs, Reflective Sign Post Sheeting, and
Permanent Pavement Markings
Improve pedestrian facilities, signing, and signals
Improve pedestrian facilities, signing, and signals
Reconstruct Mainline and Overlay Ramps
Funding for the 2020 MICHIVAN Program,includes capital
cost for approximately 4 vans and marke ng.

Crane Rd. to Lahring Rd.

$

21,200

2019

Restore &
rehabilitate
Bridge
replacement
Bridge
replacement
Restore &
rehabilitate
Traffic ops/safety

Crane Rd. to Lahring Rd.

$

212,000

2019

Traffic ops/safety

W. Dodge Rd. at N. Saginaw Rd.

$

23,600

2019

Traffic ops/safety

Eisenhowe, Brownell, Holmes, and Eagles's Nest Schools in t $
Eisenhowe, Brownell, Holmes, and Eagles's Nest Schools in t $
Fenton Rd. to M‐54
$
Areawide in Genesee County
$

79,099
845,302
200,000
19,146

2019
2019
2019
2019

Delineator Installation
Signal Modernization and Synchronization
Roundabout Installation
Purchase of 15 new propane powered cutaway buses for
Your Ride services

I‐69, I‐75/US‐23
Court St. to Leith St.
Irish Rd.
Genesee County

$
$
$
$

561,029
814,787
231,057
1,062,578

2019
2019
2019
2019

Road restoration & rehabilitation

Cappy Lane to Miller Road

$

288,251

2019

Traffic signal modernizations; connected vehicle
installations
Pavement marking retroreflectivity readings, and
condition assessment

Signal Corridors in Genesee County

$

5,000

2019

Roadside facility
Roadside facility
Reconstruct
Transit vehicle
additions/replacem
ents
Traffic ops/safety
Traffic ops/safety
Reconstruct
Transit vehicle
additions/replacem
ents
Restore &
rehabilitate
Traffic ops/safety

Genesee County

$

21,000

2019

Traffic ops/safety

Advance Construct
AC

$
$
$
$
$
$

Federal Cost Federal Fund Source State Cost State Fund Source
195,106
ST
$
43,264
M
‐
STU
156,432
STU
866,996
STU
2,491,851
STU
241,042
STU

Local Cost

MDOT Job No.
202631
130633
130633
130642
130647
130632

Origin
TIP
TIP
TIP
TIP
TIP
TIP

Air Quality
exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt

$
$
$
$
$

2,248,716
39,108
216,749
622,963
60,261

$
$

1,500
4,279

202897
202893

TIP
TIP

exempt
nonexempt?

$

92,050

133031

TIP

exempt

HSIP

$

4,600

202898

TIP

exempt

HSIP

$

9,200

202898

TIP

exempt

$ 10,000,000

115503

TIP

nonexempt

$

276,150

M

CON

2.11

CON
CON
CON

$
$
$

1,019,494
600,000
641,556

TAU
HRRR
CMG

$

300,000

0.98

CON

$

1,466,516

STU

CON

$

1,936,800

BRT

$

363,150

CON

$

899,200

BO

$

168,600

1

CON

$

586,403

0.39

PE

$

0.39

CON

M
$

100,000

130836
203175
120049

TIP
TIP
TIP

exempt
exempt
exempt

$

366,629

130629

TIP

exempt

M

$

121,050

202398

TIP

exempt

M

$

56,200

133037

TIP

exempt

STL

$

146,601

130625

TIP

exempt

10,600

HSIP

$

10,600

203177

TIP

exempt

$

169,600

HSIP

$

42,400

203177

TIP

exempt

CON

$

21,240

HSIP

$

2,360

203176

TIP

exempt

PE
CON
ROW
EPE

$
$
$
$

64,743
691,881
180,000
19,146

TA
TA
IM
CMG

$
$
$
$

14,356
153,421
20,000
‐

M
M
M
‐

200955
200955
132026
131106

TIP
TIP
TIP
TIP

exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt

65.5
n/a
0.2

CON
CON
PE
EPE

$
$
$
$

504,926
814,787
208,356
850,062

HSIP
CMG
HSIP
CM

$

56,103

M

$
$

22,701
212,516

M
M

201993
201268
201953
130819

TIP
TIP
TIP
TIP

exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt

0.28

CON

$

230,601

STU

130637

TIP

exempt

n/a

ROW

$

5,000

STG

TIP

exempt

n/a

CON

$

18,900

HSIP

TIP

exempt

n/a
n/a
2.28

$

$

$

2,100

M

57,650

AQ comments

JN Answers

Is this road in your travel
demand model? Since in
travel model, model it.

Yes

requires federal approval?
But local funded

This project is in the
TIP as a Regionally
Significant Project

What are they doing?
Checked work: traffic signal
upgrades

Took off CMAQ App

Culvert Replacement
Longitudinal Pavement Marking Application
Longitudinal Pavement Marking Application
Application of special pavement markings
Application of special pavement markings
Pavement marking retroreflectivity readings, and
condition assessment
Signal modernization
Signal modernization
Signal modernization
Replacement

Over abandoned CSX RR in Flint
Genesee County
Genesee County
Genesee County
Genesee County
Regionwide

$
$
$
$
$
$

207,171
974,528
6,839
670,000
7,500
21,000

2019
2019
2019
2019
2019
2019

Reconstruct
Traffic ops/safety
Traffic ops/safety
Traffic ops/safety
Traffic ops/safety
Traffic ops/safety

n/a
4.7
4.7
1.7
1.7
2.8

PE
CON
PE
CON
PE
CON

$
$
$
$
$
$

169,569
877,075
6,155
603,000
6,750
18,900

ST
HSIP
HSIP
HSIP
HSIP
HSIP

Davison Road at Averill Avenue
Court Street at Averill Avenue
Hemphill Road at Saginaw Street
Over Carman Creek

$
$
$
$

134,000
150,000
155,000
982,000

2019
2019
2019
2019

0
0
0
0.1

CON
CON
CON
CON

$
$
$
$

107,200
120,000
124,000
785,600

HSIP
HSIP
HSIP
BRT

4 lane to 3 lane conversion
Preventative maintenance
Signal modernization
Bridge Replacement

Flushing Rd to Welch Blvd
Over Fint River
Dupont Street at Stewart Ave
Over Carman Creek

$
$
$
$

570,788
310,000
140,000
1,100,000

2019
2019
2019
2019

0.793
0.024
0
0.1

CON
CON
CON
CON

$
$
$

513,709
248,000
112,000

HSIP
BHT
HSIP

Add center left turn lane to alleviate idling vehicles by
improving traﬃc ﬂow

at Clark Street

$

750,000

2019

Traffic ops/safety
Traffic ops/safety
Traffic ops/safety
Bridge
replacement
Traffic ops/safety
Bridge ‐ other
Traffic ops/safety
Bridge
replacement
Reconstruct

0.21

CON

$

Signal Modernization and Synchronization
Signal Modernization and Synchronization
High‐friction surface course
Geometric Improvements
Free Computerized Carpool and Vanpool Program
Road restoration & rehabilitation

Maple Rd., Bristol Rd., and Atherton Rd.
Saginaw St.
Atherton Rd. to S. of Thread Creek
At Thompson Road Interchange
Genesee & Lapeer Counties
Torrey Road to Oak Park Drive

$
$
$
$
$
$

10,000
5,000
221,614
4,846
112,271
686,384

2019
2019
2019
2019
2019
2019

Road restoration & rehabilitation

Porter Road To Dort Hwy

$

924,120

2019

Road restoration & rehabilitation

Fenton Road To I‐475

$

978,341

2019

Purchase Service Vehicles

Genesee

$

175,000

2019

Purchase Shop Equipment

Genesee

$

310,000

2019

Purchase Capital Parts

Genesee

$

1,240,000

2019

Purchase Computer Hardware

Genesee

$

263,000

2019

Lease of Tires

Genesee

$

100,000

2019

Traffic ops/safety
Traffic ops/safety
Traffic ops/safety
Traffic ops/safety
Miscellaneous
Restore &
rehabilitate
Restore &
rehabilitate
Restore &
rehabilitate
Transit vehicle
additions/replacem
ents
Transit
maintenance
equipment and
parts
Transit
maintenance
equipment and
parts
Transit
communication
equipment
Transit Equipment

Replace Farebox Equipment

Genesee

$

500,000

2019

Purchase of Tires

Genesee

$

150,000

Purchase Computer Software

Genesee

$

Rehab/Renov Facilities
Security
Bus Shelter and Signage
Non‐Urban Operating Assistance

Genesee
Genesee
Genesee
Genesee

Preventive Maintenance

Genesee

Operations

Genesee

Enhanced Service to ADA Passengers

Genesee

$

JARC

Genesee

Construction at Grand Blanc Alternative Fueling Facility

CM

0.41

ROW
ROW
PE
PE
CON
CON

$
$
$
$
$
$

10,000
5,000
199,453
4,361
112,271
210,534

CMG
CMG
HSIP
HSIP
CMG
STU

0.49

CON

$

739,296

0.52

CON

$

T‐Caps

32,902
97,453
684
67,000
750
2,100

M
M
M
M
M
M

$

4,700

203507

TIP
TIP
TIP
TIP
TIP
TIP

exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt

$
$
$
$

26,800
30,000
31,000
49,100

130891
130885
130902
126579

GPA Hwy
GPA Hwy
GPA Hwy
GPA Hwy

exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt

57,079
15,500
28,000
712,400

130892
129257
130901
126553

GPA Hwy
GPA Hwy
GPA Hwy
GPA Hwy

nonexempt
exempt
exempt
exempt

127231

GPA Hwy

$

147,300

M

$

46,500

M

$

387,600

MCS

$
$
$
$

$

136,125

M

$

‐

GPA Hwy
GPA Hwy
GPA Hwy
GPA Hwy
GPA Hwy
GPA Hwy

exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt

$

475,850

201271
201273
132632
204925
203957
130635

STU

$

184,824

130643

GPA Hwy

exempt

782,673

STU

$

195,668

130648

GPA Hwy

exempt

$

140,000

5307

$

35,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

T‐Caps

$

248,000

5307

$

62,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

T‐Caps

$

992,000

5307

$

248,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

T‐Caps

$

210,000

5307

$

53,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

T‐Caps

$

80,000

5307

$

20,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

Transit Equipment

T‐Caps

$

400,000

5307

$

100,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

2019

Transit Equipment

T‐Caps

$

120,000

5307

$

30,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

745,000

2019

T‐Caps

$

596,000

5307

$

149,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

$
$
$
$

393,000
282,000
102,000
3,477,000

2019
2019
2019
2019

Transit
communication
equipment
Transit facility
Transit facility
Transit facility
Transit operations

T‐Caps
T‐Caps
T‐Caps
T‐Ops

$
$
$
$

314,000
226,000
82,000
626,000

5307
5307
5307
5311

$
79,000
$
56,000
$
20,000
$ 1,113,000

M
M
M
M

GPA Transit
GPA Transit
GPA Transit
GPA Transit

$

3,390,000

2019

Transit operations

T‐Ops

$

2,712,000

5307

$

M

2019

Transit operations

T‐Ops

258,000

2019

Transit operations

T‐Ops

$

206,000

5310

$

52,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

$

600,000

2019

Transit operations

T‐Ops

$

300,000

5307

$

300,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

Genesee

$

866,000

2019

Construction

T‐Caps

$

693,000

5339

$

173,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

Purchase Replacement/
Expansion Vehicles

Genesee

$

400,000

2019

T‐Caps

$

320,000

5307

$

80,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

Rehab/Renov Vehicles

Genesee

Transit vehicle
additions/replacem
ents
Transit vehicle
rehabilitation

2019

n/a
n/a
1
n/a

613,875

$
$
$
$
$
$

T‐Caps

$
$

22,161
485

678,000

M
M

$

$

‐

1,738,000

exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt

GPA Transit exempt
GPA Transit exempt

GPA Transit exempt

Lengh is zero?

phase is ROW? No, Con.
Intersection reconfigure.

0.793

it is con

Transit Vehicle Replacement

Genesee

$

171,000

2019

Purchase Replacement Vehicle

Genesee

$

79,000

2019

Construct Non‐Motorized path
Road restoration & rehabilitation

Hemphill Rd to Kearsley St
New St. to S. Mill Street

$
$

242,723
307,985

2020
2020

Road restoration & rehabilitation

100' east of River Street to Adelaide Street, Silver Lake Road $

431,960

2020

Road Resurfacing
Road Reconstruction
Free Computerized Carpool and Vanpool Program
Non‐Motorized Path
Construct Non‐Motorized path
Road restoration & rehabilitation

Pasadena Avenue to Bellcreek Drive
Court Street to Flint River
Genesee & Lapeer Counties
Irish Rd to N. Gale Rd.
Chestnut Way to Haviland Beach Drive
Dodge Road to Wilson Road

$
$
$
$
$
$

1,762,578
3,464,980
112,271
422,890
1,116,479
1,442,081

2020
2020
2020
2020
2020
2020

Road restoration & rehabilitation

Wilson Road to Clio CTL Road

$

678,288

2020

Roadway Expand (3 and 5 lanes)

S. Saginaw Rd to Center Rd

$

2,097,600

2020

Transit vehicle
additions/replacem
ents
Transit vehicle
additions/replacem
ents
Miscellaneous
Restore &
rehabilitate
Restore &
rehabilitate
Resurface
Reconstruct
Miscellaneous
Miscellaneous
Miscellaneous
Restore &
rehabilitate
Restore &
rehabilitate
Widen ‐ major
(capacity increase)

T‐Caps

$

137,000

5310

$

34,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

T‐Caps

$

63,000

5310

$

16,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

0.26

PE
CON

$
$

194,173
12,933

TA
STU

$
$

48,550
295,052

123035
130641

TIP
TIP

exempt
exempt

0.25

CON

$

12,933

STU

$

419,027

130631

TIP

exempt

1.7
0.46

$
$
$
$
$
$

12,933
2,771,984
112,271
317,168
1,008,276
1,153,665

STU
STU
CMG
TA
TA
STU

$
$

1,749,645
692,996

1.4
1.4
1.01

CON
CON
CON
CON
CON
CON

$
$
$

105,722
108,203
288,416

130628
130632
130621
132642
203233
130645

TIP
TIP
TIP
TIP
TIP
TIP

exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt

0.5

CON

$

542,630

STU

$

135,658

130644

TIP

exempt

0.91

CON

$

419,520

130616

TIP

nonexempt

$ 1,678,080

EDC

is the road being expanded
from 3 to 5 lanes? Or is it
both 3 and 5 lanes?
Road restoration & rehabilitation

Big Swamp Drain to County Line Road

$

381,600

2020

Restore &
rehabilitate
Traffic ops/safety
Restore &
rehabilitate
Restore &
rehabilitate
Restore &
rehabilitate
Transit vehicle
additions/replacem
ents
Transit vehicle
additions/replacem
ents
Resurface
Roadside facility
Miscellaneous
Traffic ops/safety

Reconstruct intersection as a Roundabout
Road restoration & rehabilitation

Grand Blanc Rd
I‐75 to Jennings Rd

$
$

801,945
881,700

2020
2020

Road restoration & rehabilitation

Maple Road to Bristol Road

$

1,427,794

2020

Road restoration & rehabilitation

Kings Fairway Lane to road terminus at city limit

$

567,000

2020

Funding for the 2021 MICHIVAN Program,includes capital Areawide in Genesee County
cost for approximately 4 vans and marke ng.

$

26,497

2020

Purchase of 15 new propane powered cutaway buses for
Your Ride services

Genesee County

$

1,017,070

2020

Road Resurfacing
Install new weigh‐in‐motion station
Non‐Motorized Path
Non‐Freeway Signing
Scour Protection
Signal Modernization and Synchronization
Culvert Replacement
Epoxy Overlay
Two Course Mill & Resurface
Epoxy Overlay
Geometric Improvements
Purchase Capital Parts

Davison Road to North City Limits
$
North of Silver Lake Rd. interchange
$
Elms Rd. to Norko Dr.
$
Genesee County
$
Genesee County
$
Atheron Rd. to Lapeer Rd.
$
Over Bird County Drain
$
Over Leith, Stever‐Broadway, SB Service Rd., Saginaw St., CS $
Coldwater Road to Mt. Morris Road
$
over GTW RR and I‐75
$
At Thompson Road Interchange
$
Genesee
$

1,798,973
150,000
873,864
248,383
329,520
678,027
1,131,290
5,287,633
4,510,000
838,996
37,153
900,000

2020
2020
2020
2020
2020
2020
2020
2020
2020
2020
2020
2020

Purchase Computer Hardware

Genesee

$

263,000

2020

Purchase Computer Software

Genesee

$

745,000

2020

Purchase Shop Equipment

Genesee

$

245,000

2020

Purchase Service Vehicles

Genesee

$

210,000

2020

Lease of Tires

Genesee

$

100,000

2020

Resurface
Bridge ‐ other
Traffic ops/safety
Transit
maintenance
equipment and
parts
Transit
communication
equipment
Transit
communication
equipment
Transit
maintenance
equipment and
parts
Transit vehicle
additions/replacem
ents
Transit Equipment

Purchase Farebox Equipment

Genesee

$

500,000

2020

Purchase of Tires

Genesee

$

150,000

Security
Bus Shelter and Signage

Genesee
Genesee

$
$

288,000
100,000

0.54

CON

$

305,280

STL

$

76,320

130830

TIP

exempt

0.48

CON
CON

$
$

641,556
12,933

CM
STU

$
$

160,389
868,767

130618
130627

TIP
TIP

exempt
exempt

1

CON

$

1,142,235

STU

$

285,559

130630

TIP

exempt

0.62

CON

$

12,933

STU

$

554,067

130626

TIP

exempt

EPE

$

26,497

CMG

$

127691

TIP

exempt

EPE

$

813,656

CM

$

203,414

M

130821

TIP

exempt

CON ACC
CON
CON
CON
CON
CON
CON
CON
CON
CON
CON
T‐Caps

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

1,798,973
122,775
568,012
248,383
269,711
678,027
925,961
4,758,871
3,691,435
755,096
33,437
720,000

STU
NH
TA
STG
ST
CMG
ST
IM
NH
IM
HSIP
5307

$

27,225

M

130633
203676
204304

TIP
TIP
TIP
TIP
TIP
TIP
TIP
TIP
GPA Hwy
GPA Hwy
GPA Hwy
GPA Transit

exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt
exempt

T‐Caps

$

210,000

T‐Caps

$

T‐Caps

1
n/a
1.51
10.9
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
2.027

‐

$

$
$

‐

‐
305,852

$

59,809

M

$
$
$
$
$
$

205,329
528,762
818,565
83,900
3,716
180,000

M
M
M
M
M
M

5307

$

53,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

596,000

5307

$

149,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

$

196,000

5307

$

49,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

T‐Caps

$

168,000

5307

$

42,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

T‐Caps

$

80,000

5307

$

20,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

Transit Equipment

T‐Caps

$

400,000

5307

$

100,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

2020

Transit Equipment

T‐Caps

$

120,000

5307

$

30,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

2020
2020

Transit facility
Transit facility

T‐Caps
T‐Caps

$
$

230,000
80,000

5307
5307

$
$

58,000
20,000

M
M

GPA Transit exempt
GPA Transit exempt

Traffic ops/safety
Reconstruct

n/a

$
$
$

‐
‐
‐

123914
130175
204925

Expanding to 3 lanes
in some sections and
to 5 near the main
intersection.

Rehab/Renov Facilities
Non‐Urban Operating Assistance

Genesee
Genesee

$
$

393,000
3,478,000

2020
2020

Transit facility
Transit operations

T‐Caps
T‐Ops

$
$

314,000
626,000

5307
5311

$
79,000
$ 1,113,000

M
M

Preventive Maintenance

Genesee

$

3,425,000

2020

Transit operations

T‐Ops

$

2,740,000

5307

$

685,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

Enhanced Service to ADA Passengers

Genesee

$

234,000

2020

Transit operations

T‐Ops

$

187,000

5310

$

47,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

Operations

Genesee

2020

Transit operations

T‐Ops

JARC

Genesee

$

600,000

2020

Transit operations

T‐Ops

$

300,000

5307

$

300,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

Construction at Grand Blanc Alternative Fueling Facility

Genesee

$

866,000

2020

Construction

T‐Caps

$

693,000

5339

$

173,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

Transit Vehicle Replacement

Genesee

$

178,000

2020

T‐Caps

$

142,000

5310

$

36,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

Purchase Replacement/
Expansion Vehicles

Genesee

$

495,000

2020

T‐Caps

$

396,000

5307

$

99,000

M

GPA Transit exempt

Rehab/Renov Vehicles

Genesee

Purchase Small Van/Cutaway
Resurface existing carpool lot and add bike racks
Construct non‐motorized path
Widen to 7 lanes

Genesee
At Linden Road
Hemphill Rd to Kearsley St
Lennon Rd. to Ballenger Rd.

$
$
$
$

84,000
96,141
1,860,878
4,258,285

2020
2020
2022
2025

Transit vehicle
additions/replacem
ents
Transit vehicle
additions/replacem
ents
Transit vehicle
rehabilitation
Transit Vehicles
Traffic ops/safety
Roadside facility
Congestion Relief

Widen to 5 lanes

Davison Rd. to Richfield Rd.

$

10,406,709

2035

Widen to 5 lanes

US‐23 to Grand Blanc CL

$

17,431,169

2040

2020

$

GPA Transit exempt
GPA Transit exempt

1,739,000

GPA Transit exempt

T‐Caps

GPA Transit
TIP
TIP
LRTP

exempt
exempt
exempt
nonexempt

Congestion Relief

LRTP

nonexempt

Congestion Relief

LRTP

nonexempt

n/a

T‐Caps
CON
CON

GPA Transit exempt
$
$
$

67,000
78,691
1,488,702

5310
ST
TA

$
$

17,000
17,450

M
M
$

372,176

54243
123035

Need to determine what year
will be open to traffic? Is this
road in your travel demand
model?
Need to determine what year
will be open to traffic? Is this
road in your travel demand
model?
Need to determine what year
will be open to traffic? Is this
road in your travel demand
model?

2025

2035

2040

Lapeer County Projects
Length Primary Work Type

9.226
0.001
8.184
0.000
6.786
6.786
0.957
0.957
1.746
0.200
1.049
0.484
1.750
1.750
2.013
2.013
0.975
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

Road Rehabilitation
Roadside Facilities - Preserve
Road Rehabilitation
Bridge Replacement
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Roadside Facilities - Improve
Roadside Facilities - Improve
Road Capital Preventive Maintenance
Traffic Safety
Road Rehabilitation
Traffic Safety
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Roadside Facilities - Improve
Bridge CPM
Bridge CPM
Bridge CPM
Bridge CPM
Bridge CPM
Bridge CPM
Bridge Replacement

Project Description

Phase

Mill and Two Course HMA Overlay
CON
Resurface existing carpool lot.
CON
Mill and Two Course HMA Overlay
CON
Bridge Replacement
CON
Concrete Reconstruction
PE
Concrete Reconstruction
CON
Rest Area Rebuild
PE
Rest Area Rebuild
CON
Milling and One Course HMA Overlay
CON
Signal Modernization and Dilemma Zone Technology
CON
Repaving
CON
Install center turn lane
CON
Reconstruct
CON
Reconstruct
CON
Reconstruct
CON
Reconstruct
CON
Construct 10' non-motorized path
CON
Preventative Maintenance on Barnes Road over Squaw CCON
Preventative Maintenance
CON
Preventative Maintenance
CON
Preventative Maintenance
CON
Bridge Capital Preventative Maintenance
CON
Bridge Capital Preventative Maintenance
CON
Bridge Replacement
CON

Fed Estimated
Amount

State Estimated Amount

Local Estimated
Amount

$6,002,333
$32,740
$4,877,122
$1,553,352
$1,686,303
$44,687,034
$368,325
$3,481,081
$1,098,258
$233,680
$375,000
$337,000
$0
$679,535
$0
$679,535
$337,995
$182,400
$28,800
$34,400
$34,400
$27,200
$44,000
$646,400

$1,331,000
$7,260
$1,081,488
$344,452
$187,367
$4,965,226
$81,675
$771,920
$243,536
$25,964
$0
$0
$115,012
$0
$115,012
$0
$0
$34,200
$5,400
$6,450
$6,450
$5,100
$8,250
$121,200

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$340,170
$321,530
$0
$300,453
$0
$350,453
$162,005
$11,400
$1,800
$2,150
$2,150
$1,700
$2,750
$40,400

Total Estimated Amount

$715,170
$658,530
$115,012
$979,988
$115,012
$1,029,988
$500,000
$228,000
$36,000
$43,000
$43,000
$34,000
$55,000
$808,000

Fund Source

NH
ST
NH
NH
IM
IM
NH
NH
NH
HSIP
STUL
CM
EDD
STL
EDD
STL
CM
BO
BHT
BHT
BHT
BO
BO
BO

Air Quallity Air Quality Comments

Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Non-exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt
Exempt

will model if road in Statewide model

Appendix B: Public Comments and Responses
No comments received to date.

Draft for public comment
Draft

Appendix C: Projects Included in Conformity Analysis

Draft for public comment
Draft

Agency

County

Project

Flushing
GCRC

Genesee E. Pierson Rd.
Genesee Dort Highway Extension

E. Main St. to Elms Rd.
Baldwin Rd to I‐75 at M‐54 Interchange

Flint
GCRC

Genesee Dupont St
Genesee Hill Road

Flushing Rd to Welch Blvd
S. Saginaw Rd to Center Rd

GCRC
GCRC
GCRC
LCRC

Genesee
Genesee
Genesee
Lapeer

Lennon Rd. to Ballenger Rd.
Davison Rd. to Richfield Rd.
US‐23 to Grand Blanc CL
Millville Rd to Suncrest Rd

Miller Rd.
Irish Rd.
Grand Blanc Rd.
Oregon Rd

Limits

Project Description

Total Cost

Fiscal Year

Category

4‐to‐3 lane conversion
Construction of a 3‐lane
highway
4 lane to 3 lane
Roadway Expand (3 and 5
lanes)
Widen to 7 lanes
Widen to 5 lanes
Widen to 5 lanes
Install center turn lane

$
42,790
$ 10,000,000

2019
2019

$
570,788
$ 2,097,600

2019
2020

$ 4,258,285
$ 10,406,709
$ 17,431,169
$
658,530

2025
2035
2040
2020

Traffic ops/safety
New route/structure
(capacity increase)
Traffic ops/safety
Widen ‐ major (capacity
increase)
Congestion Relief
Congestion Relief
Congestion Relief
Traffic Safety
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MEMORANDUM
TO:

Members of the Technical Advisory Committee

FROM:

Sharon Gregory, Lead Planner
Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission

DATE:

February 7, 2019

SUBJECT:

FY 2020-2023 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Draft
Prioritized List of Projects

Attached is a listing of projects received during the FY 2020-2023 Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) Call for Projects. Staff has field-checked the projects
and scored the applications. Several meetings of the Transportation System
Management (TSM) Subcommittee have been held to discuss, prioritize, and
recommend projects for funding. TSM has recommended funding for projects
identified in green in the attached listing of projects. The projects have been
grouped into Preservation, Reconstruction, PASER 5, Expansion, Rural,
Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP, Non-Motorized), and Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) to match funding criteria and have been
prioritized based on the application scores.
TSM also recommended a
prioritized listing of unfunded projects to be used if additional funding becomes
available prior to the next TIP call for projects.
Staff has also included projects received from the Mass Transportation Authority
(MTA) and the Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT).
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 local approval of the FY 2020-2023 TIP will
occur in June 2019 through TAC and Metro.
At this time, TSM is requesting approval of the projects proposed for funding
allowing staff to begin public comment and further analysis include year
assignment.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ORGANIZATION

VC

Draft Preservation Application Scores
ID

GCRC
GCRC
GCRC
City of Burton
127 City of Burton
101 City of Flushing

PROJECT
Van Slyke Road
Clio Road
Clio Road
Center Road (ACC)
S. B. Grand Traverse St
Seymour Road

128 City of Burton
149 GCRC

Bristol Rd
Elms Rd

LIMITS
Maple Road to Bristol Road
Wilson Road to Clio CTL Road
Dodge Road to Wilson Road
Davison Road to North City Limits
Bristol Rd ‐ Hemphill Rd
South point of the West Pierson
intersection‐North point of the Emily
Street intersecction
Fenton Rd ‐ Saginaw St
Potter Rd ‐ River Rd

129 City of Burton
130 City of Burton
148 GCRC

Saginaw St
Saginaw St
Flushing Rd

Judd Rd ‐ Bristol Rd
Maple Ave ‐ Judd Rd
Eldorado Dr ‐ Ballenger Hwy

109 City of Flint

Miller Road

179
180
111
121
150

AGENCY

City of Fenton
City of Fenton
City of Flint
City of Burton
GCRC

Ballenger Highway ‐ Hammerberg
Road
Silver Lake Rd
West City Limits ‐ Poplar St
Torrey Rd
North Rd ‐ City Limits
Robert T Longway Boulevard Chevez Dr ‐ E Boulevard Dr
Genesee Rd
Court St North ‐ Davison Rd
Carpenter Rd
N. Saginaw Rd ‐ Harry St

TSM Recommended Projects for Funding
K:\trans\TIP\2020‐2023\[Applications Received 2‐1 at 400 for TAC.xlsx]Pres

LENGTH LANES
DESCRIPTION
1
4 Rehabilitation
0.5
4 Rehabilitation
1.01
4 Rehabilitation
1
5 Resurface
0.52
3 Resurface
0.16
2 Milling and Resurfacing

1.04
0.24

5
3

0.5
0.58
0.56

5
5
4

1.4

5

1.52
1.07
0.28
1
0.64

2 to 6
2
4 to 8
2 to 5
5

Resurface
Restore and Rehabilitate ‐
Preservation
Resurface
Resurface
Restore and Rehabilitate ‐
Preservation
Preservation
Rehabilitation
Rehabilitation
Preservation
Resurface
Restore and Rehabilitate ‐
Preservation

TOTAL
$1,427,794
$678,288
$1,442,081
$1,798,972
$658,750
$214,238

FEDERAL
$1,142,235
$542,630
$1,153,665
$1,798,972
$527,000
$171,390

$1,720,000
$278,300

$1,376,000
$222,640

22,221
10,297

2
2

92
92

$11,323,150
$11,100,510

$1,087,500
$1,247,500
$914,193

$870,000
$998,000
$731,354

18,603
15,428
11,412

3
3
3

92
92
91

$10,230,510
$9,232,510
$8,501,156

$2,319,629

$1,855,783

7,623

3

90

$6,645,373

$2,512,653
$1,070,796
$1,436,560
$1,028,750
$1,319,050

$2,010,122
$856,637
$1,011,338
$823,000
$1,055,240

18,055
9,746
13,797
11,851
9,000

3
3
3
3
3

89
89
88
88
88

$4,635,251
$3,778,614
$2,767,276
$1,944,276
$889,036

Allocation: $18,035,042
Proposed: $17,146,007
Remaining:
$889,036

ADT PASER SCORE Remaining Fed
na
na
na
$16,892,807
na
na
na
$16,350,177
na
na
na
$15,196,512
na
na
na
$13,397,540
7,548
2
93
$12,870,540
7,333
3
93
$12,699,150

Draft Prioritized Listing of Unfunded Projects
ID
146
124
120
145

AGENCY
GCRC
City of Burton
City of Burton
GCRC

PROJECT
Irish Rd
Belsay Rd
Bristol Rd
Genesee Rd

125 City of Burton
119 City of Burton
134 GCRC

Center Rd
Bristol Rd
Davison Rd

106 Village of Goodrich
122 City of Burton
153 GCRC

West Hegel Road
Genesee Rd
Linden Rd

133 GCRC

Seymour Rd

143 GCRC

Seymour Rd

141 GCRC

Seymour Rd

182 City of Fenton
144 GCRC
105 City of Swartz Creek

Caroline St
Seymour Rd
Seymour Road

123 City of Burton
181 City of Fenton

Genesee Rd
Caroline St and River St

107 Village of Goodrich

West Hegel Road

102 City of Clio

Smith Street

139 GCRC

Cook Rd

103 City of Swartz Creek

Miller Road

137 GCRC

Morrish Rd

108 City of Flint

Chevrolet Avenue

LIMITS
Lapeer Rd ‐ Court St
Lapeer Rd ‐ I69
Saginaw St ‐ Dort Hwy
Stanley Rd ‐ Mt Morris Rd

LENGTH LANES
DESCRIPTION
0.69 4 to 6 Restore and Rehabilitate
0.47
5 Resurface
0.99 4 to 5 Resurface
1.09
4 Restore and Rehabilitate ‐
Preservation
Bristol Rd ‐ Atherton Rd
1
5 Resurface
Dort Hwy ‐ Center Rd
0.98
5 Resurface
Davison City Limits ‐ Oak Rd
0.5
2 Restore and Rehabilitate ‐
Preservation
Seneca Street ‐ Kearsley Creek Bridge
0.18
2 Reconstruction
Lippincott Rd ‐ Court St North
1
2 to 5 Resurface
Flushing Rd ‐ Pasadena Ave
0.45
5 Restore and Rehabilitate ‐
Preservation
Calkins ‐ Beecher
1.02
2 Restore and Rehabilitate ‐
Preservation
Lennon Rd ‐ Corunna
1
2 Restore and Rehabilitate ‐
Preservation
M‐21 ‐ Calkins Rd
1
2 Restore and Rehabilitate ‐
Preservation
Walnut St ‐ East St
0.09
2 Rehabilitation
Hill Rd ‐ GTW RR Tracks
0.11
2 Restore and Rehabilitate
South City Limits ‐ Miller Road
0.98
2 Milling and Asphalt
Overlay
Atherton Rd ‐ Lippincott RD
1
2 Resurface
100 East of River St ‐ Adelaide St, Silver 0.25
2 Rehabilitation
Lake Rd
West Village Limit ‐ Entrance of Golf
0.62
2 Resurface
Course
New Street ‐ S. Mill Street
0.26
2 Milling and Asphalt
Overlay
McWain Rd ‐ Holly Rd
1.35
2 Restore and Rehabilitate ‐
Preservation
North Seymour Road ‐ Morrish Road
1
3 Milling and Asphalt
Overlay
Beecher Rd ‐ Potter Rd
1
2 Restore and Rehabilitate ‐
Preservation
University Drive ‐ Flushing Road
0.8
4 Preservation

TOTAL
$1,872,500
$950,000
$1,562,500
$2,353,658

FEDERAL
$1,498,000
$760,000
$1,250,000
$1,882,926

ADT PASER SCORE
20,825
3
87
14,193
3
87
12,029
3
87
9,209
3
87

$2,058,307
$1,656,250
$497,540

$1,646,645
$1,325,000
$398,032

15,083
11,763
7,441

3
3
3

86
85
85

$900,000
$1,038,750
$1,627,812

$720,000
$831,000
$1,302,250

5,258
7,781
12,745

3
3
3

85
84
83

$1,067,887

$854,293

3,118

2

82

$1,055,700

$844,560

2,918

2

82

$995,138

$796,137

3,297

2

81

$249,550
$124,148
$748,130

$199,640
$99,318
$598,504

900
3,504
2,675

2
2
3

81
80
80

$667,500
$579,398

$534,000
$463,518

5,028
900

3
3

79
79

$1,207,500

$966,000

5,258

3

78

$371,600

$297,280

1,470

2

77

$1,552,500

$1,242,000

4,852

3

77

$1,089,940

$871,952

13,843

4

77

$1,007,952

$806,362

2,007

2

76

$2,846,734

$2,277,387

4,390

3

76

151 GCRC

Horton & Shelby Rds

Carpenter Rd ‐ Princeton Ave

0.34

147 GCRC

Bristol Rd

Miller Road ‐Linden Rd

0.33

138 GCRC

Cook Rd

Fenton Rd ‐ McWain Rd

1.75

136 GCRC

Atherton Rd

Atlas Rd ‐ M‐15

154 GCRC
135 GCRC
152 GCRC

Linden Rd
Atherton Rd
Linden Rd

Pasadena Ave ‐ Pierson Rd
Irish Rd ‐ Atlas Rd
Beecher Rd ‐ Flushing Rd

1.06
1.5
0.58

176 City of Fenton

Owen Rd

City Limit ‐ East side of US‐23 Ramps

0.51

1

4 to 6 Restore and Rehabilitate ‐
Preservation
5 to 6 Restore and Rehabilitate ‐
Preservation
2 Restore and Rehabilitate ‐
Preservation
2 Restore and Rehabilitate ‐
Preservation
5 Restore and Rehabilitate
2 Restore and Rehabilitate
5 Restore and Rehabilitate ‐
Preservation
5 to 7 Rehabilitation

$1,398,769

$1,119,015

2,386

3

76

$365,562

$292,435

8,145

4

76

$2,070,000

$1,656,000

3,035

3

75

$995,079

$796,063

2,088

3

75

$1,646,097
$1,492,619
$551,507

$1,316,878
$1,194,095
$441,205

12,534
3,651
13,717

4
4
5

75
64
61

$833,103

$666,482

20,668

5

57

Draft Reconstruction Application Scores
ID

AGENCY

PROJECT

LIMITS

LENGTH LANES

DESCRIPTION

TOTAL

City of Flint
156 GCRC
157 GCRC
174 City of Grand Blanc

Saginaw Street
Detroit St
Detroit St
Center Rd

Court Street to Flint River
S Cornell St ‐ Natchez/Peach Tree Dr
Carpenter Rd ‐ S Cornell Ave
McFarland St ‐ Brainard St

0.46
0.55
0.52
0.4

3
4
4
2

Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction

$3,464,980
$1,309,850
$1,309,850
$1,080,000

110 City of Flint

Miller Rd‐Hammerberg Rd‐
Pershising Rd
Clio Rd
Bristol Rd
West Clark St

Up to 200' in each direction of the center
of existing intersection
Coldwater Rd ‐ Stanley Rd
Belsay Rd ‐ Vassar Rd
South Dayton St ‐ South State Rd

0.19

3 to 5

$1,084,160

1
1
0.13

5
2
2

Roundabout
Construction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Reconstruction

155 GCRC
126 City of Burton
131 City of Davison

TSM Recommended Projects for Funding
K:\trans\TIP\2020‐2023\[Applications Received 2‐1 at 400 for TAC.xlsx]Recon

$3,433,460
$987,500
$397,478

FEDERAL

ADT

$2,771,984
$1,047,880
$1,047,880
$864,000

na
6,170
5,610
7,877

na
2
2
3

na
94
92
92

$2,395,277
$1,347,397
$299,517
($564,483)

$867,328 22,630

3

90

($1,431,811)

3
2
4

82
80
67

($4,178,580)
($4,968,580)
($5,286,562)

$2,746,768
$790,000
$317,982

Allocation: $5,167,261
Proposed: $5,731,744
Remaining: ($564,483)

6,498
3,512
1,690

PASER SCORE Remaining Fed

Draft PASER 5 Applications
ID

AGENCY

PROJECT

LIMITS

LENGTH LANES SCORE

ADT

Proposed
Federal

112
132
163
100

City of Flint
City of Davison
GCRC
City of Flushing

Saginaw St
West Flint St
Mill Rd
East Main Street

Atherton Rd ‐ Oakley St
West City Limits ‐ State Rd
Beecher Rd ‐ Flushing Rd
Flint River/Main St Bridge to East point
of the McKinley Rd intersection

0.58
0.51
0.37
0.2

5
4
2
2

65
64
64
63

9,848
14,931
6,707
10,795

$
$
$
$

172
114
169
161
104
168

GCRC
City of Burton
GCRC
GCRC
City of Swartz Creek
GCRC

Holly Rd
Maple Avenue
North Rd
E. Mt. Morris Rd
Morrish Road
Hill Rd

0.53
0.46
1.8
5.92
1
1.03

5
4 to 5
2
2
3
5

61
61
61
61
61
60

18,998
13,902
11,516
7,120
5,252
24,973

177
116
171
164
167
115
162
175
165
113
166
117
118
178
160
170

City of Fenton
City of Burton
GCRC
GCRC
GCRC
City of Burton
GCRC
City of Fenton
GCRC
City of Flint
GCRC
City of Burton
City of Burton
City of Fenton
GCRC
GCRC

Main St
Belsay Rd
Lennon Rd
Silver Lake Rd
Linden Rd
Maple Avenue
W. Mt. Morris Rd
Shiawassee Ave
Stanley Rd
Twelfth St
W. Mt. Morris Rd
Lapeer Rd
Lapeer Rd
S. Holly Rd
Atherton Rd
Maple Rd

Baldwin Rd ‐ SB I‐75 Ramps
Sandalwood St ‐ Saginaw St
Fenton City Limits ‐ Rolston Rd
Dort Hwy ‐ Irish Rd
Miller Road ‐ Bristol Road
Torrey Rd ‐ West Side of I‐75 over‐pass
bridge (Taylor Dr)
Leroy St ‐ East City Limit
Davison Rd ‐ Potter Rd
Linden Rd ‐ Dutcher Rd
Ripley St ‐ Fenton City Limits
South County Line ‐ Linden City Limits
Fenton Rd ‐ Sandalwood St
Elms Rd ‐ Linden Rd
Bent Oak St ‐ Adelaide St
Union St ‐ Dort Hwy
Fenton Rd ‐ Grand Traverse St
Sheridan Rd ‐ Gillette Rd
Genesee Rd ‐ Belsay Rd
Center Rd ‐ Genesee Rd
Adelaide St ‐ City Limits
Vassar Rd ‐ Irish Rd
Linden Rd ‐ Just east of Matthew Dr

0.93
0.98
0.41
1.05
2.02
0.81
2
0.58
0.86
0.53
3.33
1
1
1.2
1
0.85

3
2
5
2
2
5
2
3
2
4
2
2
2
2
2
2

60
60
60
60
59
57
57
56
56
55
54
54
54
52
48
46

13,365
11,084
9,847
8,328
7,482
13,902
7,515
12,536
6,037
4,851
6,287
5,480
5,300
5,829
4,215
1,301

TSM Recommended Projects for Funding
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Allocation:
Proposed:
Remaining:

416,753
421,171
92,000
135,053

Proposed
Local

$
$
$
$

8,195,348
7,774,177
7,682,177
7,547,124

$ 276,000 $ 69,000
$ 498,000 $ 124,500
$ 313,600 $ 78,400
$ 1,288,000 $ 322,000
$ 627,648 $ 156,912
$ 411,424 $ 102,856

$ 345,000
$ 622,500
$ 392,000
$ 1,610,000
$ 784,560
$ 514,280

$
$
$
$
$
$

7,271,124
6,773,124
6,459,524
5,171,524
4,543,876
4,132,452

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

$ 704,160
$ 468,750
$ 227,700
$ 230,000
$ 485,000
$ 1,006,250
$ 467,500
$ 443,808
$ 258,750
$ 503,066
$ 784,000
$ 477,500
$ 477,500
$ 608,256
$ 247,250
$ 430,848

$ 3,569,124
$ 3,194,124
$ 3,011,964
$ 2,827,964
$ 2,439,964
$ 1,634,964
$ 1,260,964
$ 905,918
$ 698,918
$ 296,465
$ (330,735)
$ (712,735)
$ (1,094,735)
$ (1,581,340)
$ (1,779,140)
$ (2,123,818)

$8,612,101
$8,942,836
($330,735)

$ 140,832
$ 93,750
$ 45,540
$ 46,000
$ 97,000
$ 201,250
$ 93,500
$ 88,762
$ 51,750
$ 100,613
$ 156,800
$ 95,500
$ 95,500
$ 121,651
$ 49,450
$ 86,170

$
$
$
$

Remaining
Federal

520,941
526,464
115,000
168,816

563,328
375,000
182,160
184,000
388,000
805,000
374,000
355,046
207,000
402,452
627,200
382,000
382,000
486,605
197,800
344,678

$ 104,188
$ 105,293
$ 23,000
$ 33,763

Proposed
Total

Draft Rural Application Scores
ID

AGENCY

PROJECT

LIMITS

LENGTH LANES

DESCRIPTION

TOTAL

FEDERAL

ADT PASER SCORE Remaining Fed

GCRC

Lapeer Road Big Swamp Drain to County Line Road

0.54

2

Restore and Rehabilitate ‐ Preservation

$381,600

$305,280

140

GCRC

Seymour Rd

Beecher ‐ Potter

1.04

2

Restore and Rehabilitate ‐ Preservation

$995,228

$796,183

3,884

2

82

$1,532,537

158
159
173

GCRC
GCRC
Village of
Gaines
GCRC

Bristol Rd
Bristol Rd
Walnut St

Irish Rd ‐ Lang Rd
Lang Rd ‐ Atlas Rd
Village of Gaines Village Limits ‐ Park
St
Bristol Rd ‐ Lennon Rd

0.53
0.96
0.22

2
2
2

Reconstruction
Reconstruction
Preservation

$739,278
$1,050,180
$40,300

$591,422
$840,144
$32,240

2,352
2,352
531

2
2
3

81
79
66

$941,115
$100,971
$68,731

1.07

2

Restore and Rehabilitate ‐ Preservation $1,107,450

$885,960

3,630

2

82

($817,229)

142

Seymour Rd

TSM Recommended Projects for Funding
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Allocation: $2,634,000
Proposed: $2,565,269
Remaining:
$68,731

$2,328,720

Draft Expand Application Scores
ID

AGENCY
GCRC

PROJECT

LIMITS

Hill Road

S. Saginaw Rd to Center Rd

200 GCRC

Baldwin Rd

900 ft. west of Holly Rd

201 GCRC

Grand Blanc Rd

Fenton Rd ‐ Dort Hwy

198 GCRC

Grand Blanc Rd

199 GCRC

Irish Rd

LENGTH LANES
na
na

ADT
na

DESCRIPTION
Widen ‐ Major (Capacity Increase)
(2 to 3 and 5 Lanes)

TOTAL
$2,097,600

State
$1,678,080

Remaining State SCORE
$5,780,970
na

Intersection Reconstruction
and Addition of Turn Lanes

$500,000

$400,000

$5,380,970

72

900

2

11,613

11,000

2

16,611

Roadway Widening‐ Reconstruction and Addition $2,875,000
of Turn Lanes (2 to 3 Lanes)

$2,300,000

$3,080,970

72

Dort Hwy ‐ Grand Blanc City Limits

2,500

2

16,332

Widen ‐ Major (Capacity Increase) to Add
$2,415,000
Continuous Center Turn Lane and Roundabout at
Embury Rd (2 and 4 to 3 and 5 Lanes)

$1,932,000

$1,148,970

58

Lippincott Rd ‐ Structure 2752 (Irish Rd Bridge over the Kearsley
Creek)

2,100

2

10,396

Widen ‐ Major (Capacity Increase) to Add
Continuous Center Turn Lane (2 to 3 and 4 Lanes)

$598,000

$550,970

53

TSM Recommended Projects for Funding
K:\trans\TIP\2020‐2023\[Applications Received 2‐1 at 400 for TAC.xlsx]Expand

$747,500

Allocation:
Proposed:
Remaining:

$7,459,050
$6,908,080
$550,970

Applications Received 2‐1 at 400 for TAC

Draft CMAQ Applications
Rideshare Applications
Type of Project

Agency

Project Name

Project Limits

Project
Description:

Local CMAQ
allocation

State Cost‐

Local Cost‐

Total Cost‐

Rideshare

GCMPC

Rideshare
Program

Genesee County

GCMPC Staff will
provide services
to assist persons
in forming
carpools

$112,271

$0

$0

$112,271

Rideshare

GCMPC

Rideshare
Program

Genesee County

GCMPC Staff will
provide services
to assist persons
in forming
carpools

$100,000

$0

$0

$100,000

Rideshare

GCMPC

Rideshare
Program

Genesee County

GCMPC Staff will
provide services
to assist persons
in forming
carpools

$100,000

$0

$0

$100,000

Rideshare

GCMPC

Rideshare
Program

Genesee County

GCMPC Staff will
provide services
to assist persons
in forming
carpools

$100,000

$0

$0

$100,000

Requested: $
Allocation: $

412,271
412,271

Applications Received 2‐1 at 400 for TAC

CMAQ Transit
Type of Project

Agency

Project Name

Project Limits

Vehicle Replacement

MTA

Transit Vehicle
Replacement

Genesee County

Transit

MTA

Vehicle
Purchase

Genesee County

Transit

MTA

Vehicle
Purchase

Genesee County

Transit

MTA

Vehicle
Purchase

Genesee County

Project
Description:
Purchase of 15
new propane
powered
cutaway buses
for Your Ride
services
Purchase of 3‐4
new propane
powered
cutaway buses
for Your Ride
services
Purchase of 3‐4
new propane
powered
cutaway buses
for Your Ride
services
Purchase of 3‐4
new propane
powered
cutaway buses
for Your Ride
services
Requested: $
Allocation: $

Local CMAQ
allocation

State Cost‐

Local Cost‐

Total Cost‐

$813,656

$203,414

$0

$1,017,070

$294,409

$0

$73,602

$368,011

$294,409

$0

$73,602

$368,011

$294,409

$0

$73,602

$368,011

1,696,883
1,696,883

Applications Received 2‐1 at 400 for TAC

CMAQ Non‐Motorized
Type of Project

Agency

Project Name

Project Limits

Bike Share Program

City of Grand
Blanc

Bike Share
Program

Downtown Grand
Blanc

Project
Description:

Local CMAQ
allocation

State Cost‐

Bike Share
$122,000
Program
Requested: $
122,000
Allocation: $

200,017

Remaining: $

78,017

Local Cost‐

Total Cost‐

$30,500

$152,500

State Cost‐

CMAQ Intersection
Type of Project

Agency

Project Name

Project Limits

Roundabout

GCRC

Roundabout

Signal Synchronization

GCRC

Bristol Rd.

Roundabout

City of
Flushing

Roundabout

E. Pierson Rd.,
Flushing Rd., and
Flushing Rd./Main St.

Roundabout

GCRC

Roundabout

Roundabout

GCRC

Roundabout

Project
Description:

VOC Reduction
(Kg/day)

Local CMAQ
allocation

Running Federal

Local Cost‐

Total Cost‐

na

$641,556

$641,556

$160,389

$801,945

0.192

$285,000

$926,556

$0

$285,000

Roundabout

0.034

$680,000

$1,606,556

$382,500

$1,062,500

Elms Rd. at Beecher
Rd.

Roundabout

0.017

$760,000

$2,366,556

$190,000

$950,000

Elms Rd. at Lennon
Rd.

Roundabout

0.017

$950,000

$3,316,556

$250,000

$1,200,000

Linden Rd and Grand
Reconstruct
Blanc Rd
intersection as a
roundabout
Bishop International
Signal
Hub to
Synchronization
Torrey Rd.

TSM Recommended Projects for Funding
K:\trans\TIP\2020‐2023\[Applications Received 2‐1 at 400 for TAC.xlsx]CMAQ

$1,606,556
$1,606,556
$0

Draft Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) Scores
ID

AGENCY
GCRC

187 City of Fenton

PROJECT
Argentine LAFF Pathway
Silver Lake Road Connector Trail

184

GCRC

Perry Road Trail

186
183

GCRC
GCRC

Dort Hwy Extension Pathway
Teachout Trail

185

GCRC

Mt. Morris Road Pathway

LIMITS
Lobdell Road and Haviland Beach Drive to
Silver Lake Road and Chestnut Way
Jennings Rd to East Broad St

LENGTH
2.1
2

$ 441,509 $1,832,161 $ 2,273,670 $

874,319

87

Perry Rd just west of Gale Rd to Whitetale
Dr
Cook Rd to Baldwin Rd
Richfield Park to Teachout Rd. Gale Rd. Mt.
Morris Rd. M‐15
M‐15 and Mt. Morris Rd to the corner of
Mt. Morris Rd and Henderson Rd

2.3

$ 220,755 $1,011,448 $ 1,232,202 $

1,095,074

86

1.1
2.5

$ 441,509 $ 248,741 $
$ 220,755 $ 765,014 $

690,250 $
985,768 $

1,536,583
1,757,337

82
75

2.3

$ 441,509 $ 421,336 $

862,845 $

2,198,846

73

TSM Recommended Projects for Funding
K:\trans\TIP\2020‐2023\[Applications Received 2‐1 at 400 for TAC.xlsx]NM

FEDERAL
LOCAL
TOTAL
Running Federal SCORE
$ 432,810 $ 683,669 $ 1,116,479 $
432,810
na

Allocation: $1,766,036
Proposed: $1,757,337
Remaining:
$8,699

Proposed FY 2020-2023 Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT) Projects
Fiscal
Year
2020

Project Name

Limits

Length

Primary Work Type

Project Description

Phase

Federal

State

Local

Total
$142,380

Fund
Source
CM

M-15

from Potter Rd to Richfield Rd

1.0

Minor Widening

Center Left Turn Lane

PE

$116,538

$25,842

$0

2020

Grand Traverse Greenway Trail

Hemphill Rd to Grand Traverse St

0.0

New Facilities

Construct non-motorized path

PE

$194,173

$0

$48,543

2020

US-127BR

M21 @ Ballenger Highway
M-21 @ Dye Road
M-21 @ Mansour, Home Depot Drive
M-21 @ Zimmerman School
M-54 @ Coldwater Road
M-54 @ Mt Morris Road
M-54 @ Stanley Road

0.0

Traffic Safety

Traffic Signal Modernizations;
connected vehicle installations.

CON

$1,293,032

$0

$0

2020

M-54

M-54 (Atherton to Lapeer) Signals

0.0

Traffic Safety

CON

$678,027

$0

2020

I-475

6 BRIDGES IN GENESEE COUNTY

0.0

Bridge CPM

Signal Modernization and
Syncronization at 4 Locations
Overlay - Epoxy (Warranty)

CON

$4,758,871

2020

US-23 S

12.6

Traffic Safety

Freeway Signing Upgrade Contract

CON

$1,644,500

2020

M-57

US-23 Freeway Signing Upgrade from
Livingston Co Line to I-75
M-57 at Irish Road

0.2

Reconstruction

Roundabout Installation

PE

2020

M-57

M-57 Genesee Co

20.7

Traffic Safety

Non-freeway Signing Replacement

2020

M-54

Various Locations in Genesee, County

0.0

Traffic Safety

2020

M-54

Genesee and Shiawasee County

0.0

Bridge CPM

Traffic Signal Modernizations;
connected vehicle installations.
Scour Protection

CON

Culvert Replacement

GPA Type
Local Livability and Sustainability

$242,716

TA

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

$1,293,032

STG

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

$0

$678,027

CMG

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

$528,762

$0

$5,287,633

IM

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

$0

$0

$1,644,500

NHG

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

$208,356

$23,151

$0

$231,507

HSIP

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

CON

$248,383

$0

$0

$248,383

STG

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

ROW

$5,000

$0

$0

$5,000

STG

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

$269,711

$59,809

$0

$329,520

ST

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

2020

M-15

M-15 over Bird County Drain

0.0

Bridge Replacement

CON

$925,961

$205,329

$0

$1,131,290

ST

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

2020

M-54

Atherton Road to Leith Street

3.7

CON

$5,272,466

$1,169,154

$0

$6,441,620

NH

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

2020

I-75

2 Bridges In Genesee County

0.0

Road Capital Preventive Maintenance Milling and One Course HMA
Overlay
Bridge CPM
Overlay - Epoxy

CON

$755,096

$83,900

$0

$838,995

IM

Trunkline Bridge

2020

Father Dukette Blvd

0.0

Roadside Facilities - Improve

CON

$543,490

$120,518

$0

$664,008

TAUL

2020

M-54

Doyle-Ryder, Freeman, Neithercut,
Pierce Schools
Coldwater Road to Mt. Morris Road

2.0

Road Rehabilitation

Two Course Mill & Resurface

CON

$3,691,435

$818,565

$0

$4,510,000

2020

M-57

at Linden Road

0.0

Roadside Facilities - Improve

Resurface existing carpool lot.

CON

$78,691

$17,450

$0

$96,140

ST

Trunkline Traffic Operations And Safety

2020

I-75 N/Corunna Ramp

I-75 NB Exit Ramp at M-21

0.2

Traffic Safety

Sight Obstruction Removal

PE

$71,209

$7,912

$0

$79,121

HSIP

Trunkline Traffic Operations And Safety

2020

US-23 N

Thompson Road to Baldwin Road

1.5

Traffic Safety

Tree Windscreen

PE

$106,137

$11,793

$0

$117,930

HSIP

Trunkline Traffic Operations And Safety

2020

I-75 S/Thompson Ramp

Thompson Road Interchange

0.0

Traffic Safety

Geometric Improvements

CON

$33,437

$3,716

$0

$37,153

HSIP

Trunkline Traffic Operations And Safety

2021

M-15

at Clark Street

0.2

Reconstruction

Add center left turn lane

CON

$1,473,300

$326,700

$0

$1,800,000

CM

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

2021

M-21

over CSX Railway (Abandoned)

0.0

Bridge Replacement

CON

$1,218,780

$236,478

$33,782

$1,489,040

ST

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

2021

M-54

Various Locations in Genesee, County

0.0

Traffic Safety

CON

$2,161,448

$0

$0

$2,161,448

STG

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

2021

US-23

13 Structures along US-23

0.0

Bridge CPM

Bridge Removal and Pedestrian
Culvert Construction
Traffic Signal Modernizations;
connected vehicle installations.
Overlay - Epoxy (Warranty)

CON

$4,976,538

$1,103,532

$0

$6,080,070

NH

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

2021

US-23NB

Baldwin Road to Hill Road

4.6

Traffic Safety

Guardrail

CON

$1,309,272

$145,475

$0

$1,454,747

HSIP

Trunkline Traffic Operations And Safety

2021

M-54

0.0

Traffic Safety

$528,637

$0

$0

$528,637

CMG

Trunkline Traffic Operations And Safety

I-75 / US-23

5.8

Traffic Safety

Signal Modernization and
Syncronization at 3 Locations
Tree Clearing

CON

2021

M-54 (at Maple, Bristol and Atherton)
Signals
Various Freeway Ramps

PE

$36,960

$4,107

$0

$41,067

HSIP

Trunkline Traffic Operations And Safety

2022

Grand Traverse Greenway Trail

Hemphill Rd to Grand Traverse St

0.0

New Facilities

Construct non-motorized path

CON

$1,488,702

$0

$372,176

$1,860,878

TA

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

2022

I-69

Fenton Road to M-54

5.3

Reconstruction

CON

$48,812,456

$5,423,606

$0

$54,236,062

IM

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

2022

M-15

from Potter Rd to Richfield Rd

1.0

Minor Widening

Reconstruct Mainline & Overlay
Ramps
Center Left Turn Lane

CON

$1,281,917

$284,261

$0

$1,566,178

CM

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

2022

I-475

I-69/I-475 Interchange

0.0

Bridge CPM

Overlay - Epoxy

CON

$13,491,193

$1,499,022

$0

$14,990,214

IM

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

2022

M-57

M-57 at Irish Road

0.2

Reconstruction

Roundabout Installation

CON

$979,453

$108,829

$0

$1,088,281

HSIP

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

Bike/Pedestrian Facilities

Trunkline Livability and Sustainability

NH,HIPU Trunkline Road

2022

I-475

I-69 over I-475

0.0

Bridge Replacement

Deck Replacement

CON

$6,526,752

$725,196

$0

$7,251,948

IM

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

2022

M-57

over Flint River

0.0

Bridge CPM

Overlay - Epoxy

CON

$1,003,187

$222,454

$0

$1,225,641

NH

Trunkline Bridge

2022

NB I-475

Atherton Rd to S of Thread Creek

1.1

Traffic Safety

High friction surface course

CON

$2,193,977

$243,775

$0

$2,437,752

HSIP

Trunkline Traffic Operations And Safety

2022

M-54

M-54 at Saginaw St

0.0

Traffic Safety

CON

$183,231

$0

$0

$183,231

CMG

Trunkline Traffic Operations And Safety

2023

M-15

Richfield Road to south of Dodge Road

5.9

Road Rehabilitation

Signal Modernization and
Syncronization
Mill and Two Course HMA Overlay

CON

$4,979,633

$1,104,219

$0

$6,083,852

ST

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

2023

I-475

2 Structures over I-475

0.0

Bridge Miscellaneous

Bridge Removal

CON

$1,224,908

$136,100

$0

$1,361,008

BOI

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

2023

I-475

5 Structures on I-475

0.0

Bridge Replacement

Deck Replacement

CON

$5,341,421

$593,492

$0

$5,934,910

IM

Not in a GPA: Stand Alone Project

2023

M-15

over Paddison County Drain

0.0

Bridge Replacement

Culvert Replacement

CON

$1,104,976

$245,026

$0

$1,350,000

ST

Trunkline Bridge

2023

I-475

5 Structures on I-475

0.0

Bridge Rehabilitation

Deep Overlay and Epoxy Overlays

CON

$3,624,901

$402,768

$0

$4,027,668

IM

Trunkline Bridge

2023

Michivan

Areawide

0.0

Operation Improvements

FY2024 Michivan

OPS

$47,367

$0

$0

$47,367

CMG

Trunkline Livability and Sustainability

2023

I-69 E/State Ramp

M-15 at EB I-69 Exit Ramp

0.4

Traffic Safety

Signal Modernization, Timing and
Turn Lane Addition

CON

$553,302

$0

$0

$553,302

CMG

Trunkline Traffic Operations And Safety

Proposed FY 2020-2023 Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT)
General Program Accounts (GPA)
Fiscal Year
GPA Type
Federal
State
Total
2020
Local Livability and Sustainability
$116,538
$25,842
$142,380
2020
Trunkline Bridge
$755,096
$83,900
$838,995
2020
Trunkline Livability and Sustainability
$543,490 $120,518
$664,008
2020
Trunkline Road
$3,691,435 $818,565 $4,510,000
2020
Trunkline Traffic Operations And Safety
$289,474
$40,871
$330,344
2021
Trunkline Traffic Operations And Safety
$1,874,869 $149,582 $2,024,451
2022
Trunkline Bridge
$1,003,187 $222,454 $1,225,641
2022
Trunkline Traffic Operations And Safety
$2,377,208 $243,775 $2,620,983
2023
Trunkline Bridge
$4,729,877 $647,794 $5,377,668
2023
Trunkline Livability and Sustainability
$47,367
$0
$47,367
2023
Trunkline Traffic Operations And Safety
$553,302
$0
$553,302

Proposed FY 2020-2023 Mass Transportation Authority (MTA) Projects
Fiscal Year Project Name

Limits

Project Description

Phase

Federal

Federal Fund
Source

State

Local

Total

Preventive
Maintenance
Purchase
Replacement/Expa
nsion Vehicles
Rehab/Renov
Vehicles
Rehab/Renov
Facilities
Purchase Capital
Parts
Purchase Shop
Equipment
Purchase Service
Vehicles
Purchase Computer
Hardware

T‐Ops

$2,484,000.00

5307

$621,000 $

‐

T‐Caps

$1,715,890.40

5307

$428,973 $

‐

T‐Caps

$80,000.00

5307

$20,000 $

‐

$100,000

T‐Caps

$370,400.00

5307

$92,600 $

‐

$463,000

T‐Caps

$824,000.00

5307

$206,000 $

‐

$1,030,000

T‐Caps

$168,000.00

5307

$42,000 $

‐

$210,000

T‐Caps

$60,000.00

5307

$15,000 $

‐

$75,000

GPA Type

2020

Operations

Genesee County

$3,105,000

Transit
Operating
$2,144,863 Transit
Capital

2020

Vehicles

Genesee County

2020

Vehicles

Genesee County

2020

Facility

Genesee County

2020

Equipment

Genesee County

2020

Equipment

Genesee County

2020

Equipment

Genesee County

2020

Equipment

Genesee County

T‐Caps

$136,844.80

5307

$34,211 $

‐

$171,056

2020

Equipment

Genesee County Purchase Computer T‐Caps
Software

$556,164.80

5307

$139,041 $

‐

$695,206

Transit
Capital

2020

Facility

Genesee County

2020

Facility

2020

Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital
Transit
Operating
Transit
Operating

T‐Caps

$66,000.00

5307

$16,500 $

‐

$82,500

Genesee County

Bus Shelter and
Signage
Security

T‐Caps

$66,000.00

5307

$16,500 $

‐

$82,500

Operations

Genesee County

Operations

T‐Ops

$50,000.00

5307

$

2020

Operations

Genesee County

Enhanced Service
to ADA Passengers

T‐Ops

$162,034.00

5310

$162,034 $

‐

$324,068

2020

Vehicles

Genesee County

T‐Caps

$198,042.00

5310

$49,511 $

‐

$247,553

2020

Operations

T‐Ops

$504,819.00

5311

2020

Vehicles

Transit Vehicle
Replacement
Genesee County
Non‐Urban
Operating
Assistance
Genesee County
Purchase
Replacement/Expa
nsion Vehicles

T‐Caps

$766,103.00

5339

$191,526 $

‐

$957,629

‐

$

50,000

$100,000

Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital

Transit
Capital
$975,692 $ 1,248,242 $2,728,753 Transit
Operating
Transit
Capital

Fiscal Year Project Name
2021
2021

Project Description

Phase

Federal

Federal Fund
Source

Preventive
maintenance
Transit
Genesee County
Purchase
Vehicle
Replacement/Expa
Replacement
nsion Vehicles

T‐Ops

$2,810,052.00

5307

$702,513 $

‐

T‐Caps

$1,059,141.00

5307

$264,785 $

‐

T‐Caps

$80,000.00

5307

$20,000 $

‐

$100,000

T‐Caps

$317,650.00

5307

$79,412 $

‐

$397,062

T‐Caps

$920,000.00

5307

$230,000 $

‐

$1,150,000

T‐Caps

$196,000.00

5307

$49,000 $

‐

$245,000

Genesee County Purchase Support T‐Caps
Vehicles
Genesee County Purchase Computer T‐Caps
Hardware

$64,000.00

5307

$16,000 $

‐

$80,000

$222,400.00

5307

$55,600 $

‐

$278,000

Operations

Limits
Genesee County

Rehab/Renov
Vehicles
Rehab/Renov
Facilities
Purchase Capital
Parts
Shop Equipment

State

Local

Total

GPA Type

$3,512,565

Transit
Operating
$2,473,926 Transit
Capital

2021

Vehicles

Genesee County

2021

Facility

Genesee County

2021

Equipment

Genesee County

2021

Equipment

Genesee County

2021

Vehicles

2021

Equipment

2021

Equipment

Genesee County Purchase Computer T‐Caps
Software

$758,500.00

5307

$189,625 $

‐

$948,125

Transit
Capital

2021

Facility

Genesee County Bus Shelter/Signage T‐Caps

$270,000.00

5307

$67,500 $

‐

$337,500

2021

Facility

Genesee County

Security

T‐Caps

$66,000.00

5307

$16,500 $

‐

$82,500

2021

Operations

Genesee County

JARC

T‐Ops

$300,000.00

5307

$300,000 $

‐

$600,000

2021

Operations

Genesee County

T‐Ops

$103,538.00

5310

$

Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital
Transit
Operating
Transit
Operating

2021

Vehicles

T‐Caps

$276,000.00

5310

$69,000 $

‐

$345,000

2021

Operations

T‐Ops

$504,819.00

5311

2021

Vehicles

T‐Caps

$850,635.00

5339

$212,658 $

‐

$1,063,293

Enhanced Service
to ADA Eligible
Passengers
Genesee County
Transit Vehicle
Replacement
Genesee County
Non‐Urban
Operating
Assistance
Genesee County
Purchase
Replacement/Expa
nsion Vehicles

‐

$ 103,538

$207,076

Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital

Transit
Capital
$975,692 $ 1,248,242 $2,728,753 Transit
Operating
Transit
Capital

Fiscal Year Project Name

Limits

Project Description

Phase

Federal

Federal Fund
Source

State

Local

Total

Preventive
maintenance
Purchase
Replacement/Expa
nsion Vehicles
Rehab/Renov
Vehicles
Rehab/Renov
Facilities
Purchase Capital
Parts
Purchase Shop
Equipment
Purchase Service
Vehicles
Purchase Computer
Hardware

T‐Ops

$2,730,000.00

5307

$546,000 $

‐

T‐Caps

$1,873,350.00

5307

$468,338 $

‐

T‐Caps

$80,000.00

5307

$20,000 $

‐

$100,000

T‐Caps

$240,000.00

5307

$60,000 $

‐

$300,000

T‐Caps

$744,000.00

5307

$186,000 $

‐

$930,000

T‐Caps

$116,000.00

5307

$29,000 $

‐

$145,000

T‐Caps

$60,000.00

5307

$15,000 $

‐

$75,000

GPA Type

2022

Operations

Genesee County

$3,276,000

Transit
Operating
$2,341,688 Transit
Capital

2022

Vehicles

Genesee County

2022

Vehicles

Genesee County

2022

Facility

Genesee County

2022

Equipment

Genesee County

2022

Equipment

Genesee County

2022

Equipment

Genesee County

2022

Equipment

Genesee County

T‐Caps

$159,200.00

5307

$39,800 $

‐

$199,000

2022

Equipment

Genesee County Purchase Computer T‐Caps
Software

$606,800.00

5307

$151,700 $

‐

$758,500

Transit
Capital

2022

Facility

Genesee County

2022

Facility

2022

Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital
Transit
Operating
Transit
Operating

T‐Caps

$66,000.00

5307

$16,500 $

‐

$82,500

Genesee County

Purchase Bus
Shelter/Signage
Security

T‐Caps

$66,000.00

5307

$16,500 $

‐

$82,500

Operations

Genesee County

Operations

T‐Ops

$50,000.00

5307

$

‐

$

50,000

$100,000

2022

Operations

Genesee County Enhances Service to
ADA Passengers

T‐Ops

$162,034.00

5310

$

‐

$ 162,034

$324,068

2022

Vehicles

Genesee County

T‐Caps

$198,042.00

5310

$49,511 $

‐

$247,553

2022

Operations

T‐Ops

$504,819.00

5311

2022

Vehicles

T‐Caps

$766,103.00

5339

$191,526 $

‐

$957,629

Transit Vehicle
Replacement
Genesee County
Non‐Urban
Operating
Assistance
Genesee County
Purchase
Replacement/Expa
nsion Vehicles

Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital

Transit
Capital
$975,692 $ 1,248,242 $2,728,753 Transit
Operating
Transit
Capital

Fiscal Year Project Name

Limits

Project Description

Phase

Federal

Federal Fund
Source

State

Local

Total

Preventive
Maintenance
Purchase
Replacement/Expa
nsion Vehicles
Rehab/Renov
Vehicles
Rehab/Renov
Facilities
Purchase Capital
Parts
Purchase Shop
Equipment
Purchase Service
Vehicles
Purchase Computer
Hardware

T‐Ops

$2,484,000.00

5307

$621,000 $

‐

T‐Caps

$1,806,290.40

5307

$451,573 $

‐

T‐Caps

$80,000.00

5307

$20,000 $

‐

$100,000

T‐Caps

$280,000.00

5307

$70,000 $

‐

$350,000

T‐Caps

$824,000.00

5307

$206,000 $

‐

$1,030,000

T‐Caps

$168,000.00

5307

$42,000 $

‐

$210,000

T‐Caps

$60,000.00

5307

$15,000 $

‐

$75,000

GPA Type

2023

Operations

Genesee County

$3,105,000

Transit
Operating
$2,257,863 Transit
Capital

2023

Vehicles

Genesee County

2023

Vehicles

Genesee County

2023

Facility

Genesee County

2023

Equipment

Genesee County

2023

Equipment

Genesee County

2023

Equipment

Genesee County

2023

Equipment

Genesee County

T‐Caps

$136,844.80

5307

$34,211 $

‐

$171,056

2023

Equipment

Genesee County Purchase Computer T‐Caps
Software

$556,164.80

5307

$139,041 $

‐

$695,206

Transit
Capital

2023

Facility

Genesee County

2023

Facility

2023

Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital
Transit
Operating
Transit
Operating

T‐Caps

$66,000.00

5307

$16,500 $

‐

$82,500

Genesee County

Bus Shelter and
Signage
Security

T‐Caps

$66,000.00

5307

$16,500 $

‐

$82,500

Operations

Genesee County

Operations

T‐Ops

$50,000.00

5307

$

2023

Operations

Genesee County

Enhanced Service
to ADA Passengers

T‐Ops

$162,034.00

5310

$162,034 $

‐

$324,068

2023

Vehicles

Genesee County

T‐Caps

$198,042.00

5310

$49,511 $

‐

$247,553

2023

Operations

T‐Ops

$504,819.00

5311

2023

Vehicles

Transit Vehicle
Replacement
Genesee County
Non‐Urban
Operating
Assistance
Genesee County
Purchase
Replacement/Expa
nsion Vehicles

T‐Caps

$766,103.00

5339

$191,526 $

‐

$957,629

‐

$

50,000

$100,000

Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital
Transit
Capital

Transit
Capital
$975,692 $ 1,248,242 $2,728,753 Transit
Operating
Transit
Capital

Proposed FY 2020‐2023 Mass Transportation Authority (MTA)
General Program Accounts (GPA)
Fiscal Year
2020
2020
2021
2021
2022
2022
2023
2023

GPA Type
Transit Capital
Transit Operating
Transit Capital
Transit Operating
Transit Capital
Transit Operating
Transit Capital
Transit Operating

Federal
$5,007,445
$3,200,853
$5,080,326
$3,718,409
$4,975,495
$3,446,853
$5,007,445
$3,200,853

State
$1,251,862
$1,758,726
$1,270,080
$1,978,205
$1,243,875
$1,521,692
$1,251,862
$1,758,726

Local
$0
$1,298,242
$0
$1,351,780
$0
$1,460,276
$0
$1,298,242

Total
$6,259,307
$6,257,821
$7,500,406
$7,048,394
$6,219,370
$6,428,821
$6,259,307
$6,257,821

