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SAFETEA-LU planning provisions.  In addition, the agencies are preparing a 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) to update the Code of Federal 
Regulations on the planning process.  On September 2, 2005, FHWA and the 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) put forward interim guidance for FHWA 
and FTA field offices when implementing
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Federal Highway Administration 
Gloria Shepherd, Director of the FHWA Office of Planning also offered intro-
ductory remarks and provided an overview of the provisions.  She reiterated the 
evolution of transportation planning through the succession of transportation 
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Many states expressed concern regarding programming earmarks, the ability to 
fund them, and whether specific earmarks are even a priority for any given state.  
According to many state DOTs, earmarks are often problematic to program given 
other demands that must be addressed.  FHWA listened to these concerns and 
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3.0 Consultation 
With respect to nonmetropolitan areas, the statewide transportation plan shall 
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documenting existing practices and making this information publicly available.  
Other states are defining new consultation procedures with local elected officials 
(LEOs).  Still others are considering how to build effective communication 
mechanisms with resource agencies. 

¶ 
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local input and shifts in priorities.  There is a need to educate elected officials 
and their staff about the process. 

¶ How can environmental data be integrated into the planning process?  States are 
required to demonstrate consideration of environmental concerns and data in 
their long-range plans.  This includes 
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memoranda of understanding between the DOT and resource agencorn5 such 
as those developed by AZDOT, can help clarify the role of each agency and 
specify the expected benefits to each agency of participating in these plan-
ning processes.  DOTs such as Caltrans and Colorado DOT have successfully 
involved resource agencoes by utilizong their extensive data sets to create GIS-based tools which are then used to jointly assess alternative development 
scenarios. 

¶ Develop Educational Materials – 
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4.0 Congestion Management 
Process 

SAFETEA-LU requires there be “a process that provides for effective manage-
ment and operation to address congestion within a metropolitan planning 
area serving a TMA. 

4.1 VERVIEW OF PROVISION 
Ken Leonard of Cambridge Systematics Inc. discussed the planning provision for 
congestion management process (CMP) in transportation management areas 
TMA.  This requirement is similar to that described under ISTEA and its succes-
sor TEA-21, with minor adjustments made to previous language.  Essentially, the 
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5.0 Visualization 
As part of transportation plan and TIP development, MPOs shall employ visu-
alization techniques….  States shall also employ visualization techniques in the 
development of the Long-Range Statewide Transportation Plan…. 
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¶ Sketches; 

¶ Videos; and 

¶ Visual preference surveys. 
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CommunityViz to visualize prospective development, and is currently 
developing a GIS format to be used during scenario planning. 

¶ 
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6.0 Consistency of Transportation 
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generators).  Lastly, land use and development decisions are generally local, not 
state or Federal actions.  This has to be recognized in implementing state and 
MPO planning requirements related to consistency with land and economic 
development plans. 

Figure 6.1 
Federal Planning Factors 

(23USC135) 
State Planning Emphasis Areas 

(RCW 47.06) 
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¶ Unpredictable Economic Development Patterns – Given that economic develop-
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What Do State DOTs Recommend for Implementation of the 
Consistency Requirement? 
Given the extent to which many states expressed concern about the consistency 
planning panion, it was suggested that  the following be considered by FHWA: 

¶ Comprehensive Guidance – States requested better guidance on what consti-
tutes the standard for consistency, an

¶
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unbalanced portions of funding.  Also, Montana DOT is considering placing a 
minimum funding level on SRTS projects in order to reduce the number of appli-
cations for very small projects.  Several state DOTs raised concerns about having 
to hire full-time SRTS coordinators. 

A number of state DOTs expressed interest in learning about what processes and 
criteria DOTs use when selecting projects for SRTS funding.  Colorado DOT dis-
cussed their selection criteria which can be accessed via their DOT web site. 

What Issues Have State DOTs Identified? 
After much discussion regarding the planning provision, a number of themes 
began to emerge including: 

¶ Full-time SRTS Coordinator –Thirty-six state DOTs already employ SRTS pro-
gram coordinators; however, many of
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Figure 8.1 

 
Illinois DOT worked with resource agencies and nonprofits to establish regional 
wetland banks that improve ecological results while reducing the time and cost of 
project delivery

. 

Consultation with Resource Agencies is required, as appropriate, with agencies 
engaged in land use management, natural resources, environmental protection, 
conservation, and historic preservation. 

¶ Colorado has established a Transportata Tion Environmental Resource Council 
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8.3 BREAKOUT SESSION What Are States Doing? States are pursuing a number of strategies to integrate environmental considera-
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project-level reviews, or a history of conflict or distrust among agencies.  
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¶ Consider a Range of Planning Scales – 
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9.0 Security (Including Border 
Security) 

SAFETEA-LU calls for the security of the transportation system to be a stand-
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comprehensive review of its system and 
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Now that security is a stand alone planning factor, planning will likely play a 
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SAFETEA-LU Planning Provisions Workshop programs such as those within the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) programs. ¶ 
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¶ States noted that the upcoming NPRM will be both complicated and signifi-
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Breakout Sessions 
3:30 Breakout Sessions 

Visualization, Room Yucca/Aloe ¶ 

¶ 

¶ 

- Moderator – Thomas Dow, Urban Planning Manager, KS DOT 





SAFETEA-LU Planning Provisions Workshop Lunch and Plenary Session, Yucca/Aloe 12:00 Observations from morning session 
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B. Participant List 

Lsst Name First Name Title Agency A

mailto:mel.adams@state.vt.us
mailto:beth.alicandri@fhwa.dot.gov
mailto:amesks@dot.il.gov
mailto:stuart.anderson@dot.iowa.gov
mailto:rbalentine@mdot.state.ms.us
mailto:sandy.beaupre@dot.state.wi.us
mailto:scott.bennett@arkansashighways.com
mailto:tim.bjorneberg@state.sd.us
mailto:jerri.l.bohard@odot.state.or.us
mailto:danbroussard@dotd.louisiana.gov
mailto:aburnham@azdot.gov
mailto:dbuskirk@azdot.gov
mailto:davidc@aashto.org
mailto:pmorton@dot.state.nv.us
mailto:muffet.cuddy@state.nm.us
mailto:tdow@ksdot.org
mailto:sonnalynn.fernandez@itd.idaho.org
mailto:marsha.fiol@vdot.virginia.gov
mailto:jfoster@dot.state.tx.us
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mailto:tim.hill@dot.state.oh.us
mailto:jhoffman@camsys.com
mailto:jacksonde@michigan.gov
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mailto:ken.laden@dc.gov
mailto:david.lee@dot.state.fl.us
mailto:kleonard@camsys.com
mailto:wmalley@akingump.com
mailto:dmauller@azdot.gov
mailto:sminnitte@mdot.state.md.us
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Last Name First Name Title Agency Address City, State, Zip Phone Fax Email 
Oakley 
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mailto:jerry.ortbahn@state.sd.us
mailto:betsy_sanberg@dot.state.ak.us
mailto:jpein@azdot.gov
mailto:marybeth@ksdot.org
mailto:jpierce@mdot.state.ms.us
mailto:jpotter@camsys.com
mailto:pat.raino@itd.idaho.gov
mailto:ralph.reeb@state.de.us
mailto:robert.ritter@fhwa.dot.gov
mailto:gerald.ross@dot.state.ga.us
mailto:loren.schaefer@state.sd.us
mailto:shari.schaftlein@fhwa.dot.gov
mailto:sharon.scherzinger@dot.ca.gov
mailto:mschiro@dotd.louisiana.gov
mailto:gloria.shepherd@fhwa.dot.gov
mailto:dsimmons@sha.state.md.us
mailto:smithb@wsdot.wa.gov
mailto:dsullivan@odot.org
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mailto:bwood@dot.state.wv.us
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 C. Joint FHWA/FTA Guidance

1

INTERIM GUIDANCE 
FOR IMPLEMENTING KEY SAFETEA-LU PROVISIONS ON 

PLANNING, ENVIRONMENT, AND AIR QUALITY 
FOR JOINT FHWA/FTA AUTHORITIES 

September 2, 2005

This joint FHWA/FTA interim guidance is intended for the use of FHWA and FTA field offices in working 
with their State/local planning pas.ners and grantees in implementing SAFETEA-LU. Short summaries of 
key changes to the statutory requirements for planning and environmental reviews are provided, followed 
by guidelines for how FHWA Division and FTA Region Offices should administer and oversee highway 
and transit programs during this TEA-21/SAFETEA-LU transitional period. This interim guidance covers 
planning, air quality, and environmental requirements that are jointly administered by FHWA and FTA. 
Additional information and case study examples of the new or changed requirements under SAFETEA-LU 
will be developed, as appropriate. 



SAFETEA-LU Planning Provisions Workshop 

While all TIPs, STIPs, and plans adopted after July 1, 2007, must comply with SAFETEA-LU 
planning provisions. States and MPOs may wish to take advantage of the SAFETEA-LU 
provisions prior to July 1, 2007, and they are encouraged to do so. If a State or MPO opts to 
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States to continue operating under environmental review processes approved by the Secretary under 
TEA-21 authority. All highway and transit EISs for which the NOI was published after 8/11/05 must follow 
the new process (except as provided by Section 6002(b), as described below) while highway and transit 
EISs for which a NOI was published prior to 8/11/05 may continue as “grandfathered” under prior law.
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environmental reviews (e.g., 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act) for projects classified as CEs. 













SAFETEA-LU Planning Provisions Workshop 

NEXT STEPS: 

Well in advance of July 1, 2007, FHWA Division Offices and FTA Regional Offices should work closely 
with the States, MPOs, and public transportation operators to cooperatively assess their existing 
transportation planning processes and mechanisms relative to the SAFETEA-LU provisions and define 
key process and/or product “gaps” to be addressed.  Moreover, above and beyond the update cycles for 
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 F. Environmental Resources 

Environmental Resources for Transportation Planners 

Standing Committee on Planning SAFETEA-LU Workshop, March 27, 2006 
 
The Safe, Accountable, Flexible and Efficient Transportation Efficiency Act: A Legacy for Users 
(SAFETEA-LU) includes several provisions intended to enhance the consideration of 
environmental issues and impacts within the transportation planning process. The following is a 
list of resources that transportation planning and environment professionals might find helpful in 
building a knowledge base in this area. 

 
Resources on Legislation, Guidance, and Executive Orders 
Guidance and Interim Guidance on SAFETEA-

https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/hep/legreg.htm
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/hep/planningtransition.htm
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/hep/plannepa.htm
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/stewardshipeo/workgroups.htm
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/planning/csstp/cssqa.htm
http://www.nhi.fhwa.dot.gov/coursedesc.asp?coursenum=1153


http://www.conservationfund.org/?article=2487
mailto:aung.gye@fhwa.dot.gov
mailto:ben.Williams@fhwa.dot.gov
mailto:aung.gye@dot.gov
http://www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov/ecological/eco_index.asp
http://www.teaming.com/state_wildlife_strategies.htm
http://www.defenders.org/statewildlifeplans/report.pdf
http://www.transportation.org/sites/planning/docs/NCHRP%208-36%2848%29%20Final%20Report.pdf
http://trb.org/publications/nchrp/nchrp_rpt_541.pdf
http://trb.org/publications/nchrp/cd-14/


https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/ecosystems/
http://cooperativeconservation.gov/index.html
http://www.usgs.gov/ngpo/
mailto:michael.culp@dot.gov
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¶ What is the process that FHWA is going to use to determine if a state’s long-
range transportation plan meets the requirements of SAFETEA-LU. 

¶ More time.  Great topics, but more time to discuss more best practices. 

¶ 



SAFETEA-LU Planning Provisions Workshop 

¶ A meeting to discuss draft regulations with FHWA and FTA would be bene-
ficial. 

¶ Financial plans discussion. 

¶ 
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