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Status of Corrective Actions and Recommendations from 2015 
Certification 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
A1. Recommendation #1:  Transit – The Federal Review team recommends that the MPO continue to 

make attempts to expand transit options in the metro region (especially for special populations 
like the elderly, disabled and veterans). 

 
ARC Response 
 
ARC has actively supported a wide range of initiatives to expand the availability of transit 
services in the Atlanta Region.  This includes fulfilling federal and state planning mandates such 
as compiling a Regional Transit Asset Management Plan, developing a Coordinated Human 
Services Transportation Plan and maintaining the Concept 3 Regional Transit Vision (copy 
provided in response to Item Y2 / Key Source Plans).  But it also evidenced through a variety of 
other agency initiatives which include transit agencies in the decision-making process, including: 
 

• Hosting the policy level Regional Transit Committee 

• Providing direct staff support during the establishment and organizational period of the 
Atlanta-region Transit Link Authority  

• Sponsoring the staff level Transit Operators Group (formerly the Transit Operators 
Subcommittee), in collaboration with the ATL Authority 

• Requiring the inclusion of a transit component in joint county/city Comprehensive 
Transportation Plans 

• Supporting the start-up of transit services through dedication of CMAQ funds for initial 
start-up operations 

• Funding the development – and acting as project manager - for long-range transit 
visions in Fulton County and DeKalb County 

• Serving as the FTA grant direct recipient on behalf of jurisdictions interested in 
conducting transit feasibility studies 

• Participating as a stakeholder in other planning, environmental and engineering studies 
conducted by transit agencies and local governments 

• Conducting an HST Paratransit Brokerage Study (pending in 2019) 

• Coordinating a regional licensing agreement for the use of Remix transit planning 
software 

• In conjunction with the ATL Authority, conducting a study to improve the coordination 
of GTFS data (pending in 2019) 

• Maintaining transit information websites such as atltransit.org and the OneBusAway 
app 

• Coordinating with ARC’s Community Development Group on fostering transit oriented 
development efforts through the LCI program, DRI reviews and other programs 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/transit/human-services-transportation/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/transit/human-services-transportation/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/transportation-planning/concept-3/
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/regional-transit-committee/
https://atltransit.ga.gov/
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transit-operators-subcommittee/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/transportation-planning/ctp-program/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/transportation-planning/ctp-program/
https://atltransit.org/
https://onebusaway.org/
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A2. Recommendation #2:  Transit – The Federal Review team recommends that the MPO consider the 
use of P3 initiatives to expand rail and transit options including design, build, finance, operate and 
maintain (DBFOM) delivery systems.  

 
ARC Response 
 
To date, no transit agency in the Atlanta Region has advanced a major infrastructure project to 
completion using a Public Private Partnership.  However, the express lane system under 
construction by GDOT is being implemented using a range of DBFOM options.  This network is 
being planned so that it can serve as the backbone of a BRT system, so opportunities exist to 
leverage private resources for the ramps and stations needed as design and engineering 
activities progress.  ARC is committed to working with transit operators and the ATL Authority 
to identify all feasible funding strategies for transit expansion projects currently in the 
development pipeline.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
A3. Recommendation #3:  Transit – The Federal Review team recommends that the MPO consider 

greater use of HOT lanes and toll revenues for express bus and BRT service (with a possible toll 
revenue credit program for soft match for transit).  

 
ARC Response 
 
According to GDOT and SRTA, all toll revenue generated from the express lane system is 
currently utilized for operating and maintaining the associated infrastructure.  ARC will continue 
to coordinate with those agencies on identifying regional priorities for the use of any excess 
revenue which may become available in the future.   

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
A4.  Recommendation #4:  Transit – The Federal Review team recommends the MPO ensure that 

arterial retro-fits and intersection designs allow “queue jumpers” and ITS improvements to extend 
“green time” for enhanced bus service.  

 
ARC Response 
 
The ARC TIP Project Evaluation Framework (copy provided in response to Item Y2 / Key Source 
Plans) defines a scoring system where transit projects submitted for TIP funding consideration 
receive points for elements which improve the reliability of either existing or new services.  
Transit signal priority and/or queue jumper technology are explicitly identified, with a percent 
of the reliability points dependent on their inclusion in the project scope.  As part of the 
MoreMARTA funding program, several corridors are in design and these will include elements of 
arterial retro-fits – including intersection designs to allow “queue jumpers” and ITS 
improvements.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
  

https://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/projsolicitation/2019/ProjectEvalDocumentation2018Final.pdf


3 | P a g e  
 

A5. Recommendation #5:  Transit – The Federal Review team recommends that the MPO continue to 
use FLEX and other funds to support transit, expand bus shelters, sidewalks/trails, ADA ramps and 
improve transit accessibility.  

 
ARC Response 
 
ARC continues to flex FHWA funding (CMAQ, STBG-Urban and TA) to FTA for eligible transit 
uses.  In FY 2018, over $30M was flexed for eligible transit uses in the Atlanta Region. ARC, in 
consultation with GDOT, has also allocated CMAQ funding to support the expansion of new 
transit services throughout the Atlanta region through the TIP solicitation process. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
A6.  Recommendation #6:  Title VI – The MPO’s nondiscrimination documents and complaint filing 

procedures are available both in the office and online, with a convenient link from all pages of its 
website.  This is a strong practice that can nonetheless be enhanced. The Federal Review Team 
recommends the MPO add a brief nondiscrimination statement to any document or flyer meant 
for the public. The statement need not be complicated or even quote specific laws, rather a simple 
notice that questions or concerns about discrimination may be referred to the MPO 
nondiscrimination coordinator.  

 
ARC Response 
 
ARC has added non-discrimination language to public notices and documents intended for the 
public.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
A7.  Recommendation #7:  Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) – The Federal Review Team 

recommends that the MPO ensure that all projects numbers on the Planit database and the MPO’s 
website are consistent with FMIS. This process will allow a smoother review and approval process 
from the federal partners.  

 
ARC Response 
 
ARC synchronizes project identification information with GDOT during every quarterly 
administrative modification, as well as during amendments and plan updates.  In addition to the 
ARC project number and the GDOT PI number for each project, the federal ID is listed where one 
has been assigned and provided to ARC by GDOT. It has been determined that with projects 
programmed in the Atlanta TIP in recent years, the federal ID is the same as the GDOT project 
identification number. ARC has been able to include the federal identification number in the 
Excel export of the RTP/TIP project list distributed to TCC members and by request from the 
general public. In the coming years, ARC will be upgrading the PlanIt database interface which 
will improve the search function to include the ability to search by federal ID and have it as a 
searchable item in the user interface.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 
 
  

https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transportation-coordinating-committee/
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Description of Planning Area 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
B1.  Please give a geographic description of your urbanized area and any unique characteristics or 

demographics that have changed since the last Federal TMA Certification Review.  (e.g. Census 
boundary changes, new population shifts, housing, and electronic file of the map of your area). 

 
Code References:  None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
No changes to planning boundaries have occurred since the previous TMA certification review in 
August 2015.   
 
The Atlanta region has continued to grow rapidly since 2015.  The Atlanta region has 
experienced population increases ranging from 70,000 to 90,000 annually over this period.  This 
rapid growth continues to place stresses on the transportation network, including roadway 
congestion during peak travel periods.  Fulton County has experienced the largest actual 
population change while Forsyth County has experienced the fastest percentage change.  
Additional information is available on ARC’s 33°n blog under a post focusing on Statewide and 
Local Population Estimates. 
  
During the past four years, the rapid outward expansion of the urbanized area has appeared to 
slow – but a definitive assessment of this urbanized area cannot be made until after the results 
of the 2020 Census is released in March 2022.  As growth has concentrated in the core of the 
region, housing prices (owner and rental) have increased substantially.  Since 2011, the rate of 
home price increase has been about 20 percentage points higher than has the rate of wage 
increase.  Additional information is available on ARC’s 33°n blog under a post on Housing 
Affordability.   Additional information on socioeconomic and demographic data is maintained by 
ARC via the Neighborhood Nexus website and the Open Data and Mapping Hub. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 
 
 
 
  

B 

https://33n.atlantaregional.com/
https://33n.atlantaregional.com/friday-factday/friday-factday-census-statewide-and-local-population-estimates-for-2018
https://33n.atlantaregional.com/friday-factday/friday-factday-census-statewide-and-local-population-estimates-for-2018
https://33n.atlantaregional.com/
https://33n.atlantaregional.com/regional-snapshot/2019-housing-affordability
https://33n.atlantaregional.com/regional-snapshot/2019-housing-affordability
https://neighborhoodnexus.org/
http://opendata.atlantaregional.com/
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MPO Boundaries 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
C1.  Where multiple Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) are sharing geographic portions of a 

TMA, are there agreements in place to address the responsibilities of each MPO for its share of 
the overall Metropolitan Planning Area (MPA)? If yes, please provide copies (see requested 
documents). 

 
Code References:   
Title 23 CFR Part 450.314(e)/(f)/(g)  
 
ARC Response 
 
Yes, planning agreements are in place with the two adjacent MPOs – Gainesville and 
Cartersville.  A small portion of the Atlanta urbanized area is within Bartow County.  
Transportation planning for that area is managed by the Cartersville Bartow Metropolitan 
Planning Organization (CBMPO) via a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) with ARC (copy 
provided in response to Item Y1 / Planning Agreements with Adjacent MPOs).  The Atlanta 
urbanized area also includes small areas in Hall County and Jackson County.  A similar MOA with 
the Gainesville Hall Metropolitan Planning Organization (GHMPO) assigns transportation 
planning responsibilities to that agency (copy provided in response to Item Y1 / Planning 
Agreements with Adjacent MPOs). ARC manages planning functions for the remaining 20 
counties in the TMA.  A map of these boundaries is provided in response to Item Y8 / MPO 
Boundary & Shapefile of this submittal.   
 
Copies of the MOAs are provided in response to Item Y1 / Planning Agreements with Adjacent 
MPOs. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
C2.  If an MPA has been adjusted to include Federal lands and/or Indian Tribal lands, are those “newly” 

affected appropriately involved in the metropolitan planning process? If yes, please describe how. 
 
Code References:   
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(c) 
 
ARC Response 
 
This issue is not applicable to the Atlanta MPO area. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 

C 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.314
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
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Organization / Structure 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
D1. Describe the organization / structure of the MPO? 

• Who are the members of the MPO? 

• Who is represented on the policy board? 

• Is the largest incorporated city represented? 

• What are the Area transit agencies? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(d)(2) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(d)(2) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.310(d) 
 
ARC Response 
 
The Atlanta MPO policymaking structure is described on pages 17-27 of the 2019 Unified 
Planning Work Program (copy provided in response to Item Y1 / ARC Processes ).  The 2019 
UPWP was adopted by ARC in December 2018 and subsequently approved by FHWA and FTA. A 
minor update to the UPWP was approved by ARC in February 2019.  
 
The Atlanta MPO area includes 13 full counties and seven partial counties, as shown on the map 
on Page 7 of the UPWP and the files provided in response to Item Y8.  The Transportation and 
Air Quality Committee is the MPO policy board.  Membership of this committee is defined in the 
ARC Bylaws (copy provided in response to Item Y1 / ARC Processes).  A current membership list 
with contact information is provided at the same location. 
 
The largest incorporated city in the MPO area is the City of Atlanta, with a census reported 2017 
population of 486,290.  The City of Atlanta is a voting member of the MPO policy committee – 
TAQC. 
 
The area’s fixed-route transit operators are MARTA (rail and bus service in the City of Atlanta, 
Fulton County, DeKalb County, Clayton County), Xpress (regional commuter bus service in 12 
counties) , Cherokee Area Transit System (local bus service within Cherokee County), CobbLinc 
(local bus service within Cobb County and express bus service to Atlanta), Gwinnett County 
Transit (local bus service within Gwinnett County and express bus service to Atlanta), Henry 
County Transit (local bus service within Henry County), and Connect Douglas (local bus service 
within Douglas County).  
 
 
 

D 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.310
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/comprehensive-planning/unified-planning-work-program-upwp/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/comprehensive-planning/unified-planning-work-program-upwp/
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transportation-air-quality-committee/
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transportation-air-quality-committee/
https://atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/arc-bylaws-2018.pdf
https://www.itsmarta.com/
https://www.xpressga.com/
https://www.cherokeega.com/transportation/
https://www.cobbcounty.org/transportation/cobblinc
https://www.cobbcounty.org/transportation/cobblinc
https://www.gwinnettcounty.com/web/gwinnett/departments/transportation/gwinnettcountytransit
https://www.gwinnettcounty.com/web/gwinnett/departments/transportation/gwinnettcountytransit
http://www.co.henry.ga.us/Departments/S-Z/Transit-Department
http://www.co.henry.ga.us/Departments/S-Z/Transit-Department
http://www.celebratedouglascounty.com/ConnectDouglas/
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In 2018, the State of Georgia defined a new transit governance entity named the Atlanta-region 
Transit Link (ATL) Authority.  Until the leadership and staff of this new agency are fully 
constituted in 2019, its interests are currently being represented in the regional planning 
process by GRTA.  ARC will work with the ATL Board on an ongoing basis to determine the most 
appropriate way for the agency to be represented on TAQC and other committees. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
D2. Describe the voting structure of the MPO Board and the MPO committees. (Please provide a copy 

of organization chart and a summary of staff responsibilities). 
 

Code References: None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
The Atlanta MPO policymaking structure is described on pages 17-27 of the 2019 Unified 
Planning Work Program (copy provided in response to Item Y1 / ARC Processes).   
 
Per page 12 of the ARC Bylaws:  “The vote of any member of the Board shall be equal to the 
vote of any other member in considering or acting upon any question, proposal or other matter 
before the Commission. No person shall be allowed to exercise a proxy vote.”  Also, per page 13 
of the bylaws for all ARC Standing, Policy and Ad Hoc committees:  “All members shall have 
equal vote. No member shall be entitled to exercise a proxy vote.“ A copy of ARC’s current 
bylaws is included in response to Item Y1 / ARC Processes. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
  

https://atltransit.ga.gov/
https://atltransit.ga.gov/
http://www.atlantaregional.org/upwp
http://www.atlantaregional.org/upwp
https://atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/arc-bylaws-2018.pdf


8 | P a g e  
 

 
 
 
 

Agreements and Contracts 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
E1. List all current agreements, the dates executed, and the dates that the agreements are scheduled 

to expire. If an agreement expiration date is approaching, please provide detail about the 
anticipated date/process for the update of the agreement. (See requested documents).  

 
Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(d)(1) 
Title 23 USC Section 134(f)(2)(A) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(d)(1) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(f)(2)(A) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.310(b) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.310(c)(1) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Formal agreements to support and coordinate the work of ARC and its transportation planning 
partners at the federal, state, regional and local levels are identified on pages 32-34 of the 2019 
Unified Planning Work Program (copy provided in response to Item Y1 / ARC Processes).  None 
of these agreements have expiration dates.  They are updated and new agreements are 
executed as necessary.   
 
With the creation of the ATL Authority in 2018, ARC recognized the need to undertake a 
comprehensive review of all agreements, starting with the Quad Party Agreement (ARC, GDOT, 
MARTA and GRTA) and then continuing with those between ARC and affected local 
governments and transit service providers.  ARC initiated discussions with other key agencies 
about the process and timeline for these updates in early 2019 and anticipates completion of 
the update to the Quad Party Agreement by late summer 2019.  Other agreements will then will 
updated as needed.  
 
Copies of all current agreements are provided in responses to Section Y > Item 1 of this 
response.  They are organized into five groups:  1) Adjacent MPOs, 2) Adjacent Regional 
Commissions, 3) MPO Limited Membership Counties, 4) Regional and State Agencies, and 5) 
Transit Agencies. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 
  

E 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.310
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.310
http://www.atlantaregional.org/upwp
http://www.atlantaregional.org/upwp
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
E2. Provide a current copy of the MPO’s staffing agreement and a brief description of the 

compensation process. (i.e. M/TPO Director resignation or termination terms, see requested 
documents). 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR 420.105-225 
 
ARC Response 
 
The Atlanta MPO is staffed as a function of the Atlanta Regional Commission, the state-
designated Metropolitan Area Planning & Development Commission.  Employees of ARC’s 
Transportation Access & Mobility Group (TAMG), housed within the Center for Livable 
Communities, are responsible for managing work activities associated with the MPO function.  
Organizational charts for the overall agency and TAMG are presented on pages 14-15 of the 
2019 UPWP (copy provided in response to Item Y1 / ARC Processes). 
 
Personnel policies are established by the ARC Talent Management Division.  A copy of the 
current Personnel Policy Manual is provided under Item Y8 of this response.  ARC has a formal 
position and classification study – detailing pay scales by classification – that is periodically 
updated. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

 
  

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/420.105
http://www.atlantaregional.org/upwp
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Regional Coordination 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
F1. Describe the process by which the MPO coordinates regionally with adjacent MPOs. Is this a 

formalized process? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(f) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(f) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.314(d) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.312(h) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC has a long and successful history of coordination with the two adjacent MPOs (Gainesville 
Hall MPO and Cartersville Bartow MPO) as all three MPOs have had, at times, areas designated 
as nonattainment for ozone and for particulate matter.    
 
Both Gainesville (Hall County) and Cartersville (Bartow County) are stand-alone MPOs, with an 
urbanized population above 50,000 but less than 200,000.  The Atlanta Urbanized Area extends 
into both these Counties.  As part of the planning process, ARC has ceded planning 
responsibilities for these areas of the Atlanta Urbanized Area to each respective MPO to allow 
each County to only be a member of only one MPO.  ARC and these Counties collaborate 
through monthly meetings to discuss matters of importance.   
 
Currently six counties in the ARC planning area, as well as Bartow County in the CBMPO area, 
are designated as nonattainment for ground level ozone.  Since the last certification in 2015, 
standards impacting Hall County have been revoked or else the standard is no longer subject to 
emissions analysis based on EPA guidance.   
 
ARC has historically performed the required technical evaluation under the Clean Air Act for 
amendments or updates of the Atlanta, Gainesville and Cartersville LRTPs and TIPs.  Planning 
responsibilities between ARC and GHMPO and between ARC and CBMPO are detailed in formal 
MOAs.  GHMPO and CBMPO routinely attend and participate in monthly Atlanta Regional 
Interagency Consultation Group meetings as well as the ARC’s Transportation Coordinating 
Committee, which meets twice a month. 
 
Copies of the current agreements with GHMPO and CBMPO are provided in response to Item Y1 
/ Planning Agreements with Adjacent MPOs.  Following completion of an update to the Quad 
Party Agreement, as described in Item E1 of this response, ARC intends to review the need for 
changes to these planning agreements to reflect the most current air quality conformity 
requirements (and other issues as necessary).  

F 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.314
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.312
http://ghmpo.org/
http://ghmpo.org/
http://www.bartowga.org/mpo
https://atlantaregional.org/tcc
https://atlantaregional.org/tcc
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Long-Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
G1. Provide documentation which demonstrates how each of the FAST Act factors are considered in 

the planning process (i.e., matrix). 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(h) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(h) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.306(a) 
 
ARC Response 
 
A cross reference of ARC work activities and the metropolitan planning factors is provided in 
Appendix 3A of the 2019 Unified Planning Work Program (copy provided in response to Item Y1 
/ ARC Processes). 
 
The current Regional Transportation Plan (copy provided in response to Item Y2)  was adopted 
in February 2016, with several amendments and administrative modifications conducted since 
that time.  A discussion of how the FAST Act planning factors are addressed in the plan is 
provided in the Introduction section on page 13. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
G2. How does the MPO consider local land use decisions in coordinating transportation and land use 

planning? Please detail any current and past efforts. 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(i)(4)(A) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(i)(4)(A) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(c) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(e) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(g) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC develops a regional growth vision in conjunction with the Regional Transportation Plan and 
the regional forecast that considers local land use decisions and objectives in developing 
regional transportation strategies.  Furthermore, ARC reviews and comments on large-scale 
local land use developments through the Developments of Regional Impact (DRI) process.  
Locally-led transportation plans developed under the Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP) 
Program also consider land use impacts.  These CTPs form a critical foundation in the 
development of the RTP, informing regional planners of community growth patterns and plans. 

G 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.306
http://www.atlantaregional.org/upwp
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
https://atlantaregional.org/community-development/comprehensive-planning/developments-of-regional-impact/
http://www.atlantaregional.org/ctp
http://www.atlantaregional.org/ctp
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Georgia’s twelve Regional Commissions are involved in a broad range of activities related to 
coordinated and comprehensive planning, land-use development, historic preservation, aging 
services, revolving loan funds, business retention and development, affordable housing, 
tourism, workforce development, coordinated transportation, geographic information systems, 
and disaster-mitigation planning.  ARC, with the responsibilities of a Regional Commission for 
the Atlanta Area, has since the 2000’s folded elements of transportation, land use, water 
quality, workforce development, aging and health resources, arts and culture and more into 
LRTP development.   
 
Local land use decisions are directly incorporated into future employment and population 
forecasts that drive transportation decisions.  ARC staff closely coordinates with local 
communities regarding these forecasts.  ARC also has a dedicated policy committee to help 
coordinate community growth planning – the Community Resources Committee.  Overall 
planning assumptions are also shared with the Interagency Consultation group for feedback and 
comment. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
G3. During the last update of the Transportation Plan, how were the planning assumptions validated? 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(e) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC conferred with transportation committees and the Interagency Consultation Group 
regarding planning assumptions – including population and employment forecasts.  The ARC 
uses state of the art tools for econometric forecasting using REMI combined with the PECAS land 
use forecasting model.  These form the basis of the planning assumptions development process.  
ARC also consults with the Financial Planning Team to discuss and validate funding assumptions 
during plan development. 
 
ARC is currently conducting a major update to The Atlanta Region’s Plan, which includes the 
RTP, for adoption in early 2020.  This comprehensive plan includes a vision for how the Atlanta 
region can develop policies and projects that ensure a world-class transportation system, high 
quality of life and competitive economy.  Planning assumptions will be validated through a 
continual process of coordination with technical committees (confirming project costs, scopes 
and schedules), a financial planning team (confirming revenue projections), and the Interagency 
Consultation process (confirming all key assumptions related to the air quality conformity 
determination). 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
http://www.atlantaregionsplan.org/
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
G4. What financial assumptions are being used in the development of the Transportation Plan? 

(Discussion should include anticipated bond revenue, future tax referendums, anticipated/current 
sales-tax referendums, as well as assumptions based on failed attempts to generate revenue). 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(i)(2)(E) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(i)(2)(C) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(f)(10)  
 
 
ARC Response 
 
In ARC’s ongoing transportation planning activities, only financial sources which are deemed 
“reasonably available” are assumed in the RTP.  This includes long-standing federal and state 
revenue streams.  If a local jurisdiction has an established history of being able to pass local 
sales taxes used for transportation purposes, it is assumed that this is a local source which is 
likely to remain available into the future.  This same assumption is used for Community 
Improvement District (CID) tax levies.  ARC does not assume the availability of any incremental 
revenue at the state level which is dependent on future legislation or passage of a voter 
referendum, although some discretion is used in the later years of the plan if a track record of 
passing similar or related funding initiatives has been demonstrated.  Potential policy 
implications of other legislation are only reflected in the plan following a successful vote.   
 
Financial planning assumptions are summarized in the Finances section of the RTP (copy 
provided in response to Item Y2) and detailed in Appendices E, F and G of the same document. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
G5. How are cost estimates developed?  Do they include operating and maintenance costs for transit 

and local facilities or operating costs for state highways? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(f)(6) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(f)(10) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Capital cost estimates are developed by a variety of methods, depending on the development 
status of the individual project.  These cost estimates are then inflated to year-of-expenditure 
dollars in the RTP.   
 
ARC and GDOT collaborated in the development of a cost estimating tool which is suitable for 
planning level purposes.  This tool is available for use by local jurisdictions.  More precise 
estimates are often developed by consultants or professional engineering staff during a local 
planning initiative, such as a CTP or LCI study, or during a concept/feasibility analysis.   
 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/The-Atlanta-Region-s-Plan/rtp/finances.pdf
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
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Operating and maintenance costs for the transportation system are accounted for in the fiscally 
constrained RTP.  These forecasts are based on extrapolation of historical costs. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
G6. When amending the Transportation Plan, how is fiscal constraint ensured and demonstrated? 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(i)(2(E) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(i)(2)(C) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(f)(10) 

 
ARC Response 
 
ARC coordinates closely with all project sponsors and funding agencies throughout plan updates 
and amendments to ensure that revenues will be sufficient to cover the planning, design, 
implementation and operation/maintenance of projects and programs.  During major updates, 
ARC brings key GDOT, transit agency and federal partners together to review and affirm revenue 
assumptions and projections.  Various agency staff meet periodically over a period of several 
months during each planning cycle.  These agencies are consulted on as-needed basis during 
amendments and administrative modification processes to clarify funding availability questions 
as they arise. Only financial sources that are deemed “reasonably available” are used in revenue 
projections. 
 
Financial planning assumptions are summarized in the Finances section of the RTP (copy 
provided in response to Item Y2) and detailed in Appendices E, F and G of the same document. 
 
Capital cost estimates for projects are developed using a variety of methods, depending on the 
status of the individual project.  ARC and GDOT collaborated in the development of a cost 
estimating tool which is suitable for planning level purposes.  This tool is available for use by 
local jurisdictions.  More precise estimates are often developed by consultants or professional 
engineering staff during a local planning initiative, such as a CTP or LCI study, or during a 
concept/feasibility analysis.   
 
Operating and maintenance costs for the transportation systems are accounted for in the 
fiscally constrained plan.  ARC coordinates closely with the GDOT Office of Planning and Office 
of Financial Management throughout TIP updates and amendments to ensure that federal and 
state funds are available to cover necessary roadway project cost changes.  Revenue estimates 
reflect reasonable assumptions as they are based on obligation limits.  Obligation Authority 
balances are received from GDOT for highway funding estimates.   
 
The Transit Operators Group is directly involved in aligning FTA resources with the program of 
projects of each agency.  Transit estimates rely on apportionment tables from FTA.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 
 
 
 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/The-Atlanta-Region-s-Plan/rtp/finances.pdf
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/transportation-planning/tip-project-solicitations/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/transportation-planning/tip-project-solicitations/
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transit-operators-subcommittee/
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
G7. What is the process for revising the MPO’s LRTP? 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.104 
 
ARC Response 
 
Although ARC is only required to update the LRTP at least once every 4 years, ARC updates, 
amends or completes administrative modifications to the LRTP and TIP more frequently.  
Changes are made for a variety of reasons, including the passage of new legislation at the 
federal and state levels, the outcomes of local funding referenda, and periodic reevaluation of 
project costs, schedules, scopes and funding sources.   
 
Quarterly administrative modifications occur on a regular cycle throughout the year, while 
amendments generally occur once or twice a year on an as needed basis.  Administrative 
modifications are routine changes which occur during the project development process, do not 
have significant implications on fiscal constraint, do not impact the air quality conformity 
analysis, and are unlikely to be controversial in nature.   
 
Amendments affect the plan’s conformity determination and require the opportunity for formal 
review and comment by the public, plus approval through the ARC committee structure.  
Amendments may or not require a new air quality technical analysis, but all require a 
demonstration of fiscal constraint.  Amendments generally occur about twice a year. 
 
Updates require extensive technical analyses and community engagement occurring over an 
extended period of time.  Updates are only required once every four years, but ARC may 
accelerate the schedule if dictated by needs. 
 
Additional details on the processes followed to undertake administrative modifications, 
amendments and updates can be found in the Regional Transportation Community Engagement 
Plan (copies of current and draft update versions provided in response to Item Y7). 
 
With each administrative modification, amendment or update cycle, all documents comprising 
the RTP are revised and posted on the ARC website.  The inside cover page of the main 
document provides a list of all actions taken and the ARC approval date, as shown below.  Each 
page of the plan is also date stamped accordingly. 

 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.104
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/reccomengplan-2014.pdf
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/reccomengplan-2014.pdf
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
G8. If the metropolitan planning area includes Federal public lands and/or Tribal lands, were the 

affected Federal agencies and Indian Tribes involved appropriately in the development of the 
plans and programs? 

 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(i)(2)(B)(ii) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(i)(2)(B)(ii) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(c) 
 
ARC Response 
 
The Atlanta MPO area does not include any national parks, tribal lands or Bureau of Land 
Management areas.  It does include a limited number of specific properties administered by the 
National Park Services, such as the Chattahoochee National Recreation Area and the Martin 
Luther King, Jr. National Historic Site.  When and if transportation projects are proposed in the 
immediate vicinity of these resources, staff of relevant agencies are identified as key 
stakeholders and engaged in the planning process by the appropriate project sponsor.   

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 
 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
G9. What is the role of the transit operator in the development of the LRTP, and how is it involved in 

the MPO’s overall planning and project development process? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(e)(F)(10)(ii) 
 
ARC Response 
 
The area’s fixed-route transit operators are MARTA (rail and bus service in the City of Atlanta, 
Fulton County, DeKalb County, Clayton County), Xpress (regional commuter bus service in 12 
counties) , Cherokee Area Transit System (local bus service within Cherokee County), CobbLinc 
(local bus service within Cobb County and express bus service to Atlanta), Gwinnett County 
Transit (local bus service within Gwinnett County and express bus service to Atlanta), Henry 
County Transit (local bus service within Henry County), and Connect Douglas (local bus service 
within Douglas County).  
 
All of these operators, plus other agencies eligible for federal transit funding within the Atlanta 
urbanized area, meet every month via a Transit Operators Group (formerly the Transit 
Operators Subcommittee).  This is a technical working group which reports to the 
Transportation Coordinating Committee.  MARTA, as the region’s former long-standing 
designated recipient for federal transit funding, is represented on TCC, the Transportation and 
Air Quality Committee and the Regional Transit Committee, which are ARC’s two policy level 
committees which address transit related issues. 
 
In 2018, the State of Georgia defined a new transit governance entity called the Atlanta-region 
Transit Link (ATL) Authority.  Until the leadership and staff of this new agency are fully 
constituted in 2019, its interests are currently being represented in the regional planning 
process by GRTA. ARC will work with the ATL Board on an ongoing basis to determine the most 
appropriate way for the agency to be represented on TOS, TCC and TAQC (and other committees 
as necessary). 
 
ARC periodically meets directly with individual transit agencies as-needed to resolve project 
issues relevant to the TIP/RTP. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
G10. How does the plan identify both long-and short-range strategies and actions that will lead to the 

development of a multimodal transportation system? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(b) 
 
ARC Response 
 
The RTP includes all projects which use federal funds and/or impact air quality conformity 
analysis, regardless of mode.  The plan includes roadway, transit, bicycle and pedestrian 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://www.itsmarta.com/
https://www.xpressga.com/
https://www.cherokeega.com/transportation/
https://www.cobbcounty.org/transportation/cobblinc
https://www.cobbcounty.org/transportation/cobblinc
https://www.gwinnettcounty.com/web/gwinnett/departments/transportation/gwinnettcountytransit
https://www.gwinnettcounty.com/web/gwinnett/departments/transportation/gwinnettcountytransit
http://www.co.henry.ga.us/Departments/S-Z/Transit-Department
http://www.co.henry.ga.us/Departments/S-Z/Transit-Department
http://www.celebratedouglascounty.com/ConnectDouglas/
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transit-operators-subcommittee/
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transportation-coordinating-committee/
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transportation-coordinating-committee/
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transportation-air-quality-committee/
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transportation-air-quality-committee/
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/regional-transit-committee/
https://atltransit.ga.gov/
https://atltransit.ga.gov/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
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projects, as well as programs focused on reducing travel demand, improving reliability and 
leveraging technology.   
 
ARC utilizes a needs-based planning process to develop recommended long and short-range 
strategies.  The foundation of the process relies on conducting system-level planning within the 
framework of planning procedures that reflect regional goals, objectives and policies.  Details on 
the process is described in the Process section of The Atlanta Region’s Plan RTP (copy provided 
in response to Item Y2). 
 
ARC proactively plans for multimodal needs through a variety of focused planning initiatives 
such as the Walk! Bike! Thrive! Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (copy provided in response 
to Item Y6), the Concept 3 Regional Transit Vision (copy provided in response to Item Y2 / Key 
Source Plans), and the Regional Freight Mobility Plan (copy provided response to Item Y5).  ARC 
also provides funding resources for communities to conduct multimodal planning through the 
Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP) program. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
G11. How are the pros and cons of the LRTP identified and evaluated relative to all socioeconomic 

groups during the modeling and planning of the LRTP?  
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
A key evaluation procedure is the use of the activity-based model used for the LRTP, which 
considers all socioeconomic groups. Socioeconomic data is assigned to every person and 
household in the region. In turn, that is used to understand how persons and households 
behave. This information is available to inform decisions that are ultimately made regarding 
project selection and policy development. 

The modeling results informs socioeconomic analyses such as personal vehicle ownership, trip 
counts, carless households, average travel time, and number of jobs with temporal constraints. 
Travel sheds from activity centers and job centers are created to understand the accessibility for 
the region as well as environmental justice communities within the region. 

When compared between build and no build scenarios, these measures provide an 
understanding of RTP projects and their impact on EJ communities through accessibility, 
mobility, and congestion lenses. Additionally, ARC evaluates investment amounts among 
communities to ensure that Environmental Justice (EJ) communities benefit from federal plans 
and programs. 

ARC will continue to leverage these resources and others to the greatest extent possible, with 
the goal of ensuring that all socioeconomic groups receive equitable benefits from 
transportation projects and programs around the region.  A discussion of how ARC analyzes 
economic opportunity in the plan development process can be found in the Performance 
section of The Atlanta Region’s Plan RTP (copy provided in response to Item Y2).   

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

http://documents.atlantaregional.com/The-Atlanta-Region-s-Plan/rtp/process.pdf
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
https://atlantaregional.org/plans-reports/bike-pedestrian-plan-walk-bike-thrive/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/transportation-planning/concept-3/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/freight/atlanta-regional-freight-mobility-plan/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/transportation-planning/ctp-program/
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/The-Atlanta-Region-s-Plan/rtp/performance.pdf
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
G12. Describe how the validity of the original assumptions used in the LRTP is reviewed for any updates 

to the LRTP.  
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(e) 
 
ARC Response 
 
All key planning assumptions are affirmed through the Interagency Consultation process before 
development of draft recommendations during each major plan update or amendment.  These 
include project scopes to determine which ones meet agreed-upon thresholds for incorporation 
into the regional travel demand model, revenue forecasts, milestones for demonstrating 
conformity to various air quality standards, and the technical inputs used in the modeling 
process to demonstrate conformity.  As appropriate, these assumptions are also reviewed with 
other technical committees, task forces or working groups prior to being vetted with IAC 
members. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
G13. Does the LRTP contain performance measures? If yes, please describe.  Is there a process to 

measure the effectiveness of the Transportation Plan?  
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.320(b) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Yes.  ARC’s PLAN 2040 RTP contains performance measures for a variety of critical objectives, 
including traditional transportation metrics related to mobility, accessibility and safety.  In 
addition, ARC reports measures important to assess how well the plan protects and improves 
communities and the environment.  These measures include the equity of project expenditures, 
as well as air quality and greenhouse gas emissions.  Additional information is available in the 
Performance section and Appendix I of The Atlanta Region’s Plan RTP (copy provided in 
response to Item Y2). 
 
ARC and its planning partners have also met all requirements for the federal Performance Based 
Planning Process defined in the FAST Act.  More information is provided in Section W of this 
response. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
G14. Does the metropolitan transportation planning process include the preparation of technical and 

other reports used to ensure documentation of the development, refinement, and update of the 
Transportation Plan?  Are these reports available for public review?  

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(e) 
 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.320
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/The-Atlanta-Region-s-Plan/rtp/performance.pdf
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
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ARC Response 
 
Yes.  The RTP is developed using a variety of “building block” plans conducted at the 
community, county, corridor, subarea or modal levels.  Prior to being considered for inclusion in 
the RTP using federal and state funds, any project must be specifically identified or consistent 
with a program contained in one or more of these plans.  Nearly all studies are conducted by 
ARC, state partners (including GDOT, SRTA and GRTA), counties, cities, transit operators, or 
community improvement districts.  All source plans used in development of the RTP must be 
based on a rigorous technical evaluation and extensive stakeholder engagement.  Per ARC’s 
standard operating procedures, each plan must also be adopted by one or more implementing 
agencies to be consider a valid source for project recommendations.  ARC also strongly 
encourages any projects which are funded completely from local and private sources to also be 
identified through a formalized planning process. 
 
Plans are generally made available through the sponsoring agency’s website, often from a page 
dedicated specifically to that planning initiative.  Plans sponsored by ARC can be found by 
querying “Plans & Reports” from the main landing page.  Many topical pages on ARC’s website 
provide direct external links to studies conducted by partner agencies. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
G15. Are there any comparisons of Transportation Plans with State conservation plans or maps and 

inventories of natural or historic resources? If so, please describe the process for the review of 
these plans.  

 
Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(i)(2)(A) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(i)(4)(B) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(g) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Yes.  As part of ARC’s role with the state designated responsibilities of a regional commission, it 
develops a Regional Resource Plan (copy provided in response to Item Y2 / Key Source Plans).  
This plan describes how activities and planning of local governments, land trusts and 
conservation or environmental protection groups and state agencies’ activities in the region will 
be coordinated and how identified Regionally Important Resources (RIRs), such as areas of 
conservation and recreational value, historic and cultural resources, and areas of agricultural 
and scenic value, will be managed.   

 
ARC conducts a preliminary screening of all proposed transportation projects that will be 
considered for adoption into the LRTP/TIP.  This process includes an automated geo-spatial 
analysis (GIS) that estimates total number of acres of encroachment on fourteen discreet 
environmental resource layers.  
 
ARC was recently awarded an FHWA Resilience Pilot grant to identify our transportation 
vulnerabilities related to extreme heat and flooding events. ARC will use this assessment and 
the associated tool to proactively implement mitigation strategies and ensure that the agency 

https://atlantaregional.org/browse/?browse=type&type=plans-reports
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://atlantaregional.org/community-development/sustainability/regional-resource-plan/
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continues to make sound future investments in the transportation network that protect and 
enhance both the natural and built environments. 

 
In addition, ARC periodically convenes an Environmental Coordination review team to help 
assess the impacts of proposed transportation projects on environmentally sensitive resources.   

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
G16. Are there any comparisons of Transportation Plans with State conservation plans or maps and 

inventories of natural or historic resources? If so, please describe the process for the review of 
these plans.  
 
Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(i)(2)(A) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(i)(4)(B) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(g) 
 
ARC Response 
 
This question is likely an accidental duplication of Question 15.  See response to Question 15. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
G17. How does the plan give emphasis to facilities serving important national and regional 

transportation functions?  
 

Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(i)(2)(A) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(i)(2)(A) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(f)(2) 
 
ARC Response 
 
The RTP defines a number of regionally significant networks in order to strategically focus 
resources where the greatest impact can be achieved.  These networks, which include the 
Regional Strategic Transportation System (RSTS), the Strategic Regional Thoroughfare Network 
(copy provided in response to Item Y3), the Regional Strategic Truck Route Network (copy of 
source plan provided in response to Item Y5) and the Concept 3 Regional Transit Vision (copy 
provided in response to Item Y2 / Key Source Plans) are described in the Process section of The 
Atlanta Region’s Plan RTP (copy provided in response to Item Y2).   
 
Roadway capacity projects submitted by local governments for federal funding consideration 
during a TIP solicitation process must be located on a regional or national priority network.  This 
is a fundamental policy filter used to determine basic eligibility prior to any technical evaluation 
being conducted of the project’s impacts.  This “Key Decision Point” policy filter is described in 
the ARC TIP Project Evaluation Framework (copy provided in response to Item Y2 / Key Source 
Plans).   

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/tp_SRTP_Identification_Classification_Report.pdf
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/tp_SRTP_Identification_Classification_Report.pdf
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/freight/atlanta-strategic-truck-route-master-plan-astromap/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/transportation-planning/concept-3/
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/The-Atlanta-Region-s-Plan/rtp/process.pdf
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
https://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/projsolicitation/2019/ProjectEvalDocumentation2018Final.pdf
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
G18. How does the LRTP incorporate environmental mitigation strategies from a system-wide 

perspective?  
 

Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(i)(2)(B) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(i)(2)(B) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(f)(7) 
 
ARC Response 
 
The regional planning process considers the need for environmental mitigation strategies from a 
system-wide perspective.  Specifically, the RTP considers the impacts of transportation on a 
variety of environmental factors.  Attention is placed on the system-wide impacts of the 
transportation plan on air quality.  The Atlanta Region’s Plan Policy Framework (copy provided 
in response to Item Y2 / Key Source Plans) defines goals, objectives and policies related to water 
supply, water quality, sustainability, greenspace, energy efficiency and other environmental 
concerns.  The collective set of projects and programs considered for inclusion in the RTP must 
be consistent with this policy direction. 
 
See also the response to Question G15 above.   

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

  

https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/The-Atlanta-Region-s-Plan/policy-framework.pdf
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Travel Demand Forecasting 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
H1. Who is responsible for travel forecasting at the MPO? (If another governmental agency provides 

required modeling expertise please detail whether or not there is a formal memorandum of 
agreement between the agencies to delineate technical responsibilities, lines of communication 
and nature of review). 

 
Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC conducts the travel forecasting for the MPO area and has a long and successful history of 
modeling coordination with the two adjacent MPOs (Gainesville Hall MPO and Cartersville 
Bartow MPO).  All three MPOs have had, at times, areas designated as nonattainment for ozone 
and for particulate matter.  Currently six counties in the ARC planning area, as well as Bartow 
County in the CBMPO area, are designated as nonattainment for ground level ozone.  Since the 
last certification in 2015, standards impacting Hall County have been revoked or else the 
standard is no longer subject to emissions analysis based on EPA guidance.   
 
ARC has historically performed the required technical evaluation under the Clean Air Act for 
amendments or updates of the Atlanta, Gainesville and Cartersville LRTPs and TIPs.  Planning 
responsibilities between ARC and GHMPO and between ARC and CBMPO are detailed in formal 
MOAs.  GHMPO and CBMPO routinely attend and participate in monthly Atlanta Regional 
Interagency Consultation Group meetings as well as the ARC’s Transportation Coordinating 
Committee, which meets twice a month. 
 
Supporting the organization’s modeling tasks, consultant contracts are used to provide certain 
technical activities related to development, calibration and reporting functionalities of ARC’s 
Activity Based Model. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
H2. Describe the travel demand forecast model used by the MPO in the transportation planning 

process.   
• What is the base year of the data used to develop the model? 
• How many Travel Analysis Zones (TAZs) does the model have? 
• How many links are in the model? 

 
Code References:  
23 CFR Part 450.322(b)(e)(f)(1) 

 

H 

http://ghmpo.org/
http://www.bartowga.org/mpo
http://www.bartowga.org/mpo
https://atlantaregional.org/tcc
https://atlantaregional.org/tcc
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
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ARC Response 
 
ARC’s Activity Based Model (ABM) is based on the Coordinated Travel Regional Activity-Based 
Modeling Platform (CT-RAMP) which addresses both household-level and person-level travel 
choices including intra-household interactions between household members.   
 
The ABM reflects and responds to detailed demographic information, including household 
structure, aging, income changes, and other key attributes. The ABM is part of a fully integrated 
transport land use model involving the Production Exchange Consumption Allocation System 
(PECAS) model which is used to create small area forecasts from the regional control forecasts 
produced by the REMI model.  ARC’s ABM was calibrated and validated using the 2011 Regional 
Household Travel Survey and the 2009-2010 Regional On-Board Transit Survey.  Sponsored by 
FHWA’s Travel Model Improvement Program (TMIP) and conducted on the 28th and 29th of 
September 2017, the panel of the Atlanta Regional Commission Peer Review determined that 
the ARC’s ABM was a state of the art model. 
 
The model currently uses 2015 as the base year network, which includes 5,981 total TAZs 
(including external stations) and 74,486 links.  A specifications report, calibration report, users 
guide, data dictionary, and other technical documentation can be found on ARC’s modeling 
website. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
H3. Who is operating the model? (MPO, consultant, etc.)  If a consultant, who on staff is reviewing the 

work of the consultant? 
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC staff operates the model.  Consultants are used regularly to provide certain technical 
activities related to development, calibration and reporting functionalities.  All work is directly 
coordinated by and led by Guy Rousseau (grousseau@atlantaregional.org; 470.378.1565) and 
his staff in the modeling section of ARC’s Transportation Access and Mobility Group. 
 
In addition, ARC modeling staff remains fully engaged in USDOT / FHWA’s Travel Model 
Improvement Program,  more specifically its model peer review program.  For instance, in 
October 2017, ARC hosted a peer review of its regional travel demand model.  The peer review 
provided ARC an opportunity to invite an expert peer review panel to review data, methods, 
tools and planning models to ensure that the technical processes and applications meet the 
ARC's analysis needs.   
 
The peer review was intended to help guide the modeling activities of ARC and to aid ARC in 
prioritizing model improvements. The primary objective of the ARC peer review was for ARC to 
receive guidance on their travel modeling activities. Specifically, ARC wanted to confirm their 
activity-based model (ABM) was consistent with state-of-practice in regional travel modeling 
and was capable of supporting the analysis related to relevant policy questions in transportation 
planning.   

https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/modeling/modeling/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/modeling/modeling/
mailto:grousseau@atlantaregional.org
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The overall findings confirmed ARC’s activity-based model is “state of the art” with specific 
recommendations to enhance the model so that it can remain  “one of the top MPO models in 
the country”, see the FHWA Peer Review Report.  

____________________________________________________________________________________ 
  

https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/planning/tmip/resources/peer_review_program/atl/
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Environment 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
I1. Does the LRTP provide specific project-level information from the planning process, such as clear 

project descriptions, purpose and need statements for each project, anticipated project 
milestones for each phase, and funding source information? 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(f)(6) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Yes.  Each project in The Atlanta Region’s Plan RTP (copy provided in response to Item Y2) has a 
fact sheet which contains project descriptions, project details and scheduling milestones.  These 
fact sheets are updated in conjunction with each RTP/TIP administrative modification, 
amendment and update process and are publicly available from an interactive mapping website. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
I2. To what extent does the MPO participate in defining a project’s Purpose and Need that is used to 

determine the range of reasonable alternatives to be considered in the environmental process? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.212(a)(1) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450 App. A(8)(11) 
 
ARC Response 
 
GDOT and ARC closely collaborate during the “Purpose and Need” process.  ARC identifies the 
purpose and need for a variety of projects through focused planning initiatives such as the 
Walk! Bike! Thrive! Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (copy provided in response to Item Y6), 
the Concept 3 Regional Transit Vision (copy provided in response to Item Y2 / Key Source Plans), 
and the Regional Freight Mobility Plan (copy provided response to Section Y > Item 5).  ARC also 
provides funding resources for local communities to conduct multimodal planning through the 
Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP) program and to undertake scoping studies for 
previously identified high priority projects.  ARC participates as a stakeholder and/or technical 
resource on a range of modal-focused or geographically-defined transportation planning studies 
led by local, regional and state planning partners.  All of these studies assess current conditions, 
project future needs, and consider a range of options to address identified deficiencies.  In 
particular, ARC will be a key partner in GDOT’s evaluation of the I-85 corridor in Gwinnett 
County, which is being conducted using a Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) approach 
to streamline the implementation of solutions to identified needs. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

I 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
https://garc.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=025ca60f2ee54b779dc77209e51f3f25/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.212
https://atlantaregional.org/plans-reports/bike-pedestrian-plan-walk-bike-thrive/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/transportation-planning/concept-3/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/freight/atlanta-regional-freight-mobility-plan/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/transportation-planning/ctp-program/
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
I3. How does the existing consultation process address environmental mitigation activities? (Include 

consultation by State, Tribal, and local agencies responsible for land-use management, natural 
resources, environmental protection, conservation, and historic preservation). 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(g) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(g) 
Title 23 USC Section 134(i)(2)(B)(ii) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(i)(2)(B)(ii) 
Title 23 USC Section 134(i)(4) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(i)(4) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(c) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.318(a) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(f)(7) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(g) 
 
ARC Response 
 
See response to Question G15.   

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
I4. Discuss how the MPO consults with the state and local agencies during the transportation 

planning process. 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(g)(1)(2) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC has an extensive consultation and engagement process with state and local agencies during 
the transportation planning process.   
 
The heads of signatory agencies to the Quad Party Agreement (copy provided in response to 
Item Y1 / Planning Agreements with State and Regional Agencies) meet to share major policy 
directions and initiatives that may impact the work programs of all the agencies.  ARC and GDOT 
technical staff have monthly meetings to coordinate on transportation-related items that relate 
to the planning process, including those associated with project and systems development.   
 
ARC assigns staff to local communities to directly coordinate on transportation-related items, 
including providing funding for the development of Comprehensive Transportation Plans that 
are used as input into the planning process.  This overall framework is supplemented by twice-a-
month Transportation Coordinating Committee meetings where the views of local and state 
staff are heard.  This process is also supplemented by one-on-one local jurisdictional meetings 
during key phases of plan and TIP development. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.318
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/transportation-planning/ctp-program/
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transportation-coordinating-committee/
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Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
J1. How does the MPO ensure that the TIP includes all proposed federally and non-Federally funded 

regionally significant transportation projects, including intermodal facilities? 
 
Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(j)(3)(B) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(j)(3)(B) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.324(d) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC assertively manages this process through the wide dissemination of project listings and 
consultation with stakeholders at the state and local level.   
 
This process is a critical early step in plan development.  In order to receive federal 
transportation funding, a project must be included in the region’s LRTP and TIP.  Also, as certain 
counties within the MPO planning area are in nonattainment for federal air quality standards, 
regionally significant projects, whether funded with local, state or federal funds, must be 
included in the technical evaluation for air quality conformity.  ARC works with planning 
partners to assure that regionally significant projects are disclosed to the MPO for inclusion in 
this evaluation.   
 
This exchange of information occurs through a variety of means, including regular monthly 
coordination meetings with GDOT staff, monthly gatherings of executive directors and chairs of 
all key transportation partner agencies, committee meetings, and ad hoc meetings with local 
governments and transit operators to address specific project issues as they arise. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
J2. Describe the TIP project prioritization and selection process. 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR 450.324(l)(1) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Potential TIP projects undergo a thorough technical evaluation using criteria that support 
regional planning goals.  This technical evaluation process was also enhanced using funding 
resources provided by a SHRP2 grant.  This process follows national best practices as defined in 
FHWA’s PlanWorks program.   
 

J 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.324
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.324
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Ultimately, ARC staff-level recommendations are provided to the public and policymakers for 
comment and feedback.  Final technical and policy-level approvals are made through the MPO 
committee planning process.  In the Atlanta region, the Georgia Regional Transportation 
Authority (GRTA) has been delegated the authority to approve the TIP by the Governor.    
 
ARC has a TIP project solicitations webpage which contains a variety of resources for applicants 
to use in developing proposals.  A comprehensive TIP Project Evaluation Framework (copy 
provided in response to Item Y2 / Key Source Plans) outlines ARC’s performance-based decision 
making process for allocation of federal funds to transportation projects.  The foundation of this 
process was developed over a two-year period that included extensive stakeholder engagement 
with local, state and federal partners. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
J3. How are bicycle, pedestrian, and transit needs addressed in the prioritization process? 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR 450.324(c) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC conducts system-level planning for all these modes, identifying desired outcomes and goals 
to address regional needs.  Based on these goals, evaluation criteria have been established to 
inform the selection of projects.  The basis of the prioritization process utilizes a system 
planning approach with project-level decisions made during TIP solicitations. 
 
Bicycle, pedestrian and transit projects are evaluated as outlined in the TIP Project Evaluation 
Framework (copy provided in response to Item Y2 / Key Source Plans).  ARC also funds and 
manages a wide variety of multimodal planning initiatives to identify projects and programs, as 
summarized in the graphic on page 52 of the Process section of The Atlanta Region’s Plan RTP 
(copy provided in response to Item Y2). 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
J4. How do the MPO, the State, and the public transportation operator collaborate on the 

development of the TIP? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR 450.324(a) 
 
ARC Response 
 
All regional transit operators and applicable state agencies are represented on the committees 
in the regional transportation planning process as described in the responses to Items D1, D2, E1 
and G9.   ARC has several committees that are the foundation for including the State and public 
transit operators in TIP Development. 
 
A Transit Operators Subcommittee provides feedback on planning process items, including 
project selection.  The Transit Operators Subcommittee is a subcommittee of the Transportation 
Coordinating Committee (TCC).  This group includes regional transit operators – and state 

https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/transportation-planning/tip-project-solicitations/
https://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/projsolicitation/2019/ProjectEvalDocumentation2018Final.pdf
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.324
https://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/projsolicitation/2019/ProjectEvalDocumentation2018Final.pdf
https://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/projsolicitation/2019/ProjectEvalDocumentation2018Final.pdf
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/The-Atlanta-Region-s-Plan/rtp/process.pdf
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.324
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representatives - and ensures that a forum exists for regional TIP collaboration.  Additional 
opportunities are also afforded via the formal ARC committee decision-making process, such as 
TCC and TAQC. 
 
The MPO and GDOT collaborate extensively in TIP development.  The foundation of this process 
is based on regularly scheduled monthly project collaboration meetings.  These meetings 
emphasize the discussion of TIP projects and is the primary problem-solving forum to address 
implementation challenges.  ARC and GDOT collaborate on development of funding forecasts 
and cost estimates for TIP projects and regularly reassess costs.  Extensive informal 
collaboration also occurs between monthly meetings via individual communication – 
emphasizing the need to provide customer service to stakeholders.  
 
During periodic TIP solicitation processes, the MPO includes GDOT in the process design and 
developing TIP update procedures.  GDOT comments on ARC staff-level recommendations 
before these are provided to the public and MPO policy stakeholders.  GDOT also extensively 
participates in providing feedback on draft recommendations for CMAQ, TAP, and STBG 
recommendations.  A joint area of emphasis in recent years is the assessment of potential 
project deliverability – supporting the goal to improve deliverability rates.   

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
J5. How is fiscal constraint demonstrated for the TIP? 

• What are the methods and sources of cost estimates? 
• Do revenue estimates reflect reasonable assumptions? 
• Do the State and transit operators provide the MPO with estimates of Federal and State 

funds available for the metropolitan area? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(j)(1)(c) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(j)(1)(c) 
Title 23 USC Section 134(j)(2)(B) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(j)(2)(B) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.324(i) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Ensuring fiscal constraint for the TIP is undertaken in the same manner as that for the overall 
RTP, as previously described under Item G6.   
 
Within the TIP period, ARC and GDOT utilize cost estimate tools to help inform the development 
of planning-level cost estimates.  The foundation of these tools is the use of unit costs (per mile) 
to determine project cost estimates.  These costs are then refined in follow-up engineering 
studies and these updated costs are then reflected in the RTP and TIP.  
 
Revenue estimates are conservatively developed in the TIP, with GDOT and ARC limiting annual 
funding levels to existing and expected obligation authority levels.  During annual TIP updates, 
GDOT reconfirms expected funding levels with MPO staff.  As part of this process, GDOT 
provides estimates for all funding categories based on state-wide funding levels and the cost of 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.324
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projects.  The ARC TIP is then seamlessly integrated into the overall STIP for adoption by the 
GDOT Board. 
 
ARC also closely coordinates with transit operators on funding estimates.  MARTA shares 
forecasts for sales tax revenues periodically and these are used in the TIP development process. 
ARC also closely monitors – and supports – local transit operators as they consider funding 
enhancement programs such as local sales tax referendums.  This support has included 
assistance in developing local revenue forecasts, including those from special purpose option 
sales taxes. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
J6. What is the process for modifying / amending the Transportation Improvement Plan (please 

provide detail about the steps taken for both)? 
• How are changes documented?  
• How the public is made aware of the changes to the plan? 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.326(a) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(l) 
 
ARC Response 
 
The process for conducting administrative modifications and amendments follows the same 
basic guidelines as detailed in the response for item G7, as the TIP is the short-range component 
of the RTP.  Following is more detailed information on the administrative procedures that are 
followed when making routine changes to TIP projects that occur between major updates to the 
plan. 
 
As defined in Appendix E of the Regional Community Engagement Plan (CEP), administrative 
modifications are conducted on a regular and predictable basis.  ARC typically processes 
administrative modifications on a quarterly basis during the months of March, June, September, 
and December, but the schedule is periodically modified to align with concurrent amendment 
processes or other extenuating circumstances.   
 
In conjunction with each modification schedule, ARC prepares an announcement detailing the 
schedule, acceptable changes, and the process for submitting requests.  The announcement is 
publicly released via email to the TCC distribution list and posted to the TIP website.  The need 
for any quarterly modification process may be negated by a broader amendment or update to 
the plan.  
 
ARC’s goal is to conduct a non-conformity amendment in conjunction with the 3rd quarter 
administrative modifications each year and a conformity amendment at the same time every 
other year.  However, amendments frequently occur on an irregular schedule in response to 
time sensitive issues such as new federal and state legislation or rulemaking, project delivery 
timelines, and air quality conformity demonstration deadlines.  For each amendment, ARC 
prepares an announcement detailing the schedule, acceptable changes and the process for 
submitting requests and distributes this schedule to planning partners and stakeholders.   
 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.326
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/reccomengplan-2014.pdf
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transportation-coordinating-committee/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/transportation-planning/transportation-improvement-program/
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As described in the CEP, the public is made aware of the changes through formal notification in 
the Fulton County Daily Report and additional notification through ARC website, 
announcements at committee meetings, ARC’s transportation newsletters and other media as 
appropriate.  Public review periods for amendments range from a minimum of 10 calendar days 
to 30 calendar days, depending on the nature of the amendment and its impact.   
 
All amendments requiring a technical evaluation for conformity have a 30-day comment period 
and are closely coordinated with adjacent MPOs.  A public hearing or other meetings are 
conducted as necessary depending on the nature of the amendment and its impact.  All 
comments received on the amendment are addressed and reported to the public as well as 
approving transportation committees.  Presentations to outline the proposed charges are made 
to the Transportation Coordinating Committee and the Transportation & Air Quality Committee; 
the amendment is presented to TCC, TAQC and the Board for approval. 
 
Following approval of the Atlanta TIP by GRTA, acting on behalf of the Governor, and submittal  
of any required concurrence statements by the adjacent MPOs, a new conformity determination 
for the plan is requested from USDOT (in consultation with USEPA).   
 
All TIP/RTP documentation is revised and updated on The Atlanta Region’s Plan website in 
conjunction with each administrative modification and amendment. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
J7. How is the disposition of comments and changes in the TIP documented, analyzed, and reported 

when significant oral and written comments are submitted? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR 450.316(a)(2) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC receives comments on transportation projects and policies through emails, phone calls, 
surveys, social media, public meetings, task force meetings, workshops and formal public 
review.   
 
All comments received on TIP projects are addressed with the project sponsor and other 
interested parties before a written response is prepared.  The comments and responses are 
reported to the approving transportation committees and notification of such action is provided 
to the commenter.  ARC places significant emphasis in managing and responding to public 
comments to TIP projects.   
 
Beyond the written responses provided to the public, ARC emphasizes transmitting comments 
to decision-makers before decisions are made at ARC committees.  ARC staff shares written 
responses to questions and verbally shares these public comments at MPO meetings.   
 
Appendix K of The Atlanta Region’s Plan RTP (copy provided in response to Item Y2) is an 
example of the process ARC follows to include all comments and responses received during the 
most recent major update and all subsequent amendments. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transportation-coordinating-committee/
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transportation-air-quality-committee/
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
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Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
K1. How are Federal Funds and expenditures monitored in your organization? 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 420.113 
Title 23 CFR Part 420.117 
Title 23 CFR Part 420.119 
 
ARC Response 
 
As outlined in Appendix 3 of the approved 2019 UPWP (copy provided in response to Item Y1 / 
ARC Processes), ARC’s primary revenue streams for transportation planning are FHWA PL funds 
received by GDOT contract, FTA Section 5303 funds received by GDOT contract, and, for 
matching funds, ARC membership dues.  ARC works closely with the GDOT Office of Planning to 
determine the amount of funding that will be available each year, including the development of 
cost estimates that support this work in the adopted UPWP.   
 
ARC reports PL expenditures and activities to GDOT each month, and Section 5303 expenditures 
and activities to GDOT each quarter.  In support of this process, managerial oversight occurs 
through budgetary monitoring of line item costs against established budgets.  Expenditures are 
closely tracked monthly during the calendar year.  Monitoring also occurs via the agency’s 
Finance functions to ensure that federal procedures are followed for items such as 
procurement.  To support sound financial management, ARC conducts an annual audit to ensure 
that proper federal expenditure procedures have been followed.  ARC shares this audit with 
GDOT on an annual basis to help support GDOT’s oversight and monitoring functions.   

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
K2. How are the State, public transit agencies and MPO subcommittees involved in UPWP 

development? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.308(c) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.308(f) 
 
ARC Response 
 
The annual UPWP is developed through the regional transportation planning process beginning 
in August of each year.  Planning partners review and comment on proposed ARC work and the 
staff provides presentations and discussion to TCC and TAQC in September and October on 
proposed work activities for the following year. Based on these comments, work program 

K 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/420.113
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/420.117
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/420.119
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/comprehensive-planning/unified-planning-work-program-upwp/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.308
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.308
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transportation-coordinating-committee/
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transportation-air-quality-committee/
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adjustments are made to the draft.  The document is provided to committees and the public for 
review in October, and adopted by ARC in November/December, then forwarded to FHWA and 
FTA for approval. 
 
A critical step in this process is the coordination of the planning process with the State and 
transit operators.  The MPO’s TAQC subcommittee initially provides feedback on desired 
planning directions and initiatives for the coming year.  Direct coordination then occurs with 
transit operators to receive direct feedback on priority planning activities expected in the next 
year.  GDOT also coordinates closely with ARC in the UPWP development, ensuring that the 
document includes planning studies that the State may conduct that include the use of federal 
planning funds.  This overall UPWP process involves several feedback loops for policymakers to 
guide the MPO work program – with ARC staff responding to this direction in the final UPWP. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
K3. Specifically, how does the MPO collaborate with the transit operator in the development of the 

funding aspect of the UPWP? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.308(c) 
Title 23 CFR Part 420.111 
 
ARC Response 
 
All regional transit operators and applicable state agencies are represented on the committees 
in the regional transportation planning process as described in the responses to Items D1, D2, E1 
and G9.  Transit operators participate extensively in the development of the UPWP. This 
includes submitting information on all federally funded planning initiatives, as well as any which 
may be funded through other sources, to be included in the UPWP. 
 
During UPWP development, ARC closely coordinates with transit operators on identifying local 
matches for special projects.  For example, the on-going transit on-board survey required ARC to 
coordinate with MARTA on the project – including the provision of the locally required match.  
This level of coordination typically occurs approximately 4 months before the anticipated 
adoption of the UPWP.  All transit operators are directly represented on the MPO technical or 
policymaking bodies that make recommendations on the UPWP, helping to ensure that they are 
closely involved with the funding aspect of the UPWP. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 
  

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.308
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/420.111
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Public Involvement 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
L1. How is the effectiveness of the public involvement process evaluated? 

• Is it a formalized process? 

• How often is the process evaluated? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(a)(1)(x) 
Title 23 CFR Part 420.117 
Title 23 CFR Part 420.119 
 
ARC Response 
 
The public involvement process is formally adopted and is periodically evaluated.  As outlined in 
the Regional Community Engagement Plan (copy provided in response to Item Y7), ARC utilizes a 
variety of evaluation methods to gauge the level of success and ensure compliance with state 
and federal agency regulations.   
 
General community engagement activities such as outreach events, the website, and developed 
resources are evaluated on an annual basis.  In contrast, due to their dynamic nature, modal 
plans, county comprehensive plans, targeted population plans, and regional plan updates are 
evaluated at their completion and aim to meet the goals set by their specific community 
engagement plans.   
 
ARC identifies applicable performance measures and utilizes evaluation methods such as 
surveys, small group discussions, and debriefings for evaluation.  Details on the engagement 
techniques utilized during the most recent plan update, and the effectiveness of each, can be 
found in Appendix K of The Atlanta Region’s Plan RTP. Additionally, evaluations of the 
community engagement process are conducted after each major plan update and a report of the 
results is also included on ARC’s website. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
L2. What are the MPO’s major regional projects? 

 
Code References:  
None provided 
 
 
 
 
 

L 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/420.117
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/420.119
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/reccomengplan-2014.pdf
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
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ARC Response 
 
The foundation for identifying the MPO’s major regional projects fall within two primary areas: 
1) the State’s Major Mobility Investment Program (MMIP) and 2) the regional transit expansion 
program.   
 
The MMIP forms the foundation of the State’s strategy to address congestion relief and improve 
mobility in Metro Atlanta.  Specific examples of these projects include 1) managed lanes (I-285, 
I-85, SR 400, etc.) and 2) bottleneck relief projects via interchange reconstructions (I-20/I-285, 
SR 400/I-285, etc.).  The construction of collector-distributor lanes (I-285, SR 400, etc.) is also a 
critical congestion-relief and safety strategy for both the managed lanes and interchange 
reconstruction projects.   
 
Major regional transit expansion projects are also a foundation of the regional plan.  Examples 
of these projects include the MoreMARTA program (Clifton Corridor, Atlanta Beltline, etc.) and 
recently adopted transit expansion strategies from other communities (Gwinnett I-85 BRT, SR 
400 BRT, Clayton County Commuter Rail, etc.).  This transit expansion program complements the 
MMIP by providing alternatives to automobile travel while also utilizing the managed lanes 
network created by the MMIP projects. 
 
ARC highlights major transportation projects and investment programs in the Solutions section 
of The Atlanta Region’s Plan RTP, with comprehensive lists of all projects and programs 
provided in Appendix A.  Projects are discussed within the context of the various users of the 
transportation system, such as drivers, transit riders, bicyclists, pedestrians, and members of 
the goods movement industry, rather than strictly by traditional modes. For capital investments, 
particular emphasis is placed on highlighting interchange bottleneck relief projects, express 
lanes, arterial and freeway widenings, and fixed guideway transit expansions.  These 
investments account for about 31% of the RTP’s total cost.  The document also highlights ITS, 
safety programs, transit operations and maintenance, transportation demand management, and 
aspirational bicycling and walking networks.  The remaining 69% of financial resources are 
dedicated to these system modernization and demand management strategies. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
L3. What is the public involvement process used by the transit providers(s)? Is there coordination of 

public involvement between the MPO and the transit provider? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(a) 
 
ARC Response 
 
The ARC TIP public involvement process is used to meet the public participation requirements of 
Section 9 of the Federal Transit Act (49 USC Section 5307) for ARC, CATS (Cherokee), CCT (Cobb), 
Douglas County Rideshare, GCT (Gwinnett), Henry County Transit, MARTA, Spalding County, and 
Xpress.  These Federal Transit Administration (FTA) requirements pertain to public involvement 
in the development of the Program of Transit Projects (POP) proposed for funding under the FTA 
Section Urbanized Area Formula Program, Section 5307.   
 

http://documents.atlantaregional.com/The-Atlanta-Region-s-Plan/rtp/solutions.pdf
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
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ARC also closely coordinates with transit providers during special studies and RTP development.  
During major milestone meetings during RTP development, transit operators attend to help 
explain major transit initiatives. ARC is coordinating closely with the ATL Transit Authority as 
updated public involvement procedures are developed.  
 
Transit operators also conduct extensive community engagement efforts for special studies they 
may individually conduct.  ARC frequently consults with transit operators during special studies, 
including sharing public engagement opportunities via ARC communication forums such as 
newsletters and notifications at MPO meetings.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
L4. How does the public involvement process demonstrate explicit considerations and responsiveness 

to public input received during the planning and program development process and how does it 
alter the decision making of the MPO? 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(a)(1)(vi) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC’s community engagement process is designed to provide ample opportunity for individuals 
to comment on – and influence - planning and program development activities.  Public 
comments – and staff level response – are clearly communicated to policymakers for their 
consideration as they make their ultimate planning decisions.  ARC also specifically provides 
opportunities for individuals and groups to directly make public comments – at both the 
technical and policymaker level – during MPO meetings.   
 
Comments received during ongoing community engagement activities, as well as during the 
formal review periods, are regularly captured in report format and made available to policy 
makers, interested parties and the public.  As necessary to ensure accurate and complete 
information is provided, comments are forwarded to planning partners to assist in developing 
the MPO responses.  All comments are summarized and appropriate action is taken to revise 
policy strategies and project decisions in a continual review process throughout the plan 
development.     
 
Comments received during the official public review period of plan updates and amendments 
are consolidated into a report and provided to the decision-making committees.  Notification of 
the availability of the comment report is also provided to the public, particularly those who 
submitted comments.  The report provides the verbatim comments organized by issue, project, 
jurisdiction or other methods as appropriate.  Responses to each comment are also included in 
the report to indicate what action was taken in regard to the comment.  Appendix K of The 
Atlanta Region’s Plan RTP includes all comments and responses received during the most recent 
major update (adopted February 2016) and all subsequent amendments. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 
 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
L5. How does the public involvement process address the principles of the Title VI of the Civil Rights 

Act of 1964, Title VI assurance executed by each state and the traditional underserved, including 
low income and income and minority households? 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(a)(1) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC works to ensure that policies and activities do not disproportionately impact members of 
the community who, through federal guidance, have been identified as protected classes. Those 
protected classes include youth, older adult, female, racial minority, ethnic minority, foreign 
born, limited English proficiency, people with disabilities, and low-income. 
 
Specific policies and activities that are considered include air pollution, noise, safety issues, 
hazardous materials, limited access to jobs, services and other opportunities, deflated property 
values, business and/or home displacement, and disproportionate transportation burdens. 
 
ARC provides meaningful opportunities for community engagement and access to these 
population groups during the planning and development of programs, policies and activities. 
This is achieved through a variety of activities, both formal and informal. All planning work, 
whether the components of the plans themselves or the engagement processes employed 
during development, includes provisions for the following:  
 

• Avoiding, minimizing or mitigating disproportionately adverse health and environmental 
effects caused by ARC programs, policies or activities in regard to minority and low-
income populations. 

• Ensuring the full and fair participation of all potentially affected communities in the 
decision-making processes.  

• Preventing the denial of, reduction in or significant delay in the receipt of benefits by 
minority and low-income populations.  

• Ensuring that information and locations of ARC-sponsored meetings meet ADA 
accessibility requirements. 

 
ARC maintains an adopted Policy for Citizen Input (copy provided in response to Item Y7) for all 
ARC Board and Committee Meetings.  Time is designated at the beginning of each committee 
meeting for public comment based on sign-up prior to the meeting.   
 
ARC also has an adopted Regional Community Engagement Plan (copy provided in response to 
Item Y7) that details the public involvement specific to ARC’s function as a Metropolitan 
Planning Organization.  This document supplies the vision and goals for community engagement 
in alignment with the ARC Strategic Plan, and provides guidelines for early, ongoing and 
equitable opportunities for involvement by all interested parties in the regional transportation 
planning process. 
 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/arc-citizeninput-policy-2014.pdf
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/reccomengplan-2014.pdf
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These elements address requirements for fair and equitable access to ARC’s planning processes 
and reinforce the principles of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964.  ARC maintains a Limited 
English Proficiency Plan (copy provided in response to Item Y8) to address language barriers and 
encourage public participation.   
 
ARC hosts bimonthly meetings of the Transportation Equity Advisory Group. This group, 
comprised of equity advocates and community leaders throughout the region, works to advise 
ARC on transportation planning decisions, but also on community engagement practices, 
including the success and breadth of the group itself. ARC conducts self-evaluations in the form 
of ongoing reflection, team dialogue, and ongoing tracking of “equity-related” stakeholders and 
participation. All of the meeting documents and case studies related to ARC’s efforts to engage 
low-income and  minority residents are available on ARC’s Regional Equity and Inclusion 
webpage.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
  

L6. How are the disposition of comments and changes in the final Transportation Plan or TIP 
documented, analyzed, and reported when significant oral and written comments are submitted? 
(Is additional time provided for public review if the “final” document is significantly different from 
the draft originally made available for public review)? 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(a)(2) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC receives comments on transportation projects and policies through emails, phone calls, 
surveys, social media, public meetings, task force meetings, workshops and formal public 
review.  All comments received on TIP projects are addressed with the project sponsor and 
other interested parties before a written response is prepared.  The report provides the 
verbatim comments organized by issue, project, jurisdiction or other methods as appropriate.  
Responses to each comment are also included in the report to indicate what action was taken in 
regard to the comment.  The comments and responses are reported to the approving 
transportation committees and notification of such action is provided to the commenter. 
 
ARC procedures are designed to allow additional time for public review if the final document is 
significantly different from the draft originally made available for public review.  If the final 
transportation plan or TIP differs significantly from the one which was made available for public 
comment and raises new material issues which interested parties could not reasonably have 
foreseen from the public involvement efforts, an additional opportunity for public comment on 
the revised plan or TIP is provided. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
L7. How is public involvement in the metropolitan transportation process coordinated with the 

district and or statewide public involvement process to enhance public consideration of issues, 
plans, and programs? 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(a)(1)(ix) 

https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/lep-plan-final-2017.pdf
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/lep-plan-final-2017.pdf
https://atlantaregional.org/event/arc-transportation-equity-advisory-group/all/
https://atlantaregional.org/regional-equity-and-inclusion/
https://atlantaregional.org/regional-equity-and-inclusion/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
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ARC Response 
 
ARC closely coordinates with district and statewide public involvement processes to create 
synergy in planning efforts.  For example, during RTP development ARC routinely includes in the 
organization’s community engagement efforts information on special studies that may be 
underway by other stakeholders (Managed Lane system plan updates, county-level 
transportation plans, etc.). 
 
For state-conducted transportation studies or projects either within the Atlanta metropolitan 
transportation planning area or impacting the area, the State (Georgia Department of 
Transportation [GDOT], Georgia Regional Transportation Authority [GRTA], State Road & 
Tollway Authority [SRTA] or others) are responsible for public involvement activities and 
provide ARC the opportunity for involvement.  ARC also provides support to state efforts by 
helping publicize state-level planning meetings with ARC stakeholders and periodically hosting 
meetings at ARC offices.  
 
For state-developed transportation plans, the applicable state agency is responsible for 
participation activities and for providing ARC with the opportunity for involvement.  For the 
State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) developed annually by GDOT, which 
incorporates the ARC Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and all other state MPO TIPs 
in their totality by reference, the State may consider public involvement activities conducted by 
the MPOs in their area for their TIPs to be valid for that portion of the STIP.   
 
For comprehensive transportation plans developed by counties within the Atlanta MPO, ARC 
assists with funding for the transportation portion of comprehensive plan.  Outreach for these 
comprehensive transportation plans is informed by the ARC Regional Community Engagement 
Plan.   
 
For other studies and plans conducted by local governments, ARC endeavors to connect these 
activities to regional outreach opportunities where it is advantageous to the local government 
and applicable to regional plans. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
L8. Describe the opportunities for participation by traffic, ridesharing, parking, transportation safety, 

and enforcement agencies; commuter rail operators; airport and port authorities; appropriate 
private transportation providers; and city officials. 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(i)5)(A) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(i)(5)(A) 
Title 23 USC Section 134(J)(1)(B) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(j)(1)(B) 
Title 23 USC Section 134(j)(4) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(j)(4) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(a) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(i) 
 
 

https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/reccomengplan-2014.pdf
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/reccomengplan-2014.pdf
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
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ARC Response 
 
In the planning process ARC provides opportunities for these stakeholders in a variety of 
formats.  Examples include 1) the Freight Advisory Task Force (goods movement community, 
airport and port authorities), 2) Transit operators subcommittee (private transportation 
providers, transit operators), 3) TDM Committee (ridesharing, parking stakeholders) and 4) MPO 
committees (city officials, traffic safety agencies).   
  
ARC coordinates planning functions to the maximum extent practicable, such as comparing its 
plans and programs as they are developed, with plans, maps, inventories and planning 
documents developed by other agencies.  These agencies include State, local and private 
agencies responsible for planned growth, economic development, environmental protection, 
airport operations, freight movements, land use management, natural resources, conservation, 
and historic preservation.   
 
As previously noted, in addition to coordinating plans, these agencies have roles and 
participation opportunities on ARC committees, task forces, advisory groups and special events.  
ARC also coordinated many of the planning activities for these stakeholders through the 
Regional Transportation Demand Management Plan (copy provided in response to Item Y2 / Key 
Source Plans).  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
L9. Describe the opportunities for participation by local, State, Tribal, and Federal environmental 

resource and permit agencies where appropriate. 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(i)5)(A) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(i)(5)(A) 
Title 23 USC Section 134(J)(1)(B) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(j)(1)(B) 
Title 23 USC Section 134(j)(4) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(j)(4) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(a) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(i) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(c) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC closely coordinates with State and Federal environmental resource and permit agencies, 
where applicable.  For example, ARC works with state and federal resource agencies to help 
maintain a GIS overlay system to assess the impact of transportation projects on sensitive 
environmental resources (floodplains, historic resources, etc.).  The closest state resource 
agency that ARC collaborates with is the Department of Natural Resources, Environmental 
Protection Division.  This collaboration primarily involves protecting air quality for the Atlanta 
region.  
 
ARC specifically targets local, State, Tribal and Federal environmental resource and permit 
agencies during plan development cycles. There are many opportunities for participation in the 

https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/transit/regional-transportation-demand-management-plan/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
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transportation planning process by these agencies, including formal committee participation.  
Representatives from the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA), the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the Gainesville-Hall MPO 
(GHMPO), the Cartersville-Bartow MPO (CBMPO), and others, serve as members of the Atlanta 
Nonattainment Area’s Interagency Consultation Group.  They also, along with representatives of 
counties and cities within the MPO planning area, provide input to ARC committees either as a 
voting member or participant on the Transportation Coordinating Committee (TCC), the 
Regional Transit Committee (RTC), and the Transportation & Air Quality Committee (TAQC).   

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
L10. How was the public involvement program developed, and who participated in its development? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(a) 

 
ARC Response 
 
Professional and community consultation is integral to the development of the public 
involvement program.  The Regional Community Engagement Plan (CEP) is updated regularly by 
assessing prior participation evaluations and through a public consultation process, and requires 
a 45-day public review and comment period.  In 2014, ARC undertook a technical update of this 
document, focused solely upon the appendices.   
 
A full update of the CEP is underway at the time of this submittal, with approval anticipated in 
Summer 2019.  The CEP includes a full description of the activities and milestones aiding in the 
development, adoption and technical update including surveys, work sessions, social media, and 
face-to-face community discussion input provided by key stakeholders, community members, 
advocates and planning partners.  ARC collaborated with community stakeholders in the plan 
update – including equity stakeholders.    

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
L11. How does the MPO engage in public education efforts designed to make the transportation 

planning process and decisions it produces easier to understand in laypersons’ terms? 
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC continues to develop easy-to-understand information about transportation plans, projects, 
and planning process in both visual, written, and verbal forms. The 2019 update to the Regional 
Community Engagement Plan (copies of the current and new plan under development are 
provided in response to Item Y7) is developed as a series of visually appealing and simplified 
modular plans intended to be easily digestible by laypersons and to provide them with 
information necessary to fully participate in the transportation planning process. Throughout 
the planning process, ARC also hosts occasional open houses with visual, interactive displays 
designed to help provide simplified information about transportation projects and plans. In 

https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transportation-coordinating-committee/
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/regional-transit-committee/
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transportation-air-quality-committee/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/reccomengplan-2014.pdf
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2018, ARC developed an interactive, digital online platform, DASH, to communicate regional 
transportation performance metrics, beginning with a focus on regional equity measures.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
L12. How does the MPO public participation plan reflect adequate public notice of public participation 

activities and time for public review and comment at key decision points in the transportation 
process?  How does the MPO provide reasonable access to information about transportation 
issues and process? 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(a)(1)(i)(iii) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC utilizes adopted community engagement procedures to provide opportunities for the public 
to engage in the planning process.  ARC emphasizes a broad spectrum of strategies to engage 
the community in a timely manner – including pop-up open houses, on-line websites and 
individual meetings as well.  To support reasonable access to information about transportation 
issues and processes, ARC extensively utilizes on-line websites to make information readily 
accessible – including the posting of draft plans and interim products on the public website.    
 
The 2014 Regional Community Engagement Plan (CEP),  as well as the 2019 updated CEP (copies 
of the current and new plan under development are provided in response to Item Y7), outlines 
how ARC provides full public access and information to key decisions in the regional planning 
process and disseminates clear, concise and timely information to the general public, affected 
agencies and interested parties.  ARC identifies key milestones for community engagement 
during the planning process and crafts specific activities for each milestone.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

L13. Does the MPO employ any visualization techniques? If so, what types of techniques? What are the 
results? 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(a)(iii) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(i)(5)(C)(ii) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(a)(1)(iii) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Yes.  ARC utilizes a broad range of visualization techniques that range from graphical maps, 
interactive on-line GIS tools, scenario games, and project evaluation websites.  The results from 
these initiatives has been positively received, resulting in a better understanding of planning 
issues and an overall improved level of customer satisfaction from stakeholders.   
 
ARC makes information available using a variety of visualization formats and techniques, 
including GIS maps, population trends, online surveys, infographics, story maps, and interactive 
map and database tools. ARC’s 33 degrees north blog and other such electronic communications 
tools produce increasingly relevant and widely distributed infographics. In 2019, ARC will be 

https://atlregional.github.io/DASH/index.html
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/reccomengplan-2014.pdf
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
https://33n.atlantaregional.com/
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launching an online scenario tool to help the public and interested parties engage in exploratory 
future scenario planning via an interactive digital gamified tool. The Neighborhood Nexus and 
newly created DASH both allow for interactive mapping and customized views of population 
demographics and performance measures. All of these tools are easily available on ARC’s 
website and are frequently referenced in ARC’s social media channels. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
L14. What information is available to the public in electronic format? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(i)(5)(C)(iii) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(i)(5)(C)(iii) 
Title 23 USC Section 134(i)(6) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(i)(6) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(a)(1)(iv) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(j) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.324(b) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC’s work is available to the public in electronic format, including plan details, meeting 
agendas, presentations, notes and summaries.  The primary repository for information is the the 
ARC website.   
   
Reports, studies, plans, TIPs, timelines, meeting notices, and other pertinent information are 
available via electronic format on ARC’s website.  Meetings materials for ARC committees and 
Board are available on line for viewing during each meeting. All of the interactive mapping tools 
and other visualization tools are also available on ARC’s electronic channels. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
L15. Does the Public Participation Plan (PPP) include a specific and separate strategy for engaging low-

income and minority populations?  
• Is there a process to evaluate effectiveness of public involvement, including success at 

engaging low-income and minority residents?  
• How is this process being carried out?  What outreach efforts have proven most effective? 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(a)(2) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Following the plans and procedures outlined in the Limited English Proficiency Plan (copy 
provided in response to Item Y8) as well as the Regional Community Engagement Plan (copies of 
the current and new plan under development are provided in response to Item Y7), ARC works 
with specific techniques to engage low-income and minority populations.  Through specific 
partnerships, ARC employs face-to-face discussion groups and workshops with low-income and 
minority populations.  A variety of specific engagement techniques is outline in the Regional 
Community Engagement Plan.  

https://neighborhoodnexus.org/
https://atlregional.github.io/DASH/index.html
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.324
http://www.atlantaregional.org/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
https://atlantaregional.org/plans-reports/limited-english-proficiency-lep-plan/
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/reccomengplan-2014.pdf


45 | P a g e  
 

 
An effective outreach strategy has been the bimonthly meetings of the Transportation Equity 
Advisory Group. This group, comprised of equity advocates and community leaders throughout 
the region, works to advise ARC on transportation planning decisions, but also on community 
engagement practices, including the success and breadth of the group itself. ARC conducts self-
evaluations in the form of ongoing reflection, team dialogue, and ongoing tracking of “equity-
related” stakeholders and participation. All of the meeting documents and case studies related 
to ARC’s efforts to engage low-income and  minority residents are available on ARC’s Regional 
Equity and Inclusion webpage.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
L16. How is the disposition of comments and changes in the final Transportation Plan documented, 

analyzed, and reported when significant oral and written comments are submitted? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(a)(2) 
 
ARC Response 
 
See response to Item L6. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
L17. Are there transportation projects in the MPO area which have strong, coordinated opposition 

and/or are highly controversial?  Have any groups been formed and/or have been active in 
lobbying for or against a project? 

 
Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
No major projects exist in the Atlanta MPO area that have widespread and sustained 
opposition.  Environmental groups have periodically raised concerns over the last decade 
related to the costs, equitability and land use implications of the express lane program.  Some 
concentrated local opposition was evident in 2018 related to starting up a fixed route bus 
service in a suburban county (Douglas County), but that activity has ceased since the final 
funding decision. All comments and activity expressed to ARC was directly addressed with local 
project sponsors as well as the transportation committees at large. 
 
In general, typically opposition which has been raised is associated with a specific project and 
short-lived.  Programmatic or policy oriented concerns are typically expressed in conjunction 
with plan amendment and update comment periods, with minimal organized opposition in 
interim periods being evident.   
 
There is significant organized support for increased funding and quicker implementation of 
transit expansion projects.  A variety of citizen groups are active in advocating for transit 
expansion, such as Beltline Rail Now. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

https://atlantaregional.org/event/arc-transportation-equity-advisory-group/all/
https://atlantaregional.org/event/arc-transportation-equity-advisory-group/all/
https://atlantaregional.org/regional-equity-and-inclusion/
https://atlantaregional.org/regional-equity-and-inclusion/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
L18. What strategies and techniques does the MPO use to engage Tribal governments in the 

Transportation Decision-making process? 
 

Code References: None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
Not applicable to the Atlanta Region. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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Title VI and Related Nondiscrimination Requirements 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
M1. Who is your Title VI Officer? Please explain their roles and responsibilities including coordination 

with other agencies (if applicable). 
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
The ARC Executive Director is responsible for the agency’s Title VI Plan and Program and has 
designated Brittany Zwald (bzwald@atlantaregional.org; 470.378.1494) as Title VI Officer.  The 
Title VI Officer is responsible for maintaining policies and for performing the intake and 
processing of complaints. The Title VI Officer works closely with the Center for Livable 
Communities Community Engagement Coordinator on compliance aspects.   

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
M2. Does the MPO have a Title VI policy and Limited English Proficiency Plan?  Please provide a copy. 
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
The Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC), as a federal grant recipient, conforms to Title VI of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964 and its amendments. ARC’s current Title VI Plan (copy provided in 
response to Item Y8) was adopted by the ARC Board in 2016.  The current Limited English 
Proficiency Plan (copy provided in response to Item Y8) was adopted in 2017.   

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
M3. How is the policy disseminated to the public and how often is the policy reviewed? 
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
The Title VI Policy (copy provided in response to Item Y8), available to the public on the ARC 
website and last updated in December 2016, is reviewed annually and when new guidance is 
received from federal partners. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

M 

https://atlantaregional.org/leadership-and-engagement/guidelines-compliance/title-vi-plan-and-program/
mailto:bzwald@atlantaregional.org
https://atlantaregional.org/leadership-and-engagement/guidelines-compliance/title-vi-plan-and-program/
https://atlantaregional.org/plans-reports/limited-english-proficiency-lep-plan/
https://atlantaregional.org/plans-reports/limited-english-proficiency-lep-plan/
https://atlantaregional.org/leadership-and-engagement/guidelines-compliance/title-vi-plan-and-program/
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
M4. When is the last time MPO staff received nondiscrimination training? 
 

Code References:  
Title 49 CFR Part 27.13(a) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC conducts nondiscrimination training through both in-person and online training.  Following 
the adoption of the LEP Plan, agency wide staff training was completed. The training is posted 
on the Employee intranet, and new employees are required to complete the LEP training. The 
ARC Title VI Officer hosted staff training overviewing the Title VI plan on May 1, 2017. Training 
was attended by staff from three different ARC Groups. ARC conducted EEOC training, which 
covers nondiscrimination, for Managers and Supervisors in Fall of 2018. ARC will be conducting a 
follow-up agency wide EEOC training in the second quarter of 2019.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
M5. Are there any active or previously resolved discrimination complaints regarding the MPO or the 

transportation planning process? If so, how have these been addressed?  Provide all documents 
created or received by the MPO regarding the complaint, processing and resolution, if any.   (This 
request specifically includes but is not limited to email communication). 

 
Code References:  
Title 49 CFR Part 27.121(b) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Since the last certification review, ARC has not received any discrimination complaints regarding 
the MPO or the transportation planning process.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
M6. Has the planning process developed a demographic profile of the metropolitan planning area that 

includes identification of the locations of socioeconomic groups, including low-income, disabled, 
religious, and minority populations as covered by Title VI provisions?  Explain the process. 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR 200.9(b)(4) 

 
ARC Response 
 
ARC employs two methodologies to better understand where high concentrations of Title VI 
population groups live.  American Community Survey data serves as the foundation for the 
methodology, which is explained in detail in the Equity Analysis Methodology Report (copy 
provided in response to Item Y8). 
 
The protected classes model is an analysis that helps ARC more directly and clearly identify the 
nine populations protected under Title VI of the Civil Rights Act and considered within the 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/49/27.13
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/49/27.121
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/200.9
https://atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/arc-equity-methodology-1.pdf
https://atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/protected-classes-model.pdf
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Executive Order on Environmental Justice. Those populations are: ethnic minority, female, 
foreign born, limited English proficiency, low-income, older adults, people with disabilities, 
racial minority, and youth. 
 
Additional considerations were added based on FHWA’s Environmental Justice 
recommendations (2017), FTA’s Environmental Justice policy guidance (2012), and FTA’s Title VI 
requirements and guidelines (2012). The results indicate population concentrations relative to 
the region. ARC uses the results of the analysis to demonstrate compliance with this guidance 
and demonstrate fair treatment of those population groups. 
 
ARC examines racial minority, ethnic minority, and low-income populations in an 
analysis distinct from all federally protected classes because these three inputs are considered 
indicators of the greatest inequality in the Atlanta region. ARC previously analyzed these three 
inputs and referred to the results as Equitable Target Areas (ETA). The environmental justice 
model supplants the ETA index methodology and nomenclature and its results guide regional 
transportation and land use planning investments. In particular, the ARC TIP Project Evaluation 
Framework (copy provided in response to Item Y2 / Key Source Plans) utilizes the results of this 
analysis to score and rank proposed projects. The regional analysis results are not the end-all for 
identifying and addressing disproportionately high and adverse effects, but rather one tool to 
leverage in our regional environmental justice efforts. This technical perspective is further 
refined and calibrated by qualitative knowledge, community engagement, and policy and 
program development. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
M7. How does the MPO determine the need to have documents available in alternative formats? (e.g., 

Braille, large print, tape cassette)? 
 

Code References:  
Title 49 CFR Part 37.125 
Title 49 CFR Part 37.167 
Title 49 CFR Part 37 Appendix D 
 
ARC Response 
 
In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), ARC strives to provide reasonable 
accommodations and services for persons who require special assistance to participate in its 
engagement activities in the community.  Services are available, with a reasonable notice for 
requests, for persons with hearing or speech loss, who have a physical disability, who are 
visually disabled or reading disabled. Access to participation is fundamental to the outcomes 
stated in this plan. ARC contracts with a sign language interpreter for use on an as-needed basis.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
M8. Are public meeting locations accessible according to the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)?  

Please identify actions exercised by staff to comply with ADA regulations. 
 

Code References:  
Title 49 CFR Part 27.19 
 

https://atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/map-environmentaljustice-model.pdf
https://atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/map-environmentaljustice-model.pdf
https://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/projsolicitation/2019/ProjectEvalDocumentation2018Final.pdf
https://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/projsolicitation/2019/ProjectEvalDocumentation2018Final.pdf
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/49/37.125
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/49/37.167
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/49/appendix-D_to_part_37
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/49/27.19
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ARC Response 
 
See response to Question M7 above.  Locations are identified with the goal that they are  both 
accessible for any persons with a physical disability, as well as accessible  via public transit.   

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
M9. What are the MPO’s current/future goals for its Title VI and nondiscrimination program and how 

does the MPO intend to achieve them? 
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC continues to identify  various transportation disadvantaged populations through both 
quantitative and qualitative analysis. In 2018, ARC updated its equity analysis to be more 
robust, accounting for all protected classes, as well as providing a focused, updated 
environmental justice analysis. These analyses are reflected in all of ARC’s transportation 
planning decisions and work processes.  ARC also has a Transportation Equity Advisory Group 
who is actively involved in monitoring and advising ARC on these types of efforts.  ARC will 
continue to closely monitor current Title VI and nondiscrimination procedures for the 
organization and adjust procedures to ensure their highest effectiveness.   

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
M10. What are the measures used to verify that the multimodal access and mobility performance 

improvements in the plan and TIP comply with Title VI? 
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
Results of ARC’s Equity Analysis Methodology (copy provided in response to Item Y8), which 
focuses on Title VI communities and low income communities, are used as the main measure for 
social equity in project evaluation. ARC’s project application also requests qualitative 
information on specific benefits and mitigation strategies for potential burdens on Title VI and 
EJ communities for project selection. The criteria for social equity is described in more detail in 
the Project Evaluation Framework (copy provided in response to Item Y2 / Key Source Plans).  
Additionally, ARC evaluates regional measures comparing Title VI and EJ communities to the 
region to ensure that Title IV communities and EJ communities benefit from federal plans and 
programs. These measures include access to jobs, transit trips, and level of investment in the 
RTP as outlined in Appendix I of The Atlanta Region’s Plan RTP (copy provided in response to 
Item Y2). 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 

https://atlantaregional.org/regional-equity-and-inclusion/
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/arc-equity-methodology-1.pdf
https://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/projsolicitation/2019/ProjectEvalDocumentation2018Final.pdf
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/The-Atlanta-Region-s-Plan/rtp/appendices.pdf
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
M11. Do the MPO’s advisory boards contain representation from protected classifications (elderly, 

minority, disabled, low income)?  If not, what efforts has the MPO made to ensure board 
participation by underserved groups? 

 
Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
Yes.  ARC has a variety of advisory committees including the Aging Advisory Committee and the 
Transportation Equity Advisory Group, among others, which ensure participation of older adults 
and environmental justice community members.  All of ARC’s Board and Committees include 
members of protected classes.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
M12. Does the MPO have other relationships with Historical Black Colleges and Universities (HBCUs) or 

Minority Institutions of Higher Education (MIHEs) (i.e., student internships; advisory board 
members from the schools; outreach or public involvement on campus, etc.)? 

 
Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC works regularly with Clark Atlanta University to host a Summer Transportation Institute 
(STI) for participation of youth.  Through the STI, ARC helps expose middle and high school 
students to careers in the transportation engineering, design, and planning industries by 
engaging participants in planning and development exercises that challenge their strategic 
thinking and raise their awareness of the varying elements involved in the planning process. 
 
Representatives from Clark Atlanta University and Spelman College also serve on ARC's 
Transportation Equity Advisory Group.  Representatives from HBCU’s participate regularly in 
ARC trainings, discussion groups and panels. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

https://atlantaregional.org/event/arc-transportation-equity-advisory-group/all/
https://atlantaregional.org/event/arc-transportation-equity-advisory-group/all/
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Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
N1. List the consultant contracts used by the MPO, annotated to reflect type of work and amount of 

contracts awarded to minority and women owned businesses or organization (ie, MIHEs/HBCUs). 
 

Code References:  
None provided 

 
ARC Response 
 
Below is a table with information on consultant contracts executed by ARC in support of MPO 
activities from 2016 and 2019.  During this period, nearly 30% of the total value of these 
contracts was dedicated to DBE firms.  
 

________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Contractor Type of Work

Total Dollar 

Amount

DBE 

Participation

Conveyal, LLC Landon Reed Consulting $8,500 0%

Hathor Strategic Consulting DBE and Title VI Plan Updates $18,400 0%

HBA Specto, Inc PECAS $150,160 0%

Kimley-Horn and Associates Inc. North Fulton CTP $1,250,000 15.32%

Love to Ride Annual Bike Challenge $33,976 0%

Oregon Systems Analytics SHRP2 Work $10,000 0%

ICF Resources, LLC Regional Transportation Technology Plan $74,985 21.16%

Jacobs Engineering Group South Fulton Parkway Charrette $74,995 10.60%

ThingTech Regional Transit Vision $611,962 17.90%

Alta Planning + Design Bike to Transit $119,929 20%

Toole Design Group Bike/PED $149,982 100%

Conveyal Trip Planner Services $16,000 0%

RS&H Truck Parking Study $150,000 15.67%

Atkins North America Modeling Development and Support $900,000 15.38%

WSP USA, Inc RTP Update $150,000 15.60%

AECOM Technical Services Georgia Commute Options Management $8,369,265 17.90%

WSP USA, Inc SHRP2 Modeling $150,000 0%

HBA Specto PECAS Modeling $142,820 0%

J. Walter Thompson USA GCO Marketing $7,338,988 41%

Kimley Horn North Fulton CTP $1,000,000 19.15%

Love to Ride Atlanta Bike Challenge $33,976 0%

SixPitch, Inc LCI Implementation Strategy $48,048 0%

Cambridge Systematics GCO Evaluation $998,736 7.10%

Partnership for Southern Equity Transportation Equity Advisory Group $12,000 100%

HBA Specto, Inc. PECAS Modeling $147,560 0%

Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc. DeKalb County Transit Master Plan $1,250,000 20%

Partnership for Southern Equity RTP Community Engagement $75,000 100%

IBI Group GTFS Workshop $6,798 0%

ICF Incorporated ITS/TSMO Plan $624,995 15.90%

SCAPE Landscape Architecture DPC Inc. Chattahoochee River Corridor Plan $1,499,492 100%

TNB BPM Consulting Business Process Improvement for GCO $20,000 0%

Sizemore Group Community Development Technical Assistance Program $110,000 0%

Atkins North America Resilience and Durability $175,000 5.70%

Modern Mobility Partners, LLC South Fulton CTP $625,000 100%

ETC Institute Regional Transit On-Board Survey $1,750,000 20%

WSP USA, Inc. Update SHRP2 Scenario Tool $4,528 0%

$28,101,095 29.80%

N 
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
N2. Does the MPO track DBE participation through the use of the Bid Opportunity List and DBE 

Participation Statement? 
 

Code References:  
Title 49 CFR Part 26.11(c) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Yes.  ARC encourages DBE participation in its Request for Proposal (RFP) and purchasing 
processes by requiring a DBE utilization plan for responsive proposals.  ARC requires public 
notice for all procurement processes and maintains a potential vendor database, which allows 
staff to easily identify and target DBEs and small businesses.  ARC uses the database when 
conducting procurements and requires the submittal of DBE utilization plans from all proposers. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
N3. Does the MPO have DBE Assurance language in all of its contracts?   “The contractor or 

subcontractor shall not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, or sex in the 
performance of this contract. The contractor shall carry out applicable requirements of 49 CFR 
part 26 in the award and administration of United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) 
assisted contracts. Failure by the contractor to carry out these requirements is a material breach 
of this contract, which may result in the termination of this contract or such other remedy as the 
recipient deems appropriate.” 

 
Code References:  
Title 49 CFR Part 26.13(b) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Yes.  ARC includes the following language in all of its contracts:   
 
It will comply with Title VI of the Civil Right Act of 1964 (P.L. 88‑352 and 42 USC 2000d) and in 
accordance with Title VI of that Act, no person in the United States shall, on the ground of age, 
handicap, religion, creed or belief, political affiliation, sex, race, color, or national origin, be 
excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to 
discrimination under any project or activity for which the applicant receives federal financial 
assistance and will immediately take any measures necessary to effectuate this assurance.   
 
The Consultant shall take affirmative action to ensure that qualified applicants are employed 
and qualified subcontractors are selected, and that qualified employees are treated during 
employment, without regard to their age, handicap, religion, creed or belief, political affiliation, 
race, color, sex or national origin.  Such action shall include but not be limited to the following: 
employment, upgrading, demotions, or transfers; recruitment or recruitment advertising; layoffs 
or terminations; rates of pay or other forms of compensation; selection for training including 
apprenticeship, and participation in recreational and educational activities.   
 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/49/26.11
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/49/26.13
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The Consultant shall in all solicitations or advertisements for subcontractors or employees 
placed by or on behalf of the Consultant, state that all qualified applicants will receive 
consideration for employment without regard to age, handicap, religion, creed or belief, 
political affiliation, race, color, sex or national origin.  The Consultant shall not discriminate 
against any qualified client or recipient of services provided through this agreement on the basis 
of age, handicap, religion, creed or belief, political affiliation, race, color, sex or national origin.   
The Consultant shall cause foregoing provisions to be included in all subcontracts for any work 
covered by this agreement so that such provisions will be binding upon each subcontractor. 
 
The Consultant shall keep such records and submit such reports concerning the racial and ethnic 
origin of applicants for employment and employees as ARC or the Concerned Funding Agencies 
may require. 
 
The Consultant agrees to comply with such rules, regulations or guidelines as ARC or the 
Concerned Funding Agencies may issue to implement the requirements of this paragraph. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
N4. Does the MPO use GDOT’s DBE program for FHWA funds in lieu of an independent or internal DBE 

program or goal? 
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
No.  ARC establishes and utilizes its own DBE program and goals. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
N5. Does the MPO contact GDOT’s DBE Supportive Services provider or Equal Opportunity Office to 

ensure it has the most up-to-date information on available DBEs? 
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
Yes.  ARC communicates with the GDOT Equal Opportunity Office to ensure access to the 
availability of the most recent DBE directory. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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Transit and Transportation Disadvantaged 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
O1. How are transit and the transportation disadvantaged considered in the transportation planning 

process? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.306(g) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(f)(2) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(f)(9) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.324(e)(7) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Equity is important to ARC. As a first step in equity planning, federal guidance outlines 
identifying where specific populations live. ARC created two models for this purpose including a 
Protected Classes Model and an Environmental Justice Model. Our analysis is one means to 
understand where there are concentrations of various populations in the region. We conduct 
these analyses using the most current American Community Survey (ACS) data. This quantitative 
approach is one tool, used in tandem with qualitative knowledge and Transportation Equity 
Advisory Group (TEAG) input, to guide policy and funding decisions. 
 
TEAG was created to connect equity advocates with transportation planners and agencies. 
Through TEAG, ARC seeks to shape the agency’s processes to articulate and produce more 
equitable outcomes with regards to transportation access for vulnerable populations. TEAG 
serves to connect the various wisdom and subject matter expertise of equity advocates with 
transportation planners and agencies from around the region so they will all be able to better 
understand and influence transportation planning process and outcomes, while being a voice 
for the needs of vulnerable populations. 
 
The mapping analyses and qualitative guidance is put together in ARC’s planning work. For 
instance, ARC’s Concept 3 Regional Transit Vision (copy provided in response to Item Y2 / Key 
Source Plans) lays the groundwork for a Regional Transit Plan and the work of the Atlanta-
region Transit Link Authority. It includes a social equity component using population within 1/2 
mile who are non-white or under the poverty line as a performance measure. Social equity is 
also considered in ARC’s TIP Project Evaluation Framework, (copy provided in response to Item 
Y2 / Key Source Plans) which is used to select projects for funding and in the RTP using regional 
measures, as seen in Appendix I of The Atlanta Region’s Plan RTP (copy provided in response to 
Item Y2). 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

O 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.306
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.324
https://atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/arc-equity-methodology-1.pdf
https://atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/protected-classes-model.pdf
https://atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/map-environmentaljustice-model.pdf
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/teag-charter-1.pdf
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/teag-charter-1.pdf
https://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/transit/Concept3_Draft1.pdf
https://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/projsolicitation/2019/ProjectEvalDocumentation2018Final.pdf
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
O2. What performance data is needed from transit operators to support MPO activities?  How do the 

transit providers share this data with the MPO? 
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC works with the ATL to utilize NTD operator statistics for the purposes of sub-allocating FTA 
formula funds (Section 5307, 5337 and 5339 funds).  ARC also factors in General Transit Feed 
Specification (GTFS) data into the calculations for the 5337 sub-allocation to measure how much 
service is operated in shared High Intensity MotorBus (HIMB) segments. 
 
Other activities that involve transit performance data collection and analysis include transit 
planning studies and Comprehensive Transportation Plans (CTPs).  Performance data such as 
daily boardings, transit asset management, and transit-dependent ridership statistics are used 
as a basis to support TIP funding decisions.  ARC also compiles transit asset data for setting 
annual targets for the four operators that are a part of the Tier II Operator Group TAM plan 
where ARC is the group sponsor. 
 
ARC compiles and organizes Existing Regional Transit System Data, which leverages the General 
Transit Feed Specification (GTFS) files for the Atlanta region’s fixed-route, shuttle, and circulator 
operators.  ARC makes this data publicly available to technology developers and other 
interested parties to create mobile or desktop applications that feature GTFS data. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
O3. How is the transit authority’s planning process coordinated with the MPO’s planning process? 

 
Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
All regional transit operators are represented on the committees in the regional transportation 
planning process as described in the responses to Items D1, D2, E1 and G9. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
O4. What are the major issues, needs and priorities currently facing the region’s transit operator(s)?   

• What particular concerns have the operators identified in their planning processes?  
• What is the MPO’s role in addressing these issues, needs, and priorities? 
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
 
 

https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/transportation-planning/ctp-program/
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ARC Response 
 
ARC serves as a resource to identify funding streams and projects that meet the regional plan 
goals and objectives.  ARC works with transit stakeholders to provide innovative ideas and 
strategies to help overcome many of the concerns described below.  ARC facilitates the Transit 
Operators Group and the Regional Transit Committee to bring these issues to the forefront so 
that they are discussed from a regional perspective.  ARC relies on transit stakeholder input to 
formulate funding priority strategies and policies that promote coordinated service delivery. 
 
Availability of FTA formula funding for transit operations in rural and exurban areas in the 
Atlanta TMA is beginning to trend downward.  This is because operators that traditionally relied 
upon Section 5311 to operate demand-response or fixed-route services between the Census-
defined rural and urbanized areas are expecting to receive less Section 5311 funding due to the 
expansion of the Large UZA into these jurisdictions.  There are currently no alternative funding 
sources available to these smaller operators, until they begin reporting fixed-route service data.  
Specifically, rural operators within the TMA are now considering expanding their services to 
fixed route within the urbanized area without sufficient funding for operations. 
 
Available funding for transit expansion projects is also a challenge in metro Atlanta.  HB 930 
created additional avenues for counties and operators to fund transit.  With the failed MARTA 
referendum in Gwinnett County in March of 2019, the timeline is unclear for when major 
counties like Gwinnett, Cobb, Fulton and Dekalb will advance proposed high capacity transit 
projects. 
 
Coordination among transit operators to create seamless trip experiences across operators is 
another challenge in the region.  ARC and the ATL are coordinating with operators at the Transit 
Operators Group this year to discuss items that improve the user experience such as studying 
opportunities for coordinating fares and fare media amongst the operators. 
 
Operators have identified asset management and system preservation as a main priority, 
however, funding is limited due to multiple needs and priorities.  
 
Despite dedicated federal resources made available to operators by the FAST Act, reliable 
transit options to support Human Transportation Services (HST) are limited.  Operators are 
facing challenges in providing and coordinating adequate service for riders dependent on transit 
for medical, family and employment.   

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
O5. Has the MPO studied Pedestrian accessibility to transit? 

 
Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
Yes.  Pedestrian access to regional transit is a core focus of ARC’s Walking & Bicycling Program. 
ARC has extensively studied first- and last-mile connectivity to regional transit, including both 

https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transit-operators-subcommittee/
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transit-operators-subcommittee/
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/regional-transit-committee/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/bike-ped/bicycle-pedestrian/
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rail station access as well as bus stop access and safety profiles. ARC has funded sidewalk 
inventory programs and ADA/crossing upgrade programs in high-priority urban and suburban 
transit corridors. Related to active transportation access, ARC has published the “Bike to Ride” 
report for bicycling access to transit and inventories connections between bikeways and transit 
locations.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
O6. What is the role of the transit operator and how is it involved in the MPO’s overall planning and 

project development process? 
 

Code References:  
None provided 

 
ARC Response 

 
All regional transit operators are represented on the committees in the regional transportation 
planning process as described in the responses to Items D1, D2, E1 and G9.  A key mechanism to 
involve transit operators in the MPO planning process is the Transit Operators Subcommittee.  
This group provides recommendations and feedback on critical transit issues such as TIP 
development and funding policies.  The Regional Transit Committee (RTC) also provides a 
supplemental policy-level forum to coordinate in regional plan development. 
 
For project development process items, ARC closely works with the new ATL Authority and the 
transit operators to discuss the advancement of projects.  ARC provides direct support to transit 
operators during project development through funding and planning assistance. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
O7. Are flexible funds (funds appropriated and allocated originally through FHWA or FTA) routinely 

transferred to the transit agencies for eligible transit uses use? 
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
Yes.  Over the past years, FHWA funding (CMAQ, STBG-Urban and TA) has been flexed to FTA for 
eligible transit uses.  In FY 2018, over $30M was flexed for eligible transit uses in the Atlanta 
Region. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
O8. How are transfers decisions made? 

 
Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
Transfer decisions are made during the TIP project evaluation process and follow the process 
established for all projects during a solicitation period.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
O9. How does the Transit Development Plan interface with TIP/STIP development? 
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
 
ARC Response 
 
The region has a comprehensive transit vision, known as Concept 3 (copy provided in response 
to Item Y2 / Key Source Plans), which is maintained by ARC and feeds into the transportation 
planning process.  It was updated most recently in 2018 and will continue to be maintained and 
refreshed on an annual basis.  Elements of the vision are incorporated and adopted in both the 
constrained and unconstrained portion of the RTP. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
  

https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/transportation-planning/concept-3/
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Bicycle and Pedestrian 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
P1. How are bicycle and pedestrian planning activities being integrated in the transportation planning 

process? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(c)(2) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(c)(2) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.300(a) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(a) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(f)(2) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(f)(8) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(i) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.324(c) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.332(a) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC has an award-winning regional walking and bicycling plan, titled “Walk. Bike. Thrive!”. The 
plan provides a strategic view of how the region can increase walking and bicycling, make travel 
safer, and use walkways, bikeways, trails, and livable communities to support the economic 
competitiveness of the region. The plan is broken into three parts: Recommendations, Policies, 
and Programs; Data Assessment of Regional Travel Patterns; and Public Priorities. The plan 
envisions a region of walkable and bikeable communities connected by trails and transit, and is 
intended to help guide the region’s efforts for a decade or more.  
 
The plan has also spurred several supplemental reports on specific topics, including Regional 
Trail Network, Safety Action Plan, Bicycle Access to Transit, Regional Bikeway Connectivity 
(pending), and Complete Streets (pending). Each of these plan documents supports a specific 
goal or strategic item in the regional transportation plan and is used to inform project selection 
criteria in the TIP prioritization framework. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

P 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.300
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.324
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.332
https://atlantaregional.org/plans-reports/bike-pedestrian-plan-walk-bike-thrive/


61 | P a g e  
 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
P2. Discuss the selection and prioritization process for bicycle and pedestrian projects. 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.324(l)(1) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC’s “Walk. Bike. Thrive!” plan aims to use walking and bicycling projects to advance the 
region in three main goals: Safety; Mobility; and Economic Competitiveness. The plan 
establishes a comprehensive set of criteria for prioritizing useful walking and bicycling projects 
within the region:  
 

▪ Is the project located in an area where there is high demand and propensity for 
walking and bicycling? 

▪ Is the project located in an area with historically high crash rates for people walking 
and biking? If so, does the project address an identified safety issue?  

▪ Is the project located in an equitable target area? And if so, does it serve the mobility 
needs of the populations that rely on walking, bicycling, and transit most? 

▪ Is the project located in a designated Activity Center? 
▪ Is the project located in an area with high propensity for transit use? 

 
These criteria are expanded upon (or slightly modified) within ARC’s project prioritization 
framework. Also, ARC has conducted and published supplemental research reports to support 
these criteria and better inform project sponsors about regional goals and outcomes. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
P3. Does the MPO have dedicated funding for Bike/Ped activities? 
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC does not have a dedicated set of funds for walking and bicycling projects but does utilize all 
available funding flexibility to support these critical modes of travel. The region specifically 
allocates Transportation Alternatives Program funding towards regional trails and applies 
Surface Transportation Block Grant funds towards a wide range of regionally-significant 
projects. The region’s Livable Centers Initiative has been a major source of funding for many 
locally-driven walkway and bikeway projects. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 
 
  

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.324
https://atlantaregional.org/plans-reports/bike-pedestrian-plan-walk-bike-thrive/
https://atlantaregional.org/community-development/livable-centers-initiative
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Congestion Management Process (CMP) 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Q1. Describe the area, network, and modes covered by the CMP. 
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
The CMP covers the roadway network in the Atlanta MPA and includes freeways as well as the 
Strategic Regional Thoroughfare Network (RTN), which was identified in the Strategic Regional 
Thoroughfare Plan (copy provided in response to Item Y3).  The RTN components are: all non-
freeway principal arterials, selection of minor arterial and collectors, all roadways identified in 
the Regional Strategic Truck Route Master Plan (copy provided in response to Item Y5) and the 
2010 version of Concept 3 (existing or planned premium on-road transit facilities).  Over the 
next two years, ARC will incorporate the Regional Bicycle Facilities Inventory (developed in 
2019), into travel demand modeling domain, to help identify existing and future bicycle demand 
and network gaps. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Q2. Describe how the CMP has been fully integrated into the overall metropolitan planning process. 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.320(a)(b) 
 
ARC Response 
 
The CMP is critical to the regional planning process, especially planning for the region’s roadway 
network. It provides regional policymakers a blueprint for project selection and priority, 
performance measurement and goal-setting, and guidelines to roadway improvements through 
context-sensitive design based on surrounding land uses, as well as bike/ped and freight 
considerations.  Additionally, the CMP provides a framework for how ARC collects and analyzes 
roadway performance data through a Linear Reference System.  The CMP is a foundation for 
RTP development and drives the identification of priority corridors. 
 
For TIP project prioritization, the Strategic Regional Thoroughfare Network is used as an 
eligibility factor for roadway capacity and TSM&O project funding applications.  The ARC TIP 
Project Evaluation Framework (copy provided in response to Item Y2 / Key Source Plans) relies 
on the following performance measures to rank project applications: change in congestion 
intensity (TTI); change in congestion extent (VHD); worst travel time reliability (80%/50% ratio) 
derived from NPMRDS; connection to other facilities that are a collector or higher; whether the 

Q 

https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/roads-highways/congestion-management-process/
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/tp_SRTP_Identification_Classification_Report.pdf
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/tp_SRTP_Identification_Classification_Report.pdf
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/freight/atlanta-strategic-truck-route-master-plan-astromap/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.320
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/tp_SRTP_Identification_Classification_Report.pdf
https://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/projsolicitation/2019/ProjectEvalDocumentation2018Final.pdf
https://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/projsolicitation/2019/ProjectEvalDocumentation2018Final.pdf
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proposed project includes multimodal accommodations (estimated active modes throughput); 
serious injury and fatality crash rate (per 100 million VMT); bicycle/pedestrian crash risk score; 
and proposed FHWA-proven countermeasures. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Q3. Does the MPO have a process for periodically evaluating the effectiveness of the CMP? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.320(c)(6) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Yes.  ARC previously completed a Congestion Management Process State of the Practice Report 
(copy provided in response to Item Y3).  This effort identified national noteworthy practices and 
recommended ways to improve the Atlanta region’s process, including network and modal 
coverage, data sources and mitigation strategies.  Efforts to integrate those recommendations 
are ongoing and continuous, particularly with respect to leveraging technology, analyzing real 
time travel data, and providing performance data through online dashboards and other user 
friendly reporting formats. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Q4. How often the CMP is reviewed and when was the last CMP update? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.320(c)(6) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC monitors the CMP on an ongoing basis, with the most recent change to the CMP process 
being the increased utilization of INRIX data to assist in identifying congested corridors.  
Updates to CMP procedures are underway in 2019, focusing on the development of an online 
tool to allow users to assess congestion levels for the network facilities (DASH).     
 
A comprehensive review of ARC’s process occurred in 2015 and findings and recommendations 
from the CMP State of the Practice Report (copied provided in response to Item Y3) continue to 
be integrated into the analysis of existing and future conditions and the most appropriate 
strategies to address those needs.   

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.320
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/arc-cmp-state-of-practice-report-final-for-arc-nov-23-2015.pdf
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.320
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/arc-cmp-state-of-practice-report-final-for-arc-nov-23-2015.pdf
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Q5. How have Transportation Partners been involved in the development of the CMP and its updates? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.320(c)(2) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.320(c)(6) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Development of the CMP, as well as of the Strategic Regional Thoroughfare Network, rely 
heavily on input from ARC member jurisdictions for the 20-county planning area.  Additionally, 
ARC coordinates data collection and performance monitoring efforts with GDOT and SRTA.  
Input from focus groups and interest groups has been critical to developing the CMP. The TIP 
Project Evaluation Framework (copy provided in response to Item Y2 / Key Source Plans) was 
developed in consultation with the TIP Prioritization Task Force, in 2016, which included 
multiple local, state, and advocacy stakeholders. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Q6. What are the performance measures for the CMP and how are they being used?  Do these 

partners share data, performance measures, etc., and do they contribute strategies toward solving 
regional congestion problems? 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.320(c)(1)   
Title 23 CFR Part 450.320(c)(3)  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.320(c)(4) 
 
ARC Response 
 
For CMP bottleneck identification and rankings, ARC uses Intensity (facility travel time index – 
current and future), Duration (facility hours of congestion – current and future), and Extent 
(facility percentage of regional VHD – current and future).  These are derived from the regional 
travel demand model output.  Also, ARC subscribes to the INRIX performance data analytics 
suite, which includes aggregated travel time reliability and bottleneck data. 
 
For TIP project prioritization, the Strategic Regional Thoroughfare Network is used as an 
eligibility factor for roadway capacity and TSM&O project funding applications.  The ARC TIP 
Project Evaluation Framework (copy provided in response to Item Y2 / Key Source Plans) relies 
on the following performance measures to rank project applications: change in congestion 
intensity (TTI); change in congestion extent (VHD); worst travel time reliability (80%/50% ratio) 
derived from NPMRDS; connection to other facilities that are a collector or higher; whether the 
proposed project includes multimodal accommodations (estimated active modes throughput); 
serious injury and fatality crash rate (per 100 million VMT); bicycle/pedestrian crash risk score; 
and proposed FHWA-proven countermeasures. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.320
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.320
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/tp_SRTP_Identification_Classification_Report.pdf
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https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.320
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https://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/projsolicitation/2019/ProjectEvalDocumentation2018Final.pdf
https://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/projsolicitation/2019/ProjectEvalDocumentation2018Final.pdf
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Q7. Are the performance measurements based on actual data or are they modeled? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.320(c)(3) 
 
ARC Response 
 
To the extent possible, ARC relies on both sources: modeled and observed.  The use of INRIX 
congestion metrics is field data on existing conditions. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Q8. Who implements CMP strategies (e.g., State DOT, transportation management associations, 

transit agencies, locals)? 
 

Code References: Title 23 CFR Part 450.320(a)   
Title 23 CFR Part 450.320(c) 
 
ARC Response 
 
The CMP serves as a blueprint for ARC planning partners who implement projects within the 
Atlanta region, including GDOT, local governments and CIDs.  One of the benefits of the CMP is 
that it provides a guide for planning partners to ensure that any roadway improvements are 
context sensitive in nature with respect to surrounding land uses and modes of transportation.  
Local governments also rely on the CMP output as part of their Comprehensive Transportation 
Plans. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Q9. How does the Transportation Plan incorporate travel demand and operational management 

strategies?  Are necessary demand reduction and operational management commitments made 
for new Single Occupant Vehicle (SOV) projects? 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.320 (b) (c) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Yes.  The RTP includes significant investments in both travel demand and operational strategies.  
ARC encourages planning partners to implement lower-cost solutions before pursuing large-
scale capital programs, particularly transportation demand management strategies.  ARC 
manages the Georgia Commute Options program, which encompasses and promotes an array of 
demand and operational management strategies.  An overview of the program and information 
on how it contributes to achieving regional goals related to congestion mitigation and improving 
air quality can be found on the Atlanta Regional Transportation Demand Management Plan web 
page.  On a case-by-case basis, necessary demand reduction and operational management 
commitments are normally made at the local level during the land use approval process for 
zoning and subdivision decisions.  

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.320
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.320
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.320
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.320
http://gacommuteoptions.com/
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/tdmplan-final-120413.pdf
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Q10. How have other travel demand reduction and operational management strategies been analyzed? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.320(a), (c)  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.320(e) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC routinely evaluates the effectiveness of a variety of travel demand reduction strategies and 
programs.  The Atlanta Regional Transportation Demand Management Plan extensively 
assessed overall strategies.  This plan was complemented by development of analysis of TDM 
Best Practices in Construction Mitigation Techniques. 
 
During the event of the I-85 bridge collapse, in 2017, ARC analyzed multiple datasets, including 
probe data from INRIX (mostly congested speeds and travel times) for the affected area, as well 
as O-D data.  That traffic analysis was then shared with GDOT, City of Atlanta, and other 
planning partners and stakeholders, to inform decision-makers and traffic engineers regarding 
travel patterns and origin-destinations of the motoring public affected by the bridge collapse. 
 
Over the past year, FHWA provided supplementary SHRP2 assistance to ARC, specific to the I-85 
bridge collapse traffic data for ARC to develop foundational data sets describing current demand 
for travel and transportation systems in detail.  The I-85 bridge collapse offered an opportunity 
to build on this foundation to incorporate additional travel demand and system performance 
observations for key time periods that cover time periods before, during, and after the bridge 
collapse incident. This type of resource will facilitate improving the SHRP2 technologies, as well 
as new transport modeling and simulation technologies to follow. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Q11. What mechanism(s) are in place for measuring performance of Management and Operations 

(M&O) goals and objectives? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.320(c)(1)  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.320(c)(4) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC partners with GDOT and receives reports from their NAVIGaTOR (Freeway ATMS program) 
and their Regional Traffic Operations Program (RTOP) for routine operations measurement.  
ARC also has access to GDOT’s ATSPM (Automated Traffic Signal Performance Measures 
dashboard), which is used to provide more insight on congestion rankings and project 
prioritization.  ARC is currently refining M&O performance measuring methodology through its 
Regional Transportation System Management and Operations Plan/Regional ITS Architecture 
update. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
  

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.320
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.320
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http://www.dot.ga.gov/DS/SafetyOperation/TrafficSignals#tab-1
https://traffic.dot.ga.gov/atspm
https://traffic.dot.ga.gov/atspm
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List of Obligated Projects 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
R1. Does the MPO prepare annually, a list of projects for which Federal funds have been obligated in 

the preceding year and publish it or otherwise make it available for public review?  Where is it 
located? 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(j)(7)(B) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(j) (7)(B) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.324(e)(3) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.332(a) (b) (c) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Projects using federal funds that were obligated the previous year can be found on ARC’s 
program delivery webpage. Over the past decade, additional context to projects both obligated 
and not obligated in the previous fiscal year was traditionally gathered and published annually 
in the Breaking Ground Report. ARC staff are now in the process of developing a concise 
quarterly update on TIP delivery, which will launch in CY 2019.  Staff continues to calculate 
program delivery rates and shares the information with partner agency technical staff and 
regional policy officials. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

R2. Have there been any public comments on the listing? If so, how are such comments used in 
assessing the metropolitan transportation planning process? 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(a)(1)(vi)  
 
ARC Response 
 
No public comments have been received on the required annual listing of obligated federal 
funds.  This list was the foundation of a broader annual program delivery report called Breaking 
Ground, as well as our forthcoming quarter TIP reporting effort.  This report has provided data 
used extensively in policy discussions over the years.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 

 
  

R 
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68 | P a g e  
 

 
 
 
 

Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
S1. How is the regional ITS architecture being used in the transportation planning process? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.306(f) 
Title 23 CFR Part 940.5 
 
ARC Response 
 
As technology continues to expand the concept of what an ITS project can consist of and the 
benefits of ITS on our roadway network, ITS architectures are becoming more complicated, but 
also more important to the transportation planning process. As a response to this new reality, 
ARC is updating its Regional ITS Architecture to include current technologies, but also emerging 
technologies not yet being implemented. Including emerging technologies ensures that 
innovative projects are not rejected due to inconsistency with the architecture. The Regional ITS 
Architecture will also be available online through an easily searchable website, making it more 
accessible and easier to use. Both ARC and our planning partners will be able to quickly ensure 
potential projects are consistent with the architecture. 
 
Additionally, in creating the new Regional ITS Architecture, ARC will also create new 
performance measures for ITS projects. These measures will ensure that projects are not only 
consistent with the architecture itself, but also the operational and technology goals of the 
region. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
S2. How are the changes to the Regional ITS architecture being documented and processed? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 940.11(e) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Currently the Regional ITS Architecture is being fully overhauled. The update will include a 
searchable website of the entire architecture. This format will make the architecture more 
readily accessible and will make any changes to the architecture easier to implement. To 
increase the transparency of any changes and ensure the architecture is easy to use for ARC’s 
planning partners, a report documenting any changes made and their effective dates will also be 
available on the website.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

S 
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
S3. How are ITS activities coordinated in the MPO/TMA? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.306(f) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC works closely with GDOT and local governments to coordinate ITS projects that support or 
impact the regional transportation system. ARC also formed a Steering Committee for the 
Regional TSMO Plan and ITS Architecture Update, that includes staff from GDOT Planning and 
Operations and GRTA/SRTA/ATL. The plan update has also included two workshops to date with 
another 2 workshops scheduled before the end of 2019. These workshops are inclusive of a 
wide list of participants including local government staff, state and federal planning partners, 
university researchers, private industry representatives, and technology start-ups.  ARC’s 
intention is to continue meeting with these groups after the plan is finished to continue the 
momentum of engagement around transportation management, operations, and technology. 
 
ARC also hosted the ConnectATL Summit in 2017 and 2018 as a forum around technology in 
planning for the region. This Summit has sparked an interest in continuing the conversation 
around technology on an ongoing basis. ARC intends to use the success of these events to 
convene groups more regularly on issues relating to technology. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
S4. How does the MPO ensure that all ITS projects are consistent with the regional ITS architecture? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.306(f) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC works closely with GDOT to ensure this occurs during procurement phases for projects.  In 
previous years, the ITS Architecture was created to be flexible and most projects were 
traditional ITS projects that often did not require detailed review. However, as technology 
continues to expand both what an ITS project can be, and the benefits of ITS, more detailed 
reviews of proposed projects will be essential. As a response to this new reality, ARC is updating 
its Regional ITS Architecture to include current technologies, but also emerging technologies not 
yet being implemented. Including emerging technologies ensures that innovative projects are 
not rejected due to inconsistency with the architecture. The Regional ITS Architecture will also 
be available online through an easily searchable website, making it more accessible and easier 
to use. Both ARC and our planning partners will be able to quickly ensure proposed projects are 
consistent with the architecture. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
S5. What is the MPO’s involvement with other ITS organizations in the region? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 940.9(a) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC staff is very active in ITS forums.  ARC has been a member of ITS Georgia Chapter of ITS 
America, since inception in 1997 and currently has a staff member serving on the Board. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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Freight Planning 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
T1. How does the MPO incorporate/address freight related goals in the MPO process? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.306(a)(1)(4)(6) 
 
ARC Response 
 
As outlined in the UPWP, the ARC Freight Advisory Task Force, established in 2003 as part of the 
regional planning process, provides a forum for dialogue between the freight community and 
the public sector on freight and goods movement issues.  In 2011, the task force assisted in the 
development of PLAN 2040, including the Freight Improvement Program, and provided input 
into the Strategic Regional Thoroughfare Network and funding policy.  In 2011 and 2012, the 
task force focused on the implementation of the Freight Improvement Program of the TIP and 
assisted in State Freight Plan recommendations.   
 
In 2015-2016, the task force focused on the Atlanta Regional Freight Mobility Plan Update (copy 
provided in response to Item Y5), which served as an input to the 2016 RTP update.  The 2016 
freight plan update identified truck parking as a growing regional issue, and in 2017-2018, ARC 
conducted the Atlanta Regional Truck Parking Study (copy provided in response to Item Y5).  
The 2016 freight plan update also identified the need to conduct local freight plans, named 
Freight Cluster Plans, in primarily industrial areas in the Atlanta region.  The first of these plans 
kicked off in early 2019, and these planning efforts are expected to continue until at least 2021.  
The ARC Freight Advisory Task Force was a key source of input for the 2018 truck parking study, 
and is continuing to assist in the freight cluster plans, as well as other planning efforts such as 
the ongoing TSMO/ITS plan that ARC is currently conducting.  

________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
T2. What process does the MPO use to identify and analyze existing and projected goods movement 

in the region? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.306 (a)(1)(4)(6) 
 
ARC Response 
  
The first Atlanta Regional Freight Mobility Plan was completed in 2008 to serve as the guiding 
planning document for the region’s freight and goods movement strategies, with an update to 
this plan (copy provided in response to Item Y5) completed in 2016.  Recommendations from 
the 2008 Freight Plan included development of the 2010 Atlanta Strategic Tuck Route Master 

T 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.306
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Plan (ASTRoMaP), which helps guides current and future decision-making on regional 
transportation priorities. 
 
The 2008 Atlanta Regional Freight Mobility Plan included a commodity flow profile based on the 
2005 base year and the 2030 freight forecasts provided in the TRANSEARCH database. The 2016 
Atlanta Regional Freight Mobility Plan Update used the FHWA Freight Analysis Framework (FAF) 
data, the TRANSEARCH database, and other data sources to identify and analyze existing and 
projected goods movement in the region, identify opportunities to improve freight flows, and 
develop freight performance measures that reflect the role of freight and logistics in the 
regional economy.  The freight cluster planning program, which kicked off in early 2019, will 
provide local analysis of freight needs in key locations in the region with significant freight 
movement and related economic activity.  

____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
T3. How are freight providers and freight stakeholders engaged to participate in the development of 

the LRTP, TIP, and other MPO products? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(i)(5)(A)  
Title 49 USC Section 5303(i)(5)(A)  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(b)  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(i) 

 
ARC Response 
 
The ARC Freight Advisory Task Force meets regularly throughout the year, providing a forum for 
dialogue between the freight community and the public sector on freight and goods movement 
issues.  The Task Force serves as a direct conduit for input from freight stakeholders to ongoing 
freight plans conducted by ARC. 
 
Freight providers are encouraged to participate in all ARC planning activities, per the ARC Policy 
for Citizen Input.  Community Improvement Districts (CIDs), Chambers of Commerce, and 
professional organizations such as APICs Atlanta and the Atlanta Air Cargo Association have 
assisted with connecting ARC to freight providers and stakeholders.  In addition to the Freight 
Advisory Task Force, stakeholder interviews and surveys have been conducted with the freight 
providers and stakeholders as a part of recent freight planning efforts to further engage the freight 

community.  Additionally, local city and county government transportation staff participate 
through Transportation Coordinating Committee (TCC) meetings, held twice each month. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/freight/freight-advisory-taskforce/
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/boards-and-committees/transportation-coordinating-committee/
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
T4. Please identify the freight providers and partners in the MPO area. 
 

Code References:  
None provided 

 
ARC Response 
 
Membership of the ARC Freight Advisory Task Force is comprised of members of the freight 
community and the public sector, including representatives from CSX and Norfolk Southern 
railroads, Hartsfield-Jackson Atlanta International Airport, UPS, community improvement 
districts, chambers of commerce, Georgia Tech, and GDOT.  Private sector participants include 
those from the supply chain industry including shippers, carriers, third-party logistics provider 
(3PLs), and land brokers.   

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
T5. What level of participation from the freight community has the MPO experienced? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(i) 
 
ARC Response 
 
The ARC Freight Advisory Task Force provides a forum for the freight community to participate 
in the MPO process.  The task force meets regularly throughout the year to discuss updates to 
the regional freight plan and planning process, legislative and funding updates, and regional 
freight activities.  The task force served as a direct conduit for input into ARC’s 2016 Atlanta 
Regional Freight Mobility Plan Update (copy provided in response to Item Y5), the 2018 Atlanta 
Regional Truck Parking Study (copy provided in response to Item Y5), and for the ongoing freight 
cluster planning efforts. 
 
In November 2013, ARC, the Metro Atlanta Chamber, and the Georgia Tech Center for Quality 
Growth and Regional Development (CQGRD) hosted a two-day peer exchange on megaregion 
freight planning. A follow-up to this event was hosted on January 31-February 1, 2017. These 
events included peer metropolitan planning organizations (MPOs) from across the country, 
private-sector logistics companies, university researchers, federal agencies, and state and local 
governments. Videos from the 2013 event are available on the YouTube Connected Places 
Channel. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 
 

 
 
 

https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/freight/freight-advisory-taskforce/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/freight/freight-advisory-taskforce/
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/02/atlanta-regional-freight-mobility-plan-update-2016.pdf
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/02/atlanta-regional-freight-mobility-plan-update-2016.pdf
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/freight/atlanta-regional-truck-parking-assessment-study/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/freight/atlanta-regional-truck-parking-assessment-study/
https://www.youtube.com/user/ConnectedPlaces
https://www.youtube.com/user/ConnectedPlaces
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Safety Considerations in the Planning Process 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
U1. How is safety addressed for motorized and non-motorized users throughout the Continuous, 

Cooperative, and Comprehensive (3-C) planning process? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.306(a)(2) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(h) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Safety is a priority for ARC’s planning processes. There are three main areas where safety is 
being integrated and developed: data, planning, and funding. For data, ARC staff regularly 
retrieve crash locations from GDOT’s Georgia Electronic Accident Reporting System (GEARS) 
database to calculate crash rates and to conduct hotspot and crash risk analyses. This data and 
the analyses findings are shared with our planning partners for special projects and local 
jurisdictions for CTPs and other planning efforts. 
 
For planning, the current RTP highlights regional crash hotspots and states the need for ARC to 
move towards a Safe Systems approach and adopt Vision Zero policies. The RTP also 
acknowledges the limitations of hotspot analysis for reversing worsening crash trends. In 2018, 
ARC wrote a non-motorized Safety Action Plan to specifically address worsening pedestrian 
crash trends as well as identify emerging methodologies for moving beyond traditional safety 
assessment methodologies.  
 
Regarding project prioritization and funding, these data and the Safe Systems approach are put 
into action in ARC’s TIP Project Evaluation Framework (copy provided in response to Item Y2 / 
Key Source Plans). This framework is a data-driven prioritization practice which incorporates 
safety as a significantly-weighted performance criteria within ARC’s TIP process. Proven safety 
countermeasures are also included as a specific metric under the safety performance criteria for 
all project types.  
 
Finally, ARC addresses safety through the MPO’s cooperative role by convening a Regional 
Safety Task Force. The taskforce’s goal is to eliminate crashes resulting in fatalities and serious 
injuries using a data-driven, proactive, and aggressive approach. This multidisciplinary group will 
help ARC respond to the demand for safer streets and advance our performance-based 
planning.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 

U 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.306
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://www.gearsportal.com/Pages/Public/Home.aspx
https://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/projsolicitation/2019/ProjectEvalDocumentation2018Final.pdf
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
U2. Is safety an explicit goal in your planning process (LRTP and TIP)? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(h) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.324(c) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Yes.  The FAST Act identifies ten factors which must be considered during the metropolitan 
transportation planning process, one of which is to “increase the safety of the transportation 
system for motorized and non-motorized users.”  The Atlanta Region’s Plan Policy Framework  
(copy provided in response to Item Y2 / Key Source Plans) follows this guidance by identifying 
an explicit objective to “provide a safe and secure transportation system.” The plan achieves 
this through a policy to “promote and enhance safety across all planning and implementation 
efforts, including support for the State Strategic Highway Safety Plan.”   
 
These safety objectives and policies are also reflected in the Process section of The Atlanta 
Region’s Plan RTP. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
  

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.324
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/policy-framework/
https://www.gahighwaysafety.org/highway-safety/shsp/
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/The-Atlanta-Region-s-Plan/rtp/process.pdf
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
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Security Considerations in the Planning Process 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
V1. In the case of a major manmade or natural disaster, does the MPO have a Continuation of 

Operations Plan (COOP)? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR 450.322(h) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Internally – ARC developed a Business Continuity Plan in 2014 (copy provided in response to 
Item Y8) and is currently in the process of updating this plan (anticipated completion in August 
2019).  ARC’s mission is to demonstrate professional and forward-looking leadership to ensure 
sustainable growth and competitive advantage by focusing and balancing Environmental 
Responsibility, Economic Growth, and Social Needs.  To accomplish this mission, ARC must 
ensure its operations are performed efficiently with minimal disruption, especially during an 
emergency.  The Business Continuity Plan provides planning and program guidance for 
implementing the Plan and programs to ensure the organization is capable of conducting its 
essential missions and functions under all threats and conditions. 
 
Externally – Another responsibility of the ARC is the Atlanta Urban Area Security Initiative 
(UASI).   UASI cities are identified through an annual risk assessment by the Department of 
Homeland Security (DHS), resulting in UASI grants to the cities that cumulatively bear 85% of the 
nationwide risk related to terrorism.  Through these funds, in 2018 the UASI partnered with the 
five counties and the city of Atlanta (which comprise the core membership of the UASI) to 
rewrite the Regional Evacuation Coordination Plan (RECP).  The revised plan is focused on a 
much more operational approach to evacuation and has been approved by all appropriate state 
and local emergency management agencies (EMAs).  The UASI will continue to support local 
EMAs in training, exercise and revision of the RECP as they deem necessary.   

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

V 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
http://timetaskforce.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/12/Atlanta-Regional-Evacuation-Coordination-Plan-Refined-Base-Plan-August-23-2018-Edition.pdf
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
V2. Has the MPO’s COOP been tested? 

• If yes, what, if any, changes were made to the COOP based on the test(s)? 
• If no, are there plans to test it the COOP? (please explain) 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR 450.322(h) 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC has not tested the COOP; however, the plan was successfully utilized during recent winter 
weather-related office closures.  ARC was able to maintain near normal business operations 
using technology (phone, email, laptops, etc.).  Staff was able to effectively work remotely 
throughout periods of weather closures and was able to access all data and information 
necessary to perform its routine functions. 
 
Likewise, following the “Polar Vortex” in December 2018, ARC participated in the teleworking 
movement that underpinned Super Bowl Week in January/February 2019. This movement is 
being driven to minimize traffic disruption, manage crowd control and operational delays due to 
the swell in the city’s population attending large locally-hosted events. ARC joined many other 
organizations across Atlanta by having all employees successfully telework for 2-3 days leading 
up to Super Bowl Sunday with no disruption to our operation.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
V3. Is security an explicit goal in the MPO’s planning process and LRTP? Does the plan include 

strategies and implementation steps specifically related to achieving the security goal? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR 450.322(h) 
 
ARC Response 
 
Yes.  The FAST Act identifies ten factors which must be considered during the metropolitan 
transportation planning process, one of which is to “increase the security of the transportation 
system for motorized and non-motorized users.”  The Atlanta Region’s Plan Policy Framework 
(copy provided in response to Item Y2 / Key Source Plans) follows this guidance by identifying 
an explicit objective to “provide a safe and secure transportation system”.  The plan achieves 
this through a policy to “coordinate security and emergency preparedness programs across 
transportation modes and jurisdictions.”   
 
These security objectives and policies are also reflected in the Process section of The Atlanta 
Region’s Plan RTP. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 
 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/policy-framework/
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/The-Atlanta-Region-s-Plan/rtp/process.pdf
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
V4. How is security considered and evaluated throughout the 3-C planning process? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 USC Section 134(h)(1)(C) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(h)(1)(C) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.306(a)(2) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.306(e) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.306(h) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(h) 
 
ARC Response 
 
See response to Item V3.  Safety and security are also key design considerations in the project 
development process, as referenced in numerous places in the RTP where various programs are 
described. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
  

https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.306
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.306
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.306
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
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Performance Based Planning and Programming Process 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
W1. Who is responsible for PBPP at the MPO? 
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response  
 
Multiple staff have a role in ensuring that ARC conducts and reports a comprehensive set of 
metrics on the existing and future performance of the transportation system, as well as ensuring 
all federal mandates are met.  Kyung-Hwa Kim (kkim@atlantaregional.org; 470.378.1562) is the 
lead staff member for the technical aspects of the process, while David Haynes 
(dhaynes@atlantaregional.org; 470.378.1571) is responsible for managing the policy and 
compliance requirements related to a performance based planning process.  All staff use the 
data and findings from the process in aspects of their individual work programs.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
W2. How does the current coordination process work? Are there regular meetings to discuss data, 

targets, and direction? 
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
Yes.  ARC has historically presented information on the performance of the transportation 
system on a periodic basis to committees and incorporated their feedback into the planning 
process.  These briefings occurred within the context of major plan updates, as well as being 
routine informational sessions as new data and methodologies became available.   
 
With implementation of formal federal performance-based planning requirements in MAP-21, 
and continued under the FAST Act, briefings have become more structured and regular. Staff 
provided regular updates on reporting requirements, agency responsibilities, and the data 
results to ensure approval of all targets and incorporation into plan documents in advance of 
deadlines.  Discussion outcomes related to this process have guided ARC’s work program, 
particularly with respect to safety performance measures and targets in which a task force is 
actively assessing how MPO level targets can be more strategic, targeted and aspirational than 
those established at the statewide level. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

W 

mailto:kkim@atlantaregional.org
mailto:dhaynes@atlantaregional.org
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
W3. Have the MPO, State DOT, and providers of public transportation jointly agreed upon and 

developed specific written provisions as required under 23 CFR 450.314(h) by the required date 
(May 27, 2018: safety, May 20, 2019: PM2 and PM3)? 

 
Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
Yes.  All documents related to meeting federal performance based planning requirements are 
included in Appendix M of The Atlanta Region’s Plan RTP. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
W4. How does the MPO set vision, goals, objectives, and targets to guide PBPP and decision-making? 

What is the role of partners – the State DOT, public transit operators, MPO Board and others? 
 

Code References: None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
ARC has an extensive range of goals, objectives and policies to guide development of 
transportation funding recommendations in The Atlanta Region’s Plan.  A Policy Framework 
document (copy provided in response to Item Y2 / Key Source Plans), originally adopted in 
August 2015 and currently being reassessed as part of the major plan update, outlines our 
strategy to produce world class infrastructure, a competitive economy and healthy & livable 
communities.   
 
The document was reviewed extensively with ARC committees, which includes all key planning 
partners and policy officials, prior to being formally adopted.  A similar review process was 
completed in 2019 to determine if any modifications to the contents are necessary before the 
next RTP is approved in February 2020. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
W5. How are the goals, objectives, measures, and targets that are described in other State 

transportation plans or public transit plans, as well as related transportation processes integrated 
in the metropolitan transportation planning process? 

 
Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
During updates to The Atlanta Region’s Plan RTP (copy provided in response to Item Y2), ARC 
conducts extensive outreach and engagement with planning partners to review projects and 
priorities.  Those projects and priorities are frequently documented in plans developed by those 
entities and which were developed through a robust community engagement process and 

https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/policy-framework/
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
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approved by an official body.  Consequently, the recommendations and findings of those plans 
reflect the goals, objectives, measures and targets unique to those agencies and jurisdictions. In 
this way, those other processes have a direct link into the RTP development process. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
W6. How does your agency use performance measures and targets in decision-making as reflected in 

the TIP or elsewhere? 
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
The use of project-level performance measures and evaluations is the foundation of the TIP 
development process.   
 
A comprehensive TIP Project Evaluation Framework (copy provided in response to Item Y2 / Key 
Source Plans) outlines ARC’s performance-based decision making process for allocation of 
federal funds to transportation projects.  The prioritization process, including the evaluation 
criteria and weighting system, considers established measures and targets to help ensure TIP 
investments are supportive of desired outcomes. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
W7. Does your agency’s performance-based approach lead to decision-making to support the national 

goals identified in 23 U.S.C. 150(b)? What is the MPO’s approach to incorporate the national goals 
in on-going metropolitan planning? 

 
Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
Yes.  ARC directly incorporates the performance-based approach into plan development with 
the goal to support national goals.   
 
ARC has an extensive range of goals, objectives and policies to guide development of 
transportation funding recommendations in The Atlanta Region’s Plan.  A Policy Framework 
document (copy provided in response to Item Y2 / Key Source Plans), originally adopted in 
August 2015 and currently being reassessed as part of the major plan update, outlines our 
strategy to produce world class infrastructure, a competitive economy and healthy & livable 
communities.  This framework was developed using the national goals as a foundation.  The 
Solutions section of The Atlanta Region’s Plan RTP explicitly identifies which policies of the 
framework are supported by the projects and programs recommended for various system users. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 
 

https://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/projsolicitation/2019/ProjectEvalDocumentation2018Final.pdf
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/The-Atlanta-Region-s-Plan/policy-framework.pdf
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/The-Atlanta-Region-s-Plan/rtp/solutions.pdf
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
W8. How does your agency use performance measures and targets to evaluate the success of your 

planning process and investment decisions?  Is there a documented timeline? Are partners 
engaged and committed to participation in PBPP? 

 
Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 

 
ARC has a longstanding process to conduct performance-based planning and is continuing the 
evolution to incorporate into this existing process the national metrics.  The timeline to 
complete this process is February 2020, corresponding to the next major RTP update.  All 
stakeholders are engaged and committed to this process.   
 
ARC has an evaluation process outlined in the TIP Project Evaluation Framework (copy provided 
in response to Item Y2 / Key Source Plans). This includes measures focusing on mobility and 
congestion, reliability, network connectivity, multimodalism, safety, air quality and climate 
change, cultural and environmental resources, social equity, goods movement, and employment 
accessibility. Additionally, ARC evaluates the LRTP using modelled data to compare the 
proposed project list to a no build scenario. The summary of regional performance measures 
can be found in Appendix I in The Atlanta Region’s Plan RTP.  
 
The Georgia Department of Transportation established the targets required under MAP-21 
which ARC has adopted. The timeline is aligned with FHWA requirements. ARC is committed to 
collaborating with our regional and state partners to establish and monitor these performance 
measures and targets. ARC is also committed to establishing regionally specific targets where 
appropriate in the future. 
 
To encourage transparency and participation in our planning process, ARC has created an 
interactive data visualization tool, DASH. DASH will be a repository for all ARC’s performance 
measures and targets. A first step in building out DASH is to incorporate the Federally required 
performance measures, followed by supplemental performance measures. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
W9. How are PBPP-related activities reflected in your UPWP?   
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
Performance based planning activities are reflected throughout the 2019 UPWP (copy provided 
in response to Item Y1 / ARC Processes) in the ways ARC works with local planning partners to 
such as collecting performance data, selecting and reporting performance targets for the 
metropolitan area, and reporting actual system performance related to those targets.  More 
specifically, the UPWP contains 2019 Work Program Subelement 06D called “Performance 

https://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/projsolicitation/2019/ProjectEvalDocumentation2018Final.pdf
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/The-Atlanta-Region-s-Plan/rtp/appendices.pdf
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
https://atlregional.github.io/DASH/index.html
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/comprehensive-planning/unified-planning-work-program-upwp/
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Analysis & Monitoring.”   The stated purpose of the work of staff assigned to this subelement is 
to provide for the continual enhancement of the application of the travel demand model and 
real observed “mega-data” to understand regional transportation needs and to analyze project 
performance.  Several specific deliverables are identified, along with agency partnerships which 
will be required, and the relevant budget cost centers. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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DOT/MPO Annual Self Certifications 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
X1. How are the transit authority, State DOT, and other transportation partners involved in the self-

certification process?  Is there an opportunity for public comment? (If so, how are comments 
addressed)? 

 
Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.336 
 
ARC Response 
 
As required by MAP-21, ARC self-certifies with each new TIP or at least every four years, that 
the metropolitan transportation planning process is being carried out in accordance with all 
applicable requirements.  The most recent Self-Certification was in May 2019 (copy provided in 
response to Item Y1 / ARC Processes), in conjunction with approval of an amendment to the FY 
2018-2023 TIP / 2040 RTP. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
X2. Does the MPO have processes, procedures, guidelines, and/or policies that address Title VI, ADA, 

DBE, lobbying, and other regulatory requirements?  How are these documented and applied? 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.334(a)(3) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.334(a)(5)  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.334(a)(7) 

 
ARC Response 
 
Yes. ARC has processes, procedures, guidelines and/or policies that address these regulatory 
requirements. 
 

• Title VI Program and Plan (copy provided in response to Item Y8) 

• DBE Program and Plan (copy provided in response to Item Y8) 

• ADA compliance policies are contained in the agency’s Personnel Policy Manual (copy 
provided in response to Item Y8 / ARC Processes) 

• Lobbying Certifications are included in all grants and contracts executed by ARC 

• Purchasing and Procurement Policy (copy provided in response to Item Y1 / ARC 
Processes) 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

  

X 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.336
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.334
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.334
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.334
https://atlantaregional.org/leadership-and-engagement/guidelines-compliance/title-vi-plan-and-program/
https://atlantaregional.org/about-arc/business-services-finance/arc-business-opportunities/
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Requested Documents and Information 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Y1. Documentation designating the urbanized area as an MPO. 
 

Code References: Title 23 CFR Part 420.105(c) 
 

a. All MPO agreements defining planning and programming responsibilities with other agencies 
• Operators of public transit services 
• State DOT 
• Local Governments 
• Staffing 
• Others (Legal Services, etc.) 

 
Code References:   
Title 23 CFR Part 420.105(c) 
Title 23 USC Section 134(d)(1) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(d)(1) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.310(b) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.312(a) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.314 

 
b. Status/documentation of agreements related to the expanded TMA/UA, State, other planning 

agencies, etc. as applicable. 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 420.105(c) 
Title 23 USC Section 134(d)(1) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(d)(1) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.310(b) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.312(a) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.314 

 
c. MPO structure and voting membership of the Policy Committee, including bylaws for the MPO 

technical, policy, and any other committees. Please include latest version of the MPO’s MOU 
and any related bylaws and procedures referenced in the MOU. 

 
Code References: 
Title 23 USC Section 134(d)(2) 
Title 49 USC Section 5303(d)(2) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.310(d) 

 

Y 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/420.105
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.310
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.312
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.314
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/420.105
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.310
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.312
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.314
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/23/134
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/49/5303
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.310
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ARC Response 
 
Documents submitted in response:  

 

• ARC Processes 
-  2019 UPWP (February 2020) 
-  ARC Bylaws (January 2015) 
-  ARC Personnel Policy Manual (May 2018) 
-  Board and Committee Membership (2019) 
-  MPO Designation by Governor (September 2014) 
-  Self Certification (May 2019) 

• Planning Agreements with Adjacent MPOs 
-  CBMPO MOA (March 2016) 
-  GHMPO MOA (June 2014) 
-  Jackson County MOA (April 2014) 

• Planning Agreements with Adjacent RCs 
-  Coosa Valley RDC (March 2004) - Bartow and Paulding 
-  McIntosh Trail RDC (March 2004) - Spalding 
-  Northeast Georgia RDC (February 2004) - Barrow, Newton and Walton 

• Planning Agreements with MPO Limited Membership Counties 
-  Barrow County (March 2005) 
-  Carroll County (DRAFT - 2015) 
-  Coweta County (June 2004) 
-  Dawson County (May 2015) 
-  Forsyth County (June 2004) 
-  Newton County (March 2005) 
-  Paulding County (June 2004) 
-  Pike County (July 2015) 
-  Spalding County (May 2004) 
-  Walton County (June 2004) 

• Planning Agreements with Regional and State Agencies 
-  GRTA (September 2002) 
-  Interagency Consultation Group (February 1999) 
-  Quad Party Agreement (December 2009) 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Y2. Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) and Transportation Improvement Program (TIP); LRTP and 

TIP project selection and/or development procedures, and scopes. 
 

Code References:   
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.324   
 
 
 
 
 

https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/comprehensive-planning/unified-planning-work-program-upwp/
https://atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/arc-bylaws-2018.pdf
https://atlantaregional.org/arc-board-and-committees/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.324
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ARC Response 
 
Documents submitted in response:  
 

• The Atlanta Region’s Plan RTP and TIP (May 2019) 

• RTP Project List Appendices A-D (December 2018) 

• Key Source Plans 
-  Concept 3 Regional Transit Vision (2018) 
-  Regional Resource Plan (2016) 
-  The Atlanta Region’s Plan Policy Framework (August 2015) 
-  TIP Project Evaluation Framework (2018) 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Y3. Latest Congestion Management Process (CMP) and scopes for development of update to the CMP. 
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.320 
 
ARC Response 
 
Documents submitted in response: 
 

• Strategic Regional Thoroughfare Network Identification and Classification Report (June 
2011) 

• Management and Design Guidelines for the RTN (June 2011) 

• CMP State of the Practice Report (November 2015) 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Y4. Documentation of environmental mitigation and consultation discussions with Federal, State, 

Tribal, and local agencies.   
 

Code References:  
None provided 

 
ARC Response 
 
Two Environmental Consultation meetings were held since the adoption of the current long 
range transportation plan.  The first meeting was held on April 27, 2017.  The principle objective 
of the meeting included introducing the FHWA INVEST process and revisiting potential data, 
tools, methods, and policies on streamlining environmental and transportation planning for 
purposes of accelerating project delivery and practicing sustainability.  The discussion included: 
 

• General dialogue about whether sustainability is a function of transportation planning, 
or something that exists outside of the process; 

• Whether ARC was deploying the correct tools to align our goals of implementing 
sustainable project delivery; 

https://atlantaregionsplan.org/regional-transportation-plan/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/transportation-planning/concept-3/
https://atlantaregional.org/community-development/sustainability/regional-resource-plan/
https://atlantaregionsplan.org/policy-framework/
https://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/projsolicitation/2019/ProjectEvalDocumentation2018Final.pdf
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.320
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/tp_SRTP_Identification_Classification_Report.pdf
http://documents.atlantaregional.com/transportation/tp_SRTP_Design_Guidelines.pdf
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/arc-cmp-state-of-practice-report-final-for-arc-nov-23-2015.pdf
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• And to provide general direction in the course of self-evaluation that ARC was 
undertaking in the next several months.  

 
Feedback was evaluated and incorporated into the process.  
 
The second meeting was held on July 20, 2018.  This meeting had a dual purpose of introducing 
the consultation process for the upcoming Regional Transportation Plan and presenting the 
findings of the evaluation undertaken through the INVEST evaluation research. The response to 
findings was overwhelmingly positive.  
 

• Developing links between planning and NEPA has been an ongoing challenge 

• Local project sponsors will get more meaningful information from the qualitative 
information rather than the quantitative analysis; the stakeholder committee can be a 
good resource for future technical support and training 

• Developing the equity and sustainability modules will provide an enhanced level of 
support for project analysis that is not currently being achieved 

 
Several stakeholders pledged on-going support in refining this model.  Follow up meetings will 
extend beyond the scope of the INVEST grant, particularly as ARC continues to revise its 
methodology and tools. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Y5. Freight goods and services studies conducted by the MPO. 
 

Code References:  
None provided 
 
ARC Response 
 
Documents submitted in response: 
 

• Atlanta Strategic Truck Route Master Plan (2010) 

• Atlanta Regional Freight Mobility Plan (May 2016) 

• Atlanta Regional Truck Parking Assessment Study (April 2018) 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Y6. Description of bike/ped committee membership, frequency of meetings and level of participation. 
 

Code References:  
None provided 

 
ARC Response 
 
ARC routinely works with citizens and stakeholders to incorporate community input in walking 
and bicycling planning. The agency’s regional walking and bicycling plan had a volume dedicated 
to public input (“Walk. Bike. Thrive!”, Part 3) and each subsequent supplemental study has had 
a dedicated technical advisory committee; plans (and committee membership descriptions) are 

https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/freight/atlanta-strategic-truck-route-master-plan-astromap/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/freight/atlanta-regional-freight-mobility-plan/
https://atlantaregional.org/transportation-mobility/freight/atlanta-regional-truck-parking-assessment-study/
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located on ARC’s bicycle and pedestrian planning website. Due to the ongoing nature of ARC’s 
supplemental planning reports, our Regional Bicycling & Walking Advisory Committee has 
typically been convened as the TAC of a specific supplemental report. ARC also hosts a quarterly 
Regional Trails Roundtable specifically for input on regional trail coordination and regional TAP 
funding.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Y7. Public Involvement Participation Plan (including a portfolio for the Certification Review i.e. 

newsletters, meetings, etc.)   
 

Code References:  
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316 

 
ARC Response 
 
Documents on ARC’s community engagement website which are submitted in response: 
 

• Regional Community Engagement Plan (2014) 

• Regional Transportation Community Engagement Plan - A Guide to Metropolitan Planning 
Organization Basics (2019) 

• Regional Transportation Community Engagement Plan - A Resident’s Guide to Regional 
Transportation Planning (2019) 

• Regional Transportation Community Engagement Plan - Community Engagement:  Values, 
Techniques and Process (2019) 

• Community Engagement Strategy and Regional Transportation Plan Development Assistance 
for the 2020 Update (December 2018) 

• Policy for Citizen Input (September 2014) 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Y8. Other materials/documents that would be useful to the Review Team to address the review 

questions/items: 
 

a. Title VI procedures 
b. Boundary Maps for the MPO (also provide in electronic format) 
c. Continuity of Operations Plan (COOP). 
d. PM2-4 documentation/System Performance Report 

 
Code References:   
Title 42 USC Section 2000d-1 
Title 49 CFR Part 21.7(a)(1) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.312(j) 
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322 (h) 
 
 
 
 
 

https://atlantaregional.org/plans-reports/bike-pedestrian-plan-walk-bike-thrive/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.316
https://atlantaregional.org/leadership-and-engagement/community-engagement/community-engagement/
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/reccomengplan-2014.pdf
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/arc-cep-mpo-red-final-draft-for-review.pdf
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/arc-cep-mpo-red-final-draft-for-review.pdf
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/arc-cep-residents-guide-green-020519-final-draft-for-review.pdf
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/arc-cep-residents-guide-green-020519-final-draft-for-review.pdf
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/arc-cep-procedures-purple-022519-final-draft-for-review.pdf
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/arc-cep-procedures-purple-022519-final-draft-for-review.pdf
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/arc-citizeninput-policy-2014.pdf
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/42/2000d-1
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/49/21.7
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.312
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/23/450.322
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ARC Response 
 
Documents submitted in response: 
 

• MPO Boundary and Shapefile Dataset 

• Title VI Plan (December 2016) 

• Title VI Policy and Complaint Form (English Version) 

• Limited English Proficiency Plan (2017) 

• Equity Analysis Methodology Report (2018) 

• ARC Business Continuity Plan (2014; currently being updated) 

• DBE Plan (October 2016) 

• Purchasing and Procurement Policy (May 2018) 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/title-vi-and-resolution-1.pdf
https://atlantaregional.org/leadership-and-engagement/guidelines-compliance/title-vi-plan-and-program/
https://cdn.atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/lep-plan-final-2017.pdf
https://atlantaregional.org/wp-content/uploads/arc-equity-methodology-1.pdf


FOR MORE INFORMATION

John Orr
Manager, Transportation Access and Mobility Group
Atlanta Regional Commission
jorr@atlantaregional.org
404.478.1556


