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1 am Lee Gibson, planning Coordinator of the Regional
Transportation commission (RTC) of Clark County, Nevada. RTC's
address is 301 East clark Avenue, Suite 300, Las Vegas, Nevada
89101. On behalf of the RTC, I would like to welcome the members
of the Technical Review Board to Nevada and thank you for this

opportunity to share concerns of staff.

RTC is involved in nuclear waste planning activities through an
interlocal agreement with the Clark County Nuclear Waste Program.
clark County, the designated affected local government, assists RTC
to ensure that transportation-related planning activities meet with
the requirements I am about to discuss.

The RTC is an independent commission made up of representatives of
governments from all of Clark County. We are designated the
Metropolitan Planning Organization by the State of Nevada pursuant
to USDOT regulations. As such, we are the organization concerned
with all aspects of transportation for the largest population
concentration in the State of Nevada, some 760,000 persons.

As the Metropolitan pPlanning Organization, RTC is responsible for
maintaining a comprehensive, coordinated, and continuing
transportation planning process as required by 23 CFR 450.100 to
200 (Attached as Exhibit 1). Compliance with these regulations
maintains Clark County's eligibility for Federal funding for
highway and transit improvements. RTC continually assesses the
effect of projected urban development on future travel
requirements. This allows our agency to plan for the efficient
movement of persons and goods through the Las Vegas vValley in a
timely manner. It also allows our elected leaders to work with and
plan the effective use of federal funds programmed for highway,
transit, rail, and aviation improvements. The RTC has a local
responsibility for all aspects of the transportation planning process.

The prospective movement of high level nuclear waste through our



area is of interest to Us from a transportation planning
perspective. Specifically, we are concerned with the direct
effects involving choice of mode: timing of shipment flows: daily,
monthly, and annual volumes; vehicular operating characteristics;
alternate routes; and contingency plans. contingency plans are
particularly important to the RTC. Even if the Department of
Energy produces route plans that do not traverse Clark County,

events may occur that require the shipment of nuclear waste on a
tenporary basis through our jurisdiction.

The transportation jssues associated with the repository also must
be related to the overall condition of the transportation system
within Southern Nevada. As current rapid growth escalates,
citizens feel greater and greater frustration with the
transportation systen. Elected leaders are now attempting to
address transportation issues through a new progranm of revenue
sources that will allow local government to implement highway and
transit solutions in accordance with Clark County's transportation
requirements.  DOE should recognize that these attempts to deal
with transportation jssues are taking place at a time when:

1) Baseline conditions change daily.

2) Planning efforts are only now addressing the
appropriate solutions.

3) The repository may induce changes that effect the
planning, design, operation, and institutional
process that local government now uses to address

transportation development.

In the opinion of RTC staff, Yucca Mountain transportation research
needs must now focus on paseline studies that document operational
issues, population risks, and institutional relations. An urgent
need exists to establish the basis for assessing these impacts due
to Yucca Mountain activities before characterization work resumes.
These baseline studies would be linked not only to Yucca Mountain
transportation effects, but also socioeconomic aspects (both

internal and external to the project) and institutional issues that

may surface.

The institutional issues are critical. The latitude given to local
government with respect to conducting studies of the effects of the
Yucca Mountain Project are jll-defined. Section 5032 of the
Nuclear Waste Policy Amendments Act of 1987, authorizing federal
payments to local affected governments, is couched in general terms
that authorize local entities to carry out studies appropriate to
their situation at their discretion. It is RTC's experience that
Federal-local relations may become strained when such general
terminology is used as program guidelines. To correct this
situation one of two courses of action may be followed:

(1) Allow local government the initiative to develop their own
research programs that incorporate citizen concerns within the



context of the repository and local issues. This would
require a great deal of trust by DOE in local government
judgement. However, local governments would be responsible
for the outcome; General Accounting Office visits would focus

on the local grantees.

(2) DOE could participate in a policy oversight and management
role in local government research activity through issuance of
regulations and directives modelled, for example, on those of

the Urban Mass Transportation Administration (UMTA).

consequences of the first action for RTC would include that our
mission as the MPO would be greatly enhanced. The RTC's ability to
coordinate the transportation issues with local concerns would be
greatly improved. For example, RTC would be better able to fully
integrate and adapt existing analytical tools to meet the effects
of the repository in a comprehensive fashion. DOE would of course
lose substantial control over the grant program. However, local
government would carry the burden for ensuring that control is
exercised pursuant to grant contracts and all applicable federal

statutes.

should the second course be chosen, DOE would gain a greater
appreciation of local concerns regarding the transportation of high
level nuclear waste. DOE would have to assume a more proactive
position and even possibly participate as other Federal agencies do
in the 3C planning process. For example, DOE may require that
extremely detailed work plans, progress reports, and compliances be
submitted. It would also be necessary for DOE to actively
investigate policy issues and direct the local effort more closely.
of course, the regulations and sensitivities pertaining to

oversight may make this inappropriate.

RTC staff looks forward to continuing to work with the DOE on this
matter of such crucial interest for the future of Southern Nevada.
Thank you again for the opportunity to share the thoughts of the
staff of the Regional Transportation commission with you today here

in Amargosa Valley.
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:pARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION rrqumgulofmt&ro llllTnhphnnln] mmm ouls submilted to the public
orge on certificatl le oL IWA and UMTA decided !
Fodecal Highway Adminlatration omm;:u; m\:-l accompany all ' withdraw those amendmants. In lhzl:
transporiation mprovement p ms ce. Interita Ainal regulat!
Urban Mass Transpurtation annual (or blennial) elements submitted ﬁ:ued on.Augulr: 8 wo\.{wo?;l':s;‘ml
Administration 1o FIIWA and UMTA alet the ofTective  which lncorporsted only those
23 CFR Pact 480 date of this rule. Any difficulties in peovislons of the withdrawn
meeling this requirement should be amendments which: (1) Reduced redtape
o5 CFR Part 819 brought to FIIWA and UMTA's and streamlined the plannl process
nu-n&onl!ot resolution on a csse-dy- for arvas u::gcr 200,000 Wpudn -llc;n; (2)
: case besle Incorpocated recent ve changes:
WWMW OMB Coatrol Nurabers: 31320031 and  and (3) clarifed lhct::'pouol
A - Federal Highway 21320528 transpociation syslem management
Administration (FHWA] and Urban Paperwork Reduction At (TSM) and saveral olher aspects of the
Mass ‘m%ﬁallm Adininlstration The inf " Nect! planning procass.
(UMTA). DOT. mm‘ﬁ‘:“‘m‘;"& As part of FHWA and UMTA's
acnoi Final rule. . . continulng efforts 1o avaluate thelr

i rt‘\.lllum [sections 430.108 and 450.110) meﬂtﬂ ol vi
sussARY: The purpose of this document  bave beed approved by the Offics of the \u-t:: ;....,.omu&, ;l.t:nh:: of
is to lsaue amendments 1o exlsling Ma ment and Budget under the process was undertaken to determine

Reduclon  orbat Rurther changes should be made In

regulations governing transporiation provisicas Pa
planning under FHWA and UMTA grant At of 1060 [Pub. L. 98-811) and have Ihe process. This review ~onsidered the

programs. Thess amendments are bean assigned OL. B coatrol umbers Wi\ o Federal priorities away from
intended to: (1) Increase flexibllity at the 2133-0031 and 3132-0522 transit opcnlln: asslstance :;{d towards
State and local level: (3) reduce rediape  Background maintalning existing highway and

and simplify adminlstration of the On September 17, 1878, FHWA and transit Wﬂ.?l:::: J‘Mﬁdm

planning process and (3) shifl certaln President’ |
“’l’lillu from the Fodoral to the UMTA jolatly lssved fina) “,g:";gg:,: lntrull::l l.n.lrm of essentlally State

respon
State and local love! while maintaining (40 FR 42975) ementing and local interest. Nelther FHWA nos

an appropriate Federal oversight role m%;am Mtnm.}‘llghwny UMTA has any preconcelved positions
der review. The only

paTes These final amendments are ban oa the lasues un
ofTective on Augusl 1, 1983. For %c:‘:pn&?;ol; Act :ﬂ;. (UMT Act). assumption used to ide the review
additional information, see us smendsd. The statutes require 8 was that the Pederal role would be
~SUPPLEMENTARY IRFORMATION". continulng comprehensive and in areas of essentially State and
POA FURTHER INPORMATION CONTACT cooperative transporiation planning local Interest. The purpose of the
FIIWA: Sam W, P. Roa. Jru Utban process \n areas of more than comprehenslve review was to analyze .
Manning and Transporiation £0.000 population.” the various aspects of the transportation
s and to recommtend any

Management Division. {202) 4262961, of Proposed amendments 10 the urban planning

Jerry Boone, Office of the Chief Counsel. transportation planni regulations changes which would Improve the
{2us) 426-0781: ot UMTA: Robert were published for notice and comment existing delivery of transporiation
Kirlsnd, Office of Planning Assistance, on October 30, 1980 (45 FR 71990). Final programs to States and local areas wi
{202} 426-2260, of Anthony Andersomn amendments and a request for & minimum of Federal involvemant.

Offics of the Chief Counsel. (202) 426- additional public comments were While this review had been a olnt
4011, all located at 400 Seventh Streel. published on January 19, 1981 (¢8 FR FHWA/UMTA effort. it also had been
SW. Washington, D.C. 20590. FHIWA $702), These araendmaents were the subject of extensive participation by
office hours are from 7:4$ a.m. 10 413 originally scheduled to take effect 02 national interest groups and the public.

p-m. ET, Monday through Friday: UMTA February 18 1961. On February 4. 1e81,  Major national sesociations made
olfice hours are {rom 8:30 a.m. o 5:00 the DOT postponed the effective date suggestions on isaues to be addressed.

pm. ET, Monday through Friday. untll March 31, 1981 (48 FR 10708). This and these suggestions were hatpful in
SUPREMINTARY 7100 This aclivn was taken pursuani to the preparing an “lssues and options™ paper.
document amends the FHWA/UMTA President’s memorandum of January 2% entitled, “Solicitation. of Public
regulations for urban transportation 1981, which, among other things, Comment on the Appropriate Federal
planning (23 CFR Part 450 and 49 CFR directed executive agéncies to postpone Role In Urban Transportation Planning.”
Part 013). The provisions of 23 CFR Purt for 60 days the effective dates of A notice of avallability and request for
450, Subparts A and B are incorporated regulations which had been issued but public comment was published In the
into 4@ CFR Part 813 were scheduled 1o become effective Foderal Registas on December 17, 1981
Effective Dat during the 80-day period following (48 FR 61531), and an official docket was
vo Dalss \ssuance of the memorandum. As 8 established to receive comments
These final amendments are effective  result of thelr initiel review of the (FHWA Dockel 81-10). This paper -

on August 1, 1983. This final rule allows postponed amandments, the FHWA and served as the vehicle to solicit public
foc several simplified procedures to be  UMTA decided to postpone the effective comment on speciflc issues a8 well as to

{nstituted at the option of State andfoc  date further in order to provide solicit recommendations on {ssues not
local officlalg As such, implementation sulficient time for full and npgroprhle addressed In the paper.
schedules are not prescribed. However, review and revision of the subject The ﬁc comments on the “issues 3
FHWA and UMTA should be advised'as amendments (8 FR 19233, March 30, and oplibns™ paper clearly indicated
soon a3 possible of any procedural 1981). that tbe Federal role in the urban
Instituted by State and local Based oo their review of the transporiation planning process needed

officials. Section 450.114 institutes a postponed amendments and the reconalderation, especially in regard to
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the smaller ubanized aress (those organirations and regiooal planning 23 CFR 450 Subpart A—Urban
urbanlized areas with populstions ofless  agencles, 38 from State departments of Transportation Planning

than 200,000). This geperal conclusloa transportation, 9 from transll operstors o

was also reflected in tha comments from and authorities, 16 from State and local tion 450100 Purposs.

the stalls of both FHWA and UMTA. govermnments, 11 from FPederal agencies; This section states that this subparl

Further, the experience of FHWA and private cidzens and other interested implements the urban transporiation
UMTA {n sdministering the urban partles, and 9 from national planning requirements ol 23 US.C. 14
transporiation planning program organixations and groups whi ' and Section 8 of the Urban Mass
authorized by the Federal-Ald Highway  represent groupd such as State and local  Transportation Act of 1964, as amended
and Uthan Mass Traasportation Acls, governments, transit operstors, and The section s unchanged from thet

and the gro technical abilitles of the  metropolitan planning organizations.
States and m agencles added support The majority of the co rwere proposed in the NPRM.
to the position that administrative and very positive and supported the general Section 450.102 Applicabdlity.

zs‘:!‘;‘!?g \?;;{:;ol;.:x:nopomm [mnmnin, " purpose of the proposed revistons, that This section states thal the provisions

requirements must be considered. A I to mgﬁ' n"dd bility .‘;ﬁ:"‘h‘ of this subpart apply to the

detatled summary of the comments is 'fd ! \';Jnhﬂm aite ‘ transporiation planning procesd in

included in the regulatory evaluation. planning F‘“’“"'ﬂ od th:mﬂ & urbanized areas and ls identical to toat
As a result of the comprehensive comments §UppO edm the in the NPRM. -

review, FHWA and UMTA pro prescriptive provisions PP in N

amendments to the urban transportation NPRM, they li*aved m:c;;‘s::ilﬁa e Section ¢50.104 Definition.

plenning regulations In a notice of mpoh '] ﬁebdgmﬂslxux;; Several 08 gaction 450.104 defines the terms used
roposed rulemaking (NPRM) published - O cized cartaln proposed in this part. As proposed. tha definitions

P mmenters
in the Federal Register on August 28, comment of the terms, “Highway Safety.”
revisions and questioned the basis for “lnterstate Substitution P jects” and

The prigmbla t):; the NPRM discussed these actions. ~Interstate System Projects,” are no
fts overall policy direction under the In the preparation of the Binal rule set longer included because these lerms are
major subject areas-of the “issues and forth below. consideration was given 10 4efined elsewhere in 23 CFR or are no

options™ paper: Fed Planning the concerns mentioned earller and all

R;;Quh-empen}:e'rhreshold: Roles and other commenters recelved insofar as longer used in this "3“133:(;
Responsibllities; Planning and Project they relate to the scops of the NPRM. The term "Designated Section @
Implementat! Technical Comments recelved after October 25, Recipient” is added to the final rule in
Requiremients; “ation: and Pederal 1982, (closs of comment period) also recognition of changes to UMTA
Funding for the Planning Procsss. The wors considered to the extent that time programs brought about by the Surface
specific proposals were discussed in allowed. The malority of tha changes are Transportation Assistance Act of 1962
deuilundartho,bndln(.s-ecﬂm-br _ for the purposes of clarification although  The pmpoullntheNPRMtnnnowfc
Secﬁona.mlydl.mdmmtlbdh , mcnloommmudidm!tm ’ - an annual element to cover &

this preamble under the same hea substantive alterations o the up to two years was widsly accepted.

This final rule is intended, 83 wm regulations. The Surface Transportaticn  However, ssveral commenters

NPRM. to reducs the role of the Pederal  Assistance Act of 1962, Pub. L 77424,  recommended that the term. “annual
Covernment in arban ton required some changes o the NPRM. element™, be changed to reflect this
planning to the maximum extent due to the change to the capital and increased flexibility. The FHWA and
possible under verning statutes. This  operating assistance grant programs UMTA decided to use the term “annual
{s accomplis : (1) Providing for authorized by amendments to the Urban  (or bienniel) element” in this rule and

paster S8e and local fextblily Mass Transportation Act. - expoct State and local officials will use
: ociated Fem funds: zl] wﬂ‘: cess and Section-by-Section Analysis elther “annual element” of “biennial
g' intent with respect 10 Bexibility element” depending upon the program
(‘ Htutiona! relationships: and Each section of this final rule s paﬂodused.‘l"hedeﬁnmonumodlﬂed
o g most of tha no‘:::tgnll(:!ty discussed in detall below. slightly to reflect this change.
la ‘semmmuhm Thcexill.incSubplﬂBtoZSCFR“Plﬂ Alpropoaedinthe,NPRM.the
T regulation presents a further 450, “Metropolitan Planning Funds™ (60 revision to the definition of the
reduced Federal role. based ca 8 clearer FR3815L August 27, 1675, 88 amended  =metropolitan planning organization™ is
distinction between Federal ot 48 FR €0176, August & 1061} is 00! made final This proposal made rore
requirements and good planning ‘";c"d}:: aay “"u{'b’ this “ﬂe% general the wording regarding
ractices. FHWA and UMTA intend to action. However, the proposal presented  membership and s meant 1o be less

\cal assistance 10 the NPRM to redesignate this subpart  preycriptive. Also, the last senience

continue to provide
to advance good planaing and as Subpart C ls made ander the term, “metropolitan
programming practices. F The existing appendices regardiog A organization,” which recommends “that
tralning courses, as well as on-site visits trans don systam management pr[ndp.l elected officials of general
on an “as requutbd" basls, will be simp ifled mdw in areas under purpose local sovgmgn[ be
pro\rlded along with otber forms of 200,000 Popu'l.m were deleted from npmt.d on the mgmuun
tachaical gga Manch ?;ﬂtw;’::. uing?zuwm u,ou'm they 87 planning organization,” is deleted since
Disposition of Comments pe:?, es have also been daleted from it duplicates paragraph (b) in Section
bl Ces nase 450.108. Purther discussica these

in response to the notics of proposed \Lis final rule. The FHWA and UMTA OO e directly af ~
nnemmumrmmbmm will cootirue to provids advice and other m'u ¥y mul :‘ 8
seven comments were received guidance on thess issues, but intend to :hm;:&m. o 'ﬁ .e::i o:_ﬂ

{ncluding 66 from metropolitan planning do so in a non-regulatory mennet.
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“sctlon ¢50.108 Metropolitan planning
ganitotion.
Section 450.108, which provides foe
the designation of the metropolitan

!mnintm-gmludm.hnotchmsad
E-ommlpropondint}:nwnh

intsnded to follow closely 23 US.C.
134{b)(2) and 9 US.C. 1607(b)(3) so that
tbe lntsnt of Congress with to the
gt ol ey
tons I8 thy
pumber of the commenters

planning organization should adequately
represent local electsd offitials and the
implementing agencies, but that
declslons a3 who should serve on
the metropolitan planning organization

Mdbcmdnbylocdﬁm-nmmu
and not be mandated by the Federal
This tation would

representatives of tha State DOT oe
toa!publlcmdtcpcnm&om&
voting members of the metropolitan

lanaing Hon.
4 As ota hlﬂ_uNPRM.ﬁfWAmd
UMTA do not anticipate
oo St
ma as
mt&mw p
responaibilities the organizations o¢
mnmhthproceumudmumeu
as there is mutual agroement.

tn collaboraion with the metropolitan
tons in leu of It being
done at the Pedera! level by UMTA, but
there {s no inlent that the Btates co-opt

]
§;.
;
:
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use of PL funds made avallable to the
metropolitan planning organization by
the State In accordance with 23 U.S.C.
104(f)(3) and 23 CFR 450.108(a)..
Finally, § 450.108 has been modifled to
reflect provisions of Section 8(J) of Tille
11l of the Surface Transportalion
Assistance Act of 1882 which provides
for the expanditure of Sectlon § or A
grant funds for planning purposes. This
Act was passed after the NPRM was
published. To assure that planning
conducted with Section 9 or 9A funds b
designated reciplent is fully coordinate
with, and a part of the 3C process,
§ 450.108(c) has been modified to require
that Section 9 or A funded plannln?
activities be Included In the UPWP lor -
- areas of over 200,000 population and
that the designated recipient be included
in the work program development
process. Similarly, § 450.108(d) has been
modified to require that Section 0 or 8A
funds used for planning purposes be
included in the description of activitles
for areas of less than 200,000 population.

Section 450.110 Urban transportation
planning process: Products.

Sectlon 450.110 {s Identical to that
proposed In the NPRM except that
paragraph (a) has been changed slightly
10 be more consistent with statulory

language.

As proposed In the NPRM, this section
combined and simplified seversl
sections of the existing ation. The
FHWA and UMTA are reducing the
product requirements to the minimum
necessary to permit Federal
stewardship: (1) A transportation plan
(without the requirement for long- and
short-range elements), and (2) the TIP
and its annual (or biennial) element.
Consequently, State and local officials
will have maximum flexibility in
developing and endorsing these
products. A planning work program will
continue to be required under section
450108 to support the request for PL and
Section 8 funds needed to perform these
activities and prenare these products.

Several commeiers were concerned
by the lack of guidance presented in this
section, especially with regard to the
transportation plan. The FHWA and
UMTA continue to belleve that many of
the existing provisions are advisory and,
therefore, have been removed from the
regulation

Several commenters were concerned
with the lssue of the geographic scope of
planning, which was not specifically
addressed [n the NPRM. The exisling.
regulations require the planning process
to cover, “as a minimum, the urbani
area and the area likely to be urbanized
in the period covered by the long-range
element of the transportation plas” 23

U.S.C. 134 and 40 U.S.C. 1607 require
that area which lles within the
urbanized area boundary (as defined by
the Bureau of the Cansus) ls the
minimum geographlc area to be covered
by the 3C process. The statulory
requiremant Is reflecled In § 450.100,
“Purposs,” and section 450.102,
“Applicability,” of this final rule.
Deﬂnlns a geographic area larger than
this min/mum is permitted. It should be
determined by State and local officials
and considar such factors as the areas
which will be urbanized In the
foreseeable future, representationon a
metropolitan planning organization,
jurisdictional boundaries, as well as the
current and future transportation system
and transportation Issues in the area.
The FHWA and UMTA do not intend to
prescribo the outer boundaries of the
urban transportation planning area but
expect that State and local officlals will
establish aprroprisle geographic
boundaries for the urban transporlation
planning J)roceu.

Several commenters also were
concerned that FHWA and UMTA, by
eliminating specific requirements for
long- and short-range elements of the
ﬁ!m were de-emphasizing an orderly

ow of the planning and project
development process from general
:i'ﬂmmlynls through analysis of

1 ves to pr_l?.LLd selecton and
implementation. 1s not the casas.
Several commenters also belleved that
the “regional™ nature of the plmnm
process would be lost without & F ral
requirement for a long-range element.
The FHWA and UMTA believe the
pla_nnlra process has matured to the
extent that neither time horizons nor
specific plan elements have to be
specified in Federal regulations and
anticipate that without this specificity,
the transportation plan will be more
responsive o each area’s situation. and
result, therefore, In more useful products
of the planning process.

Paragraph (c) has been retained In
this final rule to indicate that the
planning process may also include other
planning and project development
activities, as determined by State and
local officials, in addition to those
indicated in paragraphs (a) and (b). The
FHWA and UMTA belleve that while
the 3C process Is mandated by Federal
law its objective Is to insure that
important State and local transportation
{ssues are adequately addressed.

Seclion 450.112 Urban transportation
plonning process: Porticipant
respongibilities.

This section is retained as proposed in
the NPRM. It provides ior the
metropolitan planning organization, the

State and publicly owned operators of
mess transportation services to mutually
determine thelr roles and
responaibilities for developing the
producta of the urban transporiation

p! process. This change gives tbe
principal participants greater flexibility
{n determining their appropriate roles
and is intended to eliminate the
perception that there are regulatory
restrictidns regarding the Involvemsent of
implementing agencles in the urban
transportation planning process. This
change also eliminates LE- existing
requirement for an snnual endorsement
of the trransportation plan and TIP/
annual (or biennlial) element. Since thess
may not change slgnificantly from year
to year, an annual endorsement may be
an unnecessary burden. Endorsement of
the transportation plan will only b
necessary when significant changes
occur and endorsement of the TIP/
annual (or biennial) element will be
required when a new or revised TIP/
annual (or blennial) element ls
submitted to FHWA and UMTA. The
FHWA and UMTA encourage the use of
simplified procedures for revising the
annual (or biennial) element. .

The Federal requirements prescribed -

by section 450.108 of the existing o
tion for agreements between the
metropolitan planning organization,
State, and transit operators, as
necessary, are elminated since these
ente are an unnecessary '
Federal intrusion.

While most of the commenters
supported the increased flexibility
afforded State and local officlals, a
number of commenters believed that
without a federally prescribed “lead
agency” or explicit Federal support fora
particular assignment of responsibilities,
major disagreements among the parties
could result in a stalemate. As stated
earlier, this regulation provides State
and local officials with Increased
flexibility to carry out the 3C process
with a minimum Federal role. inherent
with this increased flexibility is the
responsibility to reconcile thelr
differences.

Section 450.11¢ Urban transportation
process: Certification. i

In keeping with the goal of reducing
the Federal presence in urban -
transportation planning. FHWA and
UMTA proposed in the NPRM that the
current procedures for Federal
certification of the planning process be
eliminated and that the State and the
Metropolitan planning organization
ce that the planning process
complies with all applicsblo Federsl
laws and regulitions. This cuction of the
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WPRM also required that the planning
ocess be consistent with o\.gar Federal
‘ws and that the process include
activitles to support the development
and implementation of the TIP,
transportetion plan and subsequent
project development actvities a8
necessary and 1o the degree appropriate.

The axisiing section concerning
certification (§ 450.212) and elements
(§ 450.120) are combine a3 'gx;opoud In
the NPRM to clarify what State/
metropolitan planning organixation
certification action should address.
Furthermore, the List of technical
actlvitios Included In the sxisting
regulation was conaldered to be
advisory and. therefors, was deloted
from the NPRM. For that same reason,
the list is not included in this final rule.

The commenters wers very gupportive
of this State/metropolitan planning
organlzation certification @8 pro
Therefore, FHWA and UMTA decided
to retaln this provision as
excep! for the changes noted below.

Several commenters recommended
that the certification action be based on
criteria astablished by FHWA and
UMTA. FHWA and UMTA belleve that
this fins} ' in [act containe the
criteria and do pot Intend o provide a
more explicit Interpretation except as
in this preamble. To do so
would detract from the responsibility of
State and local officials to assess the
adequacy of the urban transportation

lanning process. FHWA and UMTA
lieve that this final rule providss
adequale interpretation of the
applicabls statutes.

Paragraph (a) has been revised lo
emphasize that the urban transportation
planning process must lso include
acUvities to support the {mplementation
as well as the development of the
transportation plan end TIP.

{b) of the NPRM regarding
the State/metropolilan planning
organization certification provision has
been revised in the final rule.
Subparagraph (b)(4) of the NPRM has
been deleted since the statulory
requirements it references {23 US.C.
109(h}. 49 US.C. 1604(b}(2). and 49
U.S.C 1810, regarding social, economlic
and environmental impacts) address
areas already covered by 23 US.C. 14
and 49 U.S.C. 1607 and are project leval
Yequirements. Also, the references to 49
U.S.C. 1002(d) and 1610(b) in paragraph
(c) are deleted for the sams reasons.

Sub ph (b)(4) regrading the
elderly and handicapped provision is
not subject to the State/metropolitan
planning orgenization certification as
proposed ia the NPRM, since 49 CFR
Part 27, the regulation implementing this

___#_—M

' ‘:nlncludedboumof

requirement, already requlres a separate
certification action.

A new subparagraph (b)(3) ls added to
reflect changes concerning minority
business enterprises brought about by
the Surfece Transportation. Assistance
Act of 1082 Pub. L. 97424, Seclion
105(f)). The planning process should
laks Into account the need to comply
with the requirements of Section 105{f)
reg involvement of minority
business enterprises tn FHWA and
UMTA funded projects.

The two requirements addressed by
the State/metropolitan planning
orgaaization certification action are:
portation pl
process requirements of 23U.S.C. 14
and 40 U.S.C. 1607 and requirements of
this final rule; and -

The transportation planning and

related requirements
contalned in Sections 174 and 178 (c)
and (d) of the Clean Alr Act
Implementing regulations are contained
mnmmmandcommm

The urban transportation planning
process ents are included to
provide the Stats and local officials
[ncroased responsibility in carrying out
the trban transportation planning
process. This certification action is
Intended to provids a focal point for the
State/metropolitan planning
organization assseament of the planning

rocess. The Clean Alr Act nts
the relationship
ation planning
ality
in the

between urban
and transporiatioa related alr
planning as presenuy identfi
Clean Alr Act, as amended.

Several commenters questioned the

differences between thess two
ulrements and the two requirements
included in section 450.114(c) and (d) of
the NPRM regarding private enterprise
and civil rights. Thess commentars were
concernad that FHWA and UMTA were
giving grester emphasis to thess two °
requirements because they were
specifically cited outside of the self-
certification provisions. This was
intent FHWA and UMTA continue to
believe that these two statutory
provisions additional Federal
attention outside of the State/
metropolitan planning organizaticn
cortification procedures.

This certification actlon s intended to
be o simpls statement that the
requirements of 23 CFR Part 450 have
been met (Le. “We certify that the
requirements of 23 CFR 450.114(c) are
mel.") A mors elaborate submittal (Le.
with supporting documentation) is
acceptable but not required by FHWA
or UMTA. Since the certification action
is to reflect the current planning process,
it Is to be submitted to FHWA and

UMTA at the time 8 new TIP, Including
the annual (or biennlal) element. 18
submitled lo the Federal Government,
but no less frequently than 4 years. This
requirement Is nol Intended to mandate
when the actual certification action is to
take place. However, FHWA and UMTA
expect that development end
preparstion of the TIP, including the
annual (or blennial) element being
submitied, Is based on a currently
certified process and that, ata
minimum, a statement to this effect
should accompany the TIP. The FHWA
and UMTA want to stress that the
cartification procedures should be
determined by Lhe State and
metropolitan planning organization.
FHWA and UMTA encourage & joint
single action, although It s Dot required.

Iastitution of the State/metropolitan
planning organization self certification -
does not relieve FHWA and UMTA of
t responsibilities and the
necessity of making statutory findtngs
discussed under § 450212 "Program

al” The FHWA and UMTA will

still conduct appropriate, independent
reviews as a basls for these findings.
The Stah,’moh-olrauun p
organization se certificatl
reviews will assist FHWA and UMTA in
moeting thelr statutory responsibilities.

The State/metropolitan planning
organization tion {s not an
optional requirement. Therefore, some
action must be taken ln order for FHWA
and UMTA to make subsequent program
and project approvals under § 450.212
However, failure of elther party to
cartify full compliance does not, by
jtself, necessarily trigger a negative
finding by sither FHWA or UMTA. In
such cases FHWA and UMTA intend to
discuss the situation with the partles
involved 1o determine the cause of their
action as well as possible remedies.
Other factors which also form the basls

- for the Federa) finding. such as 8

properly developed and endorsed TIP. @
plan and work will also be
considered during these discussions.
Deficlencies in the process identified
officials are to be

proposa
imposed time frame.

29 CFR 450 Subpart B—Transportation
Improvement Program

Section 450200 Purpose.

This section Is retained as proposed in
the NPRM. The NPRM propo
from the existing regulation by dropping
the language, “and to prescribe
guidelines for the selection by
implementing agencies of annual
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programs of profects to be advancad In
urbanized areas.”" This languege l» no
longer necessary since the prescriptive
provislons Included In the existing
regulation regarding project Initlation
are eliminated (res section 450.208).

Section 450202 Applicability.

Section 450202 states the of
projects to which this rule applies. Tha
projects are categorizad by the various
Federal funding programs. Projects
under the Highway Bridge Replacement
and Rehabllitation (HBRR) Program (23
U.S.C. 144), and the Sections § and 8A
transit program created by the Surface
Transporialion Assistance Act of 1982
(49 US.C. 1607a and 1807e-1) have beea
added to thosa that were Listed in the
NPRM. Although the Interstate 4R
program was tedhnically Included in the
existing regulatidn, under the general
cltation for the Interstats System (23
U.S.C. 104(b)(5)). there was some
confusfon use it was not explicitly
{dentified in the NPRM. This bas been
clarified by including the specific
reference to the Interstate 4R program In
this section.

The FHWA belleves the HBRR
program should be subject to the urban
trmon planning gmcen boclit;u
major e reconstruction projects
urbanized areas may have potential
regional impact and intergovermental
interest. the FHW A belleves that
these of bridge projects are being
included In the TIP process becsuse they
most likely are located on a roadway
designated as partof a Federal-ald
system, the dlreot cilation of the
program In this section should maks it
clear that the regulation does spply.
Many areas already include thoss
classes of projects in thelr TIP and

planning process

certification requirement contained in
section 8(e)(3{G) of the UMT Act.
Information reg e :lhl:y Socue% Oi:&.
program was pu ed by UMT.
fanuary 24, 1083, Pederal , (48
FR 3300) and In UMTA c-
©020.1 of February 8, 1883, Idformation
regarding the Section 9 will be
published in the F Rogister prior
o Octlober ’

1, 1963, ’

Several commenters questioned thd
peed 1o retain the provision fhat
“gerving” (as opposed to “in")
aress be The FHWA end

MAbolievethatmymMﬂon
hprovmenumoomtmd.dc
fnstituted for the sole pmm
the needs of a specific ared.

Transit routes, carpool and vanpool
lancs, and park-and-ride lots, are & fow
examples of the types which would be
outside of an urbanired area’s
boundaries but whose primary purpose
s lo serve the transpociation needs of
the urbanized areas.

P ph (b) has been changed to
allow the State, upon agreeemn! in
writing with the metropolitan planning
organization, to propose Federal-ald
primary, Interstate (inctuding 4R) and
HBRR projects (but not Pederal-aid
urban system projects, Interstats
substitution profects or UMTA-funded

‘projects) for implementation in the

statewide program of projects (108
program). without thess projects
drawn from the annual (or biennial)
element of the TIP if they are repalr,
safoty, or localized traffic operation
mcu that do not alter the functional

c umdty ot capabdlity of the
facilities tmproved.

This revised expands the
ons in the NPRM which covered
only highway safety-related projects
that are included in the State prepared
highway safety improvement program
e R e vetont iz

way safety { program
eliminated from this final rule since
safaty-related projects are now coversd
this optional provision.

The FHWA bas decided to expand the

ion 10 include, in addition to

ay safety improvement projects,
0 which are not of
significant scals to warrant the same
level of effort required for projects with
grealar reginal impact. Quite often, thess
ements evolve from the statewide
or systemwide program to maintain and
improve the condition and safety of
existing streets and highways. The
FHWA believes that thess types of
mm need not be on the TIP,

uding the anmual (or blennial)

element. bu:anm adequate

FHWA {ntends to continue to
exercise its slatutory luthoﬂtlﬂmdar 3
U.8.C. 134{a) which requires
Secrelary to make such a finding.

The FHWA anticipates that this
provision will be

FHWA stresses that: (1) This
provislon applies only to the certaln
types or categorien of projects described
earller and. (2) the State/metropolitan
plenning organization agreament isa
key requirement. Regarding the project
types, the State should make FHWA
aware of the exclusion that the State
intends to apply as early as possible.
This early action is Intended: (a) To
provide FHWA with sufficient tima to
alert the State to any concerns FHWA
may have the types of projects
(ot categories of profecta) proposed to
be covered by this provision, and (b) to
precluds the delay of the projects whesa
the 105 program or an amendment to it
{3 formally submitted to FHWA.

Regarding the agreement requirement,
the State should clearly indicate how R
was sccomplished {e.g. coples of the
correspondence). FHWA fully expects
the agreement to be mads sufficlently
advance of the preparation of the annual
statewide program of projects under 3
US.C 105 or any amendmesnt
{0 an approved program of projects. This
provision allows for the agreement to be
effective for several years, 3
State’s notification to both FHWA and
the metropolitan planning organizatioa
{s to be on the same cycle as 108
program actions, and projects (oe
categories of projects) should be
identified whenever posaible in the
same detafl that they will be described
in the 105 program of projects.

Ths existing requirement that the
State notify the appropriats

tan tion of

105 progrem actions taken on projects
(o categories of projects) in each
wbanized area is retained o

§ 450.210(d).

Section 450204 Traensportation
improvement program: General.

This section s retained in identical
form as in the NPRM
that paregra
to indicate
take any approval action on the TIP,
Indudlntth- ennual (or blennial]) .
elemaent but rather uses it as a basle for
mesting the applicable alr quality

ures contalaed in 23 CFR Part 7%

and as a basis for the subsequent review
and approval of the statewide program
of projects under 23 US.C. 108, As
proposed in the NPRM, this section
incocporated sections 450314, =Annual
element modification.” and 450316,
»Action required by the metropolitan
planning organization.”
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n 450208 Annual for biennlal) comments fecelved on the “lssues and Federal-ald urban system projects. This
nt: Project selection. options” W%Bauddolr}g;ubeu pmslal buntthen made edﬁnnLurbm.
commenl's, Aan A belleve p on permlits propos an
"ATncu‘:lr:%:;a:nlt? ;ii?gr&&:!?g:}%nd that the relationship between the TIP system projects. for which substantial .
; ‘and the annual (or glennial} olement and  commitment of Pederal funding has been

replace It with | 450.208 has been thelr role In the project davslo
pment made, to be Included in the statewlse
retalned ln (hls ﬂmldnlﬁ' Saveral L process need loge L!nriﬁed. program of projects under 23 US.C 108
commanteg OE:E:“ h r: pr}opou; The annual (or blennlal) element ls without having been (n the current
belleving d‘u‘rba wulhonty foF “: ecting  yimply the List of transportation annual (or blennial) element. These
Federal-al f’g’am prd°l°° ’ - {mprovemen! projects proposed for profects may be Included In the 108
mandated by},ﬁw A :ioﬁ )U‘;:'; A éna implementation during the first year {or  program if (1) they bave already
ignored. Thath i mth $ Seacth O 2 years) of the program period of the received F a for right-of- .
not bellave that Lhis ls the cast 540 00 TP, Projects in the annual (of blennial) waya tion or federal approval of
450.510 provided for '“f'dmuuﬂ'm Vﬁly element are .ﬂeﬂcnlly described In P construction or implicmenuﬂon
determlned procedure fot lné ating a greater det than those in the TIP. This  where t-of-way acquisition was not !
projects, not just Federal-aid urban cription Is 10 be based on the factors  previously | y funded and (2) -
system projects, which Wt'“ 4 included ln section 450.208(b) and 1s previous phpses of such project or
UMTA belleve Is too prescriptive an necessary for subsequent Federal rojects were included In an annual {oe
goes beyond the statulory requirements. P approvals. - glannLdeement endo y the
Section 105{(!} D[ 23 U.S.C. does not ﬁi' TP pmv-lde' conﬂnun-y between metropo! tan pl omnluum This
refer lo project initation: It states In \he transporiation planning process. the proviston does not affect those prbas
perilnent part thaut Federal-ald urban transportation plan and the projects system projects which. as of the :
syslem pmiad.‘ o be selected by included in the annual (or biennial) effective date of this final rule, bave
the appropriate local ofﬁ_clnll with the eloment As such, the TIP provides already recelved Federal authorization
concurrence of UJ: Stale highway framework in which to place, In o scquire right-of-way o Federa!
department . . . perspective, those projects which are approval of physical construction o¢
The statutory requirement 1s explicitly proposed for implementation with the implementation where right-of-way
acknowledged in section 450200(a)(2 policies and strategles of the area acquisition was not previously federslly
Alsa tha statutory requirement reg Fescribed in the transportation plan (not  funded.
the selection of Intersta substitution pecessarily dlscrete projects}. This lon is based on the
projects by responsible ocal officials, While longer range projects and ri behind the existing tory
*onlalned in 23 U.S.C. 103(e)(4) and 23 subsequent &hnu of a projectars tobe  provigion that the commitment da
R 476 Is acknowledged [o lacluded in the TIP, there Is R0 Tubstantial resources for a project which
50.206(a }3). The FHWA and UMTA  requirement that those improvements bas advanced through the planning
_elieve that the specific procedures to selected for inclusion in the annual (or process to later of development
rmeet these statutory provisions ghould biennial) element must have appeared Phould be const in effect
bcdecldadbylhclocdoiﬂdahmdnot ﬂr‘thmwt"mofmm, mlthdmlhn!pro]edfmmn
prescribed by the Federal Government.  However, a3 the schedule for a project lenning standpoint This concept has
The FHWA and UMTA also believe that (ot mwm[] in the TIP advances, L‘ﬂ extended to similar urban system
e;\dommben‘;1 of the lnn;zillﬂ (or‘mdl its de;?-lptiod: ':eodmeg be rﬁﬂne:! 1o g.: profects.
element by the metropoiilan p lavel of detgll 0 to allow it to .
orgenization will be evidence thatlocal  included by & annual (or blennial) Several co&mentmd:b ";“:: to this
officials have in f{act gelected the element. bdlp'w ﬂn m; mthu: ori. ey
Federal-aid urban system projects as Me tan planning organization eved of th “tro pl.'liunwl”m
well as the Interstate substitution endorsemefit of the TIP {which includes  Procest " e metropo Pdmmlb «
projects on the annual (or biennial) the annual {or biennial) element) Is 8 01;.3"‘1“ on :}“M ‘;‘f u‘” i
element. Paragraph (b) to § 450.208 has prerequisite for subsequent FHWA and th.i"‘g. H:WR :nd Um e
been added to recognize this concern. UMTA approvals of the programs of .d'mthls
Section 450208 Annual {or biennial pto]ecu.lnnddmon.thomeu'opollun share this view since these projects
tian ual for biennicl) o organization endorsement of must be Included in a metropolilan
element: Content the annual (or bieanial) element tion endorsed annual
The ooly change to this section from  constitutes the selection of projects by (or biennial) olemm& mgu roeei\:d
that.proposed in the NPRM ls made to local officials pursuant to 28 usC hdadal.l approval either right-of-way
clarify paragraph (b)(1) that project 105{d) and 103{e)(¢). One endorsement © acquisition, t‘l”mu uction of sidh
t:ues 2 welli :‘: eo.:r?le{e[ gtt%liﬁl::;y actlon satisfies both requirements. :;p.hmmu 1:0 llm to nac:lm ‘
roposed in the annua , . dvanced development.
e!eg:ent. The word “phase” replaces mlﬁﬁu 03:'“’”0" of projects h“ slhould be noted that this :;.:mﬂﬁ:
pot Intended to circumvent the role

-.“f:- which appears in the existing
regu tion and the NPRM in order lo use Theoulymbtuntiwehnnsumdem local officials in the urban

the term which appears in 23 CFR Part this section relats to the addition ofthe transportation planning process.

630. HBRR projects-to the applicability especially with respect to the selection
Several commenters suggested that section. (450.202(a)(6)) and optional of Pedersl-aid urban system projects. If
either the TIP or the ann clementbe  exclusion allowed under §450.202(b). this exemption is used,

eliminated. while others gave strong Both of these are discussed in detafl in § 450.210(b)(S){11f) requires that the state
support to inclusion of both the TIP and this preamble under §450.202 must submit & statement with the 105
the annual element. The proposal in the The NPRM proposed that an already ﬂ“ of projects which Includes for
NPRM to allow for an annusl element to cmuumpﬁmwhldmmmly applicable project or group of
mapedodofmtwonmwu .pplkﬂolnmtaunndprlmlr! peojects the views of metropolitan
widely accepted. wers similar projects be extended to apply to planning organization and indicates bow
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the requirements of 23 US.C. 134{a)
have been met. In addition, §450210(d)
requires the State to notify the
metropolitan planning organization of
the disposition of the projects ca the
annual {or blennlal) arcmon! as well as
those projects Included on the 106
program of projects under elther this
exemption or the optional provision
provided under § 450.202(b).

Paragraph (ﬂlol this section has been
changed from the NPRM Lo apecif
acknowledge that the agreement
between the State and metropolitan
planning organization under §450202(b)
will satisfy the requirement that the
projects or categories of projecls
affected by the agreement are based on -
the 3C process. _
Section 450212 Program approva

Two changes are made to this section
from that proposed In the NPRM. The
first change is the addition of the clause
“and Interstate subtitution projects” to
pangnrh (a). This is done to
acknowledge that these projects are not
{deatified on the statewide program of
projects prepared pursoant lo 23 uscC
105 but are to be based on the pl
entified

process. This omlsslon wag id
several commentars.

The second change is the addition of
HB;IR pm]ecupl:(th): I;'HWA approval
under paragraph (a}{4

Saveral commenters pointed out that 8
reference o FHWA's air quality-related
responsibllities under 23 CFR Part 770,
“Alr ty Conformity and Priority

dures for use In Federal-Ald

Highway and Pederally Funded Transit

" was not Included (n this
soction. FHWA decided that a reference
to 23 CGFR Part 770 s more appropriate
§ 450.204(d)(2). As was stated In the
earlier explanation of § 450204, FHWA
reviews the TIP when it is submitted,
but does not take any approval action.
Otber Considsrations

The NPRM Indicated that FHWA and
UMTA were evaluating the merits of
having certification acceptance (23 CFR
Part 840) apply fo the SC planning
process and requested comments
accordingly. Based on the comments
received FHWA and UMTA have
decided not to take any action at this
time to include the 3C process under the
certification acceptance provisions.

Administrative Matters

These amendments are considered to
be significant under the tory
policles and procedures of the
Department of Transportation because
they involve Important departmental
policy. A regulatory evaluation has been
prepared and is avallable for inspection

in the rulemaking docket (No. 82-10,
Room 4205). Coples of the n-gu.laiory
evaluaion may be obtalned by
conlacting Mr. Sam W. P. Rea, Jr., at the
address provided above under the
heading “For Further Information
Conlact™ The FHWA and UMTA have
determined that this final rule does not
constitute a major rule under the criteria
of Executive Order 12291. These
amendments reduce burdens imposed
on State and local governments in the
conduct of urban transporiation
planning and will not have a significant
economlc ct. Accordingly, under
the criteria of the Regulatory Flexdbility
Act, it is certified that these
amendments will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities.

List of Subjects In 23 CFR Past 450 and
49 CFR Part 613

Grant programs—transportation,
Highways and roads, Mass
transportation, Urban transporiation
planning.

. In consideration of the foregoing. the
FHWA and UMTA hereby amend
Chapter I of Title 23, Code of Pederal
Regulations, and Cha ter V1 of Title 48,
Code of Pedaral ations, as set forth
below:

1. Part 450, Subpart A of 23 CFR s
revised to read as follows:

process: Punding.
450.110 Urban transporiation planning
process: Products.
450112 Urban transporiation planning
procees: Participant respoasibilities.
450114 Urban transportation planning
Cartifica

process thon.
Autbority: 23 U.S.C. 104{f)(3). 134 and 31%
Urban Mass

Seca. 3, 6, 6. &, and 8A of
T tion Act of 1984, as amended (49
US.C. 1602, 1604, 1607, 18074, and 16070-1k
Secs. 174 and 176 of the Clsan Alr Act (&2
tl:‘..c.m andm):‘md&muﬁb)wd

Subpart A—Urban Transportation
Planning

§460.100 Purpose.

The purpose of this subpart s to
implement 23 US.C. 134, and Section 8
of the Urben Mass tion Act
of 1964, as amended (UMT Act) (40
U.S.C.Imv).whlchnquinthnudl
urbanized ares, as a condition to the

receipt of Pederal capltal or opersting
assisiance, have a contlnuing,
cooperative, and comprehensive
transportation planning process that
results {n plans and pro?-lml conslstent
with the comprehens!vely planned
development of the urbanized area.
These plans and programs support
trapsportation Improvements and
subsequent project development
activities in the area.

§450.102 Applicabiiity. -

The provisions of this subpart are
applicable to the transporiation
planning process in urbanized areas.

§ 450.104 Dsfinitions.

. (a) Except as otherwise provided,
terms defined {n 23 U.8.C,101(s) are
used In this part as so defined.

(b) As used In this part: _

(1) “Covernor” means the Governor of
any one of the fifty States, or Puerlo
Rico, and Includes the Mayor of the
District of Columbia.

(2) “Deslignated Section 9 Reciplent”
means that organization designated la
accordance with Section 8{m) or &{b)1)
of the UMT Act, as ag being
responsible for receiving and dispensing
Sectlon 9 and/or Section 8 funds.

(3) “Metropolitan planning
organization” means that organization
designated as responsible,
together with tha State, for carrying out
the ons of 23 US.C. 134, as

in 23 U.S.C. 104{{)(3). and
capable of meeting the requirements of
Sections 3(e)(1) 5(1). 8 (a) and (c] and
9(e}{3)XC) of the UMT Act (49 US.C.
1802{e)(1), 1604(1). 1607 (a) and (c) and
1607a{e}(3)(G)). The metropolitan
P tion is the forum for
cooperative transportation
decisionmaldng.

(4) “Annual (or biennial) element™
means a list of transportation
improvement projects proposed for
implementation during the first year (or
2 years) of the program period.

(s) “Transportation improvement
p::lg-m {TIP)"” means & staged
multiyear program of transportation
improvements including an annual (or
biennlal) element.

§ 460,108 Metropoiitan planning
orpentzstion.

(a) Designation of & metropolitan
planning organization shall be made by
agreement among the units of generel
purposs local government and the
Govermor. To the extent possible, only
ons metropolitan planning organizatioa
should be designated for each urbanized
area or group of contiguous urbanized
areas.
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. el ’M a lueumcnl rocess. These
(b) Princlpal clectod officiale of {a) The lt-gnafhmcg:?f%};rl l.ngﬁvgilu i u?dud.d b hoouseary
eneral purpose local governments shall  agencles (such as Lhe ; ate, ) W e ropriats for o
5o represented on the metropoliten gevernment and transit opers o-rll 1 nd L0 e casiropoliian ares o
planning organization to the e;;:{mt) ” m.:yhu\:‘m:.dnm;: lppmr:"i:n:juodm. mmbﬁlexily S hcaiion
agreed to pursuantlo puragra a carty ©
the activities funded with Federal problems.
s seetiap: planning funds. through contractual mg:‘)n'r“\:;'p}:immm procese shall be
Loctu‘um'.? gon ’ agreemenis. lii Sectlons 8(e) and 3{e) (49 USC
us.C § 480.110 WWM mmmdmoz(c)ollhlUMTAct
{a) Funds authorized by 23 U. By ik
104(f) shall ba made avallable by the procvesl 4 el concerning (n blr:::nd e
Stale to the metropolitan lanning The urban mu%w\;c %n plt - P 'W“ﬁ pu 4l i
organization. as required by 33 us.C ofpm.“ shall include evelop u.(:{m: v?nom dere, s A r
104(N(3): 5 5
ds authorized by Section 8 of a] A transpottation plan describing 1964 and the Title V1 assurance
lhibl)JM'F A‘ct (40 U&%C- 1%07] a{;‘l“ be po llm. :ntr‘at \.1‘ and radl.ig.u or ;;::dt!;d ”\;{,gg ’3&1. under 213 US.C.
ede avallsble to the matropolian changss in (acilities an
:‘Innnlns organization, to the extent transportation plan m f e ated {3) Section mﬁm .u;.“ 5,:3?’ on2
pblllbh. in urbanized arvas with sccording to the um':.o}n‘;,: - tlon ARIAnGY L =
populations of 330,000 o more oF where  US.C. 1M and Saction 8 ud.mdm'r regardiog the involvez Ammi
the metropolitan planning orgenization (49 US.C. 1607) which include business enterprises m{,_ Auwd
tepresents 8 "'O“P of contiguous of analyie of trensportation system UMTA funded projects (pu” v
related urbanized areas with an management strategies to make more Sectjon 108{f): 49 CFR Part A,:cl nd
ate population of 00,000 o more.  efficient use of existing transportation (4) Section monhcuu'rdm
In urbanized areas with poxﬂ-llw aystems. usc 161!3. Section 1:&1! 08
below $00,000, such funds .u b"mld. lb] A mmum lmmm.nt F.dml‘Al }mg Y
avallable to the State. at the Stale's tw-.m (TTP) Including an annual (of amended, and 49 1:11 m ca
) option, to sllocale amang such lennlal) element as prescribed tn for special afforts to nﬂ mass
urbanized areas, ot with N‘?'C‘ to any g:bp.u\ B of this pard. The program shall pensportation facilities and services
lven urbanized area, to use fof the a slaged multiyear progrem of that can effectively be utilized by
me of such area with the wranspotrtation improvement projects - dd.dl and oapped w?‘l.iu
concurrence of the metropaliien consistent with the trenportation plan. (c) At the time Iu:ld. dfoe
S ening organization. f the State dods. (OB Coatrol Number £131.0839) blannial) slement ls submit .
not elect this o%u:n. these funds shall ) Othﬂplmhlﬁ::d project andthe mmmm olog,
be mada available directly to the developmaent activi deemed orgenization t .
metropolilen plansing orgenization. 10 pecessary by State and local officlals 1o planning process is baing carried 08
the extent possible. " assist in @ trangpotiation conformance with all applicable
tc)lnurblnhtdlnnwi & tssues in the area. B s of e
ulations of 200,000 or more, the “u)”muis_c.‘“s — UMT
tate, metropolitan planning §480.112_ Urden wreneporiaton plenning Act 149 US.C. 1007) and
organization, and designated Seclion @ prodess: Participent recponeibiie ctions! these
or 8A funds reclplent. whaere Section ® &, {s) The metropolitan planning 2) Sections tnmdlnlc)md(d]ol
8A funds are used for pl.nm ‘ m.lﬂnu‘m the State, and publiclr the Clean Alr Act (u U.8.C. 7804, 7508
purp ses, shall develop a unified owned operstors of mass transportation  (cy'nd (d)).
planning work program (UPWP) which  garvices shall determine their mutual Bi5s )
describes urban transportation and responsibilities in the. development of gubpert W c
transporiation related phn.n.im the planning work program, WM Subpert
activities anticipated In the area duu'z. transportation plan and TIP specified in (8§ N
thomxu-or:-ympcdodlndudm Sections 450.108 and 450.110. xmm e it
planning work to be rformed with (b) The metropolitan planning Planning TRy, P
Pl e ey, S RS
avallable nsporia ;
ony. The UPWP endorsed by Sections 450.110 and mu"na:::d The sections are renumbsred a8
the ﬂ‘“‘l”‘“'": Phw = Mﬂﬂ ondmernu are m!:!q;l:lm’h‘tn&l follows:
MB Cont um 0051 a v programs .
Oldl In urbanized areas with mud areas pursuant to 2 USC. Fomesr s e
populations below 300,000, the State and  108(d) and 134(a) Section 8(c) of the g
PP metropolitan planning organization  UMT Act (49 U.8.C. 1607(c)). and g st
{and :}:?rt slc:liol:\: ?htc 8A tmda‘:;t to  SubpartBof this part. 150904 480,394
ba used for plann designa 43008 450308
reciplent) shall cooperatively desceibe §450.114_ Urben transportation porning o P 0,80 e
md‘““d'dm‘m'“‘b" |planning o (s) The uban transportation plansing  redeslgnated o1 Part 120 Subpart B and
sotMi!nw.muldboexpmdod!of. prowuhalllndudcncumsm " 1o read as follows:
planning in es ares, who would dothe  sup the development

ch >
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Sec. )

450202 Applicabllity.

450208 Transpoctation Impfovemant
program: Ceneral.

450.208 Anaual [or blennial) element
Project salecton

0208 Annual {or blennlal) elemant:
Content.

450210 Selection of projects for
implementation

450712 Program approval.

Authority: 23 US.C 105, 134(a), and 135{bk
Soctions 3, 8 and 8{c) of the Urban Mass
Transportalion Act of 1984, a8 smanded (8
U.S.C. 1602, 1604, and 1607(ck Sections 174
and l'mo(lhtdunAkAcl(uUMm
and 7508} and 49 CFR 1.48{b) and 1.5
subpart B—Transportation
improvement Program
§450.200 Purpoed.

The purpose of this subpart isto
establish regulations for the
development, content, and processing of
a cooperatively developed
transportation lm rovement program
(T1P) In urba areas.

§ 450.202 Applcabliity.

(a) The %mvlﬂom of this subpagt shall
be applicable to projects in or serving
arbanized areas with funds made
available under:

(1) 3 UsSC 104(b)(8) (urban system
projects):
(2) 23 U.S.C. 103{e)(4) (Interstate
substitution projects}  ~

3) Sections 8, 5, 9, and 9A of the

U Mass Transporiation Act of 1084,
as amended (UMT Act) (49 US.C. 1802,
1804, 1607 and 1607a-1) (UMTA capital
and opernunauslntm projectal:

(4) 23 US.C. 104(5)(1) (projects on
exlensions of primary systems in
urbanked

this subpart _
(5) 23 US.C. 104(b)(5) (A) and (B}
{projects on the Interstate System),
ex tuprwldadhﬂhiuubput

(6) 3 US.C 144 way )
replacement and reha ilitation paajbcts).
except as prévided in this

{b) Projectd under pmwm () (‘2.
(5) and () of this section which are
resurfacing. restoration, rehabilitation.
reconstruction (4R), or highway safety
improvement: and which will not alter
the functional traffic capacity or
capability of the {adility beﬁwhnmﬁ
may be excluded from the TIP 1
its annual (or blennial) element by
agreement befween the State and the
metropolitan planning organizaticn.

§ 450204 Transportation improvemient
Genersl :

programc
() The TIP, incl ‘the ennual (or
blennisl) element, shall be developed by
the metrapolitan planning

the State and publicly owned operstord
of mass transportation services in

areas), excepl as provided in

" ransporta

cooperation with reciplents authorized
ander Sectlons & @, or 8A of the UMT
Act (49 US.C. 1604, 1607a of 1607a-1).
(b) The TIP shall as 2 minimum: (1)
Conslst of Improvements from the
transportation plan developed under
Saction 450.110(a) and recommended for

Fodera! funding during the program

odi

(2) Cover a period of not leas than 3

ars;

(3) Indicate the area’s priorities; and
m Include realistic estimates of the
total costs and revenues for the program

period.

{c) The metropolitan planning -
organization endorsement of the TIP
including the annual {or blennial)
element ls a prerequisite for the
approval of programs of projects la
urbanized areas pursuant to 23 us.C
105(d) and 134(a). and Section 8{c] of the
UMT Act (48 US.C. 1807(c)). The State,
metropolitan planning organization, and

publicly owned operata of mass
tion urﬂcu& encouraged’

{0 develop simplified profedures for
updating or m an endorsed
annual (o¢ blennial) e ement

(d) The TIP inclu tly# exnual {or
blennial) element beé submitted:

{1) To the Governot ang ths Urban
M:u mmpox‘t&:uga Admit;hmtar. and
2) te to the Pederal

mhmmtor foruseasa
basls for mesting the applicable air
quality proceglures contalned

Part 770 and Jor the subsaquent
spproval of the statewide program of
projects under 23 US.C. 105 In
accordance with § 450.212 and 23 CFR
Part 630.

§ 450208 Annuasl {or bieanial) element:

Frojoct ooloction.

_}l) Pederally funded projects shall be
selected for iaclusion in the annual {or
bleanial) element at all phases in the
development of the transportation
improvement for which program action
is proposed. The gmhcu to be included
in the annus} (or bieanial) element of
the TIP shall be selected in e

[

the appropriate local officis!s with
concurvence of the Stats highway
department;

(2) 23 US.C- 103(e)(4] a5 23 CFR Part
478 the se of Interstats
substitution projects by tha re

officials; and

in 23 CFR |

(b) The endorsement of the annua! [or
biennlal) element of the TIP by the
metropolitan planning organization
constitutes the selection of the projects
by local officials pursuant to 23 usc
105(d) and 23 U.S.C. 103(e}(4)-

§ 450208 Annual {or blennial) stement
Content.

(a) Except as provided in Section
450.210(b)(3) and (4), the annual {or
blennial) element shall conlaln projects
selected undar Scction 450.208 and -
endorsed under § 450.204.

(b) With respect to each project under
paragraph (a) of this section the annsal
{or biennial) element shall include:

(1) Identification of the projects,
including the phase of phases proposed
for implementation.

(2) Estimated total cost and the
amount of Federal funds proposed to be
obligated during the program period

(8) Proposed source of Federaland
non-Federal matching funds; and

(4) 1dentification of the reciplent and
State and local agencies responaible for
carrying out the project.

(c) Projects proposed for Federal
funding that are not considered to be of
appropriate scale for individual
inclusion in the annual (or blennial)
elemient may bs grouped by functional
cassification, geographic area of woark

type.

The annual (of biennlal) element

be reasonably consistent with the
amount of Pederal funds o be
availabls to the area. Federal funds that
have been allocsted to the area
pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 150 shall be
{dentifled.

(e) The total Federa! share of projects
included in the annual’(o biennlal)
eledent and proposed for funding endsr

ons 5, & of 8A e
US.C. 1604, 1807a and 16072~-1) may not
exceed apportioned Section & 8 or8A
funds available to the ares
during the program year (or 2 years).

§450210 Setection of projects for
tobe
0

annual (or
submitted to the Urban Mase
Wmmhmm

ﬂﬂpﬂmmdhm.hw
shall include In statewide program
of projects under 23 US.C 105
(1)M¢mmdrm&o¢h
-nnul.[otblmnul dmentnl-

.-
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aposed to be Implemented with Urban Mass Transporiation ‘ sccordancs with the provistone of this .
rederal assistance undor 23 uscC. Adminlatrator that the T1P or portion subpart. These approvals will corfatitute: £’
104(b)(8) (Federal-ald urban system) in thereo! s tn conformance with thls (1) The approval required under i
which the State concurs]: provided. subpart and that the phnn[nsx.rocau s Section 8{c) of the UMT Act (49 US.C. i
}s\owcver. that In caze any whe;u l}{m In conl’ormn‘nel ]w“th Sugpl;n : 1807(c)k 2
1ate does not concur [n a non ighway programs of projecis and Interstate 2] A finding that th . aned ;
public mass transit profect. 8 stolomant  Substitution projects selected for onl.)commu?fs_ mw‘:ﬁ.g‘dh s
describing the reasons for the implementation under §§ 450210 and comprehensive transportation planning
nonconﬁumnce nhal} acc]ornpany the ;50.200. res uf“lll’ will be considered  process carried on in accordance with
slatewide program of pro ecle. ot approval as follows:
(2) Thosa projects drawn from the (1) FPedml-lld urban system projects %&m‘%‘%’ f:os;;‘c:j: 2:‘3{ cl:;;‘.um
annual (or biennial) element end included in the slalewlide program of 1A hat s prolect !
proposed lo ba imp smented with projects under 23 U.S.C. 108 will be ; l"uo‘dh" e P ",:r":
Fedcral ssaistance under 23 US.C. approved by: Saifled om‘:m.v Imm
Jo4(b)(1) (projects on urban extonsions (1) The Feders! Highway adminlatrator o0 " \ d a iik
of the Federal-ald primary system) and with respeci to hlghwa%pm]ecm o po:it:hon s ';::“n lgco llncT w
23 U.S.C. 104(b)(3] (Interatate System {1) The Urban Mass ansportation m]vc? s Un;‘_;_? s ‘grb g& ) 8{1} or
profects inur anized areas); and 23 Admintstrator with respect to Yeazte}(1). 1004(1 G lwﬂ
U.S.C. 144 (highway bridge replacement nonhlghway public mass transit pll.)h . cnd( ) or 1607(c)). as
and rehabilitation projects). in whichit  projects end spplicable:
concurss {iii) The Federal Highway (4) In nonattainment areas which
(3) Those projects not drawn {rom the Administrator and the Utban Mass require transportation control measurds,
pnnual (or blennial] element tha! are Transporialion Administrator jointly In & finding that the prﬁnm conforms
proposed to be imp emented with any case where the statewide program with the SIP in accordance with
Federal assistance under 23 usc of ‘&m]ecls submilted pursuant to 23 procedures In 49 CFR Part 623 -
104(b)(6) {Federal-aid highway urban U.S.C. 105 does not include all Federel- Part 613 0f{ 49 CFR ls amended as set
system), 23 USC. 104(b){1) (Profects on ald urban system nonhighway «rublic forth below:
turban extensions of the Federal-ald mass transit projects conta in the
primary syatem) and 23 US.C. 104(b)(8) annual (or blennial) element. PART §13—PLANNING ASSISTANCE
(P(olecl; on the Interstate Sy.lgm} g] Interstats nubatitu\ion nonhighway ARD “m
provided that: public mass transit projects incl ed in of
(i) Previous phases of such project of "he snnual (or biennial) slement will be “mp‘“ A of Part 613 s revised as
;ssziocu were uhc;oddpunum! 1o ;s:mvcd ba thoAUrban };:lu sel below:
tlon 450208 and @ vanced; nsportation Adminlstrator.
(1) Such project of projects are for (3) Projects pro tobe mA-UM Trensportation
e e
or which there has beon a Feders of tne ac $15.100 Urben transportation
authorization to acquire right-of-way o¢ 16073 and 1607e-1) Included In the : The urban transportat lm
Federal approval of physical annual (o biennla element will .lm"‘m 1"::“ tl.n| °;3Pu‘glg-f\l
construction of lmplemenllllon where ‘PPN\"‘-'- by the Urban Mass 'I?d“ls“m 8 gl' the Urban M ¥ H
rtsht-of—wa}r acquisition was not Transpoctation Adminlstrator after ok Aetol N:. 218 dod
previously ederally funded: and considering any comments recelv (l:;’uu C..l poe) hi‘::h l‘r: aman
(ili) A statement accompanies the from the Governor within 30 days of the ol h ‘l' ”;l;‘
statewide program of projects which submittal required by § 450.204(d)1). comprens 4 “&mw
includes for such projects the views of (4) Federal-aid urban extensions of "‘m'm on CFm ements which are
the metropolitan planning organization gﬂnmy projects. Interstate projects and set b &) S m'm Subpart A,
and Indicates how the requirements of hway bridge replacement are incorporated nto this subpart.
29 U.S.C. 134{a) have been met: and rehablilitation projects included in the {13 US.C.104(N)(3). 134 and 31% sec. 1. 8. 8. L}
{4) Those projects rot drawn from the stalewide m of projects under 23 and 84 of the Urban Mass Transpociation
ennval (or blennlel) ettt b and e T b dpprcied by e Act ol 1988 4s amendet (18 1 sed 17 o
ex under gection 4 an 8 w " .
aro proposed lo be Implemented. (v) Appmvdl“by the Federsl Highway :d?:g‘:. &dblﬁ-&c- 7504 and 7308)
() The preparalion and endorsement Administrator ot joint approvals by the 1.48(b) and 1.91) ]
of the TIP. the selection of projects in Federal Highway Administretor and 8. Subpart B of Part 813 1s rovised a8
accordance with this subpart, and the Urban Mass mmwﬂioﬂ set forth below:
agreement under section 4s0.202(b). U Administraior will be ln accordance

any. will meet the requirements of 23 with the provisions of this subpart and subpert B-—Transportation

&.%‘c 108(d). fzs u:&c 114(-) and with 23 mn oa% sr.t:pm A These  lmprovement Program
ion 8{c) o UMT Act (49 US.C. approy constiitu
10071:1)'!:{ l : Pllﬁ!npprovdnqumdunduu §613.200 Traneportation improvement
{d) The State shall notify the U.S.C. 10S: and progrem.
appropriate metropolitan planning (2) A finding that the projects are The transporiation improvement
organizations of the 3 US.C108 based on a coatinuing. comprehensive mﬁn tions establishing
ram actions taken on projects in “‘mporuﬁo:.gmnm procass carried lnes for the development., content,
each urbanized area. on cooperatively by the States and local ﬁmﬂn‘ of a cooperatively
communities in accordance with the transportation improvement
§450212 Program spproval provisions of 23 US.C. 1% pﬂh\irbmludmwhlehm
(s) Upoa the determination by the {c) Approvals the Urban Mass sat in 23 CFR Part 450, Subpart B
Federal Highway Administrator andthe Transportaticn :thﬂnmm wilbein are incorporated into this subpart.
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Ad of 1084, 82 nmended (69 US.C 10602 1604
md1mcn:mluwdmofuxaun
MM(uuAC.rMmdm):mda
CFR L4a(b) end 181)

{Catalog of Pedersl Domestic Asslstancd
mmmw
Mummw

Urban Mass Trassportation Capital
hthMW.UMWO
Tramsportation Capital and Operating
Asslstancs Formuls Crants The provisions of
OLCBO:&WND-A-“n;udln‘SuuM
mmwmmsd

lssued 0n June 7, 1OEL
R A Bernbart,
Fodaral Highway Adminlstralor, Fede=l
Highway Adminlstralion.
Arthor L Toola, Jeo :
Urban Mass Transporiotion Adminir:-sar.
Urban Moss Transportation Admindsraym
i Due. -778 Fied 0-20-x (s am]
L COOE @H9-80-8



EXHIBIT 2

NG REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION

AGREEMENT CREATI
COMMISSION OF CLARK COUNTY
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ETATI'.I COUNTY Of CLARK,

THIS AL HT, mada anl entoced Inlo by ani botween thu STATL OF RIVATH ell-

fng Ly and Lhiough Lts Dopartecnt of Transportatlén, hetelnsflor seferret = as

s political subdivislon of the Stste of Mevade, hers. a’tef

referrcd to #a COUNTY) the CITY OF LAS VICAS, hcrefnafter roferved th as LAS ~ \S»

the CITY OFf MNORTH LAS VECAS, harslnafter referred to o MORTH LAS VICAS) e SITY
OF HLNDLRSOH, herelrafter referred to asg MENDERSAN; the CITY OF BOULDER CITY tere=

frafter refarred to ae pouLDER CITY|" and the Clark County Regional Transporstion

hereinalter referred to as TRAMSTORTATION COHHISSION,

Cawlgslon,

¥yITHESBETTR

VHIREAS, STATE, parsuant to the provisions ‘of MRS 408.24%, assents to mf ac

cepts the provislons of the Federal Nighway Act and all amendatory legislatiss and

WHEREAS, the fedaral Righwvay Admninistration, the Urban Mass Trensportatis Ad-

ainistration, the Federal Departaent of Bousing and Drban Development and ether

federel agoncies may have funds evailable to assist OTATE and local goverrmsea ia

lvinq plu\nlnq probleas resuiting from the increasing concentration of popetation

in urban areas AM o f.cusun ceaprehensive p.hmln' for urban dsvelopssst 1a=

cludipg coordinated transportatioa gystems oa & continuing basis by such ge=era-

ments; and

WHERZAS, pursuant to HRS 377.180, STATE Bas power to entar ints a cooparmtive

agresment with COUNWTY, LAB VIGAS, BORTE LAS VEGAS, RENDL RSOM, BOULDER OZF and

TRANSPORTATION COROOSSION, t© offoctuate .and carry cut prograas coatemplatsf and

provided by the Dalted States Covernment or its various sgancies, 1n coajmction

with local progrims; and

WHEREAS, Pursc4nt to MRS 277.180, COUWTY may eater into cooparative agresants

te expedite and make wsore efflcient,
costrol and management of all transportatles faci~

planning processes with respc to

conatruction, reconstruct ien,

litlesy and

WHEREAS, LAS VEGAS, WORTH LAS VECAS, ond RENDR RSO pursuant to the Statstes of

Mevads, are epocisl chartar eities; POULDER CITY wao incorporated pursuant ® ms

207; TRANSPORTATION mna was eotablished by MRS Chapter 373 axe 011

Chapter

Wi ¥ e memm- o ——————
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cpmd on s T

decmed fae thalr Loat dat oot anl Lha Liannpaclatinn ploanieg pruscae b s an

{ntotrnt, and

MUTHCAS, putavant Lo sald povor and sutharlty, STATE, CUUNTY, LAS YICAS, B22TH

LAS VECAS, III'NDLHSOM, pouLDh R CITY, ard TRANSMOATATION CoMMISSION, enter irte this

cooperative aqrocment for Lhe malntenance of @ comprehenalve, coopcTative axd conm

tinulng transportation planning process ta Clark County with a viev of walntalaling

trersportation planning relsted to conprehenalve planning for the ares and ha=onl=

ous with the citizens' deoires for community developmant goala Iln a contiming

planning process which will be mutually sdvantageous to all centracting partlies)

and

WHERFAS, the Reglonal fransportation Plan has been completed and ls in ths con~

tinual upﬁdt.l phase ap par the Integrat
HOATH LAS VEGAS, NENDLRSOM) and

ed Cooparative Agreemant of January 5. 7943
betwoen the STATE, COUNTY, LAS VIGAS,

MIEREAS, the Covernor of the State of Mevada oa July 1, 1301 designated THIAS-
PORTATION COMMISSION the official Matropolitan Planning Organiration of the Clark

County area, to be responaible for all transportation planning grants for the Clark
County afea pursuant to the provisions of Title 23 0.8.C. 134 and Title 49 0.5.C.
1607 as ascnded by redoral public Law 95-599 enacted Movember 6, 1978 and citsd a8

the Surface Trensportation Act of 1978; and

WHEREAS, all previous aqrecmants, resolutions, and sesorandvms of understanding

{nvolving regional transportation planning are supsrsaded by this coopentive

agreemant.

WOW, THIAEFORE, la consideration of the presises ond the covenants coatained

haroln; gnd pursuant to the smthority eof MRS Chapter 177, it is oqreed dy amd

between the parties hereté as follows:

OBJECTIVLS

Tha objective of thie sqreemant lo t© malintalin & ménhmln. continuing, co~

oparative transportation plaaning process a8 related to comprohensive planninmg: and

to provide for the continual erde_r!y development of these plans.




Prglamal Teanagmilviian Comainnlon

The Clark County Tranaportation Study Pollcy Crmmitlce {s hereby dlanolived and

(ho TIANSFORTATION C(DMMI1SSION etall functlon ae ths doclslon raklng bosrd, and

ohall be composed of reproscntstives aclected in sccordance with WRS 373 a» fol-

. lowes:

Tvo from the Bostd of County Comalsaionars of Clark County.

T™vo from the governing body .of the largest city in Clark County.

One from the governlag body of sach additional city In the county which 18
a party to this agrecment.

The ODlrector of the Waevada Department of fransportation shall be an ex-efficle

“.member for particlpation fn planning. The bivislon Administrator of the Federal

Highvay Adalnistratica -ghall act ia an sdvisory capacity.

Planning Technical Committee
ve and Eoopcrntln Intent of tramsportation plasaing.

To foster the co-puhe'nni
e Vo e AT e mew S NE——

g ¥

the TRANSPORTATION coroIs9I08 shall ba aided by & Planning Techalcal Comalttee

PR, M

. which shall functioms ia an sdvisory capacity to the TIANSPORTATION COMMISSION, and

Cshall h :cnpo:“ of the sams number of reprasentatives selected in the same mnnar

a5 the TRANSPORTATION COWAISSIGN with the folloving additional organisstions

represented asch with one member; ell mesbers shall be voting memberss

w. -4 ) ‘ ,

L) Fevada Departmant of hlnlpnnatlon;

- Ynited States Departaent of Transportation.
- MeCarram Imternational Alrport.

- Pconomic Opportunity Beard of Clark County.
- fhe private tramsit sector in Clark County.

- Clark County Schoeol District.

- The taxicab Industry of Clark County.

) Citizen Participation Prograa

In order for transportation planning to resaln sensitive to community needs and

‘dedires, & citizen participatios prograa shall be wtilized., Various sothods of

providing citizen ispet may o esployed vhea deesed necenssary and appropriate.
* ghese may incleds but ot ba limited to town medtings, public hearings, workebepe,
tere. A Citizen Advisory Comalttee shall fwme-

civic groups' meetimg, and mewslet

S N B o
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conpiped of no mirs Lhan twonty sombeta. HMimbers presontly ssrvisg ahall e

Lo sctvo wnlll the ncxt ensulng Dercabnr 31 eof an even-numbcred yoar. Telr

succcascra ahall serve for terwa of two yoars erd vacancles shall be filled "ur the

uresplred tem by the TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION.

staff
The TRANSPORTATION COMMIZSION shall saintaln a planning divislon stafl w coa-

plets the requicements of the Transportatien Bection of the Overall Wort Feras

adopted by TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION.

OVELRALL RLSPONSIBILITIES

Transportatlon Planning .

Tha TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, a8 the dasignated Metropolitan Planning brgssi-

gation, shall be responsible for the maintenance of & comprehensive, coatimisg,

and coopsrative transportation plannisg pcocess as related to comprehansiw plis-

aing, and as such, shall ba responsibls for all transportation planaing gress for

the study area vhose boundarles shall ba Clark County.

rederal-Aid Urban Boundaries .

Tho TRANSPORTATION COMAISSIOM, {n cooperation with ETATE, shall be respesthle

for the Ssvslopmant, mainteasncs, and approval of the foderal-Add Urban Bomdaries

withia the study area.

Federal-Ald Urban Street and fighvay System

The TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, in cooperation with STATE, shall be respesidle

lor- Ssslignating tha project priorities on the urben system vithla the Federal-ald

Urbaa Boundarles, consisteat within the guidelines governing the Transperistica

Improvesant Proqraa.

fransportation Iaprovesent Prograa

The TRANSPORTATION COMMISSIOM shall be responsidle for anmually compliling, fo=

viewing thes planning conalsteacy of, and adopting, the Transportetion lapreeemeat

Prograa for the etudy ares. The Transportation Improvesant Prograa 13 & maged

three to f[ive year progres of regional transportaticn improvesent prejects,

ootimated costs, ond responsible egqoncies.

1%
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" coMMISSION pertaining to the overall Work Progrea.

. papers,

cooussion at al

Cowrdain Tt

The THAMSTMOHTATION QO=HTALEON ahal ]l b reapianihle foc Lhe annuil dovrioneret,

malntcnance, sdupllon, and aleinlotration of the Ovorall Woik Froycam é@ re ..ccd

by the 23 code of Teloral Haqulatlona, 450,115 and hotoln Incorporated by refar-

ence. The Overall Work Frograa le & program budgot document within which the com-

prahenaive metropolitan planning process 1o dofined so that federal eond szate

planning requirements can be met. Approvals of consulting agreemants shall be

governed by the sppropriate provislons of OMB circular A-102 and FHPH 1-7-1.

AUDITS AND INSPECTION

The TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION shall permit the STATE and the Fedaral Eighway

Ad-hlulruioa o audit the books, records, and accounts of the TRANSPORTATION

In addition, the TRANSPORTATION
couUusSIG will present to the STATE the results of any {ndependent sudit, review:

£ the TRANSPORIATION

and or inspection of the overall Work Prograa propared by or fo

COMRISSION.

RECORD RETENT1OM L k

The TRANSPORTATION CORNISSION shall proyide and maintaln all books, documests,

accounting records and other evidence pntnlntn'q to costa incurred a=d to

sake such saterisls avallable at the adalnistrative offices of the TRANSPORTATION

1 reasonable times during the terurs of this AGREEMENT and for

three ()) ysars [ro= the date of final paysent to the COMMISS1ON for work sccom=

plished under the Overall Work Prograa. guch materials will be made availadle for

i{nspection by suthorized reprasentatives of the BTATE or the Federal Eigway

aomiatstration, snd coples thereof shell be furnished if requasted.

COPYRICHTING OF MATTRAI

THE TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION oshall b free to eopyright saterial develaped

snder the contrect. It is further oqreed that the STATE and Pederal ERighwey

Adniaistration reserve a royalty-fres, non-encloaive, and irrevocable licesmss %=

coproduce, publish or othervise usa, snd to sathorize sthers to use, the wvork wich

say be accomplished mdc.r this Agreemseat for governmant purpodses.

"All project reports published by the TAMEPORTATION CORNISSION shall coatals 8

oredit refereace bo the State of Woveda, Dapartment of fromsportation ond shall .

indicate that such report of publication has besa “pr
ctotion, Pederal Righwey Mafnistration, .uul the Beveda

epared ia cooperatisa with the

0.8. Department of Transpo

Department of fransportation.®




- e e koA 4 s A&

project, ehall indlcate that eauch rTepart ofr puhlicatlion has boon prepacet LA

cooperation with the Reqlanael Transpoctation Conmlaaglon.®

NOND!SCHIHINATIU‘

cable requliements of the felliow—
.

The partlca hecato shall comply with all appll

ing requlationd telative to nondlscrimination:

(a) Title ¥1 of the 1964 Civil Rightas Act.

(b) 49 Code of Federal Regulations, Part 121V, Mon-discriminaties In

Tedorally-Assloted Prograas of the Departmant of TransportatiomIifecs

_tuatlon of Titla VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964.°

{e) 49 Code of redaral Ragulatlions, Part 23, *participation Dby Riserity

pusiness Enterprises in pepartment of Transportation Programs.”
(4) 49 Cods of FPedersl Regulaticns, Part 23 Pedaral Reglster 45201 (7/1)/8¢}

' sguidsnce for Isplesenting DOT Rules Creating & Minority Businsss Dxters

prises Program in DOT Financial Assistance Programs.®

.

(o) 49 Code of rederal Ragulations, Part 27, *on-discrimination on the Basis

of Mandlicap.®

() 23 Code of redaral Regulations, BSectlios 210.4053(b) regarding sex

© discrinination.

LIABILITY FOR ACTICMS of OTWER PARTY

Wo party shall lncur legal llability for the actions of the other under tems

and ‘conditlons eof this eut.rl&. gach party shall bs eolely and eatirely

.reaponaible fer its act and the ections of its eaployees and sgents under this

contract.
TTHRANCES

funds from federal, state ond local sources eligible to support the transportss

tioa planaing process shall be administered by the TRANSPORTATION COHMISSION 1n ac~

cordance with the rules and tequlations of the funding agencies.

The TRANSPORTATION COMHISSION ghall setablish & saparete fuad to provide fwd-

ing for the traasportatiea plasning process and to saich fedoral transportation

planaing funde.

P emm———



of the non-fvdrrsl phare of tha total project cnot, excrpt BYATE funiad #'s.1 rot

axcocd Lha emwunl appropristed end spprctioncd for thie purpcse.  Tha ThA moTA-
fron sources olthar then §7+°L or

TION COMRISSION agrqes that it wl1l provide,

fodaral (tunde, to cover the balanca of the work defined (an the Overs.. vworl
Program, The STATE's share of the costa ase indlcated In the Overal] Work F:aqraa

sust ba expended (n the progran year (ndicated. The STATL obligation te movide

STATE funds lspses at the end of each proqran yesr as indicated in the sxoved

Oversll Work Program. All project costs shall be properly identifled and stall be
gulded by the provieslons of CMD Clreular A=102, as well as the requiresents of the
COMMISSION and DEPARTMINT accountling aystems. Eligible costs as wall as =:idods

for documanting thoss costs attributable ta the Project contracting requirements,

‘shall ba éovuud by the current provision ofs

(a) TFederal Managesant circular 74-4, “Coet Principles Applicable ts Grants

and Contracts with Btate and Local Govermmants.”

(b} Office of Managemont and Bodgst (OMB) Clrcular A-102, “Unlform Adalaistra=

tive Roquiresents for Crant-in-Al4 to State and Local Goverments,® in-

cluding all applicable attachacnta.

{¢) Tredaral-aid Highway Preqria Ranual 1-7-2, "Paymant Procedures.”

The TRANSPOXTATION COMMISSION shall involce STATE quarterly for expenses lacur-
red and reisbursadle from the Federal Nighway Adainistratfon. The TRANSPOZTATION

COMMIESION shall requisition the Urban Mass Transportation Adminlstration gurterly

for expenses incurred and re{mbursable therefrom.

Quarterly and year ond reports sccounting for the expenditurs of all fusds and

services included as part of the Transportation Bectioa of the Overall Work Pregrem

shall be submitted for review by the TRANSPORTATION COISSION.

The TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION may disburse planalng monfea for the pwposas
herslnabove sat forth without submitting agrecasnts to the other individual parties
to this Cooperative Agreemant.

IM WITWESS THEALOP, the partiss Bave sot their hande and affixed their seals as

of the day and year indicated.
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