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Agenda topics
Item Description  Presentor

1 Topics/Agenda/Introductions  Muhaned Aljabiry

2 Approval of the items from the 12/03/2002 CFPG meeting
Announcements
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Follow-Up Items from last meeting:
1. Post Bob Swensen’s annual listing for projects on the website
2. Discussion on potential revisions to administrative amendment guidelines  to:
• Add funds to previously obligated components
• Move funds between components
3. TIP listing requirement in the CFR’s (handout)
4. Template for project description on FTIP website
5. Check box in CTIPS   for project approvals for information only
6. Should PE be split into PA&ED and PS&E or not?
7. What can be done in CTIPS for multiple lead agency on a single  project when

uploaded from STIP

 
 CT - Done
 CT/FHWA/FTA-
Done
 (see item 4 below)
 
FHWA- 2/18/03
 CT- 2/18/03
 CT- 2/18/03
 FHWA-2/18/03
 CT- 2/18/03

4 Lump sums and administrative amendments- Task force to recommend guidelines  Kris Balaji/ Sue
Kiser

5 Change in Federal approval delegation for admin amendments.  Wade Hobbs

6 FHWA approval- All CC’s will be mailed electronically  Wade Hobbs

7 Annual Listing of  Projects Task Force  Report  Rosemary Ayala

8 CMAQ Emission reduction data proposal (handouts)  Ivan Garcia

9 Role of CT HQ Raymond Odunlami

10 Transfer of projects from STIP to FTIP  Abhijit Bagde

11 How to delete projects in CTIPS  Abhijit Bagde
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12 Programming of GARVEE projects (handouts)  Abhijit Bagde

13 Relying on previous conformity analysis to demonstrate conformity (handouts)  Abhijit Bagde

14 Administrative amendments submittals via e-mail  Abhijit Bagde

15 Specifying no. of vehicles being replaced in Amendments of transit project . Jerome Wiggins

16 Proper use of check box in CTIPS for admin amendments. What is considered
administrative for MPO might not be for State & FHWA

 Muhaned Aljabiry

17 Prior year funds in FSTIP  Muhaned Aljabiry

18 Status of MOU’s between MPO’s and the State and Planning Agreement between MPO’s
and Transit Operators

 Jerome Wiggins

19 Ways to identify major ITS projects in FTIPs  Sue Kiser

20  

Recommendations for next meeting  Muhaned Aljabiry

Open Forum/ Next Meeting Date  All

Adjourn/Close  
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L= Attend in person (13)
T= Attend by phone (15)
N= Not attending (12)



Directions to SANDAG

Driving (Mapquest)

Transit Route 992 from Airport

http://www.mapquest.com/maps/map.adp?country=US&address=401+B+Street&city=San+Diego&state=CA&zipcode=92101&homesubmit.x=0&homesubmit.y=0
http://www.sdcommute.com/RiderInfo/routes/992.asp#


 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 
DATE:  February 11, 2003 
 
TO:    CFPG Group 
 
FROM:   Iván García, BCAG Programming Manager 
 
SUBJECT: CTIPS – Request to Accommodate CMAQ AB1012 Reporting 
 
 
The purpose of this memorandum is to present the CFPG Group with another reporting 
requirement for MPOs and Caltrans which I believe can be easily accommodated using 
CTIPS.  I would like to field the state and see if there is consensus to gain support to 
request Caltrans CTIPS Coordinator to add to the CTIPS functionality, the ability to 
input air quality emissions data as relevant to CMAQ projects for AB 1012 reporting. 
 
BACKGROUND Caltrans is required to obtain emissions reporting from the MPOs for 
CMAQ projects.  Emission reporting is typically conducted in December/January, 
AFTER the project/component is obligated. Since the project is required to be 
programmed into CTIPS by the MPO, it would be helpful to add a screen to include the 
necessary emissions reduction data as required for CMAQ projects. 
 
DISCUSSION As projects/phases are authorized/obligated and their E-76 is issued, 
Caltrans can generate their report easily. MPOs will benefit from this since we as the 
MPO can enter the emissions reduction data once – at the time of programming.  This 
will also have other benefits in that Caltrans and FHWA/FTA folks can review the 
emissions reduction data to verify project eligibility.   
 
As the respective MPO logs onto CTIPS, the new Air Quality screen/tab will filter your 
respective region’s emissions requirement.  For example, being from Butte County, 
once I tab over to the new screen, CTIPS already has filtered out my  non attainment 
designations from the rest of the state.  I’m certain Rosemary wouldn’t want to be 
mistaken for a moderate non attainment area! 
 
I would suspect Harlan would need a verified table identifying each county and region’s 
non attainment classification and what their respective requirements are, meaning what 
air quality test the region is required to demonstrate.  I would be glad to work with 
Caltrans and FHWA on a draft CTIPS Air Quality screen/ template for the CFPG group 
to review and comment. 
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On a separate note, I think this request will go hand in hand with having CTIPS identify 
obligation reporting data as well. 
 
REQUESTED ACTION I strongly encourage statewide and other MPO support for this.  
I am open for suggestions and hope we can all work towards a common goal – less 
paperwork.  
 
Sorry I cannot attend the SANDAG CFPG, but will access via teleconference.  If you 
have any questions, anyone can reach me directly at igarcia@bcag.org or by phone at 
530-879-2468. 
 
 















05/30/2000

Administrative Amendments
Administrative amendments must be consistent with the requirements in 23 CFR 450.

Following is the criteria for the administrative amendments:

• Changes in project description that do not change scope or conflict with
environmental document.

• Minor changes to project cost, schedule and limits as shown below:

Project cost:

• Maximum change in cost =  20% of the total project cost but not more than
$2 million.

• Shifting funds between project phases within triennial element.

Project Schedule:

• Changes in schedule within the current FTIP triennial cycle are allowed.
Moving a project from “beyond years or outside the current triennial
element” to “current FTIP cycle” or vice versa requires a formal
amendment.

Project Limits:

• ½ mile for project length less than 5 miles.
• 10% of the length for project length greater than 5 miles, not to exceed a

total of 2 miles beyond project limits.
• Consistent with limits in project environmental document.

• Changes in funding sources including federal funds.
• Fiscal year changes to projects within the triennial element.
• Moving funds within the current triennial element is allowed. Moving funds from

outside the triennial element (“beyond years”) requires a formal amendment.
• No addition or deletion of projects.
• No changes to lump sum or line item amounts or descriptions.
• Does not affect air quality.
• Does not affect the timely implementation of the TCM’s.
• Does not impact financial constraint.
• Caltrans will acknowledge receipt of administrative amendments and transmit copies

to FHWA and FTA.
• Notification to Caltrans, FHWA and FTA is required before federal authorization for

funding can be approved. Approval from Caltrans, FHWA, and FTA is not required.
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Lump Sums/Line Items*
Lump sum items are essentially fund reservations that include all projects, grouped
under a specified work function, work type and or geographic area.  In developing
FTIP’s, within the MPO region, line item listings or lump sum categories of projects
should be developed wherever possible for modest/similar projects.  Lump sum
eligible categories can be developed by MPO’s through mutual regional consensus
with its stakeholders.  Caltrans has recommended a number of project categories
that are eligible for lump sum listings.  The list below shows potential categories that
could be used by the MPO as lump sum designations in the development of its FTIP.

Lump Sums for project types defined by Air Quality Exempt Tables 2 & 3 (40 CFR
Part 93)

Railroad Crossing Projects (non-capacity increasing)
Transportation Enhancement Activities (TEA)
Highway Hazard Elimination
Shoulder Improvements
Traffic Control Devices
Adding Medians
Truck Climbing Lanes outside the urbanized area
Lighting Improvements
Widening narrow pavements with no additional travel lanes
Reconstructing bridges with no additional travel lanes
Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities
Intersection Channelization
Interchange Reconfiguration

Lump Sums as defined by the interagency consultation process between the MPOs
and the implementing agencies, for example:
Emergency Repair beyond the Federal ER program
SHOPP Reservation (Projects that are Air Quality Exempt)
Transportation System Management (TSM)
Toll Bridge Retrofit
Seismic Retrofit
Minor Safety and Hazard Projects
Pavement Rehabilitation
Freeway Service patrol
Bridge Replacement and Retrofit

NOTE: All projects in lump sums should be exempt from air quality conformity
determination.  These projects are listed in 40 CFR Part 93.126 and 127.
*Categorically exempt projects that are not considered to be of appropriate scale for
individual identification in a given program year may be grouped by function, work type,
and/or geographic area (23 CFR 450.216(b) and 450.324(I)).









MOU
PLANNING 

AGREEMENT

Santa Barbara YES YES
San Luis Obispo NO Draft Only
Merced YES YES
Modesto NO NO
Honolulu NO NO
Monterey NO YES
Madera NO NO
Fresno NO NO
Tulare NO NO
Kings NO NO
Kern NO NO
Stockton NO YES
Yuma
Tucson
Flagstaff
San Diego NO YES
Sacramento NO NO
Tahoe NO NO
Redding NO YES
Chico NO NO
Reno
Las Vegas
San Francisco NO NO
Los Angeles NO YES

.



Relying On RTP Conformity Analysis to Demonstrate FTIP
Conformity

If the proposed amendment adds a new project or projects to the FTIP
from the conforming Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), the FTIP
amendment can rely on the previous conformity analysis to demonstrate
conformity, provided the proposed FTIP listing is consistent with the
RTP listing.  In such cases, the MPO Board Resolution, or the Cover
Letter for the FTIP/FSTIP approval, should include the following:

"The project(s) included in the FTIP by this amendment has/have
been demonstrated to satisfy the requirements of 40 CFR 93.118 and
93.119 without a new regional emissions analysis in accordance with
the provisions of 40 CFR 93.122(e)(2)(ii).   Accordingly, the
Project(s) has/have been included in the regional emissions analysis
of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) with design concept and
scope adequately detailed to determine its/their contribution to the
transportation plan's regional emissions at the time of the
transportation plan's conformity determination, and that the design
concept, scope, and implementation schedule of the project(s) is/are
not significantly different from that described in the transportation
plan.  In addition, the funding or the project(s) will not delay the
implementation of projects in the metropolitan transportation plan
or FTIP."
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SELECTED FEDERAL STATUTES AND REGULATIONS
PERTAINING TO THE LISTING AND PUBLICATION

OF
TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS INCLUDED IN

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAMS

Federal Regulations Concerning the Listing of Implemented Major Projects in the
FTIP:

The Statewide and Metropolitan Planning Regulations promulgated by the U.S.
DOT in 1993 (58040 FR  Vol. 58, No. 207, October 28, 1993) established several new
project “listing” requirements for certain projects included in a federally mandated
transportation improvement program (TIP) in metropolitan planning areas (MPO areas).
At the time the U.S. DOT planning regulations were promulgated neither the Intermodal
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA), nor earlier surface transportation
program authorizing legislation, had established any statutory requirements for
publishing “lists” of programmed projects included in the federally mandated
transportation improvement programs.

The metropolitan programming regulations, promulgated by U.S. DOT in 1993,
codified the following project “listing” requirements in Section 450.324(n) of Subpart C
of Part 450, in Subchapter E of Chapter 1 of title 23 of the Code of Federal Regulations
(23 CFR):

§450.324   Transportation improvement program: General.
 (a)  …
 (n) As a management tool for monitoring progress in

implementing the transportation plan, the [F]TIP shall:
(1) …
(2) List major projects from the previous TIP that were

implemented and identify any significant delays in the
planned implementation of major projects;

(3) …
(4) In nonattainment and maintenance areas, include a

list of all projects found to conform in a previous TIP
and are now part of the base case for the purpose of
air quality conformity analyses.  Projects shall be
included in this list until construction or acquisition
has been fully authorized, except when a three-year
period has elapsed subsequent to the NEPA approval
without any major action taking place to advance the
project.
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Federal Statutes Concerning the Annual Publication of a List of Obligated Federal
Projects:

In 1998, the U.S. Congress enacted the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st

Century (TEA-21) and established, in Section 1203(h) of the authorizing legislation, the
explicit statutory requirement for the annual publication of a list of projects in
metropolitan planning areas for which Federal funds had been obligated.  As codified in
section 134(h)(7)(B) of title 23 U.S.C., TEA-21 mandates that:

“An annual listing of projects for which Federal funds
have been obligated in the preceding year shall be
published or otherwise made available by the
metropolitan planning organization for public review.
The listing shall be consistent with the categories
identified in the transportation improvement program.”

As of February 2003, the U.S. DOT has not issued new planning and
programming regulations that reflect the TEA-21 requirement regarding the annual
publication of a list of obligated federal-aid projects.  On February 2, 2001, FHWA and
FTA issued a memorandum that identified the new statutory planning requirements that
were enacted subsequent to the 1993 final rule on statewide and metropolitan planning
and programming and highlighted the need to ensure basic compliance with the new
requirements.

The U.S. DOT planning and programming regulations include a provision
concerning the sharing of information as projects are implemented.  Pursuant to 23 CFR
450.216(a):

 “All title 23 and Federal Transit Act fund recipients will
share information as projects in the FSTIP are
implemented.”

Document No. 41524
Prepared by: W. Hobbs

Date: 2/10/2003
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401 B Street,  7th floor

San Diego, CA

Meeting called by: Kris Balaji

Facilitator : Muhaned Aljabiry

Recorder/Time Keeper:Abhijit bagde

Agenda topics
Item Description  Presentor

1 Topics/Agenda/Introductions  Muhaned Aljabiry

2 Approval of the items from the 12/03/2002 CFPG meeting
Announcements

 All
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Follow-Up Items from last meeting:
1. Post Bob Swensen’s annual listing for projects on the website
2. Discussion on potential revisions to administrative amendment guidelines  to:

• Add funds to previously obligated components
• Move funds between components

4. TIP listing requirement in the CFR’s (handout)
5. Template for project description on FTIP website
6. Check box in CTIPS   for project approvals for information only
7. Should PE be split into PA&ED and PS&E or not?
8. What can be done in CTIPS for multiple lead agency on a single  project when

uploaded from STIP

 
 CT - Done
 CT/FHWA/FTA-
Done
 (see item 4 below)
 
FHWA- 2/18/03
 CT- 2/18/03
 CT- 2/18/03
 FHWA-2/18/03
 CT- 2/18/03

4 Lump sums and administrative amendments- Task force to recommend guidelines  Kris Balaji/ Sue
Kiser

5 Change in Federal approval delegation for admin amendments.  Wade Hobbs

6 FHWA approval- All CC’s will be mailed electronically  Wade Hobbs

7 Annual Listing of  Projects Task Force  Report  Rosemary Ayala

8 CMAQ Emission reduction data proposal (handouts)  Ivan Garcia
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9 Role of CT HQ Raymond Odunlami

10 Transfer of projects from STIP to FTIP  Abhijit Bagde

11 How to delete projects in CTIPS  Abhijit Bagde

12 Programming of GARVEE projects (handouts)  Abhijit Bagde

13 Relying on previous conformity analysis to demonstrate conformity (handouts)  Abhijit Bagde

14 Administrative amendments submittals via e-mail  Abhijit Bagde

15 Specifying no. of vehicles being replaced in Amendments of transit project . Jerome Wiggins

16 Proper use of check box in CTIPS for admin amendments. What is considered
administrative for MPO might not be for State & FHWA

 Muhaned Aljabiry

17 Prior year funds in FSTIP  Muhaned Aljabiry

18 Status of MOU’s between MPO’s and the State and Planning Agreement between MPO’s
and Transit Operators

 Jerome Wiggins

19 Ways to identify major ITS projects in FTIPs  Sue Kiser

20  

Recommendations for next meeting  Muhaned Aljabiry

Open Forum/ Next Meeting Date  All

Adjourn/Close  

 

 

 

:
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The second CFPG meeting was held at SANDAG’s Office in San Diego from 10:00 am – 2:00 pm.

1. Agenda Items Covered:

Meeting started with introduction of attendees and review of the agenda items.
Two items were added to the agenda.
18. Status of MOU’s between MPO’s and State and Planning Agreements between MPO’s and Transit Operators-

(Jerome Wiggins)
19. Ways to identify major ITS projects in FTIPs (Sue Kiser)

Muhaned Aljabiry went over the ground rules for the meeting.
• Since there are phone participants, everyone who speaks should state his/her name and agency.
• Keep comments as brief as possible
• Stick to the current agenda item. Additional items not in the agenda will be added to the end and will be

discussed if time permits.
• Turn off cell phones and limit interruptions
• This is a forum to hear everyone’s concerns, comments and suggestions. Please make sure your voice is heard.
• Ask before moving on to the next item if anyone on the phone has any additional comments on the item, then

pause for a few seconds.

2. Approval of the 12/03/2002 CFPG meeting minutes

Minutes were approved unanimously as provided.

Announcements:  Doug Nguyen introduced himself as new Office Chief for CTIPS Office.in Caltrans HQ Division
of Programming.

3. Follow up items from previous meeting:
1-6 were found completed.
Item No. 7 was decided to be discussed at the end along with other CTIPS items.

4. Lump sums and administrative amendments- Task force to recommend guidelines:

Kris Balaji spoke about the “FTIP Project Selection Procedures and Guidelines” prepared by Caltrans and FHWA in
1999.  He mentioned the flexibility provided by the existing guidelines.
Sue Kiser recommended that the guidelines be split to address Lump Sum and Administrative Amendments
separately.  She mentioned that there are no references in the regulations for Administrative Amendments, FHWA
delegates approval authority for administrative amendments to the State, and FHWA does not have authority to hand
down authority further than the State.  She also mentioned that the new guidelines should distinguish between
technical corrections and administrative amendments.
Steve Guhin from SACOG mentioned that a process review on "Project Selection Procedures and Guidelines" on
FHWA's web site encourages the expanded use of Administrative Amendments that are acted on by the MPO only
and sent to the state and federal agencies for information.  Sue Kiser did not agree to delegate MPOs the approval
authority for FSTIP approvals.
John Asuncion from SBCAG asked if the guidelines would be revisited after TEA3.
Kris mentioned that FHWA has agreed that the existing process for administrative amendments will continue
through June 2003.  (See note under item no. 16)
Ivan Garcia from BCAG recommended that the new process be implemented by October 1, 2003.  Sue Kiser was
receptive to this  proposal.
Jerome Wiggins from FTA mentioned that the transit projects can not be combined under Lump Sum.
Rosemary Ayala from SCAG asked if “Bus Amenities” could be a lump Sum transit project.  Jerome indicated that
this is not sufficient, need to be broken-down further into more specific description (e.g. bus stop, bus shelter, kiosks
etc).
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It was decided to form a Task Force to come up with the revisions to guidelines.  The Task Force will include
representatives from FHWA, FTA, Caltrans and MPOs. (Rick Ballantyne suggested 2 representatives for MPOs, one
from large MPO and the other from a smaller MPO).
(Update after the meeting: MPOs nominated Steve Guhin of SACOG and John Asuncion from SBCAG as their
representatives.)

5. Change in Federal approval delegation for admin amendments:

Discussed in Item No. 4

6. FHWA approval- All Cc’s will be mailed electronically:

Wade Hobbs proposed that FSTIP approval (w/o signature) could be sent to the MPOs via e-mail.  MPOs should
include e-mail address in the amendment request for those who wish to receive the approval copy.  Signed copies of
amendment approvals will be posted on Caltrans FTIP website. (Update after meeting: Caltrans will post electronic
copy sent by FHWA (w/o signature) on the FTIP website.  Original approval letter will be maintained by Caltrans.
Copies will be provided to MPOs upon request).
Steve Guhin asked if FTIP could be submitted to Caltrans electronically.  Kris mentioned electronic submittal of
projects through CTIPS along with pdfs of resolution etc is acceptable.

7. Annual Listing of Projects Task Force  Report:

Task Force is headed by SCAG and includes BCAG, KCOG, SACOG, and Wade Hobbs from FHWA, Paul Page
from FTA, Muhaned Aljabiry and Harlan Woo from Caltrans.  Rosemary Ayala presented the Task Force report.
Discussion:
The Annual Report is a national requirement and that the six MPO task force members agreed that we would seek
changes through TEA3 that would change the Annual Report requirement from the MPO's to the FHWA/FTA
agencies.

In the event TEA 3 did not change the requirement then a fall back plan is needed.   The FHWA/FTA/STATE and
some MPO's have databases that do not "talk" to each other.     The task force wanted to pursue the capabilities of
FEMIS, FADS and TEAM to accommodate additional fields in order to obtain the obligation of funds information
more easily.
Various data bases FADS (Caltrans), FMIS (FHWA) and TEAM (FTA) were discussed.  Concern was mentioned
that these databases are independent from each other.  Possibility of adding an additional field of “MPO ID” to all
these databases will be explored.  FHWA will explore what could be extracted from FMIS.  The Task Force will
meet before the next CFPG meeting.

8. CMAQ and AB1012 proposal (Handout):

Handout titled “CTIPS- Request to Accommodate CMAQ, AB1012 Reporting” was discussed.  Sue Kiser and Rick
Ballantyne supported the proposal.  MPOs interested in participating should send e-mail to Ivan Garcia of BCAG.

9. Role of CT HQ:

Raymond Odunlami from MTC expressed concerns that MPO’s are losing flexibility in programming due to strict
implementation of CFRs regarding annual reporting of projects, lump sums and administrative amendments. Wade
Hobbs mentioned that FHWA is interested in improving the process.
Sue Kiser mentioned that annual listings of projects can be provided by FHWA and by county and not by MPO.
She reiterated that lump sums are not place holders.
John Asuncion expressed that the communication can be improved to prevent any misperceptions by any agency.
Rick Ballantyne concurred with Raymond but indicated that he understands that the requirements are for MPOs best
interest and protection.
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Kris mentioned that the State does not impose any stringent requirements but at the same time understands FHWA’s
need for these changes.  Wade Hobbs told the group that Caltrans continuously negotiates with FHWA to bring the
MPOs flexibility in the process.

10. Transfer of projects from STIP to FTIP:

Abhijit Bagde mentioned that “STIP to FTIP Transfer System” in CTIPS to be used to transfer STIP projects
(including changes due to STIP amendments) to FTIP so that a link is established between STIP and FTIP
programming documents.  He indicated that once a project is electronically transferred from STIP side of CTIPS to
FTIP side of CTIPS, any further creation of versions for these projects should be initiated through the transfer
process from STIP, not directly from FTIP.

11. How to delete projects in CTIPS:

Abhijit Bagde mentioned that when a project is deleted from FTIP, the actual program dollars should not be
physically removed as CTIPS will not allow saving projects with no dollars entered in them.  It was also mentioned
that MPOs should include comments in the “Project Definition” screen in CTIPS if the funds from the deleted
projects are reprogrammed in other projects in the same amendment.  It was also mentioned that reporting by the
“Specific Amendment” in the “FTIP Reporting” feature in CTIPS has been modified to display the deleted projects
in the report.

12. Programming of GARVEE projects (Handout):

Abhijit Bagde presented the proposed GARVEE programming guidelines related to FTIP programming.  Sookyung
Kim asked if the dollars are counted twice, Kris Balaji mentioned that in the standard reporting panel the dollars will
not be reported twice.  The debt service dollars will be the ones that will be counted on the report.  It was also asked
if these guidelines apply for AB3090 projects.  Kris mentioned that new guidelines would be developed to
accommodate AB3090 programming.

13. Relying on previous conformity analysis to demonstrate conformity (Handout):

Abhijit Bagde explained that MPOs to provide the presented language in their Board Resolution if they rely on
previous conformity determination to add a new project in the FTIP as long as FTIP listing is consistent with RTP
listing.  Sue Kiser mentioned that MPOs should demonstrate clearly and state that new air quality conformity
determination relies on previous analysis.
Raymond Odunlami asked if new conformity determination is required in these cases.  Wade Hobbs mentioned that
conformity determination is required, and using the presented language from the handout will provide notification to
FHWA that the amendment relies on previous conformity analysis.  Wade clarified that in these cases, MPOs may
not perform a “conformity analysis” but they are required to make a “conformity determination” so long as non-
exempt projects are proposed in the amendment.

14. Administrative amendment submittals via e-mail

Abhijit Bagde mentioned that administrative amendment could be submitted by e-mail as long as scanned copy of
the cover letter signed by the MPO staff who has the delegated authority from MPO Board is attached.

15. Specifying no. Of vehicles being replaced in Amendments of transit project:

Jerome Wiggins mentioned that number of vehicles should be identified in the FTIP.  Number of vehicles in the
grant application must be consistent with FTIP listing.  Per Jerome, changes to number of vehicles (due to cost
savings/increases) need amendments (exceptions can be given on case by case basis by FTA).
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16. Proper use of check box in CTIPS for admin amendments. What is considered administrative for MPO
might not be for State & FHWA:

Muhaned Aljabiry mentioned that MPOs should check “Administrative” box in CTIPS only if the project change
qualifies for administrative amendment per the guidelines by Caltrans and FHWA posted on the Caltrans’ FTIP
website (Note: Until adoption of the new guidelines by FHWA and State the guidelines on the Caltrans website will
be followed).

17. Prior year funds in FSTIP:

Muhaned Aljabiry explained that MPOs should not remove the prior year dollars programmed in their FTIP as it
will not accurately represent the total project cost.  Rosemary Ayala mentioned that SCAG does not have “Prior
Year” funding reporting format.  She asked if the “Total Project Cost” field is ok.  Kris Balaji mentioned that this
would work.

18. Status of MOU’s between MPO’s and State and Planning Agreement between MPO’s and Transit
Operators     (Handout):

Jerome Wiggins mentioned the requirement of submitting MOU between Caltrans and MPO and Planning
Agreement between MPO and Transit Operator to FTA by MPOs by IPG meeting date.
A handout detailing the information FTA had at that time was presented along with the meeting agenda.

19. Ways to identify major ITS projects in FTIPs- Sue Kiser:

Sue Kiser mentioned that ITS Engineers would like to be involved with ITS projects as they are being developed.
She asked if a field could be added in CTIPS.  Kris Balaji mentioned that by adding too many fields in CTIPS that
are not directly tied to CFR regulations might not be advisable.  Sue will discuss this at IPG meeting.
Wade Hobbs asked MPOs to think how they would develop ITS project list from their FTIPs.

20. DBUG Discussion:

Doug Nguyen discussed DBUG meeting agenda.  His discussion included DBUG/CFPG meeting format, CTIPS
reporting capabilities and future needs, setting priority for regional needs in CTIPS.  Doug mentioned that if DBUG
has any discussion items, they would be discussed after the CFPG meeting on the same day.  Abhijit Bagde
mentioned that MPOs should contact Federal Programming Office for all issues related to FTIP programming.
CTIPS Office should only be contacted if having difficulty in accessing CTIPS, printing reports etc.

21. Recommendations for next meeting:

Muhaned Aljabiry presented locations for CFPG meeting for the calendar year.  Steve Guhin has agreed to host next
meeting at SACOG.
(Update:  After the meeting FHWA recommended that the next meeting be held at FHWA since Annual Project
Listing Task Force members are interested in FMIS.)

Next Meeting Recommendations:
• April-FHWA
• May-SACOG
• July-MTC
• August-SCAG
• Oct- FTA
• Nov-SBCAG

Next meeting will be at FHWA in Sacramento on April 14, 2003.
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Follow up Items for next meeting:

Description Responsible Due
Agency Date

1. Nominations of MPOs for Task Force MPOs Done.  See
for Lump Sum and Administrative Guidelines Item No. 4

2. MOU between State and MPOs, Planning MPOs IPG Meeting
Agreement between MPO and Transit Operator
 to FTA

3. Example of AB3090 programming CT Next CFPG
Mtg.

4. CMAQ, AB 1012 Interested MPOs
Task Force nominations to Ivan Garcia

5. FMIS Demonstration FHWA 4/14/03

6. Information on FADS to the Caltrans 4/14/03
Annual Listing Task Force


	February 18, 2003 Agenda
	CFPG Meeting Attendees List
	Directions to SANDAG
	BCAG proposal for CFPG Feb 11 03
	Lumpsum & Admin Amendment handout
	GARVEE Guidelines
	MOU's -Planning Agreements
	Relying On RTP Conformity Analysis to Demonstrate FTIP Con…
	Static copy of FHWAFTA listing requirements for programmed…
	Meeting Minutes



