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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The celiification review process is only one of several methods used to assess the quality of a local
metropolitan planning process, compliance with applicable statutes and regulations, and the level and type of
technical assistance needed to enhance the effectiveness ofthe planning process. Other ongoing activities
provide opportunities for this type of review and comment, including Unified Planning Work Program
(UPWP) approval, the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP), Metropolitan and Statewide TranspOliation
Improvement Program findings (TIP and STIP), air quality conformity determinations, as well as ongoing
formal and less formal contact between Federal agencies and the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO).
The results of these other processes are considered in the certification review process.
Purpose of the Review
Pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 134 and 49 U.S.C. 5303, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal
Transit Administration (FTA) must jointly celiify the metropolitan transpOliation planning processes in
TranspOliation Management Areas (TMAs) at least every four years. A TMA is an urbanized area, as defined
by the U.S. Census, with a population of over 200,000. This celiification requirement began with the
Intennodal Surface Transpoliation Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA), when celiifications were required at least
every three years. Under the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21;t CentUlY of20 12 (MAP-21), certifications
are required at least every four years.
Certification Finding
The on-site portion of the certification review occurred on March 31 and April I, 2015. A public meeting was
held the evening of March 31, 2015. The review team has determined that the metropolitan transpOliation
planning process of the South Jersey TranspOliation Planning Organization (SJTPO) meets the requirements of
23 USC 134 and 23 CFR 450.334 and FHWA and FTA therefore jointly celiify the transportation planning
process for the SJTPO. This repoli recommends improvements to SJTPO's overall transportation planning
process. The complete list of recommendations and commendation are summarized below. There are no
corrective actions.

Recolllmenda tioDS

Recommendation 1: We recommend SJTPO continue to pursue a new host agreement. SJTPO is cllITently
hosted by the South Jersey Transpoliation Authority and has been seeking a new host agency.
Recommendation 2: We recommend that SJTPO draft an agreement with DVRPC to memorialize that
Vineland City in Cumberland County is a shared area between the two MPOs.
Recommendation 3: We recommend that SJTPO propose more transportation studies in the UPWP that
suppoli individual local communities as well as the member counties.
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Recommendation 4: We recommend that the SJTPO encourage increased paliicipation of the Board in the
future as we could not fully assess the Policy Board pmiicipation in the SJTPO's planning process during the
March 30, 2015 site visit, as only NJDOT and NJT Board members were present. .
Recommendation 5: We recommend that SJTPO staff prepare a project delivelY performance report at the
end of each federal fiscal year which displays the status of each state and local project listed in the original TIP
(without amendments) for that fiscal year and that the repOli be submitted for review and discussion at a
regularly scheduled Board meeting.
Commendations
Commendationl: We commend SJTPO for conducting a transportation safety program that promotes
infrastructure improvements with its member counties and cities and educating user behavior among a diverse
group of stakeholders and the general public. The safety program includes presentations on bicycle and
pedestrian safety for elementmy and middle school children.
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PREVIOUS FINDINGS AND DISPOSITION AND SUMMARY OF CURRENT FINDINGS
This section slllmnarizes the 2011 MPO Certification Review recommendations and corrective actions
with SJTPO's responses. The we accept the 2011 corrective actions that have been resolved, as follows:
Corrective Action 1: SJTPO last updated its Congestion Management System (CMS) in 2003, but does
not presently have a fully functions Congestion Management Process (CMP) The 2003 CMS update and
2035 RTP note that the statewide congestion management system (NJCMS) is of limited utility to the
SJTPO region, where congestion typically occurs seasonally, in the summer months, and is more severe on
weekends than during peak period commute times. It was also notes that the rural nature of the SJTPO
region presents a challenge for public transit improvements as a viable alternative strategy. Those facts
notwithstanding, SJTPO must establish a congestion management process that contains the following
elements:
a. Establish a congestion management subcommittee of the State and local partners.
b. Determine performance measures.
c. Identify data sources.
d. Define geographic and system scope of regional transpOltation networks and congested corridors.
e. Evaluate existing TIP projects and future RTP projects regardless of mode and system through
CMP.
f. Formally incorporate evaluation in the TIP prioritization process.
Response: The 2040 RTP adopted by the Policy Board in July 2012 included a summary of the activity of
our Congestion Management Process. SJTPO has met the six (6) Corrective Actions outlined above in the
20 II Celtification RepOlt outlined above and are updating their CMP to incorporate this 2012 summary, the
activity that has taken place since then, and future steps into a formal CMP Update. SJTPO expect to send
this 2014 CMP Update to their Congestion Management Process AdvisOlY Committee (CMPAC) for
endorsement by the end of2015.
Corrective Action 2: The SJTPO must review and expand, through a collaborative process, the scope and
details of the revenue sources and estimates costs for implementing projects to address the points below:
a.

SJTPO's revenue estimates (shown in Tables 2 and 3 of the plan) that are based on estimated
apportionments rather than the obligation ceiling must be explained as to why they can be
reasonably expected to be available to fund projects.

b. The financial plan acknowledges that the State of New Jel'sey's Transportation Trust Fund (TTF)
resources are only available through the end ofNJ State Fiscal Year 20 II, but assumes that stable
TTF funding will continue throughout the 2035 Plan. Recommendations or discussion of how that
might be accomplished is needed.
c.

Address whether the revenue and cost estimates have been adjusted for YOE, what inflation rates
were used, and on what basis.

d. The plan does not address the second ten years, only covering the ten year period from 2008-2018.
The 2018-2028 periods can be aggregated, but must be included.
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e.

The plan acknowledged the current uncertain fiscal environment. Because the plan is based on
apportionments rather than OA, the review team recommends developing alternate funding
scenarios as well as tipping points/thresholds for when each scenario would apply. Examples of
scenarios that might be considered are those that might assume flat line funding and continuation
of existing growth patterns, assume slow growth and less funding, as well as one that might
assume additional funding and growth.

f.

SJTPO should include a detailed financial plan that looks at long-term financial projections
utilizing scenario-based planning, As the scenario-based planning used by the SJTPO focuses
heavily on land-use and changing demographics as the basis for investments that will be made,
any details on how funds are to be allocated are only achieved only as a by-product of the TIP
programming.

g.

Include a description of how consistency between the MTP financial plan and TIP are ensured by
describing the Capital Investment Strategy.

Response:
a.

The revenue estimates are an agreed upon product of extensive collaboration among NJDOT,
NJTransit, and New Jersey's three (3) MPO's. Federal guidelines allow for the use of historical
appOliionments, including a growth rate estimated on the basis of previous authorizations.
SJTPO's assumptions include an annual inflation rate of3% and an expenditure inflation rate of
4% for construction projects, and 3% for non-construction projects (e.g. programs). Because
construction is likely to involve the cost of materials which are likely to fluctuate, as opposed to
programs, feel that these assumptions are reasonable. The funding amount expected for the first
10 years of the RTP are base year, $790.5 M in funding is expected. For the years 2013 to 2040,
we assume that funding is inflation-adjusted only with no actual increase in current year dollars.
SJTPO's revenue forcasts do not assume any growth at all for the second ten years of the plan,
despite a 1.9% annual growth in federal funding to NJDOT and NJTransit in FY 2007. Assuming
a no growth scenario is doubly conservative when viewed against the current revenue forecasts
adopted by SJTPO's neighboring MPO's ranging from 2% to 3% per year.

b.

The NJ Transportation Trust Fund (TTF) revenue estimates assume no gro\\1h until FY 2017,
when the existing TTF is scheduled to run out, after which we are assuming that revenues remain
flat (except for an increase due to inflation), until FY 2040. This reflects a slight decrease of
approximately I % in purchasing power from FY 2012 to FY 2040, in contrast to the historical
growth rate in capital program appropriations of over 6% fi·om the inception of the TTF in 1985 to
FY 2012. SJTPO believes that this assumption is "reasonable."

c.

As noted above, except for the increase due to inflation, revenue estimates are held flat in the
baselinelbusiness as usual scenario. Cost estimates for State projects utilize estimation techniques
embedded in Trns*pOli, a suite of software modules that sup potts the NJDOT construction
programs and is for use by NJDOT, consultants and contractors. Developed by the American
Association of State Highway and TranspOliation Officials (AASHTO), more than 40 states use
this software. Trns*pOlt manages the construction program from cost estimation through
proposals, bids, awards and construction and materials management. Trns*port accounts for the
4

anticipated percentage of inflation per year until work begins on the job. If that number is not
known, a program default based on historical data is used,
Cost estimates for Local Lead projects are prepared by local project sponsors, who have been
directed to account for local conditions, patiicularly with respect to materials. Absent this,
federally-funded Local Lead projects will be escalated at a rate of 4% per year.
d. The current 2040 RTP addressed the second ten years and beyond to the 2040 horizon year.
Expenditures are assumed to be the same as the current FY 2013-2021 TIP with the expenditures
adjusted for inflation. SJTPO feels that this is "reasonable," based on the guidance.
e.

For the current 2040 RTP, SJTPO assumed two (2) scenarios: I) the "business as usual," or
"flatline funding," as referenced in the Conective Action; and 2) a more "aspirationaP' scenario, in
which desired projects for which there is not an identified source of funding was modeled and
depicted. For the upcoming 2040 RTP Update, SJTPO hopes to expand upon these scenarios.

f.

SJTPO has completed a Financial Plan with long-range financial projections based on the RTP
scenarios described above. For the "Aspirational" scenario, (means no funding has been
identified), funding was estimated for a select number of projects. The results of the two (2)
scenarios described above are incorporated into the Financial Plan.

g. The allocation of funds in SJTPO's Financial Plan was based largely on the allocation in the
existing 2012-2021 TIP. The SJTPO TIP consists oftwo (2) types of projects: State lead and Local
Lead. As some of the problem statement from which the TIP projects evolve come from NJDOT's
Capital Investment Strategy (CIS), output from the State CIS does feed into the TIP and
subsequently our Financial Plan. FlIIiher, almost 50% of SJTPO's projects fall into Preservation of
some kind - (be it Roadway, Bridge, or System), which is one of the NJDOT's Capital Investment
Strategy's Core Mission Areas.
The second portion ofSJTPO's TIP consists of Local Lead projects, which consist of System
Preservation (i.e. resurfacing), CMAQ projects, and our Local Safety Program. Like System
Preservation, safety is also one of the NJDOT's CIS' Mission Areas. STOP does not have its own
formal CIS document; the allocation of projects remains consistent with the State CIS with its
strong emphasis on Safety and Infrastructure Preservation.

Recommendation 1: Although the SJTPO is in compliance with the organizational structure requirements
of23 USC 134, the previous recommendation concerning the Policy Board's patiicipation in the MPO's
planning process remain unaddressed from the 2007 Certification Review. The MPO is encouraged to
discuss the legal requirements for Policy Board members to be involved in those discussions that go on at
the MPO.
Response: SJTPO has an eleven (II) member Policy Board comprised of elected officials from each of the
six (6) subregions (Atlantic, Cape May, Cumberland, and Salem Counties) as well as the City of Vineland
and the City of Atlantic City. It also includes a representative from a municipality in Cape May County and
Salem County. In addition, a representative from the New Jersey Transit Corporation, New Jersey
Department of Transportation and South Jersey Transportation Authority also have seats on the SJTPO
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Policy Board.
Recommendation 2: SJTPO and its planning partners should assess whether or not the administrative
agreements in place provide the means for the MPO to hire the staff necessmy to deliver all of its planning
products.
Response: See the response to RecOlmnendation 3.
Recommendation 3: SJTPO should continue to pursue efforts to hire additional staff. The SJTPO should
consider how UPWP and PL funds might be used to fund staff positions and review with its NJDOT, SJTA,
City and County representatives any administrative policies that are preventing the hiring of necessary staff.
Response: Since the 2011 certification report, SJTPO has increased its planning staff by three (3) positions
two (2) full-time and one (I) part-time. In accordance with the October 30, 2014 Basic Agreement with the
SJTA, SJTPO is confident that future personnel actions will be processed.
Recommendation 4: Building upon the recommendations from the 2007 Federal cettification review
USDOT recommends the following:
a. The SJTPO should repOlt out to the public as well as Policy Board members on their performance goals
for the scenario being used as a basis for funding throughout the TIP year. This will enable the MPO in
its assessment of what areas of the Long Range Transportation Plan are not being addressed and if the
current scenarios may require adjustments as the plan is updated.
Response: SJTPO recently completed an extensive 2040 RTP Performance Report, in which specific
indicators for each of the 2014 RTP's eight (8) goals were conceived, measured, and evaluated using
specific quantitative performance measures. SJTPO intends to have this Repott serve as the foundation for
the upcoming 2040 Regional Transpottation Plan update, due to be released in July 2016.
As patt of its upcoming 2040 RTP Update, SJPTO also plans to engage in an extensive scenario planning
exercise, in which multiple scenarios defined by demopgraphic trends, specific transpotiation investments
and funding are simulated, all with the intent of shaping the 2040 RTP Update toward a unified shared

vision.
Recommendation 5: FHWA and FTA recommend that the SJTPO improve its accountability to the public
by providing more transparency to its TIP process utilizing the Electronic Statewide Transportation
Improvement Program (E-STIP) and any additional electronic software that will enable communities to
track the schedules and costs of projects in the region.
Response: NJDOT has implemented E-STIP and SJTPO staff is using it on a regular basis for highway and
transit projects.
Recommendation 6: SJTPO should incorporate methods for evaluating the public patiicipation process in
their Public Involvement Plan to ensure that their efforts have a demonstrable impact in meeting the goals
and outcomes described in the Plan.
Response: SJTPO has reconstituted its Citizens AdvisOlY Committee, which has a mission. "to provide
citizens access to, and participation in, the regular planning and decision-making process", and serve as an
advisory role to both the Policy Board and the Technical Advisory Committee.
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For the current 2040 RTP, adopted in 2012, SJTPO conducted eight (8) public meetings to gather initial
feedback on issues and ideas for the region. Four (4) locations were selected from SJTPO Environmental
Justice areas, and four (4) locations were selected to maximize access to the general public. These were
held in addition to the regular public meetings that are held as part of the release of major documents, such
as the TIP and RTP.
In addition, SJTPO has improved the accessibility of information via the SJTPO website, which has
included enhanced website searchability and improved navigation, SJTPO has developed an online survey
form to identify and improve transpOitation in the region. SJTPO is also using social media to
communicate with the public via a Twitter account.
Recommendation 7: SJTPO should consider additional public involvement training from the National
Highway Institute or National Transit Institute.
Response: SJTPO staff attended a Public Involvement Workshop in Cleveland, OH in 2010. SJTPO staff
members have attended numerous conferences in which various involvement techniques (including
customized websites and software programs) have been demonstrated and SJTPO intends to deploy some of
these techniques as they develop the 2040 RTP Update.

7

Part 1: Certification Review Findings - Snmmary Tables
Commendation Snmmary
Commendation1: We commend SJTPO for conducting a transpOltation safety program that promotes
infrastructure improvements with its member counties and cities and educating user behavior among a
diverse group of stakeholders and the general public. The safety program includes presentations on
bicycle and pedestrian for elementary and middle school children.

Recommendation/Corrective Action Summary

Review Area

Agreements and
Contracts

Recommended
Resolution Date

Recommendation

\Ve recommend SJTPO continue to pursue a
new host agreement.

Training ulHVor
Technical Assistance

Planned

Next certification
review.

As Requested

As Requested

We recommend that SJTPO draft an

September 30,

agreement with DVRPC since Vineland is
shared area between the two MPOs.

2017

Unifed Planning
Work Program

"'e recommend that SJTPO propose more
transportation studies in the UP\VP that
support individual local communities as well
as the member counties.

Next certification
review.

As Requested.

Management and
Operations
Considerations

\Ve recommend SJTPO work to increase
Board member participation and reduce

Next certification
review.

As Requested

Agreements and
Contracts

length of board meetings.
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Review Area

Transportation
Improvement
Program

Recommended
Resolution Date

Recommendation

We recommend that SJTPO statfprepare a
project delivery performance report at the
end of each federal fiscal year which
displays the status of each state and local
project listed in the original TIP (without
amendments) for that fiscal year and that the
report be submitted for review and
discussion at a regularly scheduled Board

Next TIP.

Training and/or
Technical Assistance

Planned
As Requested

meeting.

Description and Overview of the MPO

Effective July I, 1993, the South Jersey Transportation Planning Organization (SJTPO) was designated the
MPO for the southern New Jersey Counties of Atlantic, Cape May, Cumberland and Salem. SJTPO
replaced three small, existing MPOs and incorporated areas not previously served. The SJTPO region
includes 68 municipalities and is home to about 600,000 people or about 7 percent of the State population.
The total land area of the region is 1,778 square miles, accounting for nearly 20 percent of New Jersey's
total area.
The formation of SJTPO allowed for a stronger regional approach to solving transportation problems and
brought new 0ppOliunities to southern New Jersey. SJTPO is the official TMA designated for the area.
The governing body of the SJTPO is the Policy Board. It consists of II voting members: one elected
official for each county government, one municipal elected official from each county (specifically including
the Mayors of Atlantic City and Vineland), and one representative each from the New Jersey Depaliment of
TranspOliation (NJDOT), New Jersey Transit (NJTransit), and the South Jersey Transpoliation Authority
(SJTA).

9

RESULTS OF CERTIFICATION REVIEW
Part 2: Federal Regulations
During the desk review and site visit, the Federal Team reviewed documents provided by the MPO for
specific review areas ..
Organization Structure of Study Area
Basic Requirement: Federal legislation (23 U.S.C. I 34(d)) requires the designation of an MPO
for each urbanized area with a population of more than 50,000 individuals. When an MPO
representing all or part of a TMA is initially designated or re-designated according to 23 CFR
450.310(d), the policy board of the MPO shall consist of (a) local elected officials, (b) officials of
public agencies that administer or operate major modes of transportation within the metropolitan
area, and including representation by providers of public transportation, and (c) appropriate State
transportation officials. The voting membership of an MPO that was designated or re-designated
prior, will remain valid until a new MPO is re-designated. Re-designation is required whenever
the existing MPO seeks to substantially change the proportion of voting members representing
individual jurisdictions or the State or the decision-making authority or procedures established
under MPO bylaws. The addition of jurisdictional or political bodies into the MPO or of members
to the policy board generally does not require are-designation of the MPO.
Finding of Federal Review: The SJTPO Policy Board is the governing body of the MPO. It
consists of eleven (II) voting members: one (I) elected official from each county government
Salem, Cape May, Atlantic, and Cumberland), one municipal elected official from each county
(specifically including the Mayors of Atlantic City and Vineland), and one (I) representative each
from the New Jersey Department ofTranspoliation (NJDOT), New Jersey Transit (NJ Transit), and
the South Jersey TranspOliation Authority (SJT A). The Executive Director ofNJ Transit is a board
member, meeting the MAP-21 requirement to include public agencies that administer or operate
public transpoliation systems.
The Policy Board is assisted by the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and Citizen Advisory
Committee (CAC). The TAC is a fOUlieen (14) member Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)
that provides input to the Policy Board. It consists of each Policy Board member, as well as
representatives of the New Jersey Turnpike Authority, the New Jersey Highway Authority, and the
Delaware River and Bay Authority, along with the chairperson of the CAC. The CAC represents a
cross-section of civic and business groups, environmental interests, and private provider and user
groups. The CAC was established as pati of the SJTPO's initial structure in recognition of the
importance of public involvement to the organization. Other interested individuals and associations
also patiicipate and are added to the mailing list upon request.
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Unfortunately, similar to our recommendation in the 2007 Cel1ification Review we were unable to
assess the level of Board member participation in the MPO process because none attended our site
visit meetings.
Schedule for Process Improvement: We recommend SJTPO members increase pat1icipation in
the planning process and attendance at SJTPO meetings.
Proposed FHWAlFTA Technical Assistance: As requested.
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Metropolitan Planning Area Bonndaries
Basic Requirement: The metropolitan planning area boundary (MPA) refers to the geographic
area in which the metropolitan transportation planning process must be carried out. The MPA
shall, at a minimum, cover the Census-defined, urbanized area (UZA's) and the contiguos
geographic area(s) likely to become urbanized within the 20-year forecast period covered by
the Metropolitan TranspOitation Plan. Adjustments to the UZA as a result of the transportation
planning process are typically referred to by FHWA as the urbanized area boundary (UAB). In
accordance with 23 U.S.C. 134 (e), the boundary should foster an effective planning process
that ensures connectivity between modes and promotes overall efficiency. The boundaJY should
include Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)-defined non-attainment and/or maintenance
areas, if applicable, in accordance with the National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS)
for ozone or carbon monoxide.
Finding of Federal Review: There is a change to SJTPO's UAB as a result of the 2010 Census.
"Atlantic City, NJ" is the Census-defined urbanized area with over 200,000 in population, which
makes this urbanized area a TMA, thus subject to a celtification review. The MP A, per 23 CFR
450.312 (a), must include at a minimum, the full Census-defined urbanized area. There are three (3)
urbanized areas - "Atlantic City, NJ", "Vineland, NJ", and "Villas, NJ" within the MPA of SJTPO.
Since the urbanized area of "Vineland, NJ" crosses into the neighboring DVRPC MPO area (or
MPA), SJTPO is required to have written agreement in place with DVRPC.
Schedule for Process Improvement: We recommend SJTPO draft and sign an agreement with
DVRPC concerning the overlapping UAB at the City of Vineland.
Proposed FHWAIFTA Technical Assistance: Another means for SJTPO staff to verify the UAB
data and MPO boundaries is to consult the HEPGIS maps on FHWA's website. The HEPGIS maps
provide TMA and MPO boundaries along with the most recent census data.
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Agreements and Contracts
Basic Requirement: In accordance with 23 U.S.C. 134, MPOs are required to establish
relationships with the State and public transportation agencies under the cover of specified
agreements between the pmiies to work in cooperation in carrying out a continuing, cooperative
and comprehensive (3 C's) metropolitan plmming process. The agreements must identify the
mutual roles and responsibilities and procedures governing their cooperative effOlis. These
agreements must identify the designated agency for air quality planning under the Clean Air Act
and address the responsibilities and situations arising from there being more than one MPO in a
metropolitan area.
Finding of Federal Review: SJTPO currently has the following tlu'ee written agreements in effect
defining roles, responsibilities, and coordination in carrying out the 3C planning process:
I. 2014 Basic Agreement between NJDOT and SJPA (the host Agency for SJTPO) for
administrative staff suppOli to the MPO for Unified Planning Work Program activities.
2.2012 Memorandum of Understanding between NJDOT, NJ TRANSIT, NJTPA, SJTPO and
DVRPC regarding Statewide Procedures for TIP/STIP Revisions.
3.2014 Memorandum of Understanding between NJDOT, NJTPA, SJTPO, and DVRPC for
Exchange Program Funds for Federal Fiscal Year 2014 to 2018.
SJTPO recently negotiated with Stockton College to host the MPO, but the request was rejected by
the State of New Jersey. We SUppOlt SJTPO's pursuit for a new host agreement.
Schedule for Process Improvement:
We recommend SJTPO draft and sign an agreement with DVRPC concerning the overlapping
UAB at the City of Vineland.
Proposed FHW AlFT A Technical Assistance: As requested.
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Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP)
Basic Requirement: MPOs are required to develop Unified Planning Work Programs (UPWPs)
in Transportation Management Areas (TMA's) to govern work programs for the expenditure of
FHWA and ITA planning and research funds (23 CFR 450.308). The UPWP must be developed
in cooperation with the State and public transit agencies and include the required elements.
Finding of Federal Review: SJTPO's current Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) satisfies
the regulatory requirements. The UPWP activities each include the required elements: who will
perform the work, schedule, final products, and budget. SJTPO's UPWP development process is
comprehensive and inclusive, with clear statements of how each activity is derived from the 2040
Regional TranspOitation Plan (RTP), and how the associated deliverable from each task will be
used to advance the goals of the region.
The review team would like to see SJTPO should consider following implementation regulations
under 23 CFR 450.308 that allow the UPWP to be one or two years in length.

Schedule for Process Improvement: We recommend that SJTPO propose more studies in the
UPWP since SJTPO acknowledged that the UPWP has recently emphasized transportation safety
projects and not as many transpOitation studies. In addition, we would like to see studies suppOlting
individual local communities as well as the member counties.

Proposed FHW AlFTA Technical Assistance: As requested.
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Metropolitan Plan Development/Regional Transportation Plan
Basic Requirement: In accordance with 23 CFR450.322 (a) "The metropolitan transpOltation
planning process shall include the development of a transpoltation plan addressing no less than a
20-year planning horizon ... the transpoltation plan shall include both long-range and shOlt-range
strategies/actions that lead to the development of a multi-modal transportation system to facilitate
the safe and efficient movement of people and goods in addressing current and future
transportation demand."
Finding of Federal Review: The SJTPO Regional Transpoltation Plan 2040 (RTP) was approved
by the Policy Board on July 23, 2013. The RTP meets the requirements under the previous
transpoltation law the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient TranspOltation Equity Act: A Legacy
for Users (SAFETEA-LU).
The plan covers a 20-year planning horizon, is updated evelY four years, is fiscally constrained,
uses the most up-to-date planning assumptions, and identifies major facilities that should function
as an integrated regional system. SJTPO assumed two (2) scenarios: I) the "flatline funding," and
2) a more "aspirational" scenario, in which desired projects for which there is not an identified
source of funding was modeled and depicted. SJTPO hopes to expand upon these scenarios in the
2040 RTP Update. The SJTPO RTP does not provide for any system expansion projects because of
conservative funding assumptions due to flat revenue projections. As transpoltation needs increase
in the SJTPO region, a backlog of future projects will be created due to insufficient funding to
maintain and expand the transportation system.
To achieve Air Quality Conformity, an assessment process was conducted based on federal
guidelines and with the participation of both FHWA and EPA. The process is based on the latest
planning assumptions and uses the South Jersey Travel Demand Model (SJTDM) to examine the air
quality impacts of the region's proposed transportation plans, projects, and programs. Although the
regional emissions analysis performed for this conformity determination was nm in July 20 II for
the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan, there have been no additions in the 2040 Regional
Transpoltation Plan that would affect the existing regional emissions analysisThus, SJTPO used the
July 2011 analysis to demonstrate conformity of the RTP with the SIP. The analysis demonstrated
that the RTP conforms to the SIP for motor vehicle emissions budget and meets the 8-hour Ozone
and carbon monoxide National Ambient Air Quality Standard tests.
Schedule for Process Improvement: None.
Proposed FHWAlFTA Technical Assistance: SJTPO is encouraged to participate in FHWAlFfA
capacity building webinat1l, programs, and guidebooks to stay infonned about implementing the MAP-21
perfOlmance-based plmming requirements.
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Financial Planning
Basic Requirement: The metropolitan planning statutes state that the long-range transportation
plan and TIP (23 U.S.C. 134 Gl (2) (B)) must include a "financial plan" that "indicates resources
from public and private sources that are reasonably expected to be available to carry out the
program". Additionally, the STIP may include a similar financial plan (23 U.S.C. 135 (g)(5)(F)).
The purpose of the financial plan is to denionstrate fiscal constraint. These requirements are
implemented in the transpOltation planning regulations for the metropolitan long-range
transpOltation plan, TIP, and STIP. These regulations provide, in essence, that a long- range
transpoltation plan and TIP include only projects for which funding "can reasonably be expected
to be available" [23 CFR 450.322(f)(10) (metropolitan long-range transportation plan), 23 CFR
450.324(h) (TIP), and 23 CFR 450.216(m)(STIP)]. In addition, the regulations indicate that
projects in air quality nonattainment and maintenance areas be included in the first two years of the
TIP and STIP only iffunds are "available or committed" [23 CFR 450.324(h) and 23CFR
450.216(m)]. Finally, the Clean Air Act's transpoltation conformity regulations specify that a
conformity determination can only be made on a fiscally constrained long-range transpOltation
plan and TIP [40 CFR 93.108].
Finding of Federal Review: SJTPO's RTP and the TIP must include a financial plan which
demonstrates that reasonably expected resources will be available to carry out the program. The
SJTPO region has historically received around 4 to 6 percent of available State funds, excluding
statewide programs. SJTPO collaborates with NJDOT and NJTransit to determine highway and
transit funding needs in the region. The source of most state funding in New Jersey is the New
Jersey Transportation Trust Fund (NJTTF). The fund is supported by a combination of dedicated
. motor fuel taxes, motor vehicle fees, contributions from the independent toll road authorities,
General Sales Tax, and bonding. The current NJTTF authorization financing plan presumes
sufficient state resources will be available to support a $1.25 billion annual program for the period
FY 20 12-20 16. SJTPO has assumed that State revenues would be flat, except for inflation, until
fiscal year 2040. A long term funding source has yet to be identified for the NJTTF. SJTPO had
programmed funding to maintain and preserve the cUlTent transpOltation network and has not
programmed any funding for future expansion projects.
SJTPO's revenue estimates are a result of collaboration among NJDOT, NJTransit, DVRPC, and
NJTPA. While Federal guidance allows for the use of historical apportionments including a grolVth
rate estimated on the basis of previous authorizations, FHWA and FTA funding assumptions for
fiscal years 2016 to 2021 are flat. SJTPO has developed an "aspirational" scenario where future
desired projects for which there is not an identified source of funding was modeled and portrayed.
SJTPO's RTP and TIP are both fiscally constrained and meet the Clean Air Act's transportation
conformity regUlations.
Schedule for Process Improvement: None.
Proposed FHWAIFTA Technical Assistance: Asn"quested.
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Air Quality
Basic Requirement: For MPOs that the EPA classifies as air quality nonattainment or
maintenance areas, many special requirements apply to the metropolitan planning process,
Section 176 (c)(l) of the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 (CAAA) states: "No metropolitan
planning organization designated under section 134 of title 23, United States Code, shall give its
approval to any project, program, or plan which does not conform to an implementation plan
approved or promulgated under section 110". The Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (lSTEA) includes provisions in response to the CAAA mandates.
Finding of Federal Review: SJTPO is responsible for demonstrating transpoltation confollllity for its subarea within the greater air quality control region (AQCR). Similarly DVRPC (Camden, Burlington,
Gloucester, and Mercer Counties), NJTPA (Ocean County), and other MPO's are tasked with demonstrating
transpoltation confollllity for their planning region sub-areas located within the designated non-attainment
area.
Public Involvement Requirements
The regulations require an effective process of public participation, which includes
reasonable access to technical information. SJTPO's conformity determination for the 2040
Regional TranspOItation Plan had a 30-day comment period. The summary document was
made available for public inspection to outline how conformity requirements were met. Any
questions on the technical information were addressed upon request. The public meeting was
held June 20,2013 at SJTPO offices in Vineland, New Jersey.
IJlferagency Consultation Requirements
In addition to public involvement, SJTPO is required to consult regularly and openly with
other relevant agencies. This includes federal and state agencies dealing with both the
environment and transpOItation. SJTPO's TranspOItation Conformity Interagency
Consultation Group consists of members from the USDOT-including both the Federal
Transit Administration (FTA) and Federal Highway Administration (FHWA}--USEPA,
NJDOT, NJDEP, and NJ Transit. The interagency group performs several functions in order
to ensure broad support for the region's transpOItation and air quality planning activities fi'om
all relevant plmming, regulatOIY, and implementing institutions.
SJTPO met the requirements for interagency consultation through the first Transportation
Conformity Interagency Consultation Group (lCG) teleconference on April 2, 2013. A second
teleconference to discuss the draft results was held on June 14,2013. Ifadditional issues
requiring consultation arose, consultation would be by conference call unless needs dictated
an in-person meeting. When the proposed conformity determination documentation was
completed, a summary document was distributed to all pmticipating agencies for comment.
Modeling Process Requirements
The pivotal issue in conformity is ensuring that emissions associated with regional travel will
not exceed the budgets established by the NJDEP. The emission projections used to perform
the conformity budget test are based on the volume of travel in the region and the emission
rates of the vehicles used to achieve that travel. Each of these is based on a set of emission
factors. In addition to the factors used to calculate the emission rates, the projections are
based on regional VMT.
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This is the first SJTPO regional emissions analysis run using SJTPO's newly enhanced South
Jersey Travel Demand Model (SJTDM). While still a traditional 4-step travel demand model,
the model now runs on the more user-friendly CUBE platform and has updated trip
generation, trip distribution, mode split and traffic assignment modules which provide a
better estimation of vehicular traffic as well as transit ridership in the 4-county SJTPO region.
SJTDM has been calibrated and validated to 2010 conditions. This is also the first SJTPO
regional emissions analysis nm using the Motor Vehicle Emissions Simulator Model
(MOVES), EPA's latest emissions model. Compared to MOBILE 6.2, the previous emissions
model, MOVES is significantly more sensitive to all aspects of the drive cycle; in particular,
the nonroad, or off-network emissions. Nonroad emissions capture the start, extended idle,
and resting evaporative emissions. A combination of computer programs centered on
MOVES2010b (February 2013) emissions model and PPSUITE travel model postprocessor
were used to assess air quality in the SJTPO region. PPSUITE is a software package used to
pre-format and post-format data to and from MOVES20IOb. It provides a linkage between
MOVES20lOb and the transportation model, the SJTDM, and generates emissions and
activity data summmy repOlis. In this analysis emissions are calculated for two categories of
pollutants: volatile organic compounds and oxides of nitrogen.
The SJTPO conformity assessment depicts the results of the action scenario model nms
versus the budgets established for each emission level for the analysis years. To develop the
action scenarios, the base year highway network, which is the highway system as it existed in
the model in the year 20 I0, is used as the starting point. For each analysis year, the highway
network is modified to include the projects to be analyzed. For the analysis year, the SJTDM
is nm with the appropriate future year demographic inputs and the modified, action scenario
highway network assumed in place by the analysis year. The corresponding emissions
generated are a result of both the future year demographic inputs and the new projects, or
actions, added to the base network in the appropriate year(s). The emissions from these action
scenarios are then compared to the corresponding analysis year emission budgets.
Other Planning Assumption Requirements
The latest planning assumptions must be used in the conformity analysis. The travel demand
modeling process utilizing the latest plmming assumptions began on April 9, 2013.
Key elements used in the conformity assessment were:
•
•
•

The population and employment data are the most recent available to SJTPO.
The travel and congestion assumptions are derived from the most recent
information available to SJTPO.
Transit service and increases in fares, etc are addressed in this conformity
demonstration. Also included are planned toll increases on authority
facilities.

Currently, SJTPO has not adopted Transpoliation Control Measures in the corresponding
SIPs. The only air quality issues in the SJTPO region is 8 hour ozone. The "Budget Test" is
applicable to SJTPO's conformity process and requires the emissions projection for several
scenario years to be compared against emissions budgets established in the SIP. This
requirement is the main substance of Air Quality Conformity determinatioll. The SJTPO
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determines the region is in conformity as a marginal non-attainment area with existing 8-hour
ozone SIP budgets and performed budget tests to demonstrate the 8-hour ozone conformity of
the TIP and the Plall. SJTPO is not required to perform CO testing at this time.
Schedule for Process Improyement: NfA
Proposed FHWAIFTA Technical Assistance: As requested.
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Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Development & Project Selection
Basic Requirement: 23 CFR 450.324 requires the MPO to develop a TIP in cooperation with the
State and public transit operators. Specific requirements and conditions, as specified in the
regulations, include, but are not limited to:
I An updated TIP covering a period of at least foul' years that is compatible with the
StateTranspOltation Improvement Program (STIP) development and approval process;
[23CFR 450.324 (a)]
The TIP should identify all eligible TCM's included in the State Implementation Plan
(SIP) and give priority to eligible TCM's and projects included for the first two years
which have funds available and conunitted; [23 CFR 450.324 (i)]
J The TIP should include capital and non-capital surface transpOltation projects, bicycle
and pedestrian facilities and other transp0l1ation enhancements; Federal Lands Highway
projects and safety projects included in the State's Strategic Highway Safety Plan. The
TIP and STIP must include all regionally significant projects for which an FHWA or the
FT A approval is required whether or not the projects are to be funded with Title 23 or
Title 49 funds. In addition, all federal and non-federally funded, regionally significant
projects must be included in the TIP and STIP and consistent with the Metropolitan
Transp0l1ation Plan (MTP) for information purposes and ail' quality analysis in
nonattainment and maintenance areas; [23 CFR 450.324 (c),(d)]
Finding of Federal Review: SJTPO, along with NJDOT, DVRPC, and NJTPA, prepares a 10 year
TIP, with the first four years meeting the core federal requirement, and the last six years being
informational. The SJTPO TIP includes all 100 percent state funded projects in addition to federal
aid projects in order to provide the Board of trustees with full context on the improvement
programs targeted within the MPO boundaries. SJTPO also includes regionally significant projects
planned by all the independent toll facility authorities using non-federal resources.
SJTPO, along with NJDOT, NJTransit, DVRPC, and NJTPA, developed ajoint MOU in 2012
entitled "Statewide Procedures for TIP/STIP Revisions" which governs all modifications and
amendments to the three New Jersey TIPs. The MOU spells out the level of review, approval, and
public involvement that must occur when the original TIP is modified. Management of the
modification/amendment process is implemented through a separate module in the New Jersey ESTIP application which is accessible to all parties including FHWA and FTA. Previous process
reviews have validated that all three MPO's are following the modification/amendment process
correctly.
NJDOT and the MPOs subsequently entered into an agreement referred to as the STP-Sub-allocated
funding exchange whereby the traditional federal funding provided to the counties was replaced
with New Jersey Transp0l1ation Trust Fund (NJTTF) appropriations and the STP-Sub-allocated
funding was transferred to NJTransit. While the local federal aid projects previously appeared as
separate line items in the TIP/STIP, the substitute NJTTF funded projects now appear as a single
lump line item. The current Statewide Procedures for TIP/STIP Revisions MOU does not address
situations where a regionally significant project might emanate from a state funded lump sllln
program line item. The Planning regulations require that any regionally significant project
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(regardless of how it is funded) come from the TIP/STIP. Therefore, these projects must be
amended into the program as a separate line item.
While SJTPO's prioritization process does include consideration of the feasibility of project
delivery, actual results show that many state highway and local road projects are not delivered in
the year programmed by SJTPO and its operating agency paliners. In the FHWA-NJ process
review entitled "New Jersey STIP Cost Estimating and Scheduling (June 2014), it was found that
about 50% of the projects in the original STIP were delivered the same year as programmed during
the first two years of the constrained program. This was generally hue of both projects administered
by NJDOT and local projects administered by the counties. While it is understood that a variety of
factors can come into play with regard to advancement of any project, and the ability to modify or
amend the TIP/STIP is available to address those situations, it is reasonable for the public to expect
that substantially more than 50% of the programmed projects will be delivered as planned. While
SJTPO is not responsible for preparing schedules or delivering state and local projects, it does have
lead responsibility for developing the TIP which is the basis of public review and conformity
determinations.
Schedule for Process Improvement: We recommend that SJTPO staff prepare a project delivelY
performance repoli at the end of each federal fiscal year which displays the status of each state and
local project listed in the original TIP (without amendments) for that fiscal year and that the report
be submitted for review and discussion at a regularly scheduled Board meeting.
The current Statewide Procedures for TIP/STIP Revisions should be adjusted to require
amendments fOI' any regionally significant non-federal project that is funded from a lump sum
appropriation line item.
Proposed FHWAlFT A Technical Assistance: As needed, SJTPO should seek assistance tillUUgh
FHWA's Capacity Building Program for tile TIP/STIP to implement the MAP-21 pelfonnance-based planning
requirements.
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Congestion Management Process
Basic Requirement: The State (s) and the MPO must develop a systematic approach for
managing congestion through a process that "provides for safe and effective integrated
management and operation of the multimodal transp0l1ation system. The Congestion
Management Process (CMP) applies to transportation management areas (TMA's) based on a
cooperatively development and implemented metropolitan-wide strategy of new and existing
transportation facilities eligible for funding under 23 U.S.C. and title 49 U.S.C. Chapter 53
. through the use of travel demand reduction and operational management strategies." (23 CFR
450.320 (a))
Finding of Federal Review: Federal law requires that Transportation Management Areas (TMAs)
such as the SJTPO develop and implement a CMP as part of their overall regional transportation
planning process. The United States Depat1ment ofTransp0l1ation (USDOT) provides detailed
guidelines related to this requirement. The MPO must provide a process for effective management
and operation of new and existing transportation facilities through the use oftravel demand
management (TOM) and operation management strategies. The SJTPO CMP is one part of the
entire regional transp0l1ation planning process. The CMP produces a prioritized list of locations,
issues, or projects to be considered as input into the other parts of the SJTPO planning process.
The first goal ofSJTPO's CMP was to implement all the actions called for in the 201 1 FHWA
Certification Review. These six actions are listed below:
I. Establish a congestion management subcommittee of State and local partners - on September 26,
201 I, SJTPO's Policy Board established the Congestion Management Process Advisory Committee
(CMPAC). The CMPAC is comprised of representatives from the four (4) SJTPO counties, the City
of Vineland and other interested pal1ies and private consultants. The CMPAC conducted public
outreach, convened meetings, and ultimately approved and recommended a CMP approach
approved by the TAC
2. Determine performance measures - The CMP developed the performance measures SJTPO used
to determine where congestion would be located in the region.
3. Identify data sources - Data sources were identified and approved by the CMPAC. The data
sources include: traffic counts, travel time and speed runs performed as part of the SJ Model
Improvement Project, the SJTDM, and other additional information.
4. Define geographic and system scope of regional transportation networks and congested corridors
-SJTPO CMP Team Members and CMPAC proposed an area of application and the definition of
the system and network of interest. The following definition of the CMP geographic and system
scope was approved at the November 14,201 I, CMPAC meeting.
The SJTPO CMP area consists of the 4-county SJTPO region of Atlantic, Cape May, Cumberland,
and Salem Counties. The November 20 II system definition: "All routes within the SJTPO four
county region, of any jurisdiction, that impact regional travel." These include: Roads within Y, mile
of a transit centers, Roads with transit service, Roads with bike paths, Evacuation routes, and Truck
Routes. Some corridors may be experiencing congestion as a function of weekend and seasonal
patterns.
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5. Evaluate existing Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) projects and future Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) projects regardless of mode and system through the CMP - This
evaluation will be finalized with the data sources listed below; a spatial prioritization of congested
locations; and qualitative input.
The data sources include:
• Detailed volume data collected at strategic locations and times. Peak hour volume to
capacity (VIC) information was calculated using this volume information and the road
capacity data that was derived from the most recent travel demand model.
• Travel time studies, which included delay, completed along strategic corridors dUl'ing
spring 2011 and summer 20 II.
• Median ridership data along strategic corridors provided by NJTransit. This allowed SJTPO
to add the impact of delay on transit riders to its congestion analysis. These time studies
and the transit ridership data were combined to produce total person delay calculations for
the strategic corridors.
• Volume to Capacity of State Highway road segments; this data was collected by NJDOT
for the state CMS.
• Congested Places identified by NJDOT; also, a list ofthe most congested places produced
by NJDOT was vetted by SJTPO.
• The NJDOT Bureau of Safety Planning (BSP) - safety related reports
• Rutgers University Plan4Safety Crash Analysis
The qualitative input was obtained from SJTPO's many planning patinel'S and our paliicipation in
regional and statewide planning effolis. This knowledge is vital to the identification and
prioritization of congested places.
6. Formally incorporate evaluation in the TIP prioritization process - A revised Project Selection
Process, incorporating CMP outputs, was presented to the TAC on April 9, 2012. Following further
deliberations with the TAC, the Project Selection Process was presented to the TAC for its approval
at the May 7 meeting and will be voted on by the SJTPO Policy Board at the May 21, 2012
meeting. The CMP is an on-going process that evolves over time.
We find that SJTPO's CMP has established a systematic process for identifYing and addressing
congestion issues, and more broadly for addressing mobility and accessibility issues. In addition,
we find that since the 20 II celiification review SJTPO has established and conducted its CMP in a
cooperative manner with all its state and local partners as well as the general public.
Schedule for Process Improvement: None.
Proposed FHWAlFTA Technical Assistance: As requested.
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Transportation Safety Planning
Basic Requirement: 49 U.S.C. 5303 requires MPOs to consider safety as one of eight planning
factors. As stated in 23 CFR 450.306, the metropolitan transpOliation planning process provides
for consideration and implementation of projects, strategies, and services that will increase the
safety of the transpoliation system for motorized and non-motorized users.
Finding of Federal Review: SJTPO's transpOliation safety program has two components: 1) the
Safety Infrastructure Improvements Program that focuses on infi'astructure improvements and 2)
the Traffic Safety Outreach and Education Program that influences behavior.
Safety infrastructure improvements are identified through SJTPO's Local Safety Program that
solicits projects via an application process. SJTPO works with the applicants through a five-step
process to select locations, identify problems, determine safety improvements, measure
effectiveness, and check barriers to implementation. The Local Safety Program is funded through
the federal Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP). The HSIP is used because it is a data
driven, strategic approach to highway safety. According to SJTPO's website, the purpose of the
program is "to achieve a significant reduction in fatalities and serious injuries on all public roads.
This includes roadways not on the federal aid system, regardless of ownership." One of the
purposes is to guide investments where they can make the biggest impact.
The Traffic Safety Outreach and Education Program coordinates with a number of grops and
institutions to promote transpOliation safety. SJTPO's Transportation Safety Team is comprised of
three (3) part-time traffic safety specialists who are former police officers.
According to SJTPO's website, the safety programs are:
" ... designed to bring awareness to the many risks presented to drivers, passengers, bicyclists,
and pedestrians on area roadways and teach simple ways to improve safety. This is a pmi of
SJTPO's commitment to work Toward Zero Dealhs and ensure that all roadway users get
home safely. SJTPO collaborates with a number of organizations on programs that address
different facets of safety. In the 2013-2014 school year alone, SJTPO reached out to educate
over 14,000 students about safety."
The Safety programs range from a Child Passenger Safety - Car Seat Inspection Program,
Occupant Protection for Middle School Students, teen safety programs, and
Car-Fit for Senior Drivers.
Commendation: We commend SJTPO for conducting a transpOliation safety program that
promotes infi'astructure improvements with its member counties and cities and educating user
behavior among a diverse group of stakeholders and the general public. The safety program
includes presentations on bicycle and pedestrian for elementary and middle school children.
Schedule for Process Improvement: None.

Proposed FHWAlFTA Technical Assistance: As requested.
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Part 3 - Federal Initiatives
During the Desk Review and Site Visit, the Federal Team will review documents provided by the MPO
for topic areas in Patt 2 of the Celtification Review which includes those that SUppOlt Federal initiatives
and programs.
Docnmentation and Connnunication
Basic Rcquirement: While the planning regulations do not specifically define the extent of
documentation, various regulations do call for the preparation of products: a UPWP, Public
Participation Plan (PPP), an MTP, a TIP, a CMP, an Annual Listing of obligated projects, and a
revenue forecast, to name a few. Also, 23 CFR 420.117(e) calls for preparation of suitable
repOlts that document the results of activities performed with FHW A planning funds.
Finding of Federal Review: SJTPO's products are easy to read lVlitten in plain language for the lay
pemon. The products are easily found on the SJTPO website, which has included enhanced website
searchability and improved navigation. The public can find SJTPO Policy Board meeting agenda and
minutes, calendar, funding opportunities, and project and program infonnation. Recently, SJTPO released a
request for proposal to redevelop their website and at" accepting proposals by September 30, 2015. SJTPO
has developed an online sUlvey fonn to identify and improve transpoltation in the region. Lastly in addition
to the emaillistselve, SJTPO uses social media to communicate with the public via their Twitter account.
Please see the Appendix for a selected list of documents used for tillS celtification review.
Schedule for Process Improvement: None.
Proposed FHWAlFTA Technical Assistance: As needed.
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Part 4: Certification Review Site Visit Participant List

Federal Celiification Review
March 31, 2015
Name
Tim Chelius
Thomas A. Wospil, Sr.
Bill Schavi
Alan Huff
Monica Etz
9herie Shieve
David Heller
Donald Burns
Calvin Edgehill
Jennifer Marandino
John J. Petersack
Mike Reeves
Wayne Shelton
Tina Arcaro
Andrew Tracey

Agency
SJTPO
NJDOT
SJTPO
SJTPO
NJDOT
NJDOT
SJTPO
FTA
FHWA
SJTPO
SJTPO
SJTPO
SJTPO
SJTPO
SJTPO

Federal Certification Review
April I, 2015
Name
Tim Chelius
Bill Schavi
Alan Huff
Lou Millan
David Heller
Donald Burns
Calvin Edgehill
Patty Leech
Jennifer Marandino
John Peterson
Andrew Tracey

Agency
SJTPO
SJTPO
SJTPO
NJ Transit
SJTPO
FTA
FHWA
FHWA
SJTPO
Atlantic County
SJTPO
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Part 5: Certification Review Site Visit Meeting Agenda

AGENDA
March 31, 2015
10:00

Introduction and Overview

10:15

Response to 2010 Certification Review Findings/Coll'ective Action
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Policy Board Pmiicipation
Staffing
TranspOliation Improvement Program
Use of electronic Statewide TranspOliation Improvement Program (E-STIP)
Public InvolvementJCitizens Advisory Committee
Congestion Management System
Fiscal ConstraintiFiscal Planning

11 :00

Regional TranspOliation Plan and Human Service Transpoliation Plan

12:00

Lunch

I :00

Financial Planning

1:30

Unified Planning Work Program

2:00

TranspOliation Improvement Program

2:30

Air quality and conformity

3 :00

Travel Demand Model

3 :30

Safety Education

4:00

Wrap-up and Adjourn

6 to 8

Public Meeting
April 1, 2015

9:00

Meeting with Public Officials

10:00

Congestion Management

10:30

Federal Team Meeting

II :00

Safety Planning

II :30

Closeout Session
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APPENDIX
List of documents with website links used in the certification review:
A. Regional TranspOltation Plan - http://www.sjtpo.org/RTP.html
B. Transportation Improvement Program - http://www.sjtpo.org/T1P.html
C. Unified Planning Work Program - http://www.sjtpo.org/UPWP.html
D. Basic Agreement Among NJ, NJDOT, SJT A and SJTPO http://www.sjtpo.org/Documcnts/Aciministrativc/20 14 BasicAgreement.pclf
E. Public Involvement Plan - http://www.sjtpo.org/P1P.html
F. Congestion Management Process (CMP)http://w,,,,v.sitpo.org/Documents/RTP/20cJO/RTP2040 A ppencli' 5-C MP. pd f
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