
 
 

 

Lawrence-Douglas County Thursday, February 19, 2009
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 4:00 PM – 5:30 PM
Policy Board 6 East 6th Street

 
Lawrence City Hall

City Commission Room
 

AGENDA 
 

1. Call Meeting to Order and Introductions  
(Davonna Moore, MPO Chair – KDOT) 
 

2. Action Item: Approval of Minutes from the January 22, 2009 MPO Meeting 
(Davonna Moore, MPO Chair – KDOT) 
 

3. Action Item: 2008-2012 Transportation Improvement Program Amendment 
#2 (Todd Girdler-MPO Senior Transportation Planner) 

 
The MPO staff will discuss this amendment to add Lawrence, Douglas County 
and KDOT projects to the document and include the FFY 2008 List of Obligated 
Federal Aid Projects to the text. The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) 
approved this amendment with revisions at their February 3rd meeting. The MPO 
staff will ask the MPO to approve this TIP amendment and direct staff to send it 
to KDOT for processing. 
 

4. Discussion Item: Public Participation Plan 
(Bart Rudolph-MPO Transportation Planner) 
 
The MPO staff will present the draft of this new plan which was recently 
approved by the TAC and posted on the web site for a 45-day public review. The 
MPO will discuss the schedule for incorporating public comments that are 
received on this draft and moving it to the MPO for approval. 
 

5. Discussion Item: Bikeway System Map 
(Bart Rudolph-MPO Transportation Planner) 
 
The MPO staff will discuss the changes made to this map over the last few 
months and the latest reviews of this map by the TAC and the Bicycle Advisory 
Committee (BAC). The MPO staff will ask the MPO to review this map and direct 
staff to post it on the web for public review and schedule it for approval after its 
30-day public review period is finished. 

 
6. Discussion/Action Item: MPO Bylaws 

(Todd Girdler-MPO Senior Transportation Planner and Davonna Moore-KDOT Urban 
Planning Manager) 
 
MPO members will discuss the need for the MPO to develop and approve bylaws 
within six-months (by June 8, 2009) of the execution of the MPO Re-Designation 
Agreement. The MPO may offer comments to the MPO staff, make revisions to 
the draft bylaws, or approve bylaws. 
  

 



 
 

 

7. Discussion Item: Economic Recovery Package 
(Todd Girdler-MPO Senior Transportation Planner) 
 
The MPO and KDOT staffs along with TAC members will update the MPO on the 
latest information about the proposed economic recovery package from the 
federal government and how it may impact the Lawrence-Douglas County MPO. 
The MPO staff will review the information recently posted on the MPO web site 
including the Lawrence and Douglas County lists of potential ERP projects.  
 

8. Discussion/Action Item: MPO Meeting Dates and Times for 2009 
(Todd Girdler-MPO senior Transportation Planner) 
 
The MPO will discuss the setting of a regular date and time for MPO meetings. 
MPO members may approve a meeting calendar for 2009. 
 

9. Discussion Item: 2009 Unified Planning Work Program Amendment #1 
(Todd Girdler-MPO senior Transportation Planner) 
 
The MPO staff will present a draft 2009 UPWP amendment to the MPO for 
review and ask the MPO to direct staff to post it on the web for a 30-day public 
review after the TAC reviews and approves this revised amendment. This UPWP 
Amendment was revised after the TAC approved it at their February 3rd meeting. 
The revisions include partial funding for the GIS Planner and Web Planner for 
2009 using Consolidated Planning Grant funds controlled by the MPO and 
KDOT.   
 

10. Brief Descriptions and Quick Updates:  
 

a. 31st Street Extension Project 
(Charles Soules-Lawrence and Keith Browning-Douglas County) 

b. KU-City Transit Planning Team 
(Casey Toomay-Lawrence and Peg Livingood-KU) 

c. Air Quality Standards 
(Bart Rudolph-MPO Transportation Planner) 

d. Title VI Plan 
(Bart Rudolph-MPO Transportation Planner) 

e. TAC Bylaws 
(Todd Girdler-MPO Senior Transportation Planner) 

 
11. Other Business 

 
12. Adjournment 
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Agenda Item #2 
 

Action Item: Approval of Minutes from the January 22, 2009 MPO Meeting 
 
Enclosed: 
 

• Draft January 22, 2009 MPO Policy Board Meeting Minutes 
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Lawrence-Douglas County  
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 
Policy Board 

 
Meeting Minutes 
Thursday, January22, 2009 

 
 

Attendance:  
 

Organization Name Present 
Voting Members     
Lawrence City Commission Michael Dever, Mayor X 
Lawrence City Commission Robert Chestnut, Vice-Mayor X 
Douglas County Commission Charles Jones X 
L-DC Metropolitan Planning Commission Lisa Harris X 
L-DC Metropolitan Planning Commission Stanley Rasmussen X 
City of Eudora Maria Nelson X 
Kansas Department of Transportation Davonna Moore X 
Non-Voting Members    
Federal Highway Administration Byron Low   
Federal Transit Administration Joni Roeseler  
University of Kansas Margaret (Peg) Livingood, ASLA X 
City of Baldwin City Gary Walbridge, Mayor X 
City of Lecompton Christina M. Mallonee  
Staff    
Lawrence - Douglas County MPO Todd Girdler, AICP X 
Lawrence - Douglas County MPO Bart Rudolph X 
City of Lawrence-Douglas County 
Planning & Development Services Dept. Scott McCullough, AICP X 

Others in Attendance    
City of Lawrence-Douglas County 
Planning & Development Services Dept. 

 Sheila Stogsdill X 

 City of Baldwin City  Jeff Dingman X 
 City of Lawrence  Cynthia Boecker X 
 City of Lawrence  David Corliss X 
 City of Lawrence, Public Works  Charles Soules X 
 City of Lawrence, Public Works  Shoeb Uddin X 
 Douglas County Public Works  Keith Browning X 
 Kansas Department of Transportation  Christy H. Lane X 
 Kansas Department of Transportation  Thomas Dow X 
 Douglas County  Linda Finger X 
 Federal Highway Administration  Steve Foust (For Byron Low) X 
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1. Call Meeting to Order 
Chairwoman Davonna Moore called the meeting to order at 2:03 PM and a quorum was 
assured.  
 
2. Introductions 
Ms. Moore welcomed all attendees and introductions followed. 
 
3. Discussion Item: MPO 101 Presentation 
Todd Girdler and Christy Lane presented an educational slide show entitled Metropolitan 
Transportation Planning: An Overview. The presentation highlighted the value of regional 
transportation planning, the functions and purpose of an MPO, the roles and responsibilities 
of an MPO board member, and key products and federal requirements of the metropolitan 
transportation planning process.  
 
Lisa Harris and Charles Jones requested that the presentation be e-mailed to all the 
members. Mr. Girdler replied that it would not be a problem to send copies to each member.  
 
4. Discussion Item: 2008-2012 Transportation Improvement Program Amendment #2 
Mr. Girdler distributed copies of the Draft 2008-12 Transportation Improvement Program 
(TIP) Amendment #2 including a Resolution explaining what has been amended. Lawrence 
and KDOT projects have been added to the document and the FFY 2008 List of Obligated 
Federal Aid Projects has been added to the text. The original TIP was approved in April 
2008 and the first amendment was in August. Mr. Girdler informed the board that this was 
presented for their information only at this time, but they will be asked to approve the 
amendment at their next meeting. The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) is scheduled to 
approve the amendment on February 3, 2009.  
 
There was some discussion about the purpose of the TIP and whether or not jurisdictions 
were committed to build projects that were listed in the TIP. Thomas Dow explained that 
funds have only been obligated for 2008. The projects in the remaining years are not 
committed to be built and priorities and resources can be changed in future years. 
 
Mr. Jones asked if the resolution could include a more detailed description of each item that 
has changed in the TIP. Mr. Girdler replied that he would create a separate sheet to 
accompany the resolution describing the changes. 
 
Mr. Jones also requested that the funding be broken down to show the revenue sources 
from the city, county, and KDOT. Mr. Girdler said that he would partner with the IT 
department, who maintains the TIP database, and look into producing that information.  
 
5. Discussion Item: Economic Stimulus Package  
Mr. Dow updated the board on the latest information about the proposed stimulus package 
from the federal government and how it may impact the Lawrence- Douglas County MPO. 
He mentioned that at this point in time there are more questions than answers, but KDOT is 
following the issue closely. The bill presented in the U.S. House of Representatives set 
aside approximately $30 billion nationally for transportation related projects. Mr. Dow 
explained that if funding was distributed to the states using the same formula that has been 
used in the past, Kansas would receive about $300 million statewide. It is still unclear 
whether or not the funds will be distributed to the state, MPO, or local agencies. Mr. Dow 
also stated that the bill calls for a quick timeline to award funds and projects would need to 
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be “shovel ready”. It may be the case that contractors would need to be under contract 
within 120 days of the bill being passed.  
 
Mr. Girdler mentioned that the TAC has already begun addressing the issue of the possible 
need to act quickly to include such projects in the TIP and/or Metropolitan Transportation 
Plan (MTP). To be eligible to receive federal funds, projects must be included in both the 
TIP and MTP. Currently there is a 15 day comment period to amend the TIP and a 30 day 
comment period to amend the MTP.  Mr. Girdler mentioned that the TAC may call special 
meetings if needed to speed up the process.  
 
Mr. Dow mentioned that KDOT leaders have identified projects that could be let for bids and 
under contract within 180 days and 1 year of a federal economic stimulus bill. The list of 
projects that could be ready within 1 year includes one Douglas County project: a new 
interchange at 15th Street and K-10 (South Lawrence Traffic way). Both lists are currently 
posted on KDOT’s Web site.  
 
Mr. Chestnut asked which local projects identified in the TIP were “shovel ready” and Mr. 
Jones added a request to create a Web site that could be used to gather projects from all 
jurisdictions that they believe to be “shovel ready”. Mr. Jones called for transparency in the 
process of collecting this information. Mr. McCullough suggested that MPO staff work on 
creating a web page that the local jurisdictions could add projects to once their governing 
bodies approve such projects. The board also requested that the TAC examine the list and 
TIP to help determine which projects are “shovel ready” as determined by federal 
regulations. Mr. Girdler responded that the MPO staff would begin on this work and have 
something put together for the next MPO meeting.  
 
6. Discussion Item: MPO Bylaws  
Mr. Girdler distributed copies of the draft MPO Policy Board Bylaws. Bylaws must be 
approved by the board within six-months (by June 8, 2009) of the execution of the MPO Re-
Designation Agreement. Mr. Girdler asked that the board review the draft bylaws and send 
any comments to him before February 3, 2009. He also stated that once the bylaws are 
adopted, the board can then review and approve the TAC bylaws.  
 
7. Discussion Item: MPO Meeting Dates and Times  
The MPO Policy Board members discussed possible times to hold regularly scheduled MPO 
meetings. It was mentioned that consistent dates, such as the third Thursday, would be 
preferred. It was also decided that the next meeting would be February 19, 2009 from 4 PM 
to 5:30 PM at Lawrence City Hall. MPO staff mentioned that they would put together a 
calendar of proposed meeting dates and times for the Board’s consideration in February. 

 
8. Other Business 
There was no other business. 

 
9. Adjournment 
The MPO Policy Board meeting was adjourned at 3:08 PM. 



 
 

 

 
Lawrence-Douglas County Thursday, February 19, 2009
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 4:00 PM – 5:30 PM
Policy Board 6 East 6th Street

 
Lawrence City Hall

City Commission Room
 

Agenda Item #3 
 

Action Item: 2008-2012 Transportation Improvement Program Amendment #2 
 
Enclosed: 
 

• TIP 2008 - 2012 Amendment #2 Resolution 
• TIP Amendment #2 Project Changes (Detailed List) 
• TIP 2008 - 2012 Cover Letter and Table of Contents 
• TIP 2008 - 2012 Text 
• TIP 2008 - 2012 Project Listing 
• TIP 2008 - 2012 Project Map 

(TAC Approved TIP 2008 - 2012 Amendment #2 - 2/3/09)  

 



 
 

RESOLUTION 
 

WHEREAS, the Lawrence-Douglas County Metropolitan Planning Organization (L-DC 
MPO) is designated as the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) to carry out the 
Continuing, Cooperative and Comprehensive planning program, including transportation 
planning; and, 
 
WHEREAS, the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) of a MPO identifies the 
projects to use Federal Highway Administration, Federal Transit Administration and 
certain other State and local funds for the advancement of projects that implement the 
regional transportation plan approved by the MPO; and  
 
WHEREAS, a Transportation Improvement Program for each MPO is customarily 
adopted on a regular basis, and must be amended and/or revised when necessary, in 
accordance with 23 USC 134, 49 USC 5303-5306 and associated regulations and laws; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, the local government sponsors of the projects described in this amendment 
have placed the necessary funds for those projects into their Capital Improvement Plans 
and conferred with the Kansas Department of Transportation to ensure that any needed 
federal and/or state funding for those projects is also available, and that this amendment 
maintains a fiscally constrained TIP; and  
 
WHEREAS, the projects listed in this TIP that are sponsored by the Lawrence Transit 
System constitute the Program Of Projects (POP) for Lawrence Transit and by approving 
this TIP amendment the L-DC MPO is also reviewing and approving the POP for transit 
to bring the Lawrence Transit System into compliance with current FTA regulations 
regarding their POP. 
 
 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that in accordance with the provisions of 23 
CFR Part 450.210, the Kansas Department of Transportation and the Lawrence-Douglas 
County Metropolitan Planning Organization hereby agree that the public involvement 
activities carried out in response to 23 CFR 450.324 (b)  satisfy the public involvement 
requirements to add this TIP amendment into the Statewide Transportation Improvement 
Program (STIP); and that the 2008-2012 Transportation Improvement Program for the 
Lawrence-Douglas County Area be amended to make the changes noted below and 
shown on the attached pages.  
 

• TIP document title changed to “Transportation Improvement Program for the 
Lawrence-Douglas County Metropolitan Planning Area” 

• TIP text is revised to reflect the re-designation of the MPO on December 8, 2008 
• TIP text is revised to correct grammar errors and improve readability 



• TIP text is revised to reflect recent events like the November 2008 passage of a 
Lawrence sales tax to support transit operations and roadway projects 

• TIP text is revised to include the project amounts for added, deleted, revised 
and/or moved projects in the fiscal analysis and maintain a fiscally constrained 
TIP 

• TIP text revised to include a listing of projects for which federal aid was obligated 
to during federal fiscal year 2008 and remove the listings for federal aid projects 
obligated in 2006 and 2007 

• TIP Project Locations Map is revised to add the locations of projects added to the 
TIP by this amendment 

• TIP Project Tables are revised to make changes to project costs, schedules, and/or 
descriptions as noted on the attached list of project table changes 

• TIP Project Tables are revised to add and delete projects as noted on the attached 
list of project table changes 

 
The Lawrence-Douglas County Metropolitan Planning Organization hereby approves this 
TIP amendment on this _____ day of ___________ 2009. 
 
 
 

___________________________________ 
Davonna Moore, L-DC MPO Chairperson 

 
 

__________________________________ 
     Scott McCullough, L-DC MPO Secretary 



 
2008-2012 TIP Project Changes List – TIP Amendment #2 
 

• Project Listing Changes 
 

o Bridge 217 – Mud Creek Bridge on US 24/40 NE of Lawrence 
 Decreased FHWA construction funds by $37,000 and increased FHWA 
 right-of-way funding by $20,000 
o Bridge 218 – Wakarusa River Bridge on County Route 1057 W of Eudora 
 Increased FHWA construction funds by $391,000; increased Local 
 construction funds by $181,000; increased Local preliminary  engineering 
 funds by $13,000 
o MISC 507 – Baldwin City – Safe Routes to School – Phase 2 
 Increased FHWA construction funding by $29,000 and added 
 $15,000 of FHWA funding for preliminary engineering 
o STHWY 50 – 31st Street from Haskell Avenue to O’Connell Road in 

Lawrence 
 Removed construction funding from the TIP and added comment to 
 note that construction is scheduled for 2013 
o STHWY 62 – US 59 Franklin/Douglas County Line N to 4-lane divided 

section 
 Decreased FHWA construction funds by $18,057,000; decreased KDOT 
 construction funds by $4,515,000; decreased FHWA preliminary 
 engineering funds by $1,040,000; decreased KDOT preliminary 
 engineering funds by $260,000 
o TRSFG 118 – N 2nd Street/Locust Intersection in Lawrence 
 Increased Local construction funding by $1,700,000 and decreased 
 Local right-of-way funding by $100,000 
o TRNST 361 – Transit Operating Assistance – 2009 
 Reduced FTA and Local funding by $29,000 each 

o TRNST 362 – Transit Preventive Maintenance – 2009 
 Increased FTA funding by $52,000 and Local funding by $13,000 
 

• Project Listing Additions 
 

o Bridge 230 – K-10 Highway Bridge over BNSF railroad in Lawrence – 
Bridge Replacement 

o STHWY 70 – Kasold Drive from Clinton Parkway (23rd) to 31st Street - 
Reconstruction 

o STHWY 71 – Wakarusa Drive from Bob Billings Parkway (15th) to 18th 
Street – Reconstruction 

o STHWY 72 – Kasold Drive from Harvard Road to Bob Billings Parkway – 
Reconstruction 

o STHWY 73 – 19th Street from Naismith Drive to Iowa (US 59) - 
Reconstruction 

o STHWY 74 – US Highway 59 from Franklin/Douglas County Line N to 4-
lane divided section – Seeding 



o STHWY 75 –  US Highway 59 from Franklin/Douglas County Line N to 4-
lane divided section - Widening, surfacing, lighting, guardrails, signs, 
pavement markings 

o STHWY 76 – E 1850 Road at BNSF railroad crossing E of Lawrence – 
Safety Improvements 

o STHWY 77 – 11th Street at BNSF railroad crossing in Lawrence – Safety 
Improvements 

o STHWY 78  - Route 438 (Farmers Turnpike) from Route 1029 to K-10 – 
Reconstruction and Geometric Improvements 

o TRNST 374 – Transit Operating Assistance – 2010 
 Added $960,000 of FTA and $960,000 Local funds 
o TRNST 375 – Transit Preventive Maintenance Operating – 2010 
 Added $348,000 of FTA and $87,000 Local funds 
o TRNST 376 – Transit Planning-Program support Administration 

Preventive Maintenance Operating – 2010 
 Added $165,000 of FTA and $41,000 Local funds 
o TRNST 377 – Transit Training – 2010 
 Added $7,000 of FTA and $2,000 Local funds 
o TRNST 378 – Transit Security and Safety – 2010 
 Added $15,000 of FTA and $4,000 Local funds 

 
• Project Listing Deletions 
 

o TRNST 364 – Transit Training – 2009 
 Deleted $7,000 of FTA and $2,000 of Local funds 
o TRNST 365 – Transit Security and Safety – 2009 
 Deleted $15,000 of FTA and $4,000 of Local funds 
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INTRODUCTION 
 

All urbanized areas of more than 50,000 in population are required to designate a 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) to carry out the continuing, cooperative and 
comprehensive (3C) transportation planning process.  The Lawrence-Douglas County 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (L-DC MPO) was designated by the Kansas Department of 
Transportation (KDOT) Secretary on behalf of the Governor as the MPO for the Lawrence-
Douglas County Metropolitan Planning Area on December 8, 2008. 
 

Among the MPO's responsibilities is the development and maintenance of a 
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). The TIP is essentially a listing of the transportation 
programs and projects proposed to be implemented by the various agencies during the TIP 
period. Projects included in the TIP are typically drawn from the City and County Capital 
Improvements Programs (CIP) and KDOT’s Comprehensive Transportation Program. The TIP 
consists of a chronological plan for engineering, acquisition, construction, and financing of 
transportation projects within Douglas County.   
 
WHAT IS THE TIP? 
 

The FY 2008-2012 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is a multi-year listing of 
federally funded and regionally significant non-federally funded improvements to the region's 
transportation system. The Lawrence-Douglas County Metropolitan Planning Organization (L-DC 
MPO), in its role as the MPO, reviews and adopts the TIP.  Anyone from the public is welcomed 
to comment on the transportation plans and programs that receive federal funds. 
 

Planning staff has developed the TIP with the assistance of the Technical Advisory 
Committee (TAC). The primary purpose of the TAC is to provide practical and specialized 
assistance in the MPO transportation planning process. The Lawrence/Douglas County 
Metropolitan Planning Department, the Douglas County Public Works Department, the City of 
Lawrence Department of Public Works, the City of Lawrence Public Transit Division, the Kansas 
Department of Transportation (KDOT), the Federal Highway Administration (FWHA), and the 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) all have representative members on the TAC and have 
provided technical review of this TIP and its amendments. 

   

SELECTION & PRIORITIZATION OF TIP PROJECTS 
 

The projects included in the FY 2008-2012 TIP are drawn from the area’s metropolitan 
transportation plan (Transportation 2030 – Lawrence/Douglas County Long Range 
Transportation Plan); the Douglas County Capital Improvement Plan, the Douglas County Five-
Year Plan, the Lawrence Capital Improvement Plan, and the Lawrence Five-Year Plan.  Other 
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documents such as the Airport Master Plan are also consulted to facilitate continuing, 
cooperative and comprehensive transportation planning efforts throughout Douglas County.  
Some TIP items are a higher priority than others and due to budgetary constraints are not let in 
the year they are planned for. For this reason the totals for federal, state and local dollars 
programmed does not necessarily reflect the actual dollars spent. The amounts allocated to 
each TIP item are based upon estimates that come from the sources listed above. Public 
participation, project selection, and prioritization of projects listed in the TIP are the result of 
the City CIP and County CIP development processes, the City Five-Year Plan and County Five-
Year Plan development processes, and the TIP development process as identified and described 
in this document as well as the latest adopted L-DC MPO public participation plan.  The goal of 
the MPO as identified in the public participation plan is to ensure early and continuous public 
notification about and participation in all major actions and decisions made by the MPO.  

 
 For transit planning purposes this TIP document also contains projects for the Lawrence 
Transit System (the T) that collectively constitutes the Program of Projects (POP) for the T. This 
list of transit items is a prioritized list of projects used by the T and reviewed by FTA officials. 
The transit section of the TIP project tables are the POP for Lawrence, and approval of the TIP 
includes the approval of the POP for Lawrence Transit. The public involvement procedures used 
for TIP development and amendments are used to satisfy the POP requirements of Section 
5307. 
   

PROJECT FUNDING  
 
Overview 

The funding of highway and transportation improvements depends on the availability of 
funds, on criteria established by State and Federal laws, and policies established by the local 
governments on the use of those funds.  Street and highway projects can be financed entirely 
by State or local funds or by a combination of Federal-aid or State funds and matching local 
funds. The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users 
(SAFETEA-LU) provides Federal-aid to state and local units of government. The use of Federal 
Transit Administration (FTA) funds from the 5307 “Urbanized Area Formula Program” and the 
State Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP) funds for public transportation have increased 
over previous years. Those funds are utilized for the operations of the City of Lawrence public 
transportation system. Local sources of funding for transportation projects are generally funded 
through the General Funds of the City of Lawrence and Douglas County, general obligation 
bonds, or other various sources of funds available to the City of Lawrence and Douglas County. 
The voters in the City of Lawrence passed a ballot measure in November 2008 increasing the 
city sales tax to support continued and improved transit operations. Funding for all projects 
listed in the TIP can reasonably be expected to be available for all construction and operating 
costs unless noted on specific projects. 
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FISCAL CONSTRAINT 
 

Federal law also requires that the first four years of the Transportation Improvement 
Program be financially constrained. The definition of financially constrained is having enough 
financial resources to fund projects listed in the TIP. 
 

Fiscal constraint, as applicable to this TIP, will apply to these types of federal-aid 
funding: suballocated Surface Transportation Program (STP) and Bridge (BR) and FTA Section 
5307 and Section 5309 Transit Funds. All other funding categories identified in SAFETEA-LU are 
the purview of the Kansas Department of Transportation and are assumed to be constrained in 
the state's Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), as are various KDOT-
administered statewide discretionary programs. The assumption of fiscal constraint also includes 
projects funded with State, Transportation Enhancement (TE), Safe Routes to School (SRTS), 
High Risk Rural Roads (HRRR), Federal Earmarks, Local, and FTA 5310 & 5311 funds.  
 

Funds from the FAA are monies directly related to the Lawrence Airport.  These projects 
are listed in the TIP for illustrative purposes only and to do not impact the fiscal constraint of 
the TIP. Therefore, FAA funds are not included in the fiscal constraint analysis. 

 
The following categories are lumped together under “Other Federal Funds”: 

Transportation Enhancement (TE), Safe Routes to School (SRTS), High Risk Rural Roads 
(HRRR), and Federal Earmarks. These projects are a part of the fiscal constraint analysis. 
 

Below are the Surface Transportation Program (STP) + Bridge (BR) funds and Section 
5307 (Formula Operating and Capital Assistance) + Section 5309 (Discretionary Capital) Transit 
funds for Federal Fiscal Years (FFY) 2008-2012 estimated allocations to Lawrence and Douglas 
County. For practical purposes 5307 and 5309 fund allocations for FY 2009-2012 are projections 
based on current funding requests with a 3% increase and the assumption that these requests 
will remain constant; the information will be updated as it becomes available. 
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Combined STP and BR Allocations 
   

 Lawrence Douglas County 
FFY 2008:  $1,070,000 $435,837 
FFY 2009:  $1,070,000 $435,837 
FFY 2010:  $1,070,000 $435,837 
FFY 2011: $1,070,000 $435,837 
FFY 2012: $1,070,000 $435,837 

 
Lawrence Section 5307 and 5309 Allocations 
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 Sec. 5307 Sec. 5309 
FFY 2008:  $1,496,307 $250,000 
FFY 2009:  $1,495,000 $2,109,000 
FFY 2010:  $1,540,000 $2,727,000  
FFY 2011: $1,586,000  $2,237,000  
FFY 2012: $1,634,000  $2,305,000  

 
 

In order to present a more realistic picture of future project costs and to comply with 
federal regulations, this fiscal analysis uses an annual inflation factor of 4% to determine the 
estimated cost of each project in the year of expenditure. This inflation factor used for project 
costs was developed cooperatively by the KDOT, L-DC MPO, and the Lawrence Transit System.  
 

The table below displays the fiscal breakdown of the TIP by comparing the funds 
programmed in the FY 2008-2012 TIP to the anticipated funds.  Comparing the two sets of 
information is how fiscal constraint is determined and maintained. The fiscal constraint analysis 
focuses on STP, BR, Transit, State, and Local funds. The “Other Federal Funds” category is also 
included in the analysis. 
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TIP 2008-2012 Total Funds Programmed 
(X $1,000) 

Programmed 
Dollars           

FY 
Federal    
(STP & BR) 

KDOT 
Funds 

*Local 
Funds     

**Federal 
Transit 
Funds     

***Other 
Federal Funds Total 

2008 $  3,040 $         0  $  5,866 $3,499 $1,480 $  13,885 
2009 $64,272 $25,758  $  5,243 $3,355  $2,108 $100,736  
2010 $12,146 $  1,009  $21,298 $1,495  $       0  $  35,948  
2011 $18,987 $   4,497  $  5,302 $       0  $       0  $  28,786  
2012 $22,582 $   6,348  $  4,113   $       0  $       0  $  33,043  

5-year 
total $121,027 $37,612  $41,822 $8,349 $3,588 $212,398 
Anticipated  
Dollars           

FY 
Federal    

(STP+BR) 
KDOT 
Funds 

Local 
Funds     

Federal 
Transit 
Funds     

Other Federal 
Funds Total 

2008 $  3,040 $         0  $  5,866 $3,499 $1,480 $  13,885 
2009 $64,272 $25,758  $  5,243 $3,355  $2,108 $100,736  
2010 $12,146 $  1,009  $21,298 $1,495  $       0  $  35,948  
2011 $18,987 $   4,497  $  5,302 $       0  $       0  $  28,786  
2012 $22,582 $   6,348  $  4,113   $       0  $       0  $  33,043  

5-year  
Total $121,027 $37,612  $41,822 $8,349 $3,588 $212,398 
End 
Balance 
Remaining $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 
* Includes regionally significant locally funded projects, match funding for federal aid road and bridge projects, and local 

match for federal transit funds. 
** Includes Sections 5307, 5309, 5310, 5311, 5316-JARC, and 115 funds. Due to the uncertainty of federal and state transit 

funding after 2009 this TIP does not currently program any transit funds for 2010-2012. 
*** Includes Transportation Enhancement-TE, Safe Routes To School-SRTS, High Risk Rural Roads-HRRR, and Federal 

Earmark funds. 

 
 
 

The FFY 2008-2012 portion of the Transportation Improvement Program is fiscally 
constrained by funding source. Funding sources include federal, state, and local financial 
resources. The Lawrence-Douglas County MPO recognizes that, in the event federal, state and 
local funding changes, the TIP will be revised to reflect the change in project funds. 
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UPDATES & REVISIONS 
 
TIP Update 

The  TIP  is  updated  at  least  once  every  four  years  to  reflect  changes  in  the 
Statewide Transportation  Improvement Program  (STIP)  for Kansas  and  to  add 
new Federal‐ and State‐funded projects, as well as regionally significant projects 
regardless of  funding  source. Once  reviewed by  the  TAC  and  the MPO Policy 
Board,  the  TIP  will  be  released  for  public  review  for  30  days.  The  public 
comment period will begin once the MPO Policy Board releases the document 
for  public  review  and  comment  and  it  is  posted  on  the  MPO’s  Web  site 
(http://www.lawrenceks.org/pds/transportation‐planning);  hard  copies  are 
made  available  at  Lawrence  City  Hall  and  the  Lawrence  Public  Library;  and 
notice  has  been  posted  in  the  Lawrence  Journal‐World.  If  public  comment  is 
being sought on the TIP that  includes the program‐of‐projects for The “T”, the 
public  notice must  explicitly  state  that  the  public  participation  activities will 
satisfy  the  program‐of‐projects  requirements.  Comments  received  from  the 
public will be reported to the MPO bodies where decisions pertaining to revising 
the document will be made before  the  final approval of  the document.   Final 
approval  comes  from  the MPO Policy Board and  the Governor who delegates 
this responsibility to the Kansas Department of Transportation (KDOT). 

 
TIP Amendments and Revisions 
 

Amendments  and  revisions  to  the  TIP  may  occur  at  any  time  between  its 
scheduled  updates  every  four  years.  The  TIP  amendment  process  described 
below details the procedures for amending the existing approved TIP.  
 
Administrative Revisions 
 
The following actions are eligible as Administrative Amendments to the TIP: 
 
• Obvious minor data entry errors.  
• Splitting or combining projects. 
• Minor adjustments in expenditure for transit or roadway projects 
• Changes or clarifying elements of a project description  (with no change  in 

funding). This change would not alter the original project intent. 
• Roadway project phase cost estimate changes less than 20%. 
 
The Administrative Revisions process consists of a letter of notification from the 
MPO Policy Board to all other involved parties: KDOT, FTA and FHWA. No public 
notification  is  required  for  Administrative  Revisions,  but  they  are  publicly 
noticed as an agenda item on the TAC and MPO Policy Board meeting agendas. 
Agendas for the meeting of the L‐DC MPO Policy Board are e‐mailed to all L‐DC 
MPO members and posted to the L‐DC MPO Web site.  

 
Major Amendments 
 
Major Amendments to the TIP involve a change in scope that alters the original 
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and  fair fected  populations  in  the  transportation  decision‐making 
process. Any  information,  education  and  participation  opportunities  will  be  equally 
accessible.
review 
coordin
process.

 
Visualiz
Visualization techniques will be used in all core transportation plans, programs and projects 
to the maximum extent possible. Visualization techniques promote improved understanding 

tion activities to those who do not have a background in 
  techniques help build consensus and clarify 

hod  to 

by writing L‐DC MPO at: 

olitan Planning Organization 
nce, KS 66044 

s/transportation‐planning 

 data  in a  format emphasizing brevity, key 
 design aesthetic, and a general desire  to 
st amount of space. Fact sheets condense 
rward,  portable,  and  modular  form  of 

 and answers to common questions. In some 
of  a  longer  document.  L‐DC MPO  should 
bout major plans and studies.  

  programs.  Agencies  use  mailing  lists 
  to  keep  a  thumb  on  the  pulse  of  the 
  lists, a  transportation agency  reaches an 
events,  meeting  invitations,  newsletters, 
 activities. 

  participation  of  all  af
 

  This  Title  VI  policy  document  is  expected  to  reach  the MPO  Policy  Board  for 
and approval by mid‐2009. Once approved,  this new Title VI policy will be used  in 
ation with  this  Public  Participation  Plan  to  encourage  public  input  into  the MPO 
 

ation  

of existing and proposed transporta
transportation planning. Effective visualization
ideas  between  the  public  and  decision  makers.  Tailoring  visualization  techniques  for  a 
specific  document  or  population  will  help  interested  people  better  understand  regional 
transportation planning goals and activities. These techniques will  include the use of color, 
diagrams, tables, maps and photos that better illustrate the ideas and concepts represented 
in transportation plans, projects and programs.  
 
E‐Mail / Contact Lists 
The Contact List is maintained by L‐DC MPO staff and any individual, organization, agency or 
other interested party can request to be added to this list by contacting L‐DC MPO or joining 
via the Web site. Information regarding plan updates, transportation planning activities and 
meeting notices will be  sent  to all  interested parties wishing  to be  included  in  the E‐Mail 
atabase.  E‐Mail messages  and  alerts were  recognized  as  the most preferred metd

send out information regarding transportation planning issues.  
 
Anyone interested can be added to the database 
 

Lawrence Douglas County Metrop
6 E 6th Street, Lawre

0r 
http://www.lawrenceks.org/pd

 
Brochures / Fact Sheets 
Brochures and  fact sheets are a presentation of
points of  interest or  concern, a  fairly minimalist
convey  the most relevant  information  in  the  lea
information  into  an  easy‐to‐read,  straightfo
nowledge. They often contain  lists, statistics,k
cases  they may  be  a  summary  or  abridgement 
utilize this tool when disseminating information a
 
Mailings  
Mailings  are  a  staple  of  most  public  involvement
throughout  planning  and  project  development
community and other key people. Using mailing
audience  with  announcements  of  upcoming 
summary reports, and other information about its
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When asked which method  the  L‐DC MPO  should use when providing  information  to  the 
public, the community ranked mailings as the third most effective tool or strategy.  
 
Neighborhood Meetings and Newsletters 
Neighborhood  meetings  will  be  held  in  areas  where  significant  transportation‐planning 
recommendations  are  being  made  to  upgrade  or  change  existing  public  infrastructure 
(streets,  sidewalks,  bridges,  bicycle  paths,  railroad  tracks,  etc.).  At  least  two  weeks  in 

  scheduled public hearing date notices  for neighborhood meetings will be 

eople  like  special  events  now  and  then.  These  unique  occasions  are  light‐hearted  and 
 participants. They have a holiday‐like  feeling clearly different  from 

ublic Meetings 
rmal  input  from 

ommunity  residents. Held  throughout  the planning process,  they  are  tailored  to  specific 
issues or comm  have been 
used for many years to disse g for public discussion, and 
get feedback from the community. Public me gs are effective at both gathering questions 
and comments fr ticipants. Public 
eetings  should  be  held  at  a  variety  of  locations  within  Douglas  County  and  held  at 

ations and times.  

ite provides 
omprehensive  information  on  L‐DC MPO  activities  and  regional  transportation  planning 

o housed on the L‐DC MPO Web site are necessary reports, core documents and 

advance of  the
posted  on  the  L‐DC MPO’s Web  site  and  through  appropriate  neighborhood  association 
newsletters if available.   
 
Newsletters  will  also  be  utilized  to  keep  the  community  informed  about  transportation 
planning activities. Neighborhood newsletter can be targeted and tailored to specific areas, 
therefore  increasing the effectiveness of the outreach efforts. The Lawrence Association of 
Neighborhoods is a resource the L‐DC MPO should use when soliciting public participation.   
 
Information Kiosks / Booths at Local Events 
P
intended  to be  fun  for
day‐to‐day  meetings  and  hearings.  They  give  community  people  opportunities  to  meet 
others  in a friendly, non‐threatening setting and share their  ideas. People  like the freedom 
and openness of pleasurable events. This  is a great strategy to  inform, educate and solicit 
comment from a diverse and large group of people who are traditionally not involved in the 
planning process. 
 
P
Public  meetings  present  information  to  the  public  and  obtain  info
c

unity groups and are either  informal or  formal. Public meetings
minate information, provide a settin

etin
om stakeholders, but also providing  information to all par

m
convenient, accessible loc
 
All of the L‐DC MPO transportation committee and board meetings are open to the public. 
This  provides  a  great  opportunity  for  the  public  to  stay  informed  and  participate  in  the 
planning process. 
 
Web Sites 
On‐line services provide communication 24 hours a day. The L‐DC MPO Web s
c
issues. Als
agendas  and meeting minutes  for  all  committees  and  advisory  boards.  Douglas  County 
residents indicated via an online survey that although the web site is not the most preferred 
method of retrieving information; it is effective at gathering the questions and comments of 
the  public.  The  web  site  is  located  at  http://www.lawrenceks.org/pds/transportation‐
planning. 
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Local Newspaper Advertisements / Articles 
Every effort to  involve the media should be used when providing  information to the public 
r  encouraging  participation.  Press  releases  will  be  sent  out  whenever  notable 

ing  place.  The  Lawrence  Journal‐World  is  an 

 direct human  interaction. An effective way to educate people 
bout  transportation‐planning  activities  and  create  opportunities  for  the  public  to  get 

ility 
hen  transportation plans, maps or programs are proposed  to be changed, copies of  the 

t  and  the  proposed  changes  will  be made  available  during  the  public 

y Clerk. 

 

Ev
 

e evaluation component will outline the steps to be taken to evaluate those tools 

o
transportation  planning  activities  are  tak
effective source to disseminate information to the public. Advertisements will also be taken 
out in the Lawrence Journal‐World officially notifying the public of public comment periods 
related to the L‐DC MPO major documents.  
 
Public Interaction 
There  is no replacement for
a
involved  is to meet with  them  face to  face. L‐DC MPO must take the attitude of “meeting 
the public where  they are”  for  the most effective  results. Surveys  indicated  that  speaking 
directly to MPO staff was an effective method when gathering the community’s comments 
and questions.  
 
Electronic Surveys 
Public  opinion  surveys  assess  widespread  public  opinion.  An  agency  administers  an 
electronic survey to a sample group of people via the internet. The limited sample of people 
is  considered  representative of  a  larger  group.  This  is  a popular method when  gathering 
feedback  on  transportation  related  issues. A web  survey was  used  to  help  gather  public 
opinion related to participation when developing this Public Participation Plan.  
 
Document Availab
W
existing  documen
comment period at the following locations:  
 

• Baldwin City Public Library, 800 7th Street; 
• Lawrence City Hall, 6 E. Sixth St., 1st Floor, Information Window; 
• Lawrence Public Library, 707 Vermont Street;  
• Douglas County Court House, 1100 Massachusetts, County Clerks Office; 
• Eudora Public Library, 14 E. 9th Street; 
• Lecompton City Hall, 333 Elmore, Cit

  
Documents  are  also  published  online  on  the  L‐DC  MPO’s  website  at 
http://www.lawrenceks.org/pds/transportation‐planning.  

 

aluation of the Public Participation Strategies 

The L‐DC MPO will continuously evaluate the effectiveness of public participation activities. 
By continuously evaluating the tools and techniques presented  in this plan, the L‐DC MPO 
will ensure that only the most effective strategies are continued and improved upon, while 
ineffective strategies are discontinued or replaced.  
 
An effectiv
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and  techniques, and  identify measures  to quantify  success  rates and outline  strategies  to 

ures 

improve  the MPO's  public  participation  process.  It  is  recommended  that  the  tools  and 
techniques be reviewed annually while the entire Public Participation Plan be reviewed and 
updated  at  least  every  four  years  to  ensure  that  appropriate  changes  are  being 
implemented by the MPO. The following table outlines the performance measures that can 
be  used  to  evaluate  each  public  participation  tool  or  technique  and  the  methods  for 
improving each. 
 
Performance Meas

Tool  Performance Measure  Methods for Improvement 

E‐Mail / Contact 
Lists 

Number of persons 
included in the database / 
Number of persons 

Increase e‐mail list by advertising the 
availability of e‐mail announcements 
using other public involvement tools. 

contacted 
Brochures / Fact  Number of persons 

reached 
Increase distribution by making 
brochures and fact sheets available at Sheets 
more locations 

Mailings  Number of letters / 
Persons contacted 

Increase/Decrease mailing list to more 
accurately target affected areas. Use 
the most up‐to‐date information to 
maintain the mailing list. 

Neighborhood  Number of persons 
 / Number of 

Increase or decrease distribution to 
more accurately target an area that Newsletters  reached

neighborhood newsletters 
participating 

may be affected 

Neighborhood  Number of participan
Meetings 

ts / 
Attendance 

Schedule at convenient times and 
locations. Hold multiple workshops. 
Use other tools to increase awareness. 

Information Kiosks  Number of persons  Schedule at convenie
/ Booths at Local  reached / Attendance  loc
Events  normally targeted. Hold mult

nt times and 
ations. Attend events that are not 

iple 
workshops. Use other tools to 
ncrease awareness. i

Public Meetings  Number of participants /  Schedule hearings at convenient and 
cc le   ti  

 meetings. Use other public 
involvement tools to increase 
awareness of meetings. 

Attendance  a essib  times and loca ons. Hold
multiple

Web Sites  Number of hits / Viewers  Use other public
increase advert

 involvement tools to 
isement of the Web 

site. 
Local Newspaper 
Advertisements 

No measure /  Typically 
required by regulations 

No measure /  Typically required by 
regulations 

Electronic Surveys  Number of persons 
contacted / Number of 

Encourage responses by explaining the 

participants  Offer Incentives. 
importance of receiving feedback. 
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Appendix 

Appendix A: Federal Regulations 
 
The L‐DC MPO will fulfill all of the requirements and criteria provided for public involvement 
under 23 CFR §4

 will fulfill all of the requirements and criteria provided for public involvement 
under 23 CFR §4

 

50.316  and §450.324 of  Subpart C‐Metropolitan Transportation Planning 
nd  Programming  of  23  CFR  Part  450  (Federal Highway Administration)  published  in  the 

dnesday,  February  14,  2007.  These  Federal  regulations  are  listed 
below with  L‐DC MPO  with the
 
§ d p  cons

50.316  and §450.324 of  Subpart C‐Metropolitan Transportation Planning 
nd  Programming  of  23  CFR  Part  450  (Federal Highway Administration)  published  in  the 

dnesday,  February  14,  2007.  These  Federal  regulations  are  listed 
below with  L‐DC MPO  with the
 
§ d p  cons

aa
Federal  Register  on WeFederal  Register  on We

 the the  actions made to comply actions made to comply m indicated in italics.  m indicated in italics.  

 450.316 Intereste 450.316 Intereste arties, participation, andarties, participation, and ultation.ultation. 

articipation plan that defines a proce
 
(a) The MPO shall deve ented p ss 
for  providing  citizens, ublic  agencies,  representatives  of  public  transportation 
e   shi   tr oviders 
o ortation, repr s of users of public s 
of pedestrian walkways and bicycle transportation f tatives of the disabled, 
a   interested onable   
metropolitan transport ss. 

(1)  The  participation  plan  shall  be  developed   all 
interested parties and shall, at a minimum, des  and 

mes f
viding  ad of pub for 

public  review  g but not  limited  to a 
reasonable opp mment on  the proposed metropolitan  transportation 

the TI
Providing  ice  and  reaso ut 

transportation issues and processes; 
g iques  to  

IPs;
v) Making public information (technical inf ilable 

in electronically accessible formats and mea ; 
(v) Holding any public meetings at conveni cations and  times; 

nstra n  d 
during the deve  metropolitan
(vii)  Seeking out  and  considering  the need  by 
existing transportation systems, such as  low lds, who 
may face challenges accessing employment 

  Providing nit l 
  transportation di t 

was made available for public comment by  PO and raises new material issues 
est easo blic 
t ef
tin spo  
pr  of th

(x)  Periodically vene  
contained in the  plan to ensure ticipation process. 

lop and use a docum
  affected  p

mployees,  freight
f transp

ppers, providers of  freight
esentative

ansportation  services, private pr
 transportation, representatives of user
acilities, represen

nd  other   parties  with  reas
ation planning proce

opportunities  to  be  involved  in  the

  by  the  MPO  in  consultation  with
cribe explicit procedures, strategies,

desired outco
(i)  Pro

or: 
equate  public notice 
and  comment at  key decisio
ortunity  to co

lic  participation  activities  and  time 
n points,  includin

plan and 
(ii) 

P; 
timely  not nable  access  to  information  abo

(iii)  Employin
plans and T
(i

  visualization  techn
 

  describe  metropolitan  transportation

ormation and meeting notices) ava
ns, such as the World Wide Web
ent and accessible  lo

(vi)  Demo ting  explicit  consideratio
lopment of the

and  response  to  public  input  receive
 transportation plan and the TIP; 
s of  those  traditionally underserved
‐income and minority househo
and other services; 

(viii)
metropolitan

  an  additional  opportu
 plan or  TIP 

y  for  public  comment,  if  the  fina
ffers  significantly  from  the  version  tha
the M

which  inter
involvemen

ed  parties  could  not  r
forts; 

 tran

nably  have  foreseen  from  the  pu

(ix) Coordina
consultation 

g with the statewide
ocesses under subpart B
  reviewing  the  effecti
 participation

rtation planning public involvement and
is part; and 
ss  of  the  procedures  and  strategies
 a full and open par
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(2) Whe
transportation

n significant written and oral comments are received on the draft metropolitan 
 plan and TIP (including the financial plans) as a result of the participation 

 consultation process required under the EPA 
 CFR part 93), a summary, analysis, and report 

on  the  disposition  of  comments  shall  be  made  as  part  of  the  final  metropolitan 

m  extent 
practicable.  

Protocol  listed  under  §  450.316(a)(3)  was  followed  during  the  adoption  of  the  L‐DC 

ning  activities  within  the MPA  that  are 
affected
dev
coo ocess  (to  the maximum  extent  practicable) with  such  planning 
activitie
due con
process
that are

(1) R u U r
(2) G organizations (including representatives of the 
agencies
U.S. Transportation  to provide non‐emergency  transportation  services; 
and
(3) R

(c) Whe
Indian Tribal
the TIP.
(d) Whe
Federal
plan an
(e) MPO
roles,  re
agencie
the agre
 
§ 450.3

process  in this section or the  interagency
transportation conformity regulations (40

transportation plan and TIP. 
(3) A minimum public comment period of 45 calendar days shall be provided before the 
initial  or  revised  participation  plan  is  adopted  by  the MPO.  Copies  of  the  approved 
participation  plan  shall  be  provided  to  the  FHWA  and  the  FTA  for  informational 
purposes  and  shall  be  posted  on  the  World  Wide  Web,  to  the  maximu

 

MPO’s Participation Plan. The 45‐day comment period began on February 10, 2009, and 
ended on March 27, 2009. Copies of  the approved Participation Plan were provided  to 
FHWA and FTA following the adoption of the Plan by the L‐DC MPO on April __, 2009, 
and the Plan was posted on the website on April __, 2009. 
 

(b) In developing metropolitan transportation plans and TIPs, the MPO should consult with 
agencies  and  officials  responsible  for  other  plan

  by  transportation  (including  State  and  local  planned  growth,  economic 
elopment,  environmental  protection,  airport  operations,  or  freight  movements)  or 
rdinate  its  planning  pr

s.  In addition, metropolitan  transportation plans and TIPs  shall be developed with 
sideration of other related planning activities within the metropolitan area, and the 
 shall provide for the design and delivery of transportation services within the area 
 provided by: 
ecipients of assistance  nder title 49  .S.C. Chapte  53; 
overnmental agencies and nonprofit 

 and organizations) that receive Federal assistance from a source other than the 
 Department of 
 
ecipients of assistance under 23 U.S.C. 204. 
n  the MPA  includes  Indian  Tribal  lands,  the MPO  shall  appropriately  involve  the 

 government(s) in the development of the metropolitan transportation plan and 
 
n  the MPA  includes Federal public  lands,  the MPO  shall appropriately  involve  the 
  land management agencies  in the development of the metropolitan transportation 
d the TIP. 
s shall,  to  the extent practicable, develop a documented process(es)  that outlines 
sponsibilities, and key decision points  for  consulting with other governments and 
s, as defined in paragraphs (b), (c), and (d) of this section, which may be included in 
ement(s) developed under § 450.314. 

22 Development and content of the metropolitan transportation plan (MTP).   
 
(i)  The 
transpo , 

MPO  shall  provide  citizens,  affected  public  agencies,  representatives  of  public 
rtation  employees,  freight  shippers,  providers  of  freight  transportation  services
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priv , 
rep
rep
com
450.316
 
§ 45

ate  providers  of  transportation,  representatives  of  users  of  public  transportation
resentatives  of  users  of  pedestrian  walkways  and  bicycle  transportation  facilities, 
resentatives of the disabled, and other interested parties with reasonable opportunity to 
ment  on  the  transportation  plan  using  the  participation  plan  developed  under  § 

 (a).  

0.324 Development and content of the transportation improvement program (TIP). 

The MPO shall provide all interested parties with a reasonable opportunity to comment 
he proposed TIP as required by §450.316(a).  In addition,  in nonattainment area TMAs, 
 MPO  shall  p

 
(b) 
on t
the rovide  at  least  one  formal  public meeting  during  the  TIP  development 
process, which should be addressed through the participation plan described in §450.316(a). 
In a
pub
form
(n) 
pro .330. In addition, the TIP may 
be  vised  at  any  time  under  procedures  agreed  to  by  the  State,  MPO(s),  and  public 

ddition, the TIP shall be published or otherwise made readily available by the MPO for 
lic  review,  including  (to  the maximum  extent  practicable)  in  electronically  accessible 
ats and means, such as the World Wide Web, as described in §450.316(a). 

Projects  in any of  the  first  four years of  the TIP may be advanced  in place of another 
ject, subject to the project selection requirements of § 450
re

transportation operator(s) consistent with  the TIP development procedures established  in 
this section, as well as the procedures for the MPO participation plan (see § 450.316(a)) and 
FHWA/FTA actions on the TIP (see § 450.328). 
 
§ 450.326 TIP revisions and relationship to the STIP. 
 
(a) An MPO may revise the TIP at any time under procedures agreed to by the cooperating 
parties  consistent with  the  procedures  established  in  this  part  for  its  development  and 
approval. In nonattainment or maintenance areas for transportation‐related pollutants, if a 
TIP   93), or  is replaced with an 
upd
det
am
util  revising the TIP, except that these procedures are not required for administrative 
mo

amendment  involves non‐exempt projects  (per 40 CFR part
ated  TIP,  the  MPO  and  the  FHWA  and  the  FTA  must  make  a  new  conformity 
ermination.  In  all  areas,  changes  that  affect  fiscal  constraint  must  take  place  by 
endment of the TIP. Public participation procedures consistent with § 450.316(a) shall be 
ized in
difications. 
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Appendix B: Advisory Boards and Committees 
 
Aviation Advisory Board (AAB) 
A  five‐to‐seven member board appointed by  the Mayor of  the City of  Lawrence with  the 
consent of the City Commission, the AAB exists to promote general and commercial aviation 
ctivities  and  interests.  AAB  also  aids  the  users  of  aviation  facilities  in  obtaining  and 

 the 
ontractual base operator, and unsafe or dangerous conditions.  

. BAC makes 

 is to enhance coordination and management 
f  state  and  federal  programs  for  public  and  private  not‐for‐profit  transit  providers. 

membership on the CTD Board. 

  body  appointed  by  the Mayor  of  Lawrence with  the  consent  of  the  City 
Commission  for  staggered  three  year  terms.  The  Traffic  Safety  Commission  considers 
matters relating to the safe and expeditious flow of vehicular and pedestrian traffic within 
the City of Lawrence.   Typically,  the TSC  reviews and acts on  traffic  signalization, parking, 
and  pedestrian  control  requests  within  the  city.  The  City’s  traffic  engineer  staffs  this 
advisory board.  
 
University of Kansas Student Senate (KU on Wheels) 
The University of Kansas Student Senate operates the KU on Wheels fixed‐route bus service 
that functions as a commuter service with its primary destination as the University of Kansas 
campus. The system  is funded through student fees with operation contracted to a private 
transit operator.  The  Transit Commission,  a  subcommittee of  the  Student  Senate, makes 
recommendations and conducts hearings on routes and operational matters. The University 
of Kansas provides oversight of the system to assure financial accountability. 
 

a
improving services, and receives and evaluates reports of poor or  improper service by
c
 
Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) 
A seven‐member joint City/County advisory committee appointed by the Mayor of the City 
of Lawrence and Chair of the Douglas County Commission, the Bicycle Advisory Committee 
works to  improve bicycle safety and awareness, education of motorists and non‐motorists, 
and  update  of  the  region’s  Bike  Map.  BAC  also  develops  the  Bicycle  Plan  and  seeks 
information on  current  trends, programs, and  facilities outside  the  local area
recommendations to the City Commission concerning issues related to bicycle usage within 
the community. The BAC is staffed by the MPO Transportation Planner. 
 
Coordinated Transit District #1 (CTD) 
CTD #1 consists of transit service providers representing Leavenworth, Wyandotte, Douglas, 
and Johnson Counties. The purpose of the CTD
o
Lawrence’s Public Transit Administrator holds voting 
 
Public Transit Advisory Committee (PTAC) 
A nine‐member body appointed by the Mayor of the City of Lawrence with the consent of 
the City Commission, the PTAC considers matters relating to policies regarding the provision 
of public  transit  services within  the city.   The PTAC will conduct public hearings on  issues 
pertaining  to  fare  increases,  route modifications and  service  reductions as defined by city 
policy.  PTAC is staffed by Lawrence’s Public Transit Administrator. 
 
Traffic Safety Commission (TSC) 
A  nine‐member
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Appendix C: Outreach and Development Efforts  

veloped in consultation with the public, the L‐DC MPO staff 

ified: 

tizens  from participating  in  the  regional  transportation 

e  Lawrence Public 
ibrary, 707 Vermont Street, Baldwin City Public Library, 800 Seventh Street, Eudora Public 

nce  Community  Building,  115  W.  11th  Street,  East 

o ensure that the public was made aware of the survey and encourage participation the L‐
d in an article written for The Lawrence Journal‐

‐LU, MPO staff e‐mailed 
dividual invitations to complete the survey to all known stakeholders. That list included: 

od, Inc. 

• Kansas Department of Transportation 
• Lawrence Convention and Visitor's Bureau 

 
To ensure that this plan was de
developed a survey  intended  to give regional transportation planners an understanding of 
the best ways  to  inform and engage  the  citizens of Douglas County  in  the  transportation 
planning process.  
 
The transportation planning community engagement survey ident
 

• obstacles  that prevented  ci
planning process; 

• better ways to keep citizens informed about regional transportation planning issues; 
• how their concerns should be addressed and responded to; and 
• how to better incorporate citizen’s comments into regional transportation planning 

activities.  
 
The  survey was available online and paper  copies were accessible at th
L
Library,  14  East  Ninth  Street,  Lawre
Lawrence Recreation Center, 1245 E. 15th Street, Lawrence Jewish Community Center, 917 
Highland Drive, Lecompton City Hall, 327 Elmore Street, and Lawrence City Hall, 6 E Sixth 
Street. All surveys were accessible between November 18, 2008 and December 19, 2008.  
 
T
DC MPO drafted a press release that resulte
World online edition announcing the Public Participation Plan update and survey. The L‐DC 
MPO  staff was  also  interviewed  by  KLWN  –  1320 AM news  talk  radio  station  during  the 
KLWN Morning News Watch informing the public about the survey. 
 
To gather the input from all interested parties identified in SAFETEA
in
 

• Lawrence Transit System (The T) 
• Public Transit Advisory Committee 
• KU on Wheels 
• Ground Transportation Inc. 
• Bert Nash Community Mental Health Center 
• Cottonwo
• Douglas County Senior Services, Inc. 
• Jayhawk Area Agency on Aging 
• Independence, Inc. 
• Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railway 
• Kansas Motor Carriers Association 
• Lawrence Paper Company 
• Lawrence Chamber of Commerce 

21 



 

• Eco2 Commission 
• Lawrence Municipal Airport 

versity 
• Baker University 

• Eudora School District (USD 491) 

 District (USD 343) 

icycle Club 
• Lawrence Mountain Bike Club 

• Small World 

• City of Baldwin City 

y Administration 

  associations,  including  the 
 286  surveys were completed and  the  results are 

ted the survey results and used them to compare with what was 
proved  in  2004.  A  SAFETEA‐LU  compliance 
 the existing plan that needed to be updated, 

  current  governing  legislation  and  updated 
 planners then worked with other MPOs and the 

porate best practices that would address the 
 Public Participation Plan was presented 

• Lawrence Aviation Advisory Board 
• FBO Hetrick Air Services, Inc. 
• University of Kansas 
• Haskell Uni

• Lawrence School District (USD 497) 

• Baldwin City School District (USD 348) 
• Perry‐Lecompton School
• Lawrence Historic Resource Commission 
• Lecompton Historical Society 
• Kansas Turnpike Authority 
• Lawrence B

• Lawrence Bicycle Advisory Committee 
• Lawrence Traffic Safety Commission 
• Passenger Rail Kansas 
• Centro Hispano 
• Haskell Wetlands Preservation Organization 
• Jayhawk Audubon Society 
• Wakarusa Group of the Kansas Sierra Club 
• Lawrence Preservation Alliance 
• Kaw Valley Heritage Alliance 
• Downtown Inc. 
• League of Women Voters 

• City of Lawrence  
• City of Eudora 

• City of Lecompton 
• Federal Transit Administration 
• Federal Highwa

 
Invitations  were  also  sent  out  to  twenty  five  neighborhood
Lawrence Association of Neighborhoods.
summarized in Appendix C.  
 
The L‐DC MPO staff interpre
included  in  the  Public  Involvement  Plan  ap

s inanalysis was completed that identified area
with  theadded,  or  improved  to  comply 

tions  identified  in Appendix regula A. MPO
 Resource Center to research and  inFHWA cor

issues and concerns identified in the survey. A draft
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to  the TAC  for review and comment. After TAC approval,  the plan was released  for public 
veryone who asked  to be notified when  future public 

  the  survey  was  notified  of  the  review  and 
akeholders and neighborhood associations were also 

e was posted. All public comments and responses to each will 
 Public Participation Plan will integrate any additional changes 
 and comment period and then seek TAC approval. The MPO 

  the  plan  at  the  end  of  the  process.  

review and  comment  for 45 days. E
transportation  activities  were  available  in
comment period. The  initial  list of  st
indentified and a press releas
be located in Appendix D. The
resulting from the public review
Policy  Board  will  approve  and  adopt
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• I am a Baldwin City resident, and rightly or wrongly,  I perceive  that most of  the "action"
regarding transportation involves Lawrence. 

• My biggest hot button is aviation.  As "merely" a former member of the Lawrence Aviat
Advisory Board,  it has been a  challenge  to  remain actively  involved.   City employees
longer  working  for  the  city  had  a  bad  habit  of  deleting  my  name  from  informat
distribution lists.   However, I salute Chairman Rick "Bear" Bryant, and quickly concede that
the  current  board  has  done  an  absolutely  outstanding  job  advising  the  city.   We 
tremendously privileged  to have his expert and  seemingly  tireless  leadership. Thus,  they
have done such a good  job  that  it seems  they really don't need me at all.     Now, on 
other hand,  the  traffic  safety board needs me, because  they  seem  to   operate unde
misguided notion that safety, obstruction of orderly traffic flow, and revenue enhancem
all mean exactly the same thing.   

 

ion 
 no 
ion 

 
are 

 
the 
r  a 
ent 

• No one with any common sense ever seems to be allowed to express themselves.   Loony 
leftist types will shout you down or do something to you like graffiti your property. 

• I am not aware of meetings and the process here in Douglas County. 
• I do not drive and have  limited transportation to businesses in Lawrence.  At present, the 

bus routes are too far away from the entrances to the south Lawrence stores.  As I cannot 
walk  that  well,  I  don't  feel  comfortable  in  using  the  bus  to  get  to  them.    Also,  the 
downtown transfer areas are too far apart.  

• Why  can't  you  collect  input  via online  forms  like  this one  for  any  issues  that  come up? 
Meetings are never convenient‐‐I work in Overland Park (live in Lawrence) and simply don't 
want  to  use  my  non‐work  time  to  attend  meetings  like  this.  Also,  clearly  there's  a 
disconnect  in  providing  information‐‐I  did  not  know  that  a  Lawrence‐Douglas  County 
Metropolitan Planning Office exists.  I know that the city employs planners, but  I've never 
heard of this group. 

• I am unaware of how else  I can participate other  than: 1) Voting, and 2) Participating  in 
these surveys. 

• I don't ever know when the meetings are or have enough  information.   Plus, whenever  I 
have gone to public meetings in Lawrence, I'm always disappointed because there's usually 
not  a  way  for me  to  have  a  say  or make  a  difference.    I  always  feel  like  the  public 
participation  is window dressing and my opinions never really make a difference.    It gets 
hard being a citizen trying to work for change in Lawrence when it feels like the Chamber 
of Commerce and developers have the  inside track.  Whether the perception is correct or 
not  ‐  this  is  the  perception  ‐  particularly when  there  are  special meetings  just  for  the 
Chamber and developers and not the same for neighborhood groups or citizens. 

• The people in power (ones with the money and land) never really care about the majority 
vote.   Look at  the T. almost everyone knows  it  is needed,,, BUT so  inefficient and poorly 
managed that the cost per passenger is probably more than private taxi's would cost. 
ems the City Planners are only interested in what is "cool" now and not concerned about 

eir way(i.e. Southwest Trafficway). 

vocates.  I have not recognized the opportunity to participate in the 

 of Lawrence. Just which neighborhood organization or other special interest group 

• Se
cost(brick streets in Old West Lawrence and traffic circles or roundabouts).  Also those who 
scream the most will get th

• Established  interest  groups  seem  to  be  the  only  ones  expressing  organized  opinions, 
dominated by  the environmentalists/native American coalition opposed  to completing K‐
10, and bus system ad
process. 

• Because operating cost considerations are never considered when providing services to the 
citizens
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makes the most noise or trouble.  

• I live in another town. 
• Was  disappointed  in  the  either/or  type  of  choice.    I  am  somewhat  involved  because  a 

friend asked for my help. 
• Sometimes the current transportation resources are unreliable or do not run at the time of 

the  meetings.  Also,  there  is  not  a  consistent  way  to  inform  the  public  regarding 
transportation planning meetings. 

• There  is  no  alternative  route  to  transportation  than what  is  offered  for  KU,  and  older 
people that is convient to them, and not school age children. 

• Dislike the Lawrence Process of Challenging every issue and thus holding up the process 
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The three most effective methods for providing the public with information were indentified 
ochures/fact sheets (70%), and mailings (53%). Neighborhood 

ld incorporate these tools when conducting public outreach 

 
 

 
 

as e‐mail messages (88%), br
newsletters, public meetings, and information kiosks/booths at local events were also noted 
as effective. The L‐DC MPO shou
activities. 
 
The  least  effective methods  were  identified  as  the  City's  cable  channel  25  (85%),  local 
newspaper classifieds (80%), and radio advertisements (58%).  
 

Effective Not Effective Unsure

Email Messages 88% 6% 6%

Neighborhood Newsletters 45% 35% 21%

City of Lawrence's Web Site 27% 51% 22%

Project Specific Web Sites 33% 36% 31%

Mailings 53% 33% 14%

Local Newspaper Advertisements 37% 47% 16%

Local Newspaper Classifieds 8% 80% 12%

Television Advertisements 30% 53% 17%

Radio Advertisements 28% 58% 14%

City's Cable Channel 25 5% 85% 10%

Neighborhood Meetings 32% 44% 24%

Public Meetings 39% 34% 27%

Internet Forums/Blogs 30% 48% 22%

Brochures/Fact Sheets 70% 13% 17%

Information Kiosks/Booths at Local Events 42% 34% 24%

How effective are each of the following methods of providing information 
to you?

Most Effective Percentag

Email Messages 88%
Brochures/Fact Sheets 70%

Mailings 53%

e
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nization.    I  see  the agendas 
and sometimes I attend the meetings. 

• Effective  Very dependent on  the  issue.   Media  to use needs  to  take  into account 
the target audience.  Each situation is different 

• Effective  Information  reported  in  local media. Also, word of mouth  from  friends, 
etc. 

• Effective  Online newspaper articles are effective, as opposed to advertisements  in 
print or online.  I do check the city website occasionally, watch television 
sometimes,  but  email  or  newspaper  articles  are  how  I  learn  about 
transportation issues. 

• Effective  the individuals that personally hand out info at the farmers market. 
• Effective  I get phone calls from the planning office on occasion. 
• Unsure  Again, many elderly and disabled citizens are unable to physically attend 

meetings but they are still interested in bus transportation issues. 
•   I want  to note  that you needed  'somewhat effective' v. effective or not 

effective. The City website can be effective if I know to go there regarding 
some  project  and  if  it's  easily  linked  to  from  either  the  home  page  or 
someplace  intuitive  in the website. In general I know there's a  lot of  info 
there but when  I've searched for things  in the past  I've either not found 
them or  found  them  in an area  that makes sense  to City employees but 
not  to  community members who  don't  know  the  jargon,  departments, 
etc. 

• Unsure  I think  items such as advertisements, television, radio and brochures are 
not good use of scarce funds. 

• Effective  Email  combined with  the  city website or project  specific website  is  the 
most effective for myself, and I think it is a growing trend for most people 
that  have  reliable  access  to  the  internet.  A  friend  forwarded me  info 
about  the  survey,  otherwise  I  wouldn't  have  known  to  check  the  city 
website. I would recommend working on expanding a city wide email  list 
serve  of  interested  Lawrence  citizens  (ideally  several  thousands  strong) 
that  you  can  stay  in  contact with  and  solicit participation  and  feedback 
from. Participatory democracy! That's what it's all about. 

• Unsure  I do not trust the facts and figures that come from the administrators of 
public  programs.    The  numbers  are  tweaked  to  show  positive  results.  
Example.  I have riddent the T.  Most times it is almost empty and the big 
buses waste  fuel  and  just wear out  the  equipment  and  roads.    Smaller 
buses with more direct routes to various locations should be possible with 
onboard computers  to measure daily use  to determine  capacity needed 
and the time needed. 

•   I have trouble getting to any meeting place at any time. I have a disabled 
relative at home. 

Least Effective Percentage

City's Cable Channel 25 85%
Local Newspaper Classifieds 80%

Radio Advertisements 58%

Other: 
• Effective  Meetings of  the Metropolitan Planning Orga
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• Unsure  I  live  in  the west  side  of  Lawrence where we  don't  have  an  organized 
neighborhood organization.    I don't participate  in any of  the  local blogs 
because the opinions offered are so irrational and people quickly resort to 
name calling and abusive behavior. 

• Effective  List‐serves.  Door‐to‐door information gathering/spe king.  
• Unsure  Some  of  these  communication means  are  in  flux‐‐for  the  present,  as  a 

member of the city's traffic safety advisory committee, I'm attending the 

blic  hearings. Websites,  if  they're 

ms, but that may change. 

k which are the top three effective methods. 

• Effective 
• Unsure 

dules 
  cut  backs  in  the 

• Unsure   date: 

• Effective 
 

 

a
 

monthly public meetings of that group, but because of my work schedule, 
I'm  often  unable  to  attend  other  pu
linked to the city's main site are good  if I have specific topics of concern. 
In the past, I've had little to do with blogs or foru

• Unsure  all of these areas have varying degrees of effectiveness. might be better 
to as

• Effective  News stories in Lawrence Journal World 
E‐newsletters  
E‐mails are good, and maybe a mailing with more in‐depth details.  But, e‐
mails are a good way to connect. 
Work with the school district in more convenient transportation sche• Effective 
they  can  not  currently  offer  due  to  public  school
transportation area. 
My examples of City web info is that the one site I want is not up to
Lawrence  Cultural  Arts  Commission.  Also we  need more  recycling  info 
about the various deposit sites.  
LJ World Website Ads 
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When  asked  to  i
questions, 69% of
(64%),  telephone
(39%) were also c uld be made to utilize these methods 

c 

The  least effectiv
surveys (40%), an
 

 
 
Other: 
• Effective  I sometimes submit letters to the MPO on behalf of the League of Women 

Voters. 
• Effective  Planning Commission or City Commission meetings 
• Effective  Meetings tend to be very attendee biased,  and these can unduly bias the 

results for both good or bad depending on your viewpoint 

dentify  the most  effective methods  to  gather  the  public  comments  and 
 the respondents stated that electronic surveys were effective. Web sites 
 conversations  (40%), public hearings  (40%), and neighborhood meetings 
onsidered effective. Every effort sho

during the publi participation process.  
 

e methods were  identified as  internet  forums/blogs  (48%), standard mail 
d comment cards at public meetings (38%).  

Effective Not Effective Unsure

 di  Staff) 40% 36% 25%

Interne 2% 48% 20%

m

Electr 69% 13% 18%

Standar

ub 40% 34% 25%

Neighborhood Meetings 39% 37% 25%

Workshops or Open Houses 32% 31% 37%

Comment Cards at Public Meetings 30% 38% 32%

Most Effective Percentage

Electronic Surveys 69%
Web Sites (comments submitted by e‐mail) 64%

Public Hearings 40%

Least Effective Percentage

Internet Forums/Blogs 48%
Standard Mail Surveys 40%

Comment Cards at Public Meetings 38%

How effec

Phone (Speak rectly to L‐DC MPO

t Forums/Blogs 3

Web Sites (com ents submitted by e‐mail) 64% 16% 20%

onic Surveys

d Mail Surveys 39% 40% 20%

P lic Hearings

tive are each of the following methods at gathering your 
comments and questions?
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• Effective  I hosted planning and traffic officials at my house to look at street 
development.  I invited neighbors and we were able to ask questions and ma
comments.  I was great. 

• Not 
Effective 

I couldn't find any where else to make any further comments. We live in the
county and I feel that the

ke 

 
 information that is garned by the survey (which if I 

am not at work, don't have access to email) should be distributed to the public 
 (?) 

make it to any hearings, 
committees or other gathering and thus would miss out on the gathered 
comments from others. Thank you, Tamara Hagerman 

• Unsure  As I am not able to attend transportation meetings, some way should be found 
for citizens to easily communicate‐‐like an address posted in the newspaper to 
which I could mail my thoughts on the issue. 

• Unsure  Just to reiterate that any blogs or forums or websites set up to capture 
feedback must supply actual information from informed sources about the 
project. I will not read a list of rants or opinions from other locals. 

• Unsure  Most times only a few people come to meetings.  Those that do are usually on 
the extreme ends of the issue and the majority feel that the issue has been 
already decided by some politically motivated or self interest need.  Example, 
the few people that voted on the recent school tax issue, a very small percent 
of the voters participated. 

• Unsure  on‐line works for me 
• Unsure  I'm using "unsure" to indicate "sometimes" or "possibly" or "it depends".  
• Unsure  see above comments re: effectiveness levels. 
• Not 

Effective 
I sometimes get the impression that the decision makers minds are already 
made up prior to public comment.  It is very frustrating and almost leads me to 
not get involved.  I hope I'm wrong. 

• Effective  email is best 
• Unsure  I refrain from committing bcs of other community projects in which I have a 

leadership responsibility.  
 

by a newsletter or some similar mailing so that we have the ability to review
the submitted info. I am unsure that I would 
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As a direct outcome of the survey, 172 people will be added to our engaged citizen e‐mail 
database.  These  individuals will  be  notified  of  all  engagement  opportunities  and will  be 
asked  to participate  in  the planning process. Only 26% of  the  respondents  indicated  that 
they were highly  involved  in  the  transportation planning process  at  the beginning of  the 
survey, but 60% indicated that they would like to become more involved and notified when 
outreach activities take place. The L‐DC MPO should not lose this momentum and continue 
to  grow  its  database  to  ensure  that  all  citizens  within  the  Lawrence‐Douglas  County 
Metropolitan  Area  have  an  opportunity  to  participate  and  are  informed  throughout  the 
process. 
 

   
 

Yes 172 60%

No 114 40%

Total Surveys 286 100% 0

Would you like to be notified when future public transportation activities 
are available?
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Appendix D: Public Comments 
 
The  Plan  is  available  for  public  review  and  comment  beginning  February  10,  2009  and 
ending March 27, 2009 



 
 

 
 

 
Lawrence-Douglas County Thursday, February 19, 2009
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 4:00 PM – 5:30 PM
Policy Board 6 East 6th Street

 
Lawrence City Hall

City Commission Room
 

Agenda Item #5 
 

Discussion Item: Bikeway System Map 
 
Enclosed: 
 

• Bikeway System Map Resolution  
• Draft Bikeway System Map 

(TAC Approved 2/3/09) 
(BAC Scheduled to Approve 2/17/09) 



 
RESOLUTION 

 
WHEREAS, the Lawrence-Douglas County Metropolitan Planning Organization (L-DC 
MPO) is designated as the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) to carry out the 
Continuing, Cooperative and Comprehensive planning program, including transportation 
planning; and, 
 
WHEREAS, the MPO regional transportation planning process is conducted in order to 
foster the development of a multi-modal transportation system for the region that includes 
several forms of transportation including bicycling; and  
 
WHEREAS, the current Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) for the Lawrence-
Douglas County Region (Transportation 2030 - Long Range Transportation Plan) 
includes recommendations for the update of the Lawrence–Douglas County Bicycle Plan 
and the Bicycle Facilities Map; and, 
 
WHEREAS, Lawrence has established a Bicycle Advisory Committee to assist City and 
MPO staff in reviewing bicycling issues in Lawrence and in making recommendations to 
the MPO Policy Board and City Commission for the establishment of transportation 
policies regarding bicycle travel in Lawrence; and   
 
WHEREAS, the Lawrence-Douglas County MPO Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) 
has reviewed the recommendations from the Bicycle Advisory Committee and concurred 
with the BAC recommendations related to the Bicycle Facilities Map changes noted 
below. 
  
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that in accordance with the provisions of 23 
CFR Part 450.210, the Kansas Department of Transportation and the Lawrence-Douglas 
County Metropolitan Planning Organization hereby agree that the public involvement 
activities carried out in response to 23 CFR 450.324 (b)  satisfy the public involvement 
requirements to make this change to the Bicycle Facilities Map and consequently to the 
current Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) for the Lawrence-Douglas County 
Region (Transportation 2030 - Long Range Transportation Plan) as noted below and 
shown on the attached bicycle facilities map.  
  

• Remove the bicycle route following the Vermont and Kentucky alignments (with 
a few jogs) between 11th Street and Indian Avenue 

• Add a bicycle route following Massachusetts Street from 11th Street to Indian 
Avenue with connections back over to Vermont and New Hampshire on the north 
end and back over to Vermont on the south 

• Replace the future bike lanes designation along Rockledge Road between 6th 
Street and 5th Street with a future shared use path designation to provide a 
pathway connection between the 6th/Rockledge and 3rd/Iowa intersections 

• Replace the bike lanes designation along Folks Road between Larissa and 
Harvard with a bike route designation 



• Replace the future bike lanes designation along Vermont Street between 6th Street 
and 11th Street with a bike route designation 

• Replace the future bike route designation along Trail Road between Monterey and 
Folks with a bike route designation  

• Add a bike route designation to Wellington between Stevens and Harvard 
• Replace the future bike lanes designation along 29th Street between the Haskell 

Rail Trail and Haskell Avenue with a future shared use path designation along 
28th Street between the Haskell Rail Trail and Haskell Avenue, and a future 
shared use path along Haskell Avenue between 28th Street and 29th Street 

• Replace the future bike lanes designation along Monterey Way between Aspen 
Lane and just south of Hunters Hill Drive with a bike lanes designation 

• Replace the future shared use path designation along Peterson Road between 
Kasold Drive and East 1130 Road with a shared use path designation 

• Replace the future shared use path designation along Kasold Drive between 
Peterson Road and Grand Vista Drive with a shared use path designation 

• Replace the future bike route designation along 25th Terrace between O’Connell 
and Franklin Roads with a bike route designation 

• Add a future shared use path designation to a route following city owned property 
and easements part of which will follow utility/pathway easements between 
Kasold Drive just south of I-70 to a point of connection with the South Lawrence 
Trafficway Path north of the SLT-K10/6th Street/US40 interchange 

• Replace the future bike route designation along N 1200 Road between the 
Wakarusa Drive alignment and E 1150 Road with a future shared use path 
designation 

• Replace the future bike route designation along N1750 Road between K-10 and E 
800 Road with a future shared use path designation 

• Replace the future bike route designation along E 800 Road between N1750 Road 
and N 1800 Road with a future shared use path designation 

• Replace the bike lanes designation along Harvard Road between Stoneridge Drive 
and April Rain Road with a future bike lanes designation 

• Replace the shared use path designation along Overland Drive between 
Stoneridge Drive and George Williams Way with a future shared use path 
designation 

• Replace the future bike route designation along N 1500 Road between the eastern 
Lawrence city boundary and E 1750 Road with a future bike lane designation 

• Replace the future bike route designation along E 1500 Road between N 1100 
Road and N 1175 Road with a future shared use path designation 

• Replace the future shared use path designation along George Williams Way 
between w 6th Street and N 1700 Road with a future bike lane designation 

• Replace the future shared use path designation along N 1700 Road between Dole 
Drive and George Williams Way with a future bike lane designation 

• Remove the future bike route designation east of Queens Road and north of 
Overland drive that followed a future roadway identified in T2025 that was 
reconfigured in T2030.  

• Remove the future bike lanes designation from N 1500 Road between K-10 and 
George Williams Way 



• Remove the future bike lanes designation from George Williams Way between 
Bob Billings Parkway and Bobwhite Drive 

• Remove the future bike lanes designation from Bobwhite Drive between George 
Williams Way and Bob Billings Parkway 

• Remove the future shared use path designation from the KU campus east of 
Louisiana Street 

• Remove the shared use path designation along 6th Street between K-10 and the 
South Lawrence Trafficway Trail 

• Remove the shared use path designation south of the future park (former 
Lichtwardt property) northeast of the intersection of N 1700 RD and Dole Drive. 

• Remove the future bike route designation from 10th Street between Indiana Street 
and Delaware Street  

• Add bike lane and shared use path designation to the future road network 
indentified in T2030 west of K-10 

• Add a future shared use path at connects the western edge of Bob Billing Parkway 
with the intersection of E 700 Road and Highway 40 

• Add a future bike route designation on 11th Street between Indiana Street and 
Delaware Street. 

• Add a future bike route designation along 11th Street between Straford Road and 
Maine Street 

• Add a future bike route designation along N 9th Street between N 1650 Road and 
US 24/40  

• Add a future bike route designation along Lyon Street between N 8th Street and N 
9th Street 

• Add a future bike route designation along North Street between N 7th Street and N 
3rd Street 

• Add a future bike route designation along N 3rd Street between Lyon Street and 
North Street 

• Add a future bike lane designation along US 24/40 between N 7th Street and the 
Douglas County line 

• Add a future bike route designation along E 1150 Road starting at N 1800 Road 
and follows the route north designated as collector streets in the T2030 Future 
Thoroughfares Map.   

• Add a future bike route designation along N 1550 Road between E 11th Street and 
E 1625 Road 

• Add a future bike route designation along E 1625 Road between N 1550 Road and 
N 1500 Road 

• Add a future bike lane designation along Haskell Avenue between E 23rd Street 
and E 11th Street 

• Add a future bike lane designation along E 1750 Road between N 1500 Road and 
N 1100 Road 

• Add a future bike lane designation along N 1100 Road between E 1750 Road and 
E 1200 Road 

• Add a future bike lane designation along E 1200 Road between N 1100 Road and 
N 1200 Road 



• Add a future bike lane designation along E 1400 Road between N 1100 Road and 
N 1250 Road 

• Add a future bike lane designation along N 1250 Road between E 1400 Road and 
Lawrence city limit boundary 

• Add a future bike lane designation along W 9th Street between Rockledge Road 
and Vermont Street. 

• Add a future shared use path designation to the south of the Wakarusa River along 
N 1200 Road and N 1175 Road between E 1150 Road and E 1600 Road 

• Add a future shared use path designation to E 1600 Road between N 1175 Road 
and 31st Street 

• Add 3 future shared use path designations west of K-10 and North of Clinton 
Lake. One crosses diagonally the future thoroughfares street network and two 
start at Clinton lake and follow streams north into the future thoroughfares street 
network 

• Add a future shared use path designation to E 1500 Road and along an alignment 
approximately 1/3 mile east of E 1500 Road from a point along E 1500 Road 
south of the Wakarusa River at approximately the N 1175 alignment to a point at 
or near the 31st Street/Harper Street intersection 

• Add a future shared use path designation along 15th Street between Engel Road 
and Naismith Drive 

• Add a shared use path designation in DeVictor Park north of Harvard Road 
• Add a future shared use path designation extending the Burroughs Creek Trail 

north across the Kansas River to North Lawrence 
• Revise the legend of the Bicycle Facilities Map to show Bike Routes, Bike Lanes, 

Shared Use Paths, Future Bike Routes, Future Bike Lanes, and Future Shared Use 
Paths 

• Approve this revised map (BAC Approved 12-16-08) as the official map for use 
by City, County, MPO and State officials for bikeway planning and development 
in the Lawrence-Douglas County MPO metropolitan planning area, and rename 
this map as the Bikeway System Map 

• Incorporate this map change into the current Metropolitan Transportation Plan 
(MTP) for the Lawrence-Douglas County Region (Transportation 2030 - Long 
Range Transportation Plan)  

  
 
The Lawrence-Douglas County Metropolitan Planning Organization hereby approves this 
Bikeway System Map and MTP change on this ____ day of __________ 2009. 
 
 
 

_________________________________ 
Davonna Moore, L-DC MPO Chairperson 

 
 
 

________________________________ 
     Scott McCullough, L-DC MPO Secretary 
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Map Notes:

It is understood that future roadways are projections only.  Development plans that extend roads designated to have bicycle facilities shall also continue
those bicycle facilities.  All developments that seek changes in the designated bicycle facilities shown on this map are subject to review by the Bicycle Advisory
Committee, which shall make its recommendations to the Lawrence City Commission, Douglas County Commission, and the Lawrence-Douglas County MPO.
The MPO by approval of this map is establishing a regional plan for bikeway development that is made a part of the Metropolitan Transportation Plan.
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Legend
Bike Routes

Shared Use Paths

Bike Routes are shared roadways designated by
Bike Route signs that provide continuity to other
bicycle facilities or designate preferred routes
through high-demand corridors.

Shared Use Paths are off-road transportation routes for
the exclusive use of non-motorized users that serve as
a necessary extension to the roadway network.  They
provide recreational opportunities and in some cases
direct commute routes for bicycles.

Existing

Future

Bike Lanes are established by pavement markings
and signing along streets in corridors where there
is significant bicycle demand.  Bike landes delineate
the right-of-way assigned to both bicyclists and motorists.

Bike Lanes
Existing

Future

Existing

Future
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Agenda Item #6 
 

Discussion / Action Item: MPO Bylaws 
 
Enclosed: 
 

• Draft Bylaws 
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Bylaws for the Lawrence-Douglas County Metropolitan Planning Organization 
(L-DC MPO) Policy Board 
 
 
Section 1  Name   

 
The name of this organization, established by the Designation Agreement executed on 

December 8, 2008, between the City of Lawrence, Douglas County, and the Kansas Department of 
Transportation (KDOT), shall be the Lawrence-Douglas County Metropolitan Planning Organization 
(L-DC MPO). 
 
Section 2  Purpose  

 
In accordance with 23 CFR 450.300(a) the L-DC MPO is to carry out a continuing, 

cooperative, and comprehensive multimodal transportation planning process, including the 
development of a metropolitan transportation plan and a transportation improvement program 
(TIP), that encourages and promotes the safe and efficient development, management, and 
operation of surface transportation systems to serve the mobility needs of people and freight 
(including accessible pedestrian walkways and bicycle transportation facilities) and foster 
economic growth and development, while minimizing transportation-related fuel consumption and 
air pollution. This and other items included in 23 CFR 450 and related laws constitute the purpose 
of the L-DC MPO. 
   
Section 3  Membership   
 
 3.1 L-DC MPO Policy Board Composition 
  
 The membership of the L-DC MPO Policy Board is as follows: 
 
Voting Members (7 people) 
 
Two (2) Lawrence City Commissioners as selected by a majority vote of the Lawrence City 
Commission at a regularly scheduled meeting, and;  
 
One (1) Douglas County Commissioner as selected by a majority vote of the Douglas County 
Board of County Commissioners at a regularly scheduled meeting, and;  
 
Two (2) Lawrence-Douglas County Metropolitan Planning Commission members (one appointed 
by the Lawrence City Commission and one appointed by the Douglas County  
Board of County Commissioners) as approved by a majority vote of the Lawrence-Douglas County 
Metropolitan Planning Commission at a regularly scheduled meeting, and; 
  
One (1) elected official from the governing body of Baldwin City, Eudora, or Lecompton, located in 
Douglas County, as prescribed in the L-DC MPO Re-Designation Agreement signed on December 
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8, 2008, and following the rotation schedule noted below: 
 
2009 Eudora 
2010 Lecompton 
2011 Baldwin City 
Repeat cycle with annual changes made at the first meeting of the calendar year, and; 
  
One (1) representative from KDOT as appointed by the Secretary of Transportation. 
 
Non-Voting Members (5 people) 
 
One (1) representative from the Federal Highways Administration (FHWA) Kansas  
Division Office selected by the Division Administrator, and; 
 
One (1) representative from the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Region 7 Office selected by 
the Regional Administrator, and; 
 
One (1) representative from the University of Kansas selected by the KU Executive Vice  
Chancellor and Provost, and;  
 
One (1) elected official from the governing body of Baldwin City, Eudora, and/or  
Lecompton not presently represented on the L-DC MPO by a voting member, as approved by a 
majority vote of the governing body of each city. 
 
Non-voting members shall sit with the same rights and privileges as voting members (request 
agenda items, participate in discussions, advise the L-DC MPO, receive meeting packets, etc.) 
except that non-voting members shall not have the right to present resolutions, motions or second 
same, or to vote upon any motions or resolutions of the L-DC MPO Policy Board. 
 
 3.2  Policy Board Member Selections and Termination 
 
 All persons holding the above mentioned positions on the L-DC MPO Policy Board shall be 
selected as prescribed in the L-DC MPO Re-Designation Agreement dated December 8, 2008 and 
Section 3.1 of these L-DC MPO Policy Board Bylaws. Vacancies on the Policy Board shall be filled 
in this same manner.  
 
 A person’s membership on the Policy Board shall be terminated upon the member leaving 
his or her position named for membership on the Policy Board, or by the group represented by the 
person choosing a replacement representative. 
 
 
 3.3  Alternates for Policy Board Members 
 
 Each Policy Board Member may provide the name of an alternate that can represent the 
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Policy Board Member if he or she cannot attend a meeting. The alternate must be a member of the 
same body that the policy board member represents. Elected officials named to the Policy Board 
cannot send staff as an alternate. The Policy Board Member Alternate shall notify the MPO 
Chairperson with this information before a meeting is called to order, and the Chair shall announce 
the presence of the alternate member. The alternate for voting members will retain the voting 
privilege. 
 
 Policy Board members shall not send an alternate to more than 50% of regularly scheduled 
meetings in each calendar year. If this occurs then the seat of that member shall be considered 
vacant for the meetings after this limit is reached, and the MPO Chairperson shall notify the group 
represented by this member that their seat is vacant and ask for a replacement to be selected 
within 30 days. The seat on the Policy Board will remain vacant until a new representative is 
selected as prescribed in the L-DC MPO Re-designation Agreement dated December 8, 2008 and 
these L-DC MPO Policy Board Bylaws.    
 
Section 4  Elected Officers  
 
 The elected officers of the L-DC MPO Policy Board shall be a Chairperson and a Vice-
Chairperson.   
 

4.1 Election of Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson 
 

 The first elected Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson shall be elected by the voting 
membership of the L-DC MPO Policy Board at a regularly scheduled meeting within six months of 
the execution of the L-DC MPO Re-Designation Agreement dated December 8, 2008 (by June 8, 
2009). The terms for the Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson shall begin immediately upon their 
election.  
 
 For the first elected Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson the terms shall end on December 
31, 2009. All other terms for the Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson shall coincide with a calendar 
year and be for one-year periods.  
 
 Elections for the Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson for the upcoming year shall take place 
before the current year ends. 
 
 The Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson positions shall be filled by voting members of the L-
DC MPO Policy Board.  
 
 

4.2 Chairperson   
 
The Chairperson shall preside at L-DC MPO Policy Board meetings, appoint Policy Board 

representatives to subcommittees as needed, sign all L-DC MPO approved resolutions including 
resolutions approving required L-DC MPO documents, and sign the L-DC MPO approved self-
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certification agreement stating that the L-DC MPO has a planning process that complies with 
federal regulations. 
 

4.3 Vice-Chairperson 
 

The Vice-Chairperson shall serve as Chairperson in the absence of the Chairperson. 
 

Section 5 Appointed Officers 
 
 

5.1 MPO Secretary 
 
The Lawrence-Douglas County Planning Director, or his or her designee, shall serve as the 

Secretary to the L-DC MPO Policy Board. The L-DC MPO Secretary shall perform secretary tasks 
as described in these bylaws, the Unified Planning Work Program, and other duties as assigned by 
the L-DC MPO Policy Board. 

 
5.2 Other Appointed Officers  
 
The L-DC MPO Policy Board may appoint other officers as necessary to perform MPO 

duties for the region. These appointments will be coordinated with the Lawrence-Douglas County 
Planning Director and the L-DC MPO Staff, and noted in the next amendment or approval of the 
Unified Planning Work Program, and documented in the Policy Board Meeting Minutes.    
 
Section 6 Quorum 
 
 A quorum of the L-DC MPO Policy Board shall consist of a majority of the voting members 
(at least 4 of 7). The L-DC MPO Policy Board shall not conduct official business in the absence of 
a quorum. A quorum is not lost when a member or members abstain from voting. 
 
 Should a quorum not be obtained within fifteen (15) minutes after the scheduled meeting 
time the Chairperson may adjourn the meeting. In that event, those members present may, by 
unanimous agreement, select another time to meet and instruct the MPO staff to arrange for the 
meeting to take place at that new time. 
  
 In the absence of the L-DC MPO Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson, but with a quorum of 
L-DC MPO Policy Board Members present, the senior staff representative shall verify that a 
quorum is present and then call for the election of a Temporary Chairperson. That Temporary 
Chair shall preside over the meeting until it ends or until the elected Chairperson or Vice-
Chairperson arrives. Upon the arrival of the elected Chairperson or Vice-Chairperson, the 
Temporary Chairperson shall relinquish the Chair upon conclusion of the business item 
immediately before the Policy Board. 
 
Section 7 Policy Board Meetings 
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7.1 Regular Meetings 
   
The L-DC MPO Policy Board shall meet in regular meetings not less than four (4) times per 

year.  The location and time for regular meetings shall be as agreed to by a majority of the voting 
members. Locations for regular meetings shall be held at locations accessible by persons with 
disabilities.  The L-DC MPO Secretary shall give public notice of regular meetings not less than 
seven (7) calendar days prior to the meeting. This public notice of regular meetings will at a 
minimum include the posting of the meeting agenda on the L-DC MPO web site and the availability 
of the meeting agenda at the L-DC MPO staff offices. Changes to meeting time, place or date and 
any cancellations of regular meetings shall be made as soon as practicable or at least twenty-four 
(24) hours prior to when such meeting was to have taken place.  
 

7.2  Special Meetings   
 
Either the Chairperson or a majority of the voting members may call Special Policy Board 

Meetings. The L-DC MPO Secretary shall give public notice of special meetings not less than 
seven (7) calendar days prior to the meeting. This public notice of special meetings will at a 
minimum include the posting of the meeting agenda on the L-DC MPO web site and the availability 
of the meeting agenda at the L-DC MPO staff offices. In the event that the Chairperson or other 
caller of the meeting wishes to cancel or change the meeting time of a Special Policy Board 
meeting, advance notice of such cancellation or change shall be made as soon as practicable and 
at least twenty-four (24) hours prior to when such meeting was to have taken place. Locations for 
Special Policy Board meetings must be accessible to persons with disabilities. 
 

7.3 Policy Board Actions   
 
All official actions of the L-DC MPO Policy Board shall be by approval of resolutions or 

motions. Unless as otherwise required of these bylaws, approval of resolutions and motions shall 
be made by an affirmative vote of a majority of the quorum present at the meeting. Action by 
adoption of a resolution shall occur for all matters required by federal or state regulations for 
approval of agreements, contracts, budgets; organizational structure, planning documents, etc., 
and any other matters deemed by the L-DC MPO Chairperson to be of sufficient importance to 
warrant adoption by a formal resolution. All other actions of the Policy Board shall be by approval 
of a motion. All official actions of the Policy Board shall be recorded in the meeting minutes and 
kept in the L-DC MPO permanent files. Verbatim transcripts are not required, but meeting minutes 
shall include an accurate summary of discussions and actions taken. 
 

7.4 Voting Requirements  
 
Each L-DC MPO Policy Board voting member shall have one vote. In the absence of a 

regular Policy Board voting member, the designated alternate shall have the voting power.   
 

7.5 Agendas   
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 Regular L-DC MPO Policy Board Meetings 
 

There shall be an official agenda for every regular meeting of the Policy Board, which shall 
determine the order of business conducted at the meeting. The L-DC MPO Secretary will draft an 
agenda for each regular meeting, and this may be done in consultation with the Policy Board 
Chairperson if and as necessary. The L-DC MPO Secretary shall be responsible for drafting the 
meeting agendas and sending them out to Policy Board Members in a timely fashion. Meeting 
agendas sent to Policy Board Members shall be accompanied by appropriate materials (e.g., staff 
reports, draft documents, etc.). Regular meeting agendas shall be distributed to Policy Board 
Members at least seven (7) calendar days in advance of the meeting. Upon delivery of the agenda 
to Policy Board Members the agenda shall be available for public inspection at the L-DC MPO staff 
offices and posted on the L-DC MPPO website as soon as possible. 
 
 Special L-DC MPO Policy Board Meetings 
 

Special Meeting agendas are restricted to the business designated in the call for the 
meeting. The L-DC MPO Secretary will deliver agendas for those meetings to the Policy Board 
Members as quickly as possible.  

 
7.6  Record of Proceedings   

 
At all meetings of the L-DC MPO Policy Board, the L-DC MPO Secretary shall record a roll 

of members, minutes of proceedings, a record of votes, and shall keep a record of proceedings of 
the Policy Board. The L-DC MPO Secretary shall record the minutes of each meeting as a matter 
of public record and should present such minutes to the Policy Board for approval at the Board’s 
next meeting. Approved Minutes of the Policy Board Meetings shall be available for public 
inspection at the L-DC MPO staff office and posted on the L-DC MPO web site within a week after 
their approval. 
 
 
 

7.7  Parliamentary Authority   
 

The L-DC MPO Policy Board may establish parliamentarian rules for the Policy Board by a 
two-thirds vote of the voting membership. 
 

7.8  Appearance Before the L-DC MPO Policy Board   
 

Petitioners or their representatives, members of the community at large, or individuals or 
their representatives who feel they will be affected by any L-DC MPO Policy Board action may 
appear before the Policy Board to present views and statements either for or against agenda 
items. Persons addressing the Policy Board must limit their comments to items on the agenda. The 
Policy Board may impose time limits on comments from one person or one organization. The 
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public may address their comments or concerns to the Policy Board in person or in writing. 
 
7.9  Open Meetings   

 
All meetings of the L-DC MPO Policy Board shall be open to the public.  

 
7.10 Conflict of Interest   

 
No member of the L-DC MPO Policy Board shall participate in, discuss or vote on a matter 

in which he or she has a substantial interest as defined by K.S.A. 74-4301 et seq. Should any 
member have such a substantial interest on a matter coming before the Policy Board or its 
committees, the Chairperson shall declare an abstention for each affected Policy Board member 
for that item on the agenda. 
 
Section 8 Staff Support for the L-DC MPO Policy Board   
 
 As described in the Re-Designation Agreement for the L-DC MPO dated December 8, 2008 
the Lawrence-Douglas County Metropolitan Planning Office shall provide staff to the L-DC MPO for 
the completion of work task as outlined in the annual Unified Planning Work Program.  
 
Section 9  Advisory Committees   
 
 The L-DC MPO Policy Board may designate advisory committees as necessary to 
investigate and report on specific subject areas of interest to the Policy Board, to assist and advise 
the Policy Board on the development of required MPO documents and processes, and/or perform 
duties related to MPO purposes required by the FHWA, FTA and/or KDOT. The Policy Board shall 
discuss the purpose of each advisory committee before it is designated and then designate it by a 
formal motion or resolution. The Policy Board will request that each advisory committee create 
bylaws stating the purposes of the committee and describing how it is to conduct business. 
Because the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) is a creation of the MPO and an integral part of 
the MPO process, the bylaws for the TAC must be approved by both the TAC and the Policy 
Board. Bylaws for other advisory committees may be reviewed and approved by the Policy Board.  
 
 9.1 Technical Advisory Committee   
 

The L-DC MPO Policy Board shall have a permanent advisory committee called the  
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) to assist the L-DC MPO Policy Board  with collecting 
information, performing technical reviews, formulating recommendations, setting priorities, drafting 
MPO documents, maintaining MPO processes, and other matters as directed by the L-DC MPO 
Policy Board. The TAC shall assist MPO Staff and the Policy Board in completing the work tasks 
described in the Unified Planning Work Program. The TAC will also perform duties and be part of 
MPO processes as described in the Public Participation Plan and other L-DC MPO documents and 
MPO related federal regulations and laws.  
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 9.2 Additional Committees   
 

Other advisory committees to the L-DC MPO Policy Board on metropolitan transportation 
planning related issues and processes may be designated by the majority vote of the L-DC MPO 
Policy Board. 

  
Section 10  Sub-Committees   
 
 The L-DC MPO Chairperson may designate Policy Board members to serve on sub-
committees with the consent of a majority of the Policy Board. The name and purpose of the sub-
committee shall be designated by the Chairperson. These sub-committees may be composed of 
only Policy Board Members or be composed of Policy Board Members and others. No more than 
two Policy Board Members may serve on the same sub-committee. These sub-committees are to 
work on MPO items and then to report back to the full Policy Board. These sub-committees may be 
temporary or permanent. These sub-committees may work with MPO advisory committees and 
staff.  
 
Section 11  Amendments to Bylaws   
 
 These bylaws may be amended by a two-thirds vote of the Policy Board voting membership 
at any regularly scheduled meeting, provided that all Policy Board members have been notified in 
writing of the proposed change at least seven (7) calendar days in advance and the proposed 
amendments have been placed on the agenda. The Chairperson shall propose amendments to 
these bylaws whenever changes are made to the L-DC MPO Designation Agreement that make a 
Bylaws change necessary to avoid conflicts and/or confusion between the Bylaws and Designation 
Agreement. New amended Bylaws shall be delivered to Policy Board members (both voting and 
non-voting) at or before the next regular Policy Board meeting following the approval of the Bylaws 
amendments. 



 
 

 
 

 
Lawrence-Douglas County Thursday, February 19, 2009
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 4:00 PM – 5:30 PM
Policy Board 6 East 6th Street

 
Lawrence City Hall

City Commission Room
 

Agenda Item #7 
 

Discussion Item: Economic Recovery Package 
 
Enclosed: 
 

• Information will be distributed at the meeting 



 
 

 
 

 
Lawrence-Douglas County Thursday, February 19, 2009
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 4:00 PM – 5:30 PM
Policy Board 6 East 6th Street

 
Lawrence City Hall

City Commission Room
 

Agenda Item #8 
 

Discussion / Action Item: MPO Meeting Dates and Times for 2009 
 
Enclosed: 
 

• Draft Meeting Calendar 
 



L-DC MPO 
 
Lawrence-Douglas County Metropolitan Planning Organization  
 
2009 Meeting Schedule 
 
Regularly scheduled meetings of the L-DC MPO will be held on the third Thursday of 
the month at 4:00 PM in the Lawrence City Commission Room-City Hall unless noted 
otherwise. Meeting agendas will be posted on the L-DC MPO web site and sent to MPO 
members at least one week before each meeting. The L-DC MPO is not required to meet 
every month so some meetings may be cancelled.  
 
 
January 22 
 
February 19 
 
March 12 (moved to avoid Spring Break) 
 
April 16 
 
May 21 
 
June 18 
 
July 16 
 
August 20 
 
September 17 
 
October 15 
 
November 19 
 
December 17 
 



 
 

 
 

 
Lawrence-Douglas County Thursday, February 19, 2009
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 4:00 PM – 5:30 PM
Policy Board 6 East 6th Street

 
Lawrence City Hall

City Commission Room
 

Agenda Item #9 
 

Discussion Item: 2009 Unified Planning Work Program Amendment #1 
 
Enclosed: 
 

• Draft UPWP Amendment #1 will be distributed at the meeting 
 




