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Sources

 Compilation of assessments from a variety of sources
 Federal Transit Administration

 Association for Commuter Transportation

 American Road and Transportation Builders Association (ARTBA )

 National Association of Regional Councils (NARC)

 Toole Design



Highway Program Funding

 The bill includes  $225.2 billion from the HTF for highway investment, a $20.2 billion increase  
over five years compared to maintaining FY 2015 funding.  

 About half of the increase, or $10.7 billion, will support two new proposed initiatives—a 
National Freight Program and a program of Nationally Significant Freight and Highway 
Projects.  The remainder will provide small annual increases in core highway program 
funding. 

 The FAST Act will provide every state a 5.1 percent increase in formula funds in FY 2016. 

Source: http://www.artba.org/newsline/wp-content/uploads/2015/12/ANALYSIS-FINAL.pdf



CMAQ

 FAST Act grows CMAQ funding at a slower rate than the rest of the bill and does not 
include obligation authority

 Five-year total: $11.8 billion (+6% compared to flat funding; +10% comparing FY20 to FY15) 

 Makes “vehicle-to-infrastructure communication equipment” and “port-related freight 
operations” eligible under CMAQ 

Source: http://www.artba.org/newsline/wp-content/uploads/2015/12/ANALYSIS-FINAL.pdf



CMAQ

 CMAQ funds can be used not only for attainment of 
ambient air quality standards, but also to  maintain 
standards in an attainment area;

Source: http://www.artba.org/newsline/wp-content/uploads/2015/12/ANALYSIS-FINAL.pdf



Florida Highway Apportionments 
by Fiscal Year



Walking and Bicycling

 Walking and bicycling projects remain an eligible activity for the larger 
STBG as well as CMAQ and the Highway Safety Improvement Program 
(HSIP).

 The formula for distributing the funds at the state/local level remain the 
same

 Larger MPOs that get these funds directly (rather than through the state) 
can spend up to 50% of their funds for general STBG (or STP) projects, but 
have to use the same application process

 NGOs are eligible to receive these funds
 Agencies administering these funds have to produce an annual report 

showing the total amounts requested, for what types of project, and the 
number of projects selected.

Source:  http://www.tooledesign.com/resources/news/fast-summary-fast-act



Walking and Biking

 The Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP), which accounted for just 3.6% of 
nonmotorized funding in FY2015, is made slightly less accessible by a prohibition of funding 
for non-construction activities (i.e. promotion, education or enforcement).

 This latter change is slightly made up for in a new non-motorized safety funding program to 
be administered by the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (under their Section 
405 National Priority Safety Programs). 

Source:  http://www.tooledesign.com/resources/news/fast-summary-fast-act



Walking and Biking

 Approximately $14m annually (5% of the $280 million allocated 
to the program overall) will be awarded to States to decrease 
bike and pedestrian crashes with motor vehicles. States where 
bike and pedestrian fatals exceed 15% of their overall traffic 
fatalities will be eligible for grants that can be used for:
 Training law enforcement officials on bike/ped related traffic laws
 Enforcement campaigns related to bike/ped safety
 Education and awareness programs related to relevant bike/ped

traffic laws

 Based on 2013 data from the National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration, this affects 20 States, the District of Columbia and 
Puerto Rico. (South Carolina had exactly 15%; the legislation 
confers eligibility on states “in excess of 15%”)
 States with greater than 15% were: AZ, CA, DE, FL, GA, HI, IL, LA, MD, 

MA, MI, NV, NJ, NM, NY, NC, OR, RI, TX, UT, DC and PR

Source:  http://www.tooledesign.com/resources/news/fast-summary-fast-act



Walking and Biking

 Transit funding remains generally eligible to be spent on 
bike and pedestrian projects—two minor incentives to use 
transit funds for bicycling projects disappear: 
 the transit enhancements program (previously rarely 

achieved 1% set-aside) and 

 the more favorable 90% Federal match (versus the normal 
80%).

Source:  http://www.tooledesign.com/resources/news/fast-summary-fast-act



Bicycle-Ped Coordinators

 The FAST Act, as with all previous transportation bills, amends 
Title 23 of the US Code. Therefore, if the FAST Act doesn’t 
mention a particular program or policy, that program or policy 
remains in place. For example, it was ISTEA in 1991 that 
amended Title 23 to require States to have a bicycle and 
pedestrian coordinator. 

 Subsequent legislation, including the FAST Act, has made no 
mention of this provision, therefore it remains in place.



Complete Streets policy language

 Minor changes to policy and planning language that strengthen 
the expectation that states and localities should have a 
‘complete streets” approach to roadway design.

 Small change to language that now requires State DOTs “shall 
consider” the access of all users to non-Interstate NHS roads.

 USDOT is asked to “encourage” States and MPOs to adopt 
design standards that ensure the safe and accessible 
accommodation of all users (i.e. Complete Streets).

 The NACTO Urban Street Design Guide is added to the list of 
appropriate design manuals to use for Federally-funded projects.

Source:  http://www.tooledesign.com/resources/news/fast-summary-fast-act



Metropolitan Planning Funding and Policy

 FAST Act PL grew in pace with the rest of the bill.

 Five-year total: $1.7 billion (+10% compared to flat funding; 
+14% comparing FY20 to FY15) 

 Distribution of Metropolitan Planning (PL) funding continues to 
be based on the amount of PL a state received in 2009. 

 Intercity buses and bus facilities added to list of facilities that 
MPO plans and TIPs should consider (States too) 

 “Tourism” and “natural disaster risk reduction” are added to the 
list of issues on which MPOs are encouraged to consult 

Source: http://narc.org/wp-content/uploads/FAST-Act-MAP-21-Comparison-2015-12-3-FINAL.pdf



Metropolitan Planning Funding and Policy

 Adds to the list of issues that shall be considered as part of 
the planning process
 “Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation 

system and reduce or mitigate stormwater impacts of surface 
transportation;” and 

 “Enhance travel and tourism”

Source: http://narc.org/wp-content/uploads/FAST-Act-MAP-21-Comparison-2015-12-3-FINAL.pdf



Metropolitan Planning Funding and Policy

 Adds “public ports”, “intercity bus operators”, and “employer-based 
commuting programs” as interested parties that should be given reasonable 
opportunity to comment on the transportation plan. 

 Adds “intercity bus facilities” to list of transportation facilities that must be 
identified in a transportation plan; 

 Adds to the requirements for capital investment a provision mandating 
consideration of ways to “reduce the vulnerability of the existing transportation 
infrastructure to natural disasters;” and 

 Adds to a section regarding transportation and transit enhancement a 
requirement that the plan include “consideration of the role that intercity buses 
may play in reducing congestion, pollution, and energy consumption in a cost-
effective manner and strategies and investments that preserve and enhance 
intercity bus systems, including systems that are privately owned and 
operated.” 

Source: http://narc.org/wp-content/uploads/FAST-Act-MAP-21-Comparison-2015-12-3-FINAL.pdf



MPO General Requirements

(2) Contents.— The plans and TIPs for each metropolitan area shall provide for the 

development and integrated management and operation of transportation systems and 

facilities (including accessible pedestrian walkways and, bicycle transportation facilities, and 

intermodal facilities that support intercity transportation, including intercity buses and intercity 

bus facilities and commuter vanpool providers) that will function as an intermodal 

transportation system for the metropolitan planning area and as an integral part of an 

intermodal transportation system for the State and the United States.



MPO Transportation Plan

(6) Participation by interested parties.—

(A) In general.— Each metropolitan planning organization shall provide citizens, affected 
public agencies, representatives of public transportation employees, public ports, freight 
shippers, providers of freight transportation services, private providers of transportation, 
including intercity bus operators, employer-based commuting programs, such as a carpool 
program, vanpool program, transit benefit program, parking cash-out program, shuttle 
program, or telework program, representatives of users of public transportation, 
representatives of users of pedestrian walkways and bicycle transportation facilities, 
representatives of the disabled, and other interested parties with a reasonable opportunity to 
comment on the transportation plan.



MPO Congestion Management Plan

 (C)  CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PLAN.—A metropolitan planning organization serving a 

transportation management area may develop a plan that includes projects and strategies 

that will be considered in the TIP of such metropolitan planning organization. Such plan shall—

 develop regional goals to reduce vehicle miles traveled during peak commuting hours and   improve 

transportation connections between areas with high job concentration and areas with high 

concentrations of low-income households;

 identify existing public transportation services, employer-based commuter programs, and other existing 

transportation services that support access to jobs in the region; and

 identify proposed projects and programs to reduce congestion and increase job access opportunities.



MPO Public Participation

 (D)  PARTICIPATION.—In developing the plan under 

subparagraph (C) [Congestion Management Plan], a 

metropolitan planning organization shall consult with 

employers, private and nonprofit providers of public 

transportation, transportation management organizations,

and organizations that provide job access reverse commute 

projects or job-related services to low income individuals.



Metropolitan Planning Funding and Policy

 Congestion Management Plan
 Makes permissible the development of a Congestion 

Management Plan that “includes projects and strategies that 
will be considered in the TIP.” 

 Lists “intercity bus operators;” “employer-based commuting 
programs such as a carpool program, vanpool program, 
transit benefit program, parking cash-out program, shuttle 
program, or telework program;” and “job access projects” as 
examples of projects under the congestion management 
process. 

Source: http://narc.org/wp-content/uploads/FAST-Act-MAP-21-Comparison-2015-12-3-FINAL.pdf



Transit Representation

 Designation or selection of officials shall 
be determined by an MPO according to 
the its bylaws or enabling statute 

 Subject to the bylaws or enabling statute, 
a transit representative may also serve as 
a representative of a local municipality 

Source: http://narc.org/wp-content/uploads/FAST-Act-MAP-21-Comparison-2015-12-3-FINAL.pdf



Transportation Alternatives Program

 No longer called TAP. Now referred to as “STP 
set-aside” 

 FAST Act TAP Funding 
 No longer a takedown of core programs 

 Recreational Trails set-aside maintained as a 
portion of these funds 

 All core elements of the program and existing 
eligibilities are maintained 

 50/50 suballocation is preserved 

 Must continue to use a “competitive process” 
to distribute funds 

 MPOs over 200,000 population may flex 50% of 
TAP funds for use on any STP-eligible project 

 Adds requirement that MPOs must distribute 
funds “in consultation with the relevant state.”
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Transportation Alternatives Program

The most significant FAST Act modification to the TAP 
program changes its funding from 2 percent  of annual 
apportionments (about $820 million per year) to a flat $835 
million in FY 2016 and FY 2017  and then to $850 million per 
year thereafter. 



Surface Transportation Program/Surface 
Transportation Block Grant Program

 Renamed Surface 
Transportation Block Grant 
Program (STBGP). This is not 
expected to result in any 
changes in how the 
program operates or funds 
are distributed. 
 Five-year total: $52.2 billion 

(+6% compared to flat 
funding; +10% comparing 
FY20 to FY15)

Source: http://narc.org/wp-content/uploads/FAST-Act-MAP-21-Comparison-2015-12-3-FINAL.pdf
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Surface Transportation Program/Surface 
Transportation Block Grant Program

 Increases suballocation by 
population by 1% per year 
to 55% by 2020 
 Five-year total: $28.1 billion 

(+14% compared to flat 
funding; +23% comparing 
FY20 to FY15) 

 Bridge funding does not 
come off the top of STBGP 

 Maintains all existing 
eligibilities

Source: http://narc.org/wp-content/uploads/FAST-Act-MAP-21-Comparison-2015-12-3-FINAL.pdf
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Surface Transportation Program/Surface 
Transportation Block Grant Program

 Adds several new eligible project categories:
 Safe routes to school; 
 Boulevards and other roadways largely in the right-

of-way of former Interstate routes or other divided 
highways; 

 Workforce development, training, and education; 
 Projects that facilitate direct intermodal 

interchange, transfer, and access into and out of a 
port terminal; 

 Costs associated with providing Federal credit 
assistance (TIFIA); and

 Public-private partnerships 

Source: http://narc.org/wp-content/uploads/FAST-Act-MAP-21-Comparison-2015-12-3-FINAL.pdf



Public Transportation

 The FAST Act will substantially boost public transportation investment from the current $10.7  
billion to $12.6 billion by FY 2020.  

 Total public transportation authorizations grow by 17.8 percent over the life of the bill.  

 Transit capital investment grants increases from $1.9 billion in FY 2015 to $2.3 billion in FY 
2016 (a 21 percent  increase) and this level of investment is maintained through FY 2020.  

 However, the transit capital grant program is supported by federal general funds—as opposed to 
HTF resources—and final investment decisions are made in the annual appropriations process.  

 If this new  increased funding level is met each year, it will mark a 21 percent increase in capital 
funding for transit  projects above the current mark.



Federal Aid Transit Program

Source: Federal Transit Administration



Pilot Program for Innovative Coordinated 
Access & Mobility (3006(b))

 FTA will competitively distribute funding for innovative 
projects that improve the coordination of 
transportation services with non-emergency medical 
transportation (NEMT) services

 Eligible recipients are existing partnerships with 
specific goals for improving coordinated 
transportation efforts in a given locality

 Funding is $2M in FY16, $3M in FY17, $3.25Min FY18, 
and $3.5M in FYs19 & 20

Source: Federal Transit Administration



Research & TCRP (5312)

 Renames 5312: Public Transportation Innovation

 Funds demonstration, deployment & evaluation research projects and maintains a match 
requirement for projects

 Introduces a Low/No Vehicle component testing program

 TCRP has moved into this section, from 5313, and is funded at $5M/year from the Trust 
Fund

Source: Federal Transit Administration



Technical Assistance & Workforce 
Development (5314)

 Consolidates 5314 and 5322 into a single section for both 
eligibilities and maintains the National Transit Institute

 Workforce Development remains a competitive programs, 
with outreach to additional populations, a focus on 
national training standards, increased outcome 
requirements and a Report to Congress

 Funding: $9M/year from Trust Fund with a $5M set-aside for 
NTI

Source: Federal Transit Administration



Questions?

Liz Stutts
Elizabeth.Stutts@dot.state.fl.us

Phil Winters
winters@cutr.usf.edu

mailto:Elizabeth.Stutts@dot.state.fl.us
mailto:winters@cutr.usf.edu
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