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ORGANIZATION

Middle Tennessee
Mayors Caucus

REPRESENTATION

Mayors and County
Executives

ROLE

Intergovernmental relations,
legislative priorities, regional
policy initiatives

Mayors, County

Executives, GNRC, TDOT,

US DOT

Regional coordination on
growth plans; development
of transportation policy,
plans, programs; federal
funding authority

Relax & Ride musiccity S Tl R
<

NASHVILLE AREA
Metropolitan Planning Organization

Mayors, County
Executives, TDOT, Citizen
Governor Appointees

Short-range planning for
implementation of RTA
services; operations and
maintenance; regional
dedicated funding authority

’///

"/// TRANSIT

/N ALLIANCE

OF miDDLE Ténnessee

Business Community

Education, outreach, and
advocacy for the funding
and Implementation of
regional transit plans.

‘( umberland Region
OITIOI‘I‘ OW

Collalsorative Actiodn B

v uality Lrowth

Business Community

Education, outreach, and
advocacy for regionalism and
quality growth principles




$6 Billion through 2035 == $1 Billion through 2015

NASHVILLE AREA METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FISCAL YEARS 2011-2015

Nashville Area Metropolitan Planning Organization

26534

NASHVILLE AREA
Regional Transportation Plan " ocuber 2010

Nashville Area Metropolitan Planning Organization
800 Second Avenue South
Nashville, Tennessee 37201
Phone: (615) 8627204 Fax: (615) 862-7209

Respectfully prepared for the citizens of the Nashullle reglon by the: ¥
www.NashvilleMPO.org

Nashville Area Metropolitan Planning Organization
800 Second Avenue South
Nashville, Tennessee 37201
Phone: (615) 862-7204 Fax: (615) 862-7209

nashvillempo.org




http://www.nashvillempo.org/plans_programs/rtp/2035_rtp.aspx
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A Bold, New Vision for Mass Transit

Rural Services Area

. Urban Services Area

= EXisting Fixed-Route Service
@  Existing Park & Ride Lot

FUTURE REGIONAL CORRIDOR SERVICE
(= Rapid Transit (BRT or LRT)
Cmmm Commuter Rail

Express Coach Service

— FUTURE LOCAL TRANSIT SERVICE

Small Urban Fixed Route

[ | Emerging Urban Fixed-Route

D Suburban Circulator

Commuter Circulator

http://www.nashviIIempo.org/docs/Irtp/Zrtp/Docs/2035 Doc/2035 Chapter5.pdf nashvillem pPO.org




Traffic Congestion,
Energy Costs, &

Environmental
Concerns

Plus

Premium

Gasoline




Evolving Markets
& Changing

Demographics




Economic
Competiveness &

Continued
Prosperity

ﬂ NASHVILLE AREA MPO




2040
Population &

Employment
Forecasts
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Cumberland Region Tomorrow I I
Nashville Area Chamber Partnership I
Leadership Middle Tennessee
Transit Alliance of Middle Tennessee I
Regional Transportation Authorit

Nashville Area MPO Planning Area l

ﬂ NASHVILLE AREA MPO




s . |
Total Population 20 1 0

[ 150000 or Less
[ 50,000 to 100,000
B 100,000 to 250,000

6.4 Million Statewide

1.7 Million (27%) in the MIDDLE
B 250,000 to 500000

W 500000 or More

A8 NASHVILLE AREA MP o
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Total Population 2040

[150.000 or Less

8.9 Million Statewide 150,000 to 100,000

3.0 Million (34%) in the MIDDLE I 100,000 to 250,000
B 250,000 to 500000

I 500,000 or More

B8 NASHVILLE AREA MP 0




]
Net Population 201 O to 2040

[ 125,000 or Less

2.5 Million Statewide [ 25,000 to 50,000

1.3 Million (52%) in the MIDDLE I 50,000 to 100,000
B 100 000 to 250,000

W 250,000 or More

B8 NASHVILLE AREA MP 0
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Population Rankings 2040

TOP 10 Most Populated

Shelby 1,018,313

Davidson 813,297 (4)

Knox 662,902

Rutherford 592,812 (2) Least U \iost
Williamson 536,434 (1)

Hamilton 399,769

Montgomery 308,759 (5)

Sumner 238,950 (9)

Wilson 231,902 (6)

Sevier 178,010

ﬂ NASHVILLE AREA MPO Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Woods & Poole Economics




Regional Employment Forecasts

DAVIDSON MAURY  ROBERTSON RUTHERFORD SUMNER |WILLIAMSON WILSON  Cheatham Dickson  Montgomery
2010 542,778 39,998 28,066 133,805 55,355 120,263 51,639 17,162 22,901 64,817 | 1,076,784
TOTAL 2015 585,974 43,100 30,806 150,853 60,662 138,235 57,918 18,903 25,051 71,208 1,182,710
EMPLOYMENT |2020 635,738 47,043 33,591 170,093 66,686 162,311 65,133 20,555 27,405 78365 | 1,306,920
2030 745,177 55,746 30,857 215,490 80,227 223,802 81,960 24,178 32,695 94,410 | 1,593,542
2040 869,137 65,609 47,190 271,416 95,976 307,887 102,437 28,228 38,834 112,928 | 1,939,642
2015 43,196 3,102 2,740 17,048 5,307 17,972 6,279 1,741 2,150 6,301 105,926
Emg:gmhem 2020 92,960 7,045 5,525 36,288 11,331 42,048 13,494 3,393 4,504 13,548 230,136
from 2010|2030 202,399 15,748 11,791 81,685 24,872 103,539 30,321 7,016 9,794 29,593 516,758
2040 326,359 25,611 19,124 137,611 40,621 187,624 50,798 11,066 15,933 48,111 862,858
percent | 2015 8% 8% 10% 13% 10% 15% 12% 10% 9% 10% 10%
Increase in | 2020 17% 18% 20% 27% 20% 359 26% 20% 20% 21% 21%
Employment | 2030 37% 39% 42% 61% 45% 86%4| 59% 41% 43% 46% 48%
from 2010 [ 5040 60% 64% 68% 103% 73% 15694 98% 64% 70% 74% 80%

2010 2040

3.6 Million Statewide 5.7 Million Statewide
1.1 Million (31%) in the MIDDLE 1.9 Million (33%) in the MIDDLE

ﬂ NASHVILLE AREA MPO Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Woods & Poole Economics




Changing Markets

!.980 . : ZIJ_H.II
By 2040, no | ... bt '
ethnicity will | 2ttt B | TR
be a Majority | .| fitttititstne o | SHRERERERSPRERENSS
of residents. peeaeeeReeeRERERIRS T '
White (Non-Hispanic) w Black (Non-Hispanic) ']' Other (Non-Hispanic)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Woods & Poole Economics | Charts via NashvilleNext and represent forecasts for Davidson County.

27% | 1TTTTTTTITTTOTRNOOLY

...........

7% | peefReeeteeeRteIEEee

Hispanic (all races)

nashvillempo.org




Changing Markets

Household with Children

13%

26% 28%

1960 2000 2025
B With Children @ Without Children O Single Person

Census for 1960 and 2000, 2025 adapted from Martha Farnsworth Riche, How Changes in the Nation’s Age and .
Household Structure Will Reshape Housing Demand in the 21st Century, HUD, 2003. nas hV|”em PO.0OIg




Land Use & Travel

Demand Forecasts




Existing Development Pattern

http://www.nashvillempo.org/plans_programs/rtp/regional_planning_models.aspx nas hV| | | em p 0.0 rq




Environmentally Constrained

Properties affected by current development

7 Environmental constraints/ Land conservation

http://www.nashvillempo.org/plans_programs/rtp/regional_planning_models.aspx nas hV| | | em p 0.0 rq




Vacant Greenfield

Land available for new development

http://www.nashvillempo.org/plans_programs/rtp/regional_planning_models.aspx nas hV| | | em p 0.0 r‘q




Market Suitability

Defining Suitability: * L N Bt ‘
Land Val o Sl ot = T
Land Values : SR . i P
5 . i qxf'_:d.gn o "H'* %;* "y
*Water/ Sewer ST e
+Schools ' : [ ﬁ At
*Major Roads/ Intersections } fv“ ] , =
i £ E : =
*Retail Opportunities s "
pp ':"-\'.\_.'; % -'E“! h%
Traffic Congestion T , !
«Transit Service/ Stations i Mg
*Hospitals R : i 38

*Parks & Recreation

*Environmental Conflicts

http://www.nashvillempo.org/plans_programs/rtp/regional_planning_models.aspx

LAND SUITABILITY

More Suitable

Less Suitable

nashvillempo.orqg




Local Land Use Policy

GENERALIZED CATEGORIES = ;,.".,‘;;ﬁ i i t';;"t Al CEREI &
.-"’.'_I = -‘.‘

B Agricultural, Open - - T i . ;*E{ fa
Residential : n’ > S ..'-Af". <
Non-Residential Single Use R Lo “'} ., |
Mixed-Use e . ﬁ'!': " g
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http://www.nashvillempo.org/plans_programs/rtp/regional_planning_models.aspx nas hV| | | em p 0.0 r‘q




Local Development Regulations

General Urban

Suburban

Rural w

Urban Core

Traditional Town Center

Village Center

‘ Activity Center i

Employment/ Industrial Center

http://www.nashvillempo.org/plans_programs/rtp/regional_planning_models.aspx nas hV| | | em p 0.0 'g




1965 Development Pattern

Ml Propetties affected by development in 1965

http://www.nashvillempo.org/plans_programs/rtp/regional_planning_models.aspx nas hV| | | em p 0.0 r‘q




2000 Development Pattern

http://www.nashvillempo.org/plans_programs/rtp/regional_planning_models.aspx nas hV| | | em p 0.0 rq




2035 Development — Trending Future

http://www.nashvillempo.org/plans_programs/rtp/regional_planning_models.aspx nas hV| | | em p 0.0 rq




Development Pattern, 1965-2035

http://www.nashvillempo.org/plans_programs/rtp/regional_planning_models.aspx

/Population

2035
2,600,000

(In 2035, the Nashville region will be
2000 about the size of the Denver region today)

1,450,000

1965
750,000

M rFroperties affected by development nashvillem PO.0Ig




Major Roadway Network

Clarksville
Gallatin
Nashville
Lebanon
Franklin
Murfreesboro
Columbia
http://www.nashvillempo.org/plans_programs/rtp/regional_planning_models.aspx nas hV| | | em p 0.0 r‘q




2008 Congestion — Volume Based
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2035 Congestion, Projected

Clarksville )
L
; / { 3
il e
P, % 5 . 4 )
vl l’ 3 Gallatin
) . 8 S
N
§ L

S
.t 4% Murfreesboro
L !

Columbia

nashvillempo.org

http://www.nashvillempo.org/plans_programs/rtp/regional_planning_models.aspx




2035 Congestion, Planned Projects

Clarksville L
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http://www.nashvillempo.org/plans_programs/rtp/regional_planning_models.aspx
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2035 Congestion, After Projects

Clarksville -,

Columbia

http://www.nashvillempo.org/plans_programs/rtp/regional_planning_models.aspx nas hV| | | em p 0.0 r‘q




Resiliency in Urban Congestion

2035 2035

TODAY w/ Short-Term Improvements After Long-Term Improvements

Wl e
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Congestion in Urban Areas Cannot Be Treated with Roadway Capacity Alone.

ﬁy Recurring Congestion on Major Roadways.
http://www.nashvillempo.org/plans_programs/rtp/regional_planning_models.aspx nas hV| | | em p 0.0 rq




Texas Transportation Institute (TTI)
Urban Mobility Report, 2009

Nashville-Davidson Urbanized Area
Cost of Congestion (wasted fuel & time): URBAN MOBILITY REPORT

July 2008

Exhibit B-12. Annual Cost of Congestion

Annual Cost
(billions of 2007%)

B Other

O Small
OMedium

Blarge

OVery Large

1982 1985 1938 1991 1994 1997

Year




Mashville-Davidson-Murfreesboro-Franklin TH |

PEAK PERIOD TRAVEL TIMES

Oklahoma City 0K [

Birmingham-Hoower AL

Richmond V&

Ralzigh-Cary MC

Memphis TH-M5-AR

Desroit-warren-Livonia Ml

orlando-Kissimmes FL

Kansas City MO-KS

LouksvilledJefferson County KY-1H

51 Louis MO-IL

Houszon-Sugar Land-Baytesn TX

Indianapolis-Carmel 1N

‘Washingion-Arlingeon-& leandria DC-VA-MD-WY

| DRMEMARART: :

UHE: FARE

DIFFEREMCE IH FA HES

DRIVEN APART V5. UMR

FESK TRAYEL
THE

HOUES OF

RAME BT TOTAL BYESTHATED

| COMCESTHOM

LHR UMCERSTATES HOU'ES OF
TRAYEL IHEGATIVE YA LUESI

UHR: Y ERSTATES HOUREOF
TRAYEL IPOEITIVE WA LUES|

41 TR 1 N

le- Dmsidson-Murfressboro- Franklin Th
Oklaharna City OK
Eirmingham-Hzowver AL

Richmond WA

Kangsas Ciby MO-ES
Louigville! Jefferson County KY-IM

le UH-FY-TH L
Wew York-Marthern New Jersey-Long Island HY-NJ-PA |
Cleveland-Elyria-Menzor OH
Sacramento-Arden-Arcade-Roseville CA
Mitwaukee-Wankesha-Wess Alls Wi

Mew Orleans-Metairie-Kenner L
Chicaga-Hapenille-Jolies IL-IN-WI |

HOURS PER YEAR 0 50 100

[ Hours per year of peak period travel per traveler
[ Number of additional hours of travel associated with longer travel distances

Source: Driven Apart (CEO for Cities)




Transportation Costs, % Income |~ change | Transportation Costs, % Income | ¥ change |

Transportation Costs, % Income Transportation Costs, % Income

Criteria Households Percent of Households Criteria Households
Mo Data Available

Less than 15%
15 to 18%

18 ; 18 to 20% .93 38 2%
e . b cowoosw 47%
- 28% and Greater . - 28% and Greater D1
" Magp Total 4z - Map Total ; 100%

Percent of Households
Mo Data Available 373 0%

Less than 15% 28,917 2.9%
15 to 18% 157,387 16.8%

Lakewood) |

.
LA}

Source: Center for Neighborhood Technology Housing + Transportation Affordability Index (http://www.htaindex.org/)




Diabetes

Age-adjusted percent of adults > 20 years old who are obese Age-adjusted percent of adults > 20 years old with diabetes
[ 0-262 | |263-277 [EMrs-291  EM202-%s [HE>309 0-70 71-81  Els2-90 EE91-105 =106

Heart Disease Death Rates, 1999-2003
Adults Ages 35 Years and Older by County

Age-Adusted

Avorage Annual Nurmoer of

Doaths par 100.000*  Coundins
283-420

* Hean dissase ceath rates are
‘smoothed o enhance

spataly

the stanaty of rates in counties
with small pogwiations. Deaths
Gefined accorgng 10 Intematonsl
Classificaton of Diseases (i

s (co)
7 Depariment of Health and Human Services codes: 1CD-10; 100108, 111, 113, 120451 H
H CDC Gonters for Disaass Control and Proventon Data Source: Navonal Vital Statistics Alaska
WS Wider mmhcmmmmmmmunu System. U5, Coneus Burems




Shifting Policy




U.S. DOT Responding to Public Demand

“I have traveled all over this country...and
everywhere | go, people want better options.
Options that offer reduced greenhouse-gas
emissions. Options that offer reduced fuel-
consumption. Options that offer better

health. Options that bring communities
together. Now, let me make this absolutely
clear: | never said we would stop repairing,
maintaining, and —yes— even expanding
roadways. | said only that it's time to stop
assuming that putting more cars on more
roads is the best way to move people around
more effectively.”

— U.S. DOT Secretary Ray LaHood

nashvillempo.org




Transit a Preferred Solution

Transportation for America

Preference to Reduce Traffic Congestion

Future of Transportation Mational Survey

SR We need to improve public transportation,
including trains and buses, to make it easier
to walk and bike to reduce traffic congestion

<138 We need to build more roads

and expand existing roads to
help reduce traffic congestion

(National telephone survey of 800 registered voters: 700 landline interviews & 100 cell phone interviews.)

nashvillempo.org




MPO Area Public Opinion

< Three strategies provided for improving transportation in
Middle Tennessee; respondents then asked to prioritize—

N 1st choice: improve and expand mass
transit options

A 2nd choice: make communities more
walkable & bike-friendly

N3rd choice: build new or widen existing
roadways

2010 MPO Telephone Survey of 1100 Respondents across Middle Tennessee. nashvillem P0.0rg
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2035 Regional Transportation Plan
Adoption Hearing — December 2010

nashvillempo.org




Nashville Area Metropolitan Planning Organization

26534

NASHVILLE AREA
Regional Transportation Plan

Respectfully prepared for the citizens of the Nashville region by the
Nashville Area Metropolitan Planning Organization
800 Second Avenue South
Nashville, Tennessee 37201
Phone: (615) 862-7204 Fax: (615) 862-7209

#1
A Bold, New Vision
for Mass Transit

#2
Support for Active
Transportation & Walkable
Communities

#3
Preservation &
Enhancement of Strategic
Roadways

nashvillempo.org




A Bold, New Vision for Mass Transit

Rural Services Area

. Urban Services Area

= EXisting Fixed-Route Service
@  Existing Park & Ride Lot

FUTURE REGIONAL CORRIDOR SERVICE
(= Rapid Transit (BRT or LRT)
Cmmm Commuter Rail

Express Coach Service

— FUTURE LOCAL TRANSIT SERVICE

Small Urban Fixed Route

[ | Emerging Urban Fixed-Route

D Suburban Circulator

Commuter Circulator

http://www.nashviIIempo.org/docs/Irtp/Zrtp/Docs/2035 Doc/2035 Chapter5.pdf nashvillem pPO.org




Rapid Transit Corridors




Inspiration: Denver Urban/ Suburban LRT

Union Slalion:
Lawer Dawnlown [LaDa):
Coors Fleld: 161k Sirael Mall

Pepal Centars
Eiiteh dardens

THVESCD
Flabil st
il High

= N
\ @‘% :

Faré

Fary Loow

c ﬁ.:lmll_r of Sharidan O

— f"

I Littleton=Downtown O

Littlaton Minaral g
e -
et L o S,

Fare Lyoe

nashvillempo.org




NE Corridor Recommendqtions

'f ‘:\‘\\
% . ‘_-\-\
! -7 o
' Saundersville
' *
Ol 4
" Hickey,, B <
Vo
Dy,

-
-

[

Trinity ’

“Ihv-
uglys Aric

______ o http://www.nashvillempo.org/regional_plan/transit/planning_efforts/study_northeast.aspx
1 Aef ~

Charlotte ‘12 nashvillempo.org
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Saundersville Station @ Indian Lake Village




Saundersville Station @ Indian Lake Village

T STATION

I Retail [ Residential townhomes [[1] Structured Parking

[ Office [ Public Use B Green Roof
I Residential Flats [ Park

ﬂ NASHVILLE AREA MPO




Rapid Transit Corridor Planning

Nashville

Southeast Corridor
High-Performance Transit
Alternatives Study

Final Report

August 2007

NASHVILLE AREA
% / METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

2007: $1 Million

ﬂ NASHVILLE AREA MPO

NASHVILLE

NORTHEAST CORRIDOR

2009: $1.2 Million

http://www.nashvillempo.org/regional_plan/transit/planning_efforts/




Estimated $1.2 Million

N 80 to 90% MPO federal funding
N 10 to 20% Local matching funds

N MPO has approximately $400K saved fro the
study

Meets FTA Funding

. Requirements for Capital
South Corridor Grant Programs

Rapid Transit Study Significant Public Involvement

(Coming Soon) Evaluates Feasibility of Build

Alternatives
N Light Rail, Bus Rapid Transit, BRT Lite

Provides Cost & Ridership
Estimates for Each Alternative

Recommends Implementation
Steps & Strategies

@ NASHVILLE AREA MPO http://www.nashvillempo.org/regional_plan/transit/planning_efforts/




Commuter Rail Corridors




4
®
=
G
O
s
ad
g
>
=
=
O
O
=
-
=
o
Q
ad

L™

FEESE e e e TR e T

—_——

I
{
:
{

——————

- .rrr..lll.lll. ————n

—_—

i
l
v
)
i

nashvillempo.orqg




Regional Commuter Rail Corridors

nashvillempo.org




Regional Commuter Rail Corridors

nashvillempo.org




Express Coach Corridors
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Regional Express Coach Service

nashvillempo.org




Circulator Services
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A Bold, New Vision for Mass Transit

Rural Services Area
®

Urban Services Area

= EXisting Fixed-Route Service
@  Existing Park & Ride Lot

FUTURE REGIONAL CORRIDOR SERVICE
(= Rapid Transit (BRT or LRT)
e Commuter Rail

Express Coach Service

FUTURE LOCAL TRANSIT SERVICE

Small Urban Fixed Route

[ | Emerging Urban Fixed-Route

D Suburban Circulator

Commuter Circulator

nashvillempo.orqg




Clarksville £1ER{T]

T DRA

D R Admale
Pleasant View [{]

Portland

Whits Heuss

msDRAFn/E)RAFT DRAFT DRAFT

[l
e 2 = - &) Gallatin B[]
Ashland City Joelton iz} & @‘sb
i = 0 o e
) & ;8 3 5|
F & F #F S Greensboro North i)
e o o o f
& F Big Station Camp
l & & &
f =0 Walmart @
CET PR
=, DumWast
Walton
TSU/North
Nashvilie c: &
|
E Hamilton
5 Springs
, E
Music City ]
Hashville West cf-f‘;"' @ LPFiwld Edgafeld  Flye Polnts
[ovp ]
- Charch 50 Riverfront
==1==] Donelsan
Kingston Batievue —— l culeh bty
pasea St. Thomas (73 Qo L
. Thomas [ T— — U— T S e ) GE—
o ‘Elmi [z I Miten
akrview mingion entana s | SES
Dickson
Fesselers Lane
Elm b
r
100 Oaks
McGavock Pike
Donelson Pike/Dell
Donelson Deli Haywood Lane
Brentwood
r'%j" e Nashboro Blvd
b Nassbaro Bell Rd
- :r =
0 T Hobson Pike
" Zaiida
Cool Springs H:JI___I_M..“‘ Waldron Rd
= a
= @ Hickory Hollow Downtown Smyma 73]
Nissan Blvd
== Franklin [ 0 [5) 2
Flarence Rd,

T DRAFT

DRAFT DRAFT

@, SR 840

_J \ Thompson Rd

"' Thompson's Station (1]

Spring Hill [{3)

RAFT DRAFT DRAFT DRAFT-DRAFT

Columbia @

MTSU

x Murfreesboro B T)]

@ Lebanon ]




Recommendations for

Achieving the Vision
for Rapid Transit




Incremental Investments

< Expand existing regional express
coach services

< Implement BRT-Lite on Arterial
Corridors from Davidson to Other
Counties

N Real-Time Schedule Information

N Expedited Fare Payment

N Station Area Enhancements

N Signal Priority/ Queue Jumps

N Dedicated Lanes in Selected Locations

nashvillempo.org




Incremental Investments

< Incorporate Transit & Operational
Enhancements into Roadway
Investments

N Improve access ramps, eliminate
bottlenecks for vehicular traffic

N Construct transit-ways and slip ramps
to transit-oriented development sites

< Improve Circulation in Downtown
Nashville and Suburban Activity
Centers

N East-West Connector BRT under
development as the “AMP”

N New circulators in other counties

N Increased bus frequencies throughout

urban areas nashvillempo.orq




Incremental Investments

< Amend Land Use Policies and
Land Development Regulations to
Enable Market to Tap into
Demand for Increased Densities at
Strategic Locations

nashvillempo.org




Incremental Investments

< Convert Transit-Ways to Light Rail
as Market Demand & Financial
Capacity Increases
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nashvillempo.org







Recent Progress

v
v
v
v
v
v

State Enabling Legislation
Political Leadership Organization
Private-Sector Advocacy Group
Regional Vision, Policy, Plan
Detailed Studies

RTA Re-Constitution

July 2009

July 2009

April 2010

December 2010

Ongoing

January 2012

nashvillempo.org
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1 Secure Match

] Develop & Implement Projects

] Operate & Maintain

. Improve & Expand

nashvillempo.org




Baler @NashvilleMPO

facebook .com/NashvilleMPO

Livability. Sustainability. Prosperity. Diversity.

Michael Skipper, AICP Mary Beth Ikard, APR
Executive Director Communications Director
skipper@nashvillempo.org ikard@nashvillempo.org

BOO SECOND AVENUE SOUTH | PO BOX 196300 | NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 37219 | (615) 862.7204




Additional Slides for Q & A




MPO Support for Transit

< Championed Overhaul of Transportation Policies to Position
Transit Front-and-Center

< Lead Efforts on RTA Enabling Legislation
< Ongoing Support to Mayors Caucus and Transit Alliance

< Putting Its Money with Its Mouth Is!!

N Automatic transfer of 10% of MPO funds from FHWA to be
combined with transit funds
N New work program to include MPO FHWA funds to invest:
> First $4 million into the AMP BRT project construction
> $1.6 million to build new station for Hamilton Springs TOD

> $6.2 million for reconstruction of segments of Gallatin Rd and
Murfreesboro Rd to support BRT Lite service

> All this is on top of the usual federal transit funding

nashvillempo.org




Who has Dedicated Funding?

Federal

W Other State

M State Ded

] Other Local
f O Local Ded 3
l Adv'ﬂfontr/Oth

W Fare & Other

nashvillempo.org




Voter Rejected Initiatives Since 2000
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O Some other outcome

Source: Center for Transportation Excellence

Analysis & Mapping: Nashville Area MPO nashvillem PO.0Org




Voter Approved Initiatives Since 2000

Source: Center for Transportation Excellence
Analysis & Mapping: Nashville Area MPO
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Typical Transit Funding Pie

MAJOR CAPITAL PROJECTS

OPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE

Federal Grants

W State Funding

Local General Funds/ Dedicated Funding

M Other Local/Private

M Operating Revenue

nashvillempo.org




What is Dedicated Funding?

®* Revenue approved specifically for transit capital projects or
transit operations and maintenance

®* Not from a general fund
®* Not necessarily new or additional revenue

® Revenues are typically dedicated by a legislative body or the
electorate through a ballot initiative

®* Revenue levels determined by capacity of the source, not
the annual appropriations/ budgeting process

* Typically administered and managed by the transit authority
* Often levied by some other entity (state, local government)

nashvillempo.org




Why Dedicated Funding?

Ensures a stable source of funding for major
investments, providing the ability to bond for capital
dollars and to leverage competitive federal grants

Increases certainty that service will be provided,
leveraging investments from the private-sector and
changes in behaviors by users

Reduces the burden on local governments to find
enough funding from general funds on an annual basis

Enables the transit authority and the community to
commit to a long-term expansion plan

nashvillempo.org




