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Introduction

CFR 450.210a requires all States to consult with and consider the concerns of non-metropolitan officials when making 
transportation decisions in their Statewide Transportation Planning and Programming processes. CFR 450.210b 
requires all States to consult with non-metropolitan officials regarding the effectiveness of the consultation process and 
any suggested modifications and report findings every 5 years as of February 24, 2006.
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Effectiveness of the Rural Consultation Process

The Kentucky Transportation Cabinet solicited comments and suggestions, for
a period of 60 days from 572 Regional Transportation Committee members including 
Mayors and Judge Executives and other local officials in non-metropolitan counties and 
urban areas on the effectiveness of the Regional Transportation Planning Program. 
This occurred from October 15, 2015, to December 18, 2015. Additionally, the Cabinet 
invited comments from the Kentucky Association of Counties, Kentucky Council of 
Area Development Districts, Kentucky League of Cities and the Executive Directors of the 
Area Development Districts. To measure the effectiveness of the planning program, the 
Cabinet prepared a survey consisting of 24 questions with a focus on the following issues:

• Awareness, understanding and participation in the Area Development District Regional Transportation
Planning Program

• Understanding and presentation of transportation issues and project priorities to the
Kentucky Transportation Cabinet by the Area Development District program

• Performance and availability of the Area Development District Transportation Planner

• Performance of the Cabinet’s Programming processes in the areas of consideration,
decision-making, communications and access to decision makers.
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Survey opened: October 15, 2015

186
Responses

Survey closed: December 18, 2015

572
Notices Mailed

82
Counties represented
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Q9: What changes would most improve the Regional Transportation Planning 
Committee?
This question allowed for user entered responses. 73 respondents offered extra insight. These responses were broken into the following categories for further 
consideration: Education, Funding, Location, Participation, Process, Topics. 33 respondents offered comments indicating the current Rural Consultation 
Process functions well as is.

Funding: 1. More assistance in Secondary Roads
2. Planning and prioritizing projects when we know there is no money budgeted for the projects.
3. More funds.
4. The one thing that would help is if they had more money to work with on projects that are very badly needed in the area.
5. More in-depth real conversations versus high level broad discussions of funding.

Education: 1. Educational training for members to become better informed. (TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE EDUCATION TRAINING FOR
DUMMIES LIKE ME)

2. The elected officials need to be more educated in how the highway plan comes to fruition.  Elected officials come and go so the committee
loses some educated officials every election cycle. 

3. If the RTPC would be provided metrics for use by planners; e.g., routinely provide accident rates and average daily traffic counts by KYTC. 
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Q9: What changes would most improve the Regional Transportation Planning 
Committee? (cont.)

Topics: 1. More options in planning meetings
2. From time-to-time I would like to hear more discussion about PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION including local bus, intercity bus,  passenger 

rail, and commercial air transportation in my ADD.
3. Maybe more info. and hand outs on local road projects in the development district 
4. update on bridges and I-69 completion
5. more frequent updates on plans and projects
6. Projects that would improve traffic movement and safety

Location: 1. I wish they were not so far away as the ADD office is 2 hours away.
2. Maybe have localized meetings (one per month with a different County) with Counties and then have a quarterly meeting that brings every

one back together to understand how we all are connected with various projects.
3. Move the meetings around in the GRADD area. 
4. Local meetings in each county
5. alternate the counties for meeting locations.
6. I think (name removed) does a great job in keeping the committee informed of upcoming projects and activities. I think it would be viable to

visit project locations if time allowed.
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Q9: What changes would most improve the Regional Transportation Planning 
Committee? (cont.)

Participation: 1. More participation
2. Standing meeting dates
3. The current system works well. It does seem as there is a great time gap between meetings.  Meetings should be at least 3 per calendar

year.
4. More participation would help the committee.
5. The process works well. Having legislators on the committee might help emphasize local needs.
6. Have regular meetings that do not get canceled.  E-Mail updates on projects with in each of our counties before the larger meeting. 
7. More participation from Road Departments
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Q9: What changes would most improve the Regional Transportation Planning 
Committee? (cont.)

Process: 1. Simplify the process
2. The current approach makes it difficult for members from disconnected parts of the region to adequately assess the needs from other 

areas.  For example, I would have no basis for evaluating a road project in a county that I never traveled in nor had a knowledge of. My
sole reliance is on the opinion of those in that county/city.  Therefore, I'm unsure of the value I add to any discussion relative to a project
not in my community/area.

3. The most interesting responsibility of the committee to me, is the prioritizing of local highway projects.  However, as we go from individual
county priorities to district-wide rankings, I believe much more weight should be given to KYTC and ADD staff recommendations since 
they have more comprehensive and unbiased knowledge of needs within the development district as a whole. 

4. As a new mayor, a briefing how the RTPC and the KTC would be very helpful.
5. More input on multi-modal projects
6. Increased attention to the economic development aspects of transportation
7. Prioritized the roads in a better manner.
8. More lead time to study issues before decisions are made
9. Suggested Priority Projects completed before adding new projects to the priority list. 
10. It is frustrating that the end results are often ignored by the Legislature
11. A clearer definition of regional, and not address internal city projects with a regional group, the process needs to define projects based on

there regional impact and needs. 
12. The one thing that I believe would improve the RTPC is to have progress shown on roads that receive the top rankings for the district.  It 

seems that we have had roads or projects that are consistently the top priority in the ADD area that never have been worked on at all.
That becomes very discouraging as a Committee member knowing that going through the prioritization process apparently means 
nothing.
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Q10: What would make you more likely to participate in the Regional 
Transportation Planning Committee?

Location: 1. Meetings should be held at a central location for everyone, not just at the ADD office. 
2. Availability of time to be away from work.  The travel time alone is approximately 2 hours of the day-one hour each way. 
3. If the meetings were a little more local 
4. Local meetings in each county
5. Move it away from the ADD.
6. Closer meetings and feeling like I would get more accomplished.
7. It seems like a lot of decisions are already made and just a report is given at the meeting.  I think setting up a meeting with your own 

Highway Department district representative would be good. Maybe 1-2 times a year. Our ADD has multiple Districts represented. They 
could set aside some time for those counties within a given District to talk with that Districts representative.

Topics: 1. The process is now quite redundant, particularly with the high turnover of ADD staff assigned to transportation.  Almost every meeting
seems like a refresher for the process.

2. Seems like we talk a lot about our projects, but it seems useless because there is no money.
3. More visual cues (maps) about the highway receiving funding and the stages of each projects.
4. More involvement in need assessment
5. Continued emphasis on local/regional transportation network development.
6. Educational opportunities to become more informed.
7. More funding for projects availability

This question allowed for user entered responses. 68 respondents offered extra insight. These responses were broken into the following categories for further 
consideration: Location, Topics, Scheduling. 46 respondents offered comments indicating the current Rural Consultation Process functions well as is.
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Q12: Was the ADD Transportation Planner eager to help you?
Answered: 169    Skipped: 17
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Q18: In which Kentucky County do you work?
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Plan of Action
KYTC will work to develop materials explaining the development of funding and appropriation for distribution.

KYTC will develop training to ensure the ADD planner is aware of the location and limitations of relevant transportation data.

KYTC will work with the ADDs to develop an orientation packet for new members detailing the purpose of the Regional 
Transportation Committee.

KYTC will work to develop a standard report for each Highway District Office regarding the status of ADD specific projects for 
presentation at each Regional Transportation Committee meeting.

KYTC will encourage the ADDs to schedule meetings outside the ADD office where appropriate. This may include but not be 
limited to site visits and one-on-one city/county level meetings.
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Plan of Action
KYTC will work with the ADDs to identify new opportunities for increasing Regional Transportation Committee participation.

KYTC will work with the ADDs to develop regular meeting schedules and notification procedures. 

KYTC is developing methodology to better inform local officials and add transparency to the project selection process on a 
statewide basis.

KYTC will work with the ADDs to discuss and respond to ADD specific survey results from the Rural Consultation Survey 
where applicable.

KYTC will encourage the ADDs to schedule successive meetings (i.e. Water Board immediately followed by Regional 
Transportation Committee)to reduce travel expectations, where possible.
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Summary
KYTC is very pleased to see an overall positive response with regards to the effectiveness of the Regional Transportation 
Planning Program. The majority of respondents are regular attendees representing broad public interests and multimodal 
perspectives. While increasing attendance has been and continues to be an issue, overall attendance numbers are stable and 
indicative of a well used resource for local officials and KYTC alike. KYTC seeks to continue and improve this relationship 
through increased training opportunities and improved communication.  

KYTC will publish this report to it’s website at the following location: 
http://transportation.ky.gov/Planning/Pages/Regional-Planning.aspx

The next update to this report will be due no later than February 21, 2021
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