
Multimodal Surface Transportation Task Force Meeting 
September 7, 2016      3-4pm Eastern time 1-888-585-9008, Room Number 183-537-168 
 Welcome and introductions  Roundtable introductions of who is on the phone—name and agency Toks Omishakin, TNDOT Amy Scarton, WSDOT Jessica Wilson, TNDOT (assisting Toks) Elizabeth Robbins, WSDOT (assisting Amy) Phil for Katrina Pierce at Caltrans Brian Shea, IDDOT Eddie Dawson, KSDOT Sharon Edgar, MIDOT  Kelly Kent, MIDOT Machelle Watkins, MoDOT Bill Story, NVDOT Tim Muler, NVDOT Jerri Bohard, ORDOT Nick Donohue, VADOT Robin Grier, VADOT Nat Coley, FHWA Shannon Eggleston, AASHTO Sam Hoilett, AASHTO 
   Rachel briefly introduced the Steering Committee, which was selected to be multidisciplinary and multimodal. 

o Jerri Bohard is the Division Administrator for Oregon DOT.  She oversees surface transportation 
modes.  Her office covers planning, policy, research, data collection, and asset management.     

o Nick Donohue is the Deputy Secretary for the Commonwealth of Virginia.  He oversees planning 
and programming for surface transportation and legislation.   

o Sharon Edgar is the Administrator for the Office of Passenger Transportation for Michigan DOT.  
Her office oversees passenger transportation.       

o Shannon Eggleston is the Program Director for Environment at AASHTO.     
o Scott Woodrum is the Chair for the Technical Committee on Non-Motorized Transportation.  He 

is the Transportation and Land Use Director for the Salem District of Virginia DOT.       
o Billy Hattaway is the District Secretary for one of Florida DOT’s seven geographic regions.  He 

leads efforts related to bicycle, pedestrian, and complete streets issues.   
o Sam Zimbabwe works for the District of Columbia DOT.   
o We’re still working on getting a representative from USDOT.  Toks had initially invited Barbara 

McCann, but she felt it would be better to have someone from FHWA.  Since we won’t have 
someone from the USDOT Secretary’s Office, we’ll need to invite people from FHWA, FTA, and 
the Planning Offices on our Steering Committee.     

 Charter discussion Toks/Amy briefly highlighted changes to the task force’s mission and goals.  Based on feedback from the Steering Committee and Task Force, the charter was broadened from active transportation to multimodal transportation.    
 



Current and emerging issues discussion Toks/Amy discussed the current and emerging issues brainstorm that began in San Antonio.  The Steering Committee is developing a list of priority action items for the task force to focus on.  There are five major topics.  For all the topics need to hone in on the benefits to a State DOT.   
 Communications and Messaging: 
 Internal to AASHTO: 

 Forum for communicating best practices and sharing guidance documents 
 Forum for engaging other AASHTO committees 
 Disperse opportunities for ongoing activities (i.e. TCHRP and other research) 

 Sharon:  There is a lot of good information out there.  Every two months we could send a short message to targeted committees.  Or within SCOPT, we’ve been talking about putting together an internal collection of talking points on the relationship between connected vehicles and transit as a quick way to brief people on the topic.   
 Nick:  Supports this idea for regular communications within AASHTO and to share common areas of interest.   
 Jerri:  Communicating the right information is important.  For example, there is a lot of information on connected and automated vehicles.  We need to focus on picking the right information to send out.   
 Nick:  There is a communications piece to all five of the Current and Emerging Issues topics.   
 Policy and Legislation 
 Forum for providing comment on rulemaking processes.  The current AASHTO process is very robust.  How would our committee fit in?   
 Sharon:  We could review the AASHTO comments to ensure that they are multimodal or that they comment on the multimodal components of the rulemaking.   
 Nick:  We could also encourage our states to submit multimodal comments as well as the state comments are more nuanced than the AASTHO comments.     
 Amy:  We could also focus on the reauthorization of MAP-21.   
 Nick:  Or areas of the FAST Act related to multimodal transportation.  For example, the FAST Lane grants.     
 Toks:  The FAST Act has a lot related to multimodal transportation.  The rulemaking is getting a lot of attention, but there’s a lot beyond that.  For example, MAP-21 says complete streets should be considered by State DOTs.  The FAST Act says shall consider.  It’d be great to provide some kind of guidance on that from AASHTO.   
 Amy:  We could reach out to FHWA and FTA and see where it would be helpful to have thoughts outside of a rulemaking process.   
 Project Delivery 
 Nick:  This category is very broad.  Could you provide some clarification—is there an area within the topic you’d specifically like to focus on? 
 



Amy:  multimodal LOS, getting away from posted speed limit as an indicator…  In Washington State, we have some localities adopting multimodal LOS and using it when developing their planning documents.  We haven’t adopted this at the statewide level yet.   
 Machelle:  Learning from other states and sharing best practices is great.  However, be mindful that we already have a Standing Committee on Performance Management and they recommended to FHWA not to add more performance measures nationally.   
 Jerri:  Performance measures assume you have the data.  Seems like we need to take a step back.  What is the data we need/states are using?  How are they using it to make decisions? 
 Nick:  It’d be good to consider best practices as some states may feel that the existing required performance measures are missing something.  For example in Virginia, we’re looking at the number of jobs someone can access before and after our improvements.  We’re trying to expand that to non-work areas.   
 Tools 
 Tools to share at the statewide level.  Those that impact multimodal accessibility is a great place to start.   
 Nick:  Try to use data readily available.     
 Sharon:  It would make a great domestic scan—best practices on emerging practices on multimodal LOS, and other things.     
 Amy:  That would be great to cover research on data and emerging tools.   
 Health 
 This is also a very broad topic that could go in many directions.     
 Sharon:  A white paper on the transportation and health.  Transit provides health access and the same for transportation in general.   
 Amy:  Is SCOPT doing that already?   
 Sharon:  Not yet.      
 Amy:  We could do a joint white paper on that or messaging, or a number of other topics.   
 Jerri:  I think a lot of people are trying to figure out what it means.  Health.  Understanding why a State DOT would care about health and transportation.  What are the benefits to a State DOT?  The CDC recognized that people have to change how they live their lives to reduce medical costs.  It would save states a lot of money—money that could then be spent in other areas.  Health agencies are partnering with transportation agencies on bicycle and pedestrian initiatives, for example. 
 Sharon:  EJ.  For example, transit and bike shares are important to health, but also for low income access to health.        
 Toks:  This would be broader than NEPA.     
 Toks:  How would we do a white paper?         
 Rachel:  I have to check with Matt on what type of funding could be used for this.  I know that we did develop a white paper in house.  I think it depends on the topic and the level of resources required.   
 Jerri:  A webinar series on best practices. 



 Amy:  We have to narrow it down.  The NCHRP application deadline would be around mid-October.   
 Sharon:  Willing to take the lead on the domestic scan on how to make decisions on bus rapid transit in limited right ow way (i.e. dedicated lane, LOS).  She chairs the NCHRP 20-25 panel for SCOPT.  The panel is mostly transit.  There are two multimodal projects funded/underway.  One on the tools states are using to advance multimodal issues in planning.  And another on how to deliver the federal transit program.  The panel is very strict on protocol, but we could try to find a way for our group to provide input/participate.    Next steps and closing 
 Nick:  Is there a deadline for us to nominate things to work on?  Then they can be compiled and prioritized? 
 Toks:  What did we conclude?  The scan?  The bus rapid transit impact on LOS?  Tools (i.e. Virginia’s example)?    Amy:  It seems like the focus should include a way to interact with other committees.  She likes the research—a domestic scan and the bus rapid transit proposal.  For the webinar and white paper, what would be the topic?  What are the health investments in infrastructure like bicycle and pedestrian improvements, bike share, transit, trails, and roads?    Shannon:  This year, the Center for Environmental Excellence did a white paper and peer exchange on health and transportation.  Recommend looking at that.    Amy:  The Steering Committee will flesh out the rest and email updates to the task force.    Jerri:  Before we get started, we need to reference other work being done in these areas such as TRB’s Public Health Committee.    Sharon:  Start with sharing best practices.  That would also encourage State DOTs to look at those issues.    Jerri:  She just spoke with Lori Sundstrum with NCHRP/TRB and there is about $2 million available to implement research.              


