
Dear Board Member, 
  
The Director of the Arkansas Department of Transportation (ArDOT) has forwarded the attached 

email to Metroplan staff and copied the three chief elected officials directly impacted by the30 

Crossing project. The Director’s email announces his decision to halt obligations on all ArDOT 

administered projects for Central Arkansas until the project description for the 30 

Crossing project is consistent in Metroplan’s four year approved Transportation Improvement 

Program (TIP) and its Long-Range Metropolitan Transportation Plan (Plan). He has provided the 

attached list of impacted projects. 
  
The Director contends that the language of the Long Range Plan and TIP are inconsistent citing 

federal regulations that say the MPO shall develop a TIP consistent with the Plan. He contends 

that this inconsistency prevents the Department from legally moving any project forward per 

federal regulation. The 30 Crossing project description is listed as "Capacity Improvements" in 

the Plan and "Operational Improvements" in the TIP. It should be pointed out this 

“inconsistency” was created when the Metroplan Board amended the Plan in June – at the 

request and timing of the Department. 
  
Metroplan staff's understanding of the law is different.  Metroplan Staff contends 1) the 

difference in the language is not significant at this point – ArDOT has even argued that 

“Operational Improvements” would also include “Capacity Improvements” and 2) Metroplan is 

“developing” an updated TIP as mentioned in the same federal regulation.  This minor 

technicality does not rise to a level that requires holding other projects. 
  
After reaching out to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Arkansas office, Metroplan 

staff maintains that federal regulations do not require all projects be held.  It is our understanding 

that project obligations would continue to be considered by FHWA if submitted by ArDOT. 

However, it is understood that 30 Crossing must be consistently described in the TIP and the 

Plan prior to a final NEPA decision by FHWA. It is also agreed that ArDOT controls the timing 

on all projects. 
  
Since your projects may be impacted by this decision, I have notified you of the ArDOT's action. 

Following Metroplan policies, staff is still requesting agreement from the three local jurisdictions 

before proceeding with the TIP amendment.  
  
As you consider this issue, please keep these points in mind: 
         TIP amendment approval is not delaying the 30 Crossing project. 
         The Environmental Assessment is not yet released but it is expected to be released near the 

end of the year. 
         The Environmental Assessment does not require a TIP amendment prior to release. 
         The public comment period for the Environmental Assessment is 45 days and each public 

comment must be considered. 
         The public comment period for the TIP amendment is 15 days. 
         The TIP amendment is needed before FHWA can issue a NEPA decision document after the 

Environmental Assessment is released and fully assessed. 
         30 Crossing cannot proceed until the FHWA has issued its NEPA decision. 



  
Again, the timing of the TIP amendment is not critical to 30 Crossing project at this stage. The 

Board can vote on a TIP amendment after the Environmental Assessment comes out and still not 

delay 30 Crossing. Although approving a TIP after an Environmental Assessment is still no 

guarantee of impacting the FHWA’s choice of alternative, it does provide the local jurisdictions 

with the most knowledge available for what ultimately will be a federal choice. 
  
The 30 Crossing decision has taken a long time. With two additional public comment periods to 

be undertaken it will take a little longer still.  At this stage, the Board must determine how it will 

proceed in light of ArDOT’s decision to hold projects. The Board can approve the TIP 

amendment as soon as possible to end the impasse The Board can also hold course for a few 

months until the Environmental Assessment is released and then ask the impacted jurisdictions 

for their direction. As a Board member would you wish to see the results of an Environmental 

Assessment before you approve a project?   Would you ask the three most impacted jurisdictions 

to do otherwise? 
  
The Board can discuss this issue at the next meeting. 
  
Tab Townsell 
Executive Director 

 


