
 
 

 
 

MINUTES 

COLUMBIA AREA TRANSPORTATION STUDY ORGANIZATION  

COORDINATING COMMITTEE 

AUGUST 25,  2022 

 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

De’Car lon Seewood,  City Manager , Ci ty of  Columbia, Chair  

Barbara Buf faloe,  Mayor,  Ci ty of  Columbia  

Thad Yonke,  Boone County,  Senior  Planner ( for  Just in Aldred)  

Shane Creech,  Publ ic Works Director,  City o f  Columbia  

T im Teddy,  Community Development  Director,  Ci ty of  Columbia  

Bi l l  F lorea, Boone County Planning ( for  Jef f  McCann)  

Machel le Watk ins,  MoDOT Central  Dis tr ic t  Engineer  

Mike Henderson, Transpor tat ion Planning Spec ia l is t ,  MoDOT 

 

ALSO PRESENT 

Brad Kel ley,  Ci ty of  Columbia Planning/CATSO staf f  

Mitch Skov,  Senior Planner , Ci ty of  Columbia  

 

I .    CALL TO ORDER 

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Al l  r ight.   I t ’s  2:30. Let ’s  cal l  th is  meet ing to order .   

I I .    INTRODUCTION:   

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Let ’s  do introduct ions.  I ’m De’Car lon Seewood,  c i ty manager  

for  the Ci ty of  Columbia,  and chair  of  the CATSO hear ing.  

  MR. CREECH:  I ’m Shane Creech.  I ’m the inter im direc tor of  publ ic  works for  

the City of  Columbia .  

  MR. YONKE:  Thad Yonke, Boone County Planning.  I ’m here for  Just in Aldred, 

Commissioner.  

  MR. FLORA:  Bi l l  F lorea, Boone County Planning,  s i t t ing in for  Jef f  McCann.  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  Barbara Buf faloe, Mayor of  Columbia, M issour i .  

  MR. TEDDY:  T im Teddy,  Community D evelopment  Director  for  City.  

  MR. HENDERSON:  Mike Henderson,  MODOT Centra l Of f ice Transpor tat ion 

Planning.  

  MS. W ATKINS:  Machelle Watk ins, Distr ic t  Engineer  for  MODOT Centra l 

Dis tr ic t .  

  MR. KELLEY:  Brad Kelley,  Planner wi th the City of  Columbia.  

  MS. SKOV:  Mitch Skov.   Same, CATSO staf f .   



 
 

 
 

I I I .    APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

  MR. SEEWOOD: Can we approve – supposed to get the approval of  agenda.  

Are there any changes to the agenda?  

  MR. YONKE:  Move to approve as wr it ten.    

  MR. HENDERSON:  Second.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Al l  in favor .   

  (Unanimous voice vote for  approval.)  

IV.   APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Al l  r ight.   How about the approval of  minutes, any changes?  

  MR. SKOV:  I  don’t  bel ieve so.  I t ’s  a s traight  transcr ipt ,  so we didn’t  have any 

changes.  

  MR. YONKE:  Move to approve as wr it ten.  

  MR. HENDERSON:  Second.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Al l  in favor .  

  (Unanimous voice vote for  approval.)    

V.   PUBLIC HEARING:  PROPOSED FY 2023-2026 TRANSPORTATION   

  IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Al l  r ight.   Let ’s  cal l  to order for  the public  hear ing,  proposed 

FY 2023-2026 transportat ion approvement program for the TIP.  Mi tch?  

  MR. SKOV:  Yes, Mr . Chair .   This  is  our  typ ical update to the transpor tat ion 

improvement  program, which, of  course,  is  the – a four-year,  a f iscal year  document,  

which specif ica l ly features a l is t ing of  a l l  the transportat ion capi tal  projects  for  that  

per iod scope for the CATSO metropoli tan planning area.  I t ’s  a very s imi lar  format  to 

what ’s  found in the MoDOT vers ion, the DOT State  vers ion of  the TIP, which is  cal led 

STIP.   I t  pr imari ly focuses on those projects that  have federal funding.  And that ’s --  

included in that is  both MODOT roadways,  projects for  G o COMO trans i t ,  as  wel l  as  

the pr ivate trans i t  provider ,  such as OATS for Boone County,  for  Ci ty of  Columbia,  et 

cetera.   I t  a lso l is ts  the --  we ant ic ipate what would be the maintenance cost for  

what ’s  cal led the federal a id system, which is  the major roadways that are e l ig ib le for  

federal  a id spec if ical ly.   That ’s  a subset,  of  c ourse, of  a l l  the maintenance costs  that 

actual ly need to be taken care of  in the area.  But a l l  we’re required to l is t  is  the ones 

that  are spec if ica l ly for  that port ion of  the s t reet network .   W e’re ant ic ipat ing for  that,  

th is  year the maintenance cost  w ith be just  over 15 mi l l ion.   One feature the TIP is  i t  

needs to be f iscal ly constra ined.   W e’re not able to show projects that are proposed 

and have no funding ident i f ied for  them.  The documented projec t  revenue has to be 

enough to suf f ic ient ly cover  al l  the projects that are l is ted.   Now I want  to emphasize 

CATSO does not p ick  the projects  that  are here.   They’re actual ly selected by the 



 
 

 
 

ind iv idual jur isd ic t ions , by MoDOT, by Boone County,  and by the Ci ty of  Columbia.  

We do work  wi th the s taf f  to  check on which projects  need to be in the TIP.   But we 

get a number  of  projects that  are actual ly jus t submit ted to us d irec t ly.   We have to 

have the projects  in  the TIP in order for  federal funding to be used to actual ly be 

obl igated for  use in a project .   The current TIP inc ludes jus t over 288 mil l ion in  capi ta l  

project  costs  over  the per iod,  211.5 of  that  p lus ,  is  federal  funding.   The major i ty of  

those federal  funds are f rom MoDOT roadway construct ions,  and for G o COMO transi t  

projects .   This is  a summary of  the project .   There’s  a cons iderably larger amount  of  

federal  money here th is year than there was last  year.   And the d if fer ence is  pr imar i ly 

wi th one project  that being the US 63 /70 connector interchange area projects .   That  

was in scoping the pre l im inary engineer ing sect ion of  the MoDOT projects last  year .  I  

bel ieve i t  had 4.3 mil l ion shown for  i t  then.  Now i t ’s  got over 19 5 thousand --  pardon 

me, 195 mil l ion shown and has moved into construct ion sect ion.  I  bel ieve 1 55 mi l l ion 

p lus  is federal  funding for that.   But  again, the tota l  projects  we’re ant ic ipat ing being 

done over the four -year  per iod is just  over  288 mi l l ion,  wi th 211.5 mi l l ion of  that  

federal  funding.   Category,  many of  the projects  or  the major i ty of  them, are in  M oDOT 

construct ion.  There ’s  a number of  them in MoDOT scoping.   Boone County has a 

project  for  a br idge replacement.  I ’m showing c ity streets .  F ive  are new projects .  

One of  them is just  s imilar  to the Boone County project,  i t ’s  a br idge replacement  

project  for  which a grant  app l icat ion has been submitted.  There’s  s ix s idewalk  

projects , which we show as wel l  as  a couple of  ra i l  h ighway.   One of  thos e is a 

cross ing and one of  those is actual ly improvement  to the Colt  Rai lroad.   I  want to just  

mention that I  do actual ly l ike to inc lude pro jects  that don’ t  necessar i ly have federal 

funding in them if  the funding’s  been ident i f ied,  even i f  i t ’s  a l l  local.   Just  for  

transparency’s  sake, I  l ike to show those cer ta in ly in the s treets and s idewalks 

category for  the c ity.   And there’s  a lso  some trans i t  projec ts.   W e have 13 in there.  

Most of  them are Go COMO ci ty trans i t  sys tem projects.   The total  project  cos t  we’re 

ant ic ipat ing are 23.15 mil l ion.  And 15 of  that would be federal funding.   There’s a b ig 

chunk of  that would be operat ions a nd maintenance.  And par t of  i t  is  for  capita l 

acquis it ion.   The TIP may be adopted as presented wi th in revis ions or amendments 

that  we get .   W e have been in contact  wi th MODOT on a number  of  occas ions about  

th is  and have made a number of  revis ions s ince t he or iginal draf t  was produced.   And 

went  to text .   So once i t  goes for publ ic hear ing here,  i t  wi l l  be formally provided to  

federal  h ighway and federal trans i t  administrat ion and M oDOT.  Immediate ly 

appointed i f  they get approval by the committee and then  i t  wi l l  go through the usual  

channels  for  approval there.   The tech commit tee d idn’ t  v iew th is at the August 3rd 

meeting th is  year .  Some general  d iscuss ion, but they d id pass a motion to forward 



 
 

 
 

the proposed TIP to the coordinat ing committee for  their  re view and approval.   They 

d id not make any changes.   Suggested coordinat ing community act ion would be af ter  

your  review and af ter  hold ing a publ ic hear ing, s taf f  would suggest that  the committee 

pass a mot ion to get  approval for  the proposed f iscal year 202 3,  2026 TIP.  Thank 

you.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Al l  r ight.   Thank you.  Are there any comments or  quest ions 

f rom the committee?  Seeing none.   Because th is  is  a publ ic hear ing, we’ l l  open up to 

the publ ic .   Are there any quest ions or comments f rom the publ ic?  

  MR. MCNABB:  Tom McNabb,  104 Cl inkscales .  I  would l ike to urge everyone in 

the room to do anyth ing they can to improve the c ongest ion at  I -70 and 63,  which 

perhaps would inc lude the extens ion of  Stadium Boulevard around to Lake of  the 

Woods, or to Broadway,  at  least .   And that ’s  been k ind of  in the p lans, is  my 

understanding for  some t ime.  And th is  hopefu l ly is  a good t ime to move forward wi th 

that .   Thank you a l l .  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Thank you.   Anyone else f rom the publ ic?   Hear ing none,  we’ l l  

c lose the publ ic hear ing.   Can I  get  a mot ion?  

  MR. YONKE:  Move to approve TIP.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Can I  get a second? 

  MR. TEDDY:  I ’ l l  second.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Al l  in favor  of  approving the TIP say aye.  

  (Unanimous voice vote for  approval)  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Any opposed?  Hear ing none.  

VI.  PUBLIC HEARING:  PROPOSED FY 2023 UNIFIED PLANNING WORK   

  PROGRAM (UPWP)  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  I ’ l l  open publ ic  hear ing for the proposed FY2023 Unif ied 

Planning W ork Program, the UPWP.  Mitch,  is  th is yours?  

  MR. SKOV:  Brad’s  

  MR. KELLEY:  This is  mine.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Okay.   Brad? 

VIII .    CATSO UNFUNDED NEEDS LIST 2022   

  MR. KELLEY:  Thank you, Mr . Chair .   CATSO is a metropol i tan p lanning 

organizat ion and receives consol idated p lanning grant  funds f rom the federal 

government .  As an NPO CATSO is federal ly mandated to create a Unif ied Planning 

W ork Program annual ly,  which general ly iden t i f ies  the work  act iv i t ies that s taf f  would 

be work ing on for that f iscal year .   Also inc ludes sof tware and consultant s tudies as 

wel l .   The f iscal  year  begins October 1st of  th is  year and wi l l  ex tend through 

September 30th of  the next .   This  work  budget  inc ludes about 1.2 mil l ion funding.   The 



 
 

 
 

federal  share of  which is  about  950,000.  I t ’s  s ignif icant ly larger  than previous years .  

And I ’ l l  get  in to the deta i ls  of  that  shor t ly.   The funding requested is re imbursed at  80 

percent .   So, the local  match is  20 percent  be provided for  the grant .   The UPW P for 

the year may be adopted as wr i t ten or  with revis ions as approved by the coordinat ing 

committee.  And the UPW P serves as the basis for  the consol idat ing planning grant 

agreement  between MoDOT and the Ci ty of  Columbia.   Said contract  agreement  was 

sent to c ity counc i l  and rescheduled for f i rst  read on September 6,  2022.   This  is  sor t  

of  a breakdown of  the budget  for  each work  act iv i ty.   W e can come back to th is  la ter .   

The main th ing I  want to point  out  is  f rom  the new inf rastructure bui ld  there’s  a 

requirement  for  a set as ide for safety and mobi l i t y re lated i tems , so we created a new 

work act iv i ty spec if ica l ly f or  that  funct ion and were committed by Federal Highway 

doing so.   This is  the CPG funding summary tha t sor t  of  deta i ls  our appl icat ion and 

our  balance of  previous years.   I t  should only been staf f  pol icy to mainta in a reserve 

of  p lanning funds in the s i tua t ion that  we would have several  p lans that we would 

need to do and would need to seek consultant  serv ices for ,  which is the case th is 

year .   Some of  the larger  i tems that we have on our work  program are an update to 

the long-range transportat ion p lan wi th an est imate of  about  $200,000 for  the services 

and p lanning elements  that would be required.   This year ’s  p lan wi l l  inc lude extens ive 

publ ic engagement and input f rom tradi t ional representat ive groups.  A long -range 

trans it  study,  c l imate change, and adapt at ion p lanning,  in  a format  that is  easy for the 

publ ic to read and understand.  And we,  again,  recei ved accommodat ion for  federal 

h ighway for this  inc lus ion into the work  program for th is year.   Two of  the i tems are 

the Comprehens ive Trans i t  Route Study that  Go COMO wi l l  be work ing on.  I t ’s  about  

$200,000 as wel l .   They’re a lso submit t ing that  as  par t o f  a federal  d iscret ionary 

grant.   So,  i f  i t  gets  funded through that  they’ l l  be funding through that means.  

However , i f  they are awarded that  grant ,  we’ l l  fund i t  through the UPW P.   And the f inal 

i tem is  a prorated cost  share for  publ ic engagement for  the  City’s  comprehens ive p lan.   

And they’ l l  l ike ly be some over lap and cost shar ing between the public  engagement 

for  that  p lan and the transportat ion p lan.   The technical  committee reviewed th is draf t  

of  the --  or  the previous draf t  of  the UPW P at i ts  August 3rd meet ing.   And af ter  

review,  the committee unanimously passed a motion to recommend i t  to  th is 

committee subject  to some technical correct ions.  And we ’ve had one minor revis ion to 

account  for  the GIS employee salary and other  c ler ica l revis ions that we’ve responded 

to and have put into the draf t  that  is  before you today.   So jus t ac t ion is for  th is body 

to review the proposed f iscal  year ’23 UPWP and su ggest  any revis ions.  And af ter  

hold ing a publ ic hear ing, pass a mot ion g iving formal approval  to the proposed FY 

2023 UPW P.  Happy to answer any quest ions.  



 
 

 
 

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Is there any quest ion f rom any of  the committee members?  

Seeing none,  we’ l l  open up to the publ ic.   Any comments or quest ions f rom the publ ic?  

Seeing none,  we’ l l  c lose th is  pub l ic  hear ing.   Can I  get  a mot ion?  

  MR. YONKE:  Move to approve UPW P.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Can I  get a second? 

  MR. HENDERSON:  I  wi l l  second.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Al l  in favor .  

  (Unanimous voice vote for  approval.)  

VII.    SAFE STREETS FOR ALL (SS4A) IMPLEMENT GRANT APPLICATION 

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Next  on the agenda is  Safe Streets for  a l l  Implementat ion 

Grant  Appl icat ion.  

  MR. KELLEY:  Thank you, Mr . Chair .   This  is  a new d iscret ionary grant created 

f rom the recent ly passed by parks inf rastructure la w that author ize and appropr iated a 

b i l l ion dol lars for  the Safe Streets and Roads for Al l  grant program. 

I t  comes in two parts .  There is  an act ion p lan,  appl icat ion process tha t ’s  general ly for  

p lanning act iv i t ies .  And there’s  implementat ion grant s ide  that  is  – so for  

implement ing projects.   The grant,  in  general ,  is  safety re lated wi th focus on local 

agenc ies in  prevent ing roadway deaths and ser ious injur ies , States are not e l ig ib le.  

I t ’s  open to c i t ies  and local  agenc ies in general.   I t ’s  look ing at a focus on a l l  modes 

of  transpor tat ion whether  that ’s  pedestr ians,  cyc l is ts,  publ ic  transportat ion users,  

motor ists , et  cetera. This compet i t ive grant  is  in  l ine wi th the City of  Columbia ’s  v is ion 

Zero work , MoDOT, CATSO safety targets and resul t ing work  over  the las t seve ral  

years .  Funding f rom th is grant would a l low the c ity to move several projects and 

ini t ia t ives forward.   The City of  Columbia is  pursuing th is grant as  the le ad applicant .   

And staf f  is  request ing that CATSO apply as a co -sponsor to the Ci ty’s  appl icat ion.  

The Ci ty heard th is i tem, I  bel ieve, last  month and author ized the c ity manager  to 

apply for  approx imately 17 and a half  mi l l ion f rom the Safe Streets  and Roads for  Al l  

implementat ion grant to support  Vis ion Zero work .  Of  that  17 and a half  mi l l ion,  80 

percent  would be federal share wi th a 20 percent local  match.   I ’ve deta i led some of  

the projects that were included in the Ci ty’s request ,  but  th is is  not  a c omplete 

col lec t ion of  al l  of  those.   Some of  them are Clark  Lane reconstruct ion,  safety 

improvements , the trans it  study I  ment ioned ear l ier ,  var ious s idewalk  projects, 

comprehens ive re-examinat ion of  c i ty’s  insurance pol icy.   And some data analys is 

re lated th ings that k ind of  serve as the bas is for  any update to the act ion p lan.   This is  

the f irst  year  of  a f ive-year  grant program.  So,  I  imagine we’ l l  be submit t ing 

appl icat ions in the future, whether  that ’s a reapplicat ion or  for  request ing addi t ional 

projects  in the future based on fur ther  analysis.   At the t ime al l  the i tems are - -  have 



 
 

 
 

the pr inc ipal lead as the c ity,  but  there ’s an opportunity in  the future should Boone 

County want to part ic ipate in any projects  or  expand the Vis ion Zero s tudy area into 

the county.   At the technical committee on August 3rd, the committee discussed th is.   

One quest ion came up in regards to , what  would CATSO’s report ing requirements be i f  

they d id s ign on as a co-sponsor.   I  ta lked wi th the Safe Streets and Roads for  Al l  

program team.  They indicated that the lead appl icant would be the pr imary contact  for  

any repor t ing requirements.   And that  would be the City of  Columbia.   So ,  there would 

be noth ing expected of  CATSO at  th is t ime.   So af ter  that  discuss ion we had at tech,  

committee unanimously passed a mot ion to recommend to the coordinat ing committee 

that  the coordinat ing chairperson be author ized to submit an appl icat ion for  the 

implementat ion grant as a co-sponsor to the City’s  appl icat ion.   W ith that,  I  would 

recommend reviewing and d iscuss ing the grant  informat ion we ’ve d iscussed here and 

then pass a mot ion g iv ing formal approval  to the chairperson author izing them to 

apply for  the Safe Streets  and Roads for Al l  grant program as a CATSO co -sponsor  to 

fur ther  implement  v is ion zero work .   Happy to answer any quest ions.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Are there quest ions or comments f rom the committee?  

Seeing none,  I  wi l l  open up to the public .   Are there any quest ions or  comments f rom 

the publ ic  on this  i tem?  Seeing none, can I  get a mo tion? 

  MR. YONKE:  Yeah.  Move for approval .  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  I  would second.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Al l  in favor? 

  (Unanimous voice vote for  approval.)  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Any opposed? 

VIII .   CATSO UNFUNDED NEEDS LIST 2022  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Next  i tem on our  agenda is  a CATSO unfunded needs l is t  for  

2022.  

  MR. KELLEY:  Thank you, Mr . Chair .   The MoDOT unfunded needs l is t  is  a wish 

l is t  of  transportat ion needs featur ing mult i - level  projects and road and br idge projects  

as wel l .   I t ’s  sort  of  a new process wi th MoDOT.  I  bel ieve the last  two or three years  

they’re work ing wi th their  p lanning partners to ident i f y these needs  that they br ing to 

the s tatewide l is t  and br ing to the general assembly.   The current  MoDOT l is t  

ident i f ies  about f ive and a half  b i l l ion dol lars in  mult imodal and road and br idge 

needs.   And ear l ier  this month MoDOT sol ic i ted an updated l is t  f rom each of  the --  

each of  the p lanning partners for  the top unfunded road and br idge and mult imodal  

needs.   Staf f  has met wi th few commissions.   To begin wi th,  the b icyc le and 

pedestr ian commission,  which recommended several  s idewalk  pro jects  f rom the 

s idewalk  master  plan and a tra i l  projec t,  i f  there was room to inc lude i t .   The 



 
 

 
 

d isabi l i t ies  commission recommended general support  for  s idewalk  and access ib i l i t y 

or  ADA projects.   And the publ ic  transi t  advisory commission recommended suppor t 

for  Go COMO’s capi ta l  projects and operat ional  needs, in addi t ion to s idewalk  projects 

that  would fac i l i tate safe connect ions to the t rans i t  sys tem.  Staf f  reached out to the 

susta inabi l i t y s taf f  to  schedule the agenda for the c l imate commission, but  there ’s  a 

schedule conf l ic t  wi th one of  the workshops.   W e had two workshops ear l ier  th is week 

on Tuesday.   Had two members of  the publ ic  attend those  at the f irst  meeting.   A 

member of  the c l imate commission at tended one and then a number of  the publ ic  

trans it  commission attend another in addit ion to staf f .   W e also sent  out an onl ine 

survey las t Monday that  c losed today at  noon.   W e’ve had near ly e ight  responses wi th 

218 tota l recommendations.   W e asked jus t some sor t quest ions about travel 

preferences,  top three needs or  pr ior i t ies .  Asked some demographics about where 

you l ive in  and around the c ity and durabi l i t y or  mobi l i t y s tatus.   Get t ing into those in 

terms of  travel preferences, peop les pr imary modes of  t ravel on the survey was by 

personal  vehic le wi th a t ie  in  second place for b ik ing, walk ing, or wheel ing.   And the 

pr imary – the l ine ’s  fa i r ly c losely wi th recent  s ince th is data,  but outs ide the personal 

vehic le,  there may be s l ight ly over- represented.   The preferred mode shows a 

reduct ion in personal vehic les wi th h igher emphasis on b ik ing,  walk ing, and public  

trans it .   We also asked i f  respondent ’s  owned or had access to a car,  truck or  

motorcyc le.  And n ine respondents  said yes, they do have access to those.   In  regards 

to spec if ic  pr ior i t ies,  peoples f i rst  pr ior i t y was for maintenance fo l lowed by safety and 

publ ic trans i t ,  then traf f ic  congest ion.   And in look ing at  a l l  of  the needs aggregated 

overal l  there ’s a pr ior i ty focus on maintenance,  safety in  second, and then publ ic 

trans it ,  t raf f ic  congest ion and s idewalks.   I ’m going to come back to th is char t i f  you’d 

l ike to see i t  fur ther  breakdown later .   And then jus t look ing at  some demographics to 

col lec t some info on who are responding to these.  I t  was pretty evenly d is tr ibuted 

amongst the wards,  as ide f rom wards three and four,  which had a larger  share in the 

past couple days.   And as far  as abi l i t y and mobi l i t y status goes,  one in f ive 

respondents  had a mobil i t y impairm ent or had a famil iar  or  profess ional connect ion 

wi th those that  do.   Get t ing into the l is ts  themselves,  CATSO already ha s f ive projects  

on the road and br idge l is t .   And we’re only a l lowed to submit f ive , so the technical  

need recommended submitt ing the s ame items with moving the Route B i tem one 

project  h igher.   And i f  there were room for more, they a lso recommended a traf f ic  

study on Route K to address safety improvements.   Over  the mult i modal i tems, we 

hadn’t  been able to reach the --  reach out  to trans i t  at  that  t ime.   But  technica l 

committee took in the cons iderat ions f rom bicyc le and pedestr ian commission  and 

forwarded those a long with the rai l  projects  and a l lowed room for us to modify i t  based 



 
 

 
 

on the trans it  input .   So the i tems that  are in  bold on th is mult imodal l is t  are i tems that  

are al ready on the s tatewide l is t ,  that  inc ludes four  s idewalk  projects, two and three 

ra i l .   And s ince receiv ing the publ ic input I  have modif ied th is  a l i t t le b it  to inc lude two 

trans it  projects  tota l ing about  13 mil l ion each,  that ’s capita l.   And operat ion’s  needs.   

And to do so,  I  had to move a rai l  project  of f  the l is t .   That  was more so t ied to 

economic development.  So,  what is  on the l is t  I ’m present ing to you today in order  

are, four  s idewalk  projects , trans it  op erat ions for  about  s ix to seven mi l l ion,  transi t  

capi ta l  projects  for  about s ix  to seven mil l ion,  two more s idewalk  projects , and then 

two ra i l  i tems re lated to maintenance of  the  ex ist ing rai l  l ine and a br idge that needs 

repair .   And we have addi t ional  p rojects  here i f  MODOT does sol ic i t  more than ten, we 

have those prepared.   Again,  we d iscussed th is at  the technical committee forwarding 

these l is ts  to CATSO coordinat ing with room to modify the mul t imodal l is t  k ind of  

based on the input we get f rom trans it .   Af ter  the discuss ion , the committee 

unanimously passed a motion to recommend these l is ts to coordinat ing committee wi th 

poss ib le revis ions.   So we would recommend reviewing the proposed unfunded l is ts ,  

opening the f loor for  publ ic  comment,  suggest ing any revis ions deemed appropr ia te.   

I t ’s  on a regulatory publ ic  hear ing i tem, but  I  st i l l  suggest  opening to publ ic  comment.   

And then af ter  th is body’s review,  pass ing a motion g iv ing formal approval  for  staf f  to  

forward these l is ts to MoDOT Centra l Distr ic t .   Happy to answer  any quest ions.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Are there any quest ions, concerns or  comment f rom the 

committee? 

  MS.  BUFFALOE:  Brad, I  have a quest ion.  When th is goes through the 

technical committee,  how do these get  ranked;  is  i t  a scor ing matr ix that the technical 

committee is reviewing and then that ’s how they get  l is ted?  

  MR. KELLEY:  Good quest ion.  No,  we don’ t  have that at th is  t ime.  W e had 

star ted a l i t t le b it  of  work  on that  ear l ier  this  year,  but wi th s taf f  resources both the 

c ity and the county,  we haven’t  had t ime to formal ize and approve a scor ing matr i x  for  

that .  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  But h istor ica l ly,  we normal ly have a scor ing matr ix of  sorts  – 

or no.  

  MR. KELLEY:  No.   I t ’s  mostly d iscuss ion.  So ,  start ing wi th the s idewalk  ones,  

I  met,  I  th ink  twice wi th the b ike and pedestr ian commission to sort  of  rank them.  The 

sidewalk  projects  are a lready --  they do have a scor ing matr ix assoc iated with a 

s idewalk  master  plan.   So , they sor t  of  use that ,  plus  their  knowledge being more 

int imate wi th the c i ty s idewalk  projects  to k ind of  use those and create a rank ing for 

their  submissions.  

  MS.  BUFFALOE:  Okay.   Thank you.  



 
 

 
 

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Any addit ional  comments or quest ions?  

  MR. TEDDY:  Just  quick ly,  the Col t  Rai lroad Project  that  was removed f rom the 

mult imodal  l is t  that was spur l ined in the milk  p lant?  

  MR. KELLEY:  Yes.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Any other addi t ional  comments f rom the committee?  I f  not ,  

we’ l l  open to the publ ic.   Are there any comments or quest ions f rom the publ ic?  

  MS.  AMPARAN:  Hi,  Carolyn Amparan.   I  l ive in  Columbia on Shale Oaks 

Avenue.   And I  jus t wanted to provide input  to pr ior i t ize an unfunded project in the 

mult imodal  l is t .   I t  is  for  the s idewalk  improvements  for  Lake of  the W oods to Batt le 

High School .   I t  is  a lready on t he l is t .   But I  a lso  wanted to, you know, ask in general 

for  that  area to be considered for  anyth ing needed for  students  to walk  or  b icyc le 

safe ly to Batt le High School.   And the reason that I ’m br inging th is to your  attent ion is 

even though I  cannot  speak  for the Youth Advisory Counc i l ,  I  d id at tend one of  their  

meetings and th is was a subject  of  conversat ion wi th a l l  the Batt le High School  

students that were there,  that  they don’t  feel  that i t ’s  safe for  them to walk  or  bicyc le.  

And that ’s obvious ly a group that  does not  have access to cars .  So,  I  wanted to 

recommend that for  the l is t .   That ’s a h igh pr ior i t y.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Thank you.   Anyth ing e lse f rom the publ ic?  I f  not ,  can I  get a 

motion? 

  MR. YONKE:  Move to approve as recommended by staf f .  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  I  second.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Al l  in favor? 

  (Unanimous voice vote for  approval.)  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Any oppose? 

IX.   CATSO TECHNICAL COMMITTEE RESPONSE TO CITY OF COLUMBIA   

  CLIM ATE AND ENVIRONMENT COMMISSION ANALYSIS OF CATSO 2050  

  LONG-RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (LRTP)  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Al l  r ight.   Next  i tem on the agenda is  a CATSO technical 

committee response to the Ci ty of  Columbia c l imate and environment  commission 

analys is of  the CATSO plan.  

  MR. SKOV:  I  d idn’ t  real ly have any comments o ther than to say the let ter  was 

at tached wi th your  agenda.  And there is  no - -  I  would accept the letter  and there’s  no 

formal act ion necessary on the par t of  the committee,  but that  is  up to you.    

  MR. TEDDY:  W e had the let ter  on our  technical  committee agenda as draf t  on 

the 3rd.   And we did have some folks in the audience that wanted to make comments ,  

so we took a number of  comments  on the letter .  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Any addit ional  comments f rom the committee?  



 
 

 
 

  MS.  BUFFALOE:  Yes.   Hi .   So , I  guess I ’m look ing back to what we received 

f rom --  and th is was obvious ly wr it ten f rom the Of f ice of  Ma yor-Counc i l  when I  was not  

- -  so speak ing in that.   And the recommendat ions in i t  were,  you know, ta lk ing about  

publ ic input into our process.  And ho w do we look at  a l ignment for  some of  the goals  

that  the City has wi th in the long -range transpor tat ion plan.   The letter  we received 

back I  wouldn’t  say necessar i ly is  responding to that  le t ter  f rom counc i l ,  but maybe 

more of  the addit ional th ings f rom the c l imate and environment commission.   So I  just  

wanted to state i t ’s  not my favor i te  tone of  a le tter  f rom the technical committee.  I  

th ink  i t  k ind of  gets  in to probably backstory that might be outs ide of  what  was 

happening as groups.   But I  do want  to  just  comment tha t the or ig inal intent about th is  

idea of  the next  t ime we do an update, which T im you brought  up when I  was reading 

our  las t meet ing minutes.   W e talked about  we’re about to start  the process for  our 

next long-range transportat ion p lan update.  So,  I  guess I  wanted to ask, you know, 

you ment ioned ear l ier ,  Brad,  I  th ink  i t  was  --  not that I ’m saying your name wrong, but  

I  th ink  i t  was you who was ment ioning i t  - -  about our  next s teps for  having a 

consultant  help wi th the publ ic input,  look ing at the c l imate impacts  for  how 

transpor tat ion does.  

 And so I  th ink  that  those p ieces would ’ve been better in th is let ter  than the response 

that  we received because they’re more in l ine wi th what we received f rom the c ity 

counc i l .   So,  I  jus t wanted to make note to that.   The other  th ings is ,  is  I ’m interested, 

you know --  the Columbia Area Transportat ion Study Organizat ion,  i t ’s  Columbia plus 

our  areas, and I  appreciate the d iscuss ion .   W e have MoDOT, the Ci ty and Boone 

County.   And I  th ink  I ’m wondering  in our next i terat ion, is  there opt ions for  us  to 

review some of  these projects  wi th a lens of  c i ty - -  these are c ity projects so there’s 

th ings that  are important  to the c ity are these mode shares goals .  L ike, the c i ty - -  

we’re th ink ing about th is,  how can we inc lude that in projects.  And then I  a lso th ink  

about  the p iece around the c i ty,  we know we’re gonna grow.  And so ,  as  we 

incorporate addit ional  th ings that  maybe used to be in the county,  how can we have 

some of  that data inf luence those projects , or  at least be knowledgeable of  i t  as  we 

grow so that we’re th ink ing proact ively and towards the future as we grow.  Because 

once i t  is  us , I  do want to make sure that people have the abi l i t y to walk , r ide their  

b ike, get  around safe ly.   So I  don’ t  know if  now is the t ime,  or i f  you want me to save 

i t ,  Mitch, but the quest ions I  have about  the long -range transportat ion update next  

steps.   Do you want  me to save that  for  the - -  I  th ink  th is let ter  is  re lated to i t ,  so I  

don’t  know when to ask those.  

  MR. SKOV:  We’re just  prepar ing those f i rst  steps now.  I  know Brad --  we’ve 

done a l i t t le b it  of  invest igat ion as far  as the scope of  the p lan.  And we’re p lanning to 



 
 

 
 

use a consultant  th is t ime, at  least for  the f irst  t ime s ince I ’ve been involved to 

actual ly do the plan.   At  th is point i t ’s  beginning to col lec t some demographic 

informat ion and f inanc ial  project ions f rom each of  the jur isd ic t ions.   So those would 

be the in it ial  steps.   But  again, the b ig d if ference now between th is  i terat ion of  the 

LRTP and prev ious ones is  that  we’re gonna be us ing a consultant .   So that wi l l  be a 

complete ly d if ferent  process.  W e’ve a lways done th is  inhouse pr ior  to that.   So that ’s  

what ’s  going on now.  I  don’t  know, maybe Brad can speak to i f  we’ve done anyth ing 

further  as far  as  look ing into  the consul tant.  

  MR. KELLEY:  Yeah.   I  would just  add the f irst  steps for us wi th having 

consultants  is we have to inc lude i t  in  the UPWP that we approved ear l ier .   So ,  the 

Ci ty Counc i l  would l ike ly approve the CPT contract ,  we’d get  that done.   That  f iscal 

year  begins in October .  So , I  th ink  that ’s  the point that we can star t  work ing wi th 

f inanc ia l services s taf f  and procurement of  consultant  services.  So ,  we’d probably 

star t  that in maybe October,  and I  th ink  i t ’d  take three to s ix  months to select a 

consultant .   T im  or De’Car lon  may have more informat ion on c i ty budget  i tems.   

  MR. TEDDY:  I t ’s  pending.  

  MR. KELLEY:  That ’s the other  par t  of  th is .  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Brad, can you go back to the s l ide that ta lks about  that?  

Because I  th ink  that ’s impor tant  to unders tand the scope of  what  we’re look ing for 

when we go out  for  that  consultant.  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  I  guess --  and this  is  k ind of  real ly to the quest ion I  asked 

ear l ier  about how we score i tems, l ike the matr ix  that were on the unfunded needs l is t .   

W il l  the scope of  going out  for  the next  long -range transportat ion p lan inc lude l ike --  i t  

could i t  inc lude suggest ions for  how we look at scor ing th ings in the future.  And  

i t ’s  - -  and I ’m pre-answer ing a quest ion that  someone migh t have.  And i t ’s  not just  

saying no to th ings, i t ’s  jus t so we have a l l  the information before we move forward.   

Do you th ink  that ’s a potent ial?  

  MR. SKOV:  I t ’s  a potent ia l.   W e haven’t  scored th ings in the past spec if ica l ly,  

typ ical ly at  least .   At  least not  real ly in a  real focused manner.   I  mean, we have 

certa in projects  we inc lude as what we presume wi l l  be done with in the scope of  the 

long-range p lan per iod.  That doesn’t  mean that they wi l l  actual ly be done.   To some 

degree we know, and to some degree we’re making an educated guess.  W hen we 

select l ike road projects and then the spec if ic  tra i l  projects  that  - -  or  s idewalk  and 

pedestr ian improvement  projects  that we’re going to inc lude.   I  don’t  know what  e lse 

they add bes ides that .  

  MR. KELLEY:  Go ahead, T im.  

  MR. TEDDY:  I  would just  say i t ’s  important to have some cr i ter ia  so that when 



 
 

 
 

projects  appear  in  the long-range p lan there’s some idea of  what services they’re 

performing.   So,  a scor ing matr ix could add some addit ional narrat ive on what  i t  does 

as opposed to just  what  i t  is .  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  Right.  

  MR. TEDDY:  So is there safety benef i t ;  is  there congest ion mit igat ion benef i t ;  

economic development.  Is  there connect iv i ty wi th tra i ls  on a t rans it  route.   You know, 

a l l  those k inds of  th ings can be put into  a just i f icat ion so people know why i t ’s  in  a 

p lan and why i t ’s  cons idered impor tant.  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  I  th ink  that would be benef ic ia l  to moving forward, yeah.  

  MR. YONKE:  I  do th ink  though that  one th ing that you led into wi th a ques t ion 

is that,  and i t  may be because of  your  newness to i t ,  is  that i t ’s  less important to have 

that  when you cons ider that a l l  of  the projects are recommended by the ent i ty whose 

jur isd ict ion i t ’s  in .   So CATSO doesn’t  micro -manage the c ity projects.  The c ity 

recommends to CATSO the projects  they want .   And CATSO approves those projects 

in the mix wi th the rest of  them.  M oDOT br ings the projects they want .   The county 

br ings the projects  we want.   So,  we don’t  send and put on a d if ferent matr ix  to say 

wel l ,  the City of  Columbia recommended these four  projects  here,  we’re not going to 

approve those projects in  here.   That ’s  not  how i t  works.  W e assume th e c ity uses 

whatever cr i ter ia  i t  wants  for  the projects  that  i t  br ings to us.  So CATSO is  more the 

organizing tool ,  not the rank ing tool  f rom that point  of  view.   I f  i t  f i ts  in  the goals and 

can be argued that  i t  meets those goals , that ’s  real ly a l l  that i t  needs to do for the 

CATSO purpose.  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  Right.   And I  guess I  was just  th ink ing of  the op portuni t ies 

that  we have for  educat ing and doing outreach about  how we do our transportat ion 

p lanning.   And any data that we can put  out there that are – l ike,  I ’m think ing you-al l  

are jus t get t ing ready to start  your  next comprehensive p lan, I  think .  You know, 

anyth ing that ’s  in  l ine wi th their  comprehens ive p lan that you have another oppor tunity 

to educate i ts  al ignment  is  benef ic ial  to  Boone County,  to  our Columbia area.   The 

other p iece is  that  because they have to be on here in order for  us  to get so much of  

our  federal  funding, I  th ink  i t  a lso makes i t  eas ier  for  us  to help show the interest and 

need,  you know, as you’re look ing at - -  and Mike and Machel le , I  can’ t  speak for  

MoDOT, but  jus t to  know that  these are th ings that are of  in terest to the central  

region,  helps then when you’re having communicat ions back at  the home of f ice.  And 

just  th ink ing about  those funding.   So for me, I  th ink  more awareness is  there.  And I  

understand my newness to the pos it ion, but  having served, sat  up here before,  the 

d if ference is how do we improve the process as we move forward  just  to make sure 

that  i t  is  serving the needs of  our community.  So, yeah.  



 
 

 
 

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Any addit ional  comments f rom the committee?   I f  not,  we’ l l  

take some comments  f rom the publ ic .  

  MS. KLEEKAMP:  Good af ternoon.  Trac i W ilson Kleekamp.  There’s some 

value in address ing that  le t ter  head-on and tear ing i t  apar t.   But  I  see that  we d if fused 

that  because i f  we could do that ,  we could address equity as i t  re lates to 

measurement  and why that ’s impor tant.   W e’l l  just  take,  for  example,  we’ l l  inc lude 

extensive publ ic  engagement,  I  want  to know what  extens ive is .   And who are the 

underrepresented groups.   And what  are the metr ics that we’re us ing to understand 

the things that are l is ted there.   I t  may not  be someth ing we’ve done in the past .   That 

doesn’t  mean we f i t t in ’  to do i t  in  the present .   And i t  a lso means that  i f  we are 

growing as the Mayor  suggested,  we should  grow knowing how we’re growing and 

what  that  impact  is .   And so whether you’re new or  o ld here, w e a l l  should be in the 

space of  l i fe- long learning because these are b ig projects  that  cost a lot  of  money.   

And we need to s tart  doing them r ight  wi th data.   I  don’ t  know whose educated guess 

we’re us ing, but  i t ’s  not  mine.   And jus t to be cheeky,  I ’ l l  say m y educated guess is 

better  because I  l ike to use data,  jus t for  fun.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Thank you.   Anyth ing e lse f rom the publ ic?  

  MS. TRIPLETTE:  Hi,  CATSO coordinat ing committee members,  my name is 

Annet te Tr ip lett ,  I ’m a member of  the c l imate and envi ronment  commission that 

conducted the LRTP analys is  that you and the technical  committee received at  your  

meetings in May.   The task requested of  the CEC by City Counci l  was to assess the 

LRTP in l ight  of  the c l imate act ion and adaptat ion plan.   And then t he 

recommendat ions that  CATSO then received that  cal led for  improvements to the LRTP 

were requests made by Ci ty Counc i l .   So, the requests  made of  CATSO were not  f rom 

the CEC, they were f rom City Counc i l  because City Counc i l  agreed with the CEC’s 

analys is.   And Ci ty Counc i l  is  the decis ion-making body of  the Ci ty of  Columbia, which 

is one of  the three member ent i t ies  that  compose CATSO.   Ci ty Counc i l ’s  request to 

CATSO were in two categor ies .  F irst ,  short - term improvements  for  implementat ion of  

the current  2050 LRTP.  And second,  long-term improvements for  the next vers ion of  

the LRTP.   In  the f irst  category of  short - term improvements,  Ci ty Counc i l  asked for  a 

major amendment to the 2050 LRTP that  inc luded f ive th ings.   Number one,  publ ic  

input  on transpor tat ion needs.  Two, mode share goals cons istent with those in the 

cap.  Three, transportat ion score card for  rat ing projects.   Four,  project l is ts  that  

pr ior i t ize walk ing, b ik ing and trans i t .   And f ive,  an implementat ion accountabi l i t y 

strategy.   In the second category of  long-term improvements for  the next  vers ion of  

the LRTP, Ci ty Counci l  asked for  another f ive th ings.   Number  one, extensive publ ic  

engagement.   You actual ly have the l is t  on the screen here.   Extensive publ ic 



 
 

 
 

engagement in the process of  developing the LRTP.  Two,  input  f rom tradi t ional ly  

underrepresented groups.   Three,  long-range trans i t  master p lan.  Four,  c l imate 

change adaptat ion p lanning.   And f ive,  a format that is  easy for the publ ic to read and 

understand.  I ’m actual ly very encouraged to see that th is  l is t  is  included in the UPW P 

plans that Brad just  presented.   This  is  the f i rst  I ’ve seen that  i t ’s  inc luded in the 

scope for the  consultant .   So that ’s very encouraging.  However,  the draf t  response 

let ter  that ’s on your agenda today,  that was assembled by the technical  committee 

d ismisses th is  ent ire set  of  requests made by Ci ty Counc i l .   City Counc i l  requested 

ten d if ferent  LRTP improvements  and the let ter  does not recommend how to take 

act ion on any i tem that Ci ty Counc i l  requested.   The draf t  response let ter  is  three and 

a half  pages long and spends two of  those pages arguing wi th the mode share goals 

included in the cap.  Again ,  the issue of  mode share goals was one of  ten 

recommendat ions made by City Counc i l .   And whi le the letter  c la ims that the mode 

share goals were set arb itrar i ly,  the great irony here is that  when the cap was being 

developed,  and the c l imate task force was trying to f igure out  at what level  the mode 

share goals needed to be set,  the calculat ions that u lt imately  determined the level of  

the goals  were done by the previous CATSO staf f  p lanner .  Regardless,  CATSO has 

the prerogat ive to set  i ts  own mode share goa ls.   And f rank ly,  I  bel ieve the CEC would 

welcome th is.   I f  CATSO dismissed --  or  i f  CATSO discussed the current mode share 

percentages and dec ided to set i ts  own goals  for  walk ing, b ik ing and trans it ,  that were 

lower than the cap, but h igher than where we  are now, that  would be a huge 

improvement .  But the problem is that r ight now there is no measurable targ et in the 

LRTP for  what we want t r ips  to look l ike in  the CATSO area.   The LRTP is  a 

transpor tat ion p lanning document.   And let ’s  not  forget that tran sportat ion p lanning is  

not an end to i tse lf .   We don’ t  make p lans just  for  the purpose of  making p lans.  T he 

purpose of  transpor tat ion p lanning is to meet the needs of  the people.  The Ci ty of  

Columbia is  one of  the governing bodies of  CATSO and City of  Co lumbia represents 

81 percent  of  the people who l ive in the CATSO planning area.   So , the City of  

Columbia ’s p lans and pr ior i t ies  are re levant to CATSO planning.   Not  jus t because 

Ci ty has vot ing author i ty on CATSO, but  because the Ci ty’s p lans and pr ior i t i es are 

a lso those of  81 percent  of  the people whom CATSO is supposed to be serving.  The 

draf t  response le tter  was voted unanimously forward to you by the technical  

committee, inc luding by the Ci ty of  Columbia representat ives on the technical  

committee.   The las t th ing I ’ l l  draw attent ion to is that the c los ing statement in the 

let ter  f rom City Counc i l  to CATSO is  th is,  City of  Columbia representat ives on the 

CATSO coordinat ing committee wi l l  review projects cons istent wi th c i ty goals  and 

p lans,  inc luding the cap.   Of  the e ight  seats  on the coordinat ing committee that are 



 
 

 
 

current ly f i l led, four  of  them are f i l l ed by City of  Columbia representat ives.   To me as 

an outs ider ,  th is  d irect ion f rom City Counc i l  seems pretty c lear.   So ,  on behalf  of  the 

c l imate environment  commission, I  ask that you rejec t the draf t  response let ter  f rom 

the technical  committee and make plans to take act ion on the recommendat ions f rom 

City Counc i l ,  both for  the current LRTP and as you are developing your  plans now that  

wi l l  ex tend over the next two years to develop the next  version of  the LRTP.   Thank 

you.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Thank you.  

  MS.  PEREZ:  Good af ternoon.  I ’m Dani  Perez.   Before I  s tart ,  I  want  to just  

address that when we ta lk  about equi tabi l i t y,  these types of  meet ings are at  an 

unequi table t ime.   There’s a lot  of  people that want  to be here but can’ t .   I  a lso not ice 

there’s , l ike,  no name tags.   So,  for  people who are neuron d ivergent  and can’ t  

remember th ings very wel l ,  to  know people ’s  names and faces would be very 

apprec ia ted.  Just a t id b it  to make our  meet ings more equi table and access ib le.   

Anyway,  I  f ind a lot  of  interest ing th ings about  the let ter .   I  know we’re concentrat ing 

so much on th is let ter .   But  I  th ink  th is let ter  draws a lot of  co lor  on the character  that  

is  CATSO.  I ’m an aspir ing b io logist  and my big th ing is  data and we get  harped on 

about  making sure that we have credib le resources to back our c la ims up.  CATSO 

makes a lo t of  c la ims.  Spits  out a lot  of  data.  But there’s no documents that  I  can 

fol low to educate myself .   So there’s  that issue, which makes me feel  a bi t  

incompetent  wi th what  they’re talk ing about .   They c la im about  how th ings are 

undoable,  unreal is t ic  and the most interest ing choice of  word,  unreasonable.   I t  

doesn’t  real ly specif y what  i s  unreasonable, but i t  does l ike to make compar isons to 

Columbia wi th some of  the largest  c i t ies in the wo r ld,  which is  not  a fa ir  compar ison.  

Even when you’re look ing at things in a sc ient i f ic  standpoint,  you don’t  want  to make 

compar isons to th ings that  are too out of  the rang  because i t  makes th ings unreal ist ic  

and i t  makes th ing appear  unreasonable.   I  would l ike to know what  is  so 

unreasonable about the requests  that  the City Counc i l  has made.   They don’t  seem 

that  unreasonable.   But based on th is  le tter ,  i t  jus t sounds l ike we’re ask ing 

everyth ing and the moon.  And the th ing that  jus t d isturbs me is the  idea that c l imate 

change is th is  other  th ing.  And i t ’s  a lmost l ike as i f  we have this  lef t  brain /r ight  bra in 

mental i t y.   W e have the lef t  brain, which is  CAPA, and the r ight  bra in,  which is the 

LRPT.  And for some reason these th ings can paral le l each ot her , but they’re not  a 

par t of  each other .   And as a scient is t ,  I ’m te l l ing you that c l imate change is not  a 

separate th ing.   I t  is  interwoven wi th every aspect of  our  l i fe,  whether i t ’s  our 

healthcare,  our food,  our  inf rastructure,  how we bui ld bui ld ings,  how we do 

transpor tat ion.  Because I ’m here to te l l  you that  in  2050 that ’s  when you’re going to 



 
 

 
 

s tar t  seeing a lo t of  the s tuf f  happen.   W e’re go nna be considered the heat belt .   

You’ve not iced we’re get t ing more precip itat ion.  That has a great  ef fect  on a l l  forms 

of  transpor tat ion.   So,  when I  hear  language in the document  saying we don’t  want  

c l imate change, or bas ical ly the same, we don’t  want  to put - -  c l imate change is  not at  

the foref ront.   That ’s  concerning.  I t  should not  be a --  i t  should be interwoven.  I t  

shouldn’ t  be an af ter thought  or  amendatory cons iderat ion.  Cl imate change isn ’ t  

cons iderat ion.  I t  is  a real i t y.   And every aspect  nee ds to put  that  into their  p lanning.  

Al l  r ight.   Sorry,  that  is  a l l  I  have to say.   Thank you guys so much.  A nd p lease 

cons ider th is .  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Thank you.  

  MR. HEIM:  Good af ternoon.   My name is Mark Heim and I ’m here today 

represent ing the members of  Mid-Missour i Peace Works , the overwhelming major i ty of  

whom l ive in Columbia or  Boone County,  outs ide of  C olumbia.   And I  want to say that 

I ’m gonna focus in on one point,  but I  share agreement  wi th the other  speakers on the 

points  ra ised so far.   The th ing that  amazed me when this was brought to my at tent ion 

is that i t  is  now 2022, we have a p lanning document  for  2050 that  does not take into 

account  c l imate change.   W e are l iv ing in a c l imate emergency in case you d idn’ t  

not ice.  And I  th ink  most of  you  have not iced i t  because i t ’s  happening every day f rom 

the f ires  to the f loods,  the extreme weather events th at  are more and more f requent .   I  

don’t  want  to burden you wi th too much on that ,  but I  do want to say that th is  is  not  

something that  came by surpr ise.   You know, i t  snuck up on us,  no.   In  1988,  

Dr.  James Hanson spoke to the U.S. Congress and sounded th e a larm on c l imate 

change.  In  1992, the wor ld community gathered in Rio for  the ear th summit and set  

out goals  to address the c l imate cr is is .   I t ’ s  unthinkable to me that  in  2022 we have a 

document that ’s  planning for  2050 that ’s  28 years  f rom now.  And i t ’s  p lanning for  

2050 wi thout tak ing c l imate into account.   This is  the height  of  r id icu lous,  except  i t ’s  

real .   And, you know, i t  to  me speaks volumes that people could think  they could plan 

28 years  in  the future and not  th ink  about  c l imate change, do no t  take that  in to 

account  and now say wel l  we’ l l  do that in 2055 to 2060 version of  th is document.  I  

won’t  be around in a l l  l ikel ihood in e ither 2055 to 60,  or 2050,  but I  wi l l  leave a wor ld 

to my chi ld,  who’s now an adul t  and my grandsons who are youngster s  but soon to be 

adults .   I  want  to leave a wor ld that works for  them.  And I  th ink  the Ci ty of  Columbia,  

Boone County,  and the State of  Missour i s hould put  our  heads together and come up 

wi th a p lan that does put into ef fect  c l imate change.  Does take tha t  in to account .   

And looks at how we can switch f rom vehicular trans i t  to  walk ing,  b ik ing, and publ ic  

trans it .   These k ind of  changes can and wi l l  be made i f  we put our  minds to i t .   But  

r ight now, to deny i t ,  to not  inc lude i t ,  jus t doesn’t  make any sense  to me.  Thank you 



 
 

 
 

for  your  t ime and cons iderat ion.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Thank you.   Anyone else f rom the publ ic?  

  MS. AMPARAN:  Good af ternoon.   Hel lo .   Carolyn Amparan now speak ing for  

the Mid-MO Sierra Club Group, which has, as Mark indicated, for  Peace W orks, most 

of  our  members in  Columbia and Boone County  a l though we do represent  Mid-

Missour i.   Sierra Club d id provide input  to the 2015 Long-range Transportat ion Plan to 

ask for  a greater  focus on c l imate change.   So ,  I  jus t want to, you know, br ing up that  

th is  isn ’t  l ike something that we haven’ t  provided input for  in the past .   But I  am glad 

to see that i t  is  gonna be a fac tor  in  the nex t  p lan.   I t ’s  impor tant to,  I  won’ t  - -  I  t r y not 

to repeat what other people have said,  but i t ’s  impor tant to remember  t hat  the 

h istor ica l  c l imate is  no longer  a rel iable predict ion of  future r isk .  And any road or  

other inf rastructure we’re bui ld ing today is  l ikely to be around for 50 years  and so we 

can’ t  wai t .   Any new construct ion that  we’re doing,  we must  begin to fac t or in p lanning 

and des ign and operat ion re lated to c l imate change  in i t  according to the Nat ional 

Research Counc i l  f rom the National  Aca demy of  Sc ience and Engineer ing.   W e wi l l  

see s ignif icant  changes in p lanning, des ign,  construct ion, operat ion and maint enance 

of  transpor tat ion systems.   So wai t ing another two or  three years  to fac tor th is  in , 

Sierra Club feels is  wrong.  We’re a lready exper ienc ing s ignif icant impacts f rom 

cl imate change.  We’ve seen a s ignif icant  increase in a number  of  hot days here in 

Missour i this  summer wi th days over  95 degrees.  Missour i has a lready exper ienced 

three major  ra infa l l  events.   And these were a l l  predi cted by the sc ient i f ic  community 

that  we’d be exper ienc ing these type of  heavy ra infa l l  events.   2013,  Waynesvi l le,   

St .  Rober ts exper ienced 13 inches over two days.  2021,  Columbia, Boone County,  

exper ienced 13 inches over several  days in late Ju ne wi th f ive and a half  of  that  

fol lowing in one day.   And jus t in July ,  the St.  Louis  region got 10 inches of  ra in 

overnight .   So,  between the heat  and these heavy rainfa l l  events , we can’ t  wai t .   Any 

project  that ’s  underway now needs to take into cons iderat i on c l imate change.   

Addi t ional ly,  in order  to meet the greenhouse gas emission reduct ion goals for  the 

Ci ty of  Columbia,  we need to be fac tor ing in more modal  shif t  away f rom personal  

vehic les.   Over  90 percent of  the tr ips  in  th is  area were by car in 2021 .  So, we 

haven’t  made any progress ,  and th is  is  real ly important for  emissions reduct ions as 

wel l  as  a matter of  equity.   So , f rom the Sierra Club perspect ive we’d l ike to ask that 

the coordinat ing commit tee reject  the technical committee response and tha t  you a lso 

begin to do the preparat ion work  now that  is  going to make that 2055 Long-range 

Transpor tat ion Plan bet ter .   From a publ ic  awareness perspect ive,  implement ing some 

type of  score card that  factors in equi ty,  safety,  c l imate change suppor t would a l l  be 

very benef ic ia l.   Look ing at  the l is t  of  unfunded projects  or the l is t  of  the projects  you 



 
 

 
 

approved at the beginning of  the meet ing, you jus t can’t  make any sense of  i t  as  a 

member of  the publ ic wi thout  some k ind of  scor ing factor.   And so I  th ink  that that ’s  

something that  should be implemented now, not wai t  unt i l  we get the 2055 p lan in 

p lace.   I t ’s  a lso a matter of  equi ty because l ike, for  example,  I  spoke ear l ier  about the 

students at  Batt le High School.   W ell ,  they can’ t  be here today to test i f y.   They’re 

probably not even gonna be in tune because they’re not  voters to the fac t that ,  you 

know, these k inds of  dec is ions  are being made.  But i t ’s  something that they care 

about .   So, you know, i f  we had a score card l ike that,  i t  would great ly help.   Sier ra 

Club a lso requests  that for  any shor t - term decis ions l ike those being made today,  that  

the project for  publ ic t rans i t ,  walk ing, and b ik ing be pr ior i t ized.  I t ’s  a lso impor tant 

now to implement  those performance metr ics . There’s  a lo t of  performance metr ics  

that  are d iscussed in the Long-range Transportat ion Plan; none of  them are measured.  

And i t  was in the c l imate and environment  commission recommendation to look at 

vehic le mi les  traveled,  publ ic  trans it  r idership in other one.  And those were a l l  th ings 

that  i f  we s tart  co l lect ing the data now, i t  wi l l  make the new plan better.   I f  we wai t  

unt i l  we put the new plan in p lace,  i t ’s  gonna be l ike four  or  f ive years before anyone 

star ts col lec t ing any m etr ics .  So we need to implement  metr ics now.  So wi th that ,  I  

want  to thank you for your  t ime and hope you’ l l  make the r ight  dec is ion.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Thank you.  

  MS. CARTER:  Susan Renee Car ter  and I  l ive in W ard 2 in Columbia,  Missour i .   

And so I  don’t  want  to repeat  what  a lo t of  people have said  but  there are two things 

that  I ’d l ike to br ing up.   And one is  that  look ing at your survey that  was done, there’s 

two obvious th ings going on.   One is,  is  that  we have a great  need for more publ ic  

educat ion about  the k ind of  trans i t  that we should be using  in our town to meet our 

c l imate act ion p lan.   Their  preferences were us ing a car .   And so , we can’t  cont inue 

doing that  and meet  those standards.   So,  the surveys that  we do need to reach out to 

people.  We need to be going to people, not invi t ing them to  p laces, but going door to 

door  and ask ing them quest ions ,  provid ing them with educat ion  and ask ing them what  

k ind of  a lternat ive types of  transpor tat ion they would use i f  their  roads and s idewalks 

and b ike lanes and walk ing paths were d if ferent.   Because I  think  you would get 

d if ferent  answers for  your  survey.   I f  people new that there might be d if ferent  

a lternat ives avai lable.   W e’re jus t basing our  answers to your quest ions of f  of  what we 

have now.  And there’s a lo t of  places in my neighborhood coming t h is  d irect ion f rom 

the north that I  wouldn’t  r ide a b icyc le across in order to get here and feel safe.   So ,  

we need to make our  s treets , you know, l ivable,  walkable, and safe for  people.  

The second th ing is ,  is  that,  you know, as other  people stated about  the let ter ,  and 

about  some of  the conversat ions is that ,  you know, we tend to want to do th ings the 



 
 

 
 

way that  we’ve a lways  done them.  And when people suggest  new th ings , we want  to 

rejec t them and make them feel as i f  they don’t  know what  the process shoul d be l ike.  

But  I  agree wi th Mayor  Buf fa loe in that we need to be tak ing data.   We need metr ics .  

We need to be knowing what i t  is  that we’re doing and why we’re doing i t .   And what  

the outcomes of  what we’ve done have  --  you know, whether they’ve improved ,  or  

whether we need to make adjustments .   Unt i l  we s tar t  doing those th ings and making 

dec is ions about  how we spend money and how we do projects , our  c ity is  not  going to 

be walkable,  l ivable, and safe for  people.  And so I  want  to suppor t that  we reject  the 

let ter .   And that we look at  i t  and take i t  apart and determine, you know, what  i t  is  that  

we real ly need to do moving forward.   Thank you.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Thank you.  

  MR. SIMONSON:  Hel lo CATSO coordinat ing committee members.  My name is  

Lawrence Simonson and I  am the CEO of  Local Mot ion.  Local Mot ion represents 

8,000 members in  Boone County,  inc luding indiv iduals,  fami l ies , bus inesses,  c lubs 

and organizat ions.   Local Mot ion suppor ts the recommendat ions made by Ci ty Counci l  

for  improvements  to the current and upcoming vers ions of  the Long-range 

Transpor tat ion Plan.   Spec if ica l ly,  I ’d l ike to address  Ci ty Counc i l ’s  recommenda t ions 

around publ ic engagement.   The Columbia Ci ty Counc i l  recommends a p lanning 

process for the LRTP that inc ludes extens ive pub l ic  engagement  and input f rom 

tradit ional ly underrepresented groups.  The draf t  le t ter  on your agenda today 

responds to that recommendat ion.   The response says input f rom the publ ic  and 

community is  welcome dur ing d iscuss ion for long -range goals .  The LRTP process 

seeks input  f rom the general publ ic in d iscussion of  transportat ion projects .  The 

process and any suggest ions wi l l  be  looked at  and considered for the next i terat ion.   

This sounds real ly construct ive, that CATSO is open to publ ic input  and that  publ ic 

input  wi l l  inf luence CATSO’s p lans.   But  the draf t  le t ter  a lso makes the fo l lowing 

statements.   Modif icat ions to the LRTP  is a process of  ref in ing and bui ld ing upon the 

foundat ion we have.   Departure f rom the process is not  conduc ive to the needed 

cont inuity of  the plan.   These s tatements  make i t  c lear  that  the previous indicators of  

openness to the public  input are not  being made in good fa ith.   That real i t y of  CATSO 

being far  removed f rom publ ic input and community needs is cons istent  wi th my 

personal  exper ience in attending CATSO meet ings over  the years.   You’ve heard me 

address th is  before and I ’ l l  address i t  again unt i l  i t ’s  addressed public ly by the 

coordinated or  technical committee.   I  recent ly attended a technical  committee 

meeting where a committee member  stated that  the group d id not  need publ ic input 

because community members don’ t  know what  they’re ta lk ing about a nd they,  the 

committee members,  are the experts .  The s i tuat ion in f ront of  you today is that 



 
 

 
 

CATSO has received publ ic  input bot h f rom the Columbia Ci ty Counc i l ,  members of  

the publ ic ,  representat ive organizat ions and indiv iduals  who bel ieve that CATSO’s 

p lan do not  meet  their  needs or those of  the broader community.   And yet ,  so far ,  a l l  

the publ ic  input f rom City Counc i l ,  the com munity members represent ing Boone 

County res idents,  has a l l  been d ismissed in that let ter .   CATSO’s own public  

par t ic ipat ion p lan sets  out  the fo l lowing three goals .  Cont inuous two -way 

communicat ion between CATSO and res idents , involvement  of  res idents in  a l l  s tages 

of  p lanning and dec is ion-making, development  of  broad-based community support  for  

CATSO decis ions.   Right now, CATSO is  not  achieving these goals .  CATSO does not  

have cont inuous communicat ion wi th res idents .  Meet ings are in  the middle of  the 

workday.   I t  is  rare for  anyone bes ides mysel f  to  attend these meet ings.  CATSO’s 

publ ic part ic ipat ion p lan says CATSO wi l l  hold meet ings in locat ions which are 

assessable and reasonably avai lable to a l l  res idents  inc luding low income and 

minor ity indiv iduals and those wi th d isabi l i t ies.  

 And CATSO wi l l  make a specia l ef for t  to not i f y,  inform, involve and serve groups and 

indiv iduals who are tradit ional ly underserved by transpor tat ion investments . Low-

income persons,  minor it ies,  elder ly,  and d isabled persons wi l l  be g iven equal  - -  

equali t y,  excuse me,  of  opportunity to part ic ipate in the transportat ion p lanning.  

Res idents are not involved in a l l  s tages of  the p lanning and dec is ion -making.  Even 

when res idents  are able to get to a CATSO meet ing, their  input is  of ten not l is tened 

to.  The very last  technical  committee meet ing on August  3rd was a pr ime example of  

th is .   Seven committee members --  excuse me, seven community members at tended, 

contr ibuted comments,  and asked quest ions.  They were a l l  women and inc luded 

several women of  color.   Par t way through their  comments , half  of  the technical 

committee members walked out  of  the room.   The remain ing commit tee members who 

were a l l  whi te men dismissed the community members input  inc luding their  feedback 

that  the LRTP is not  equi table and accused them of  us ing equity as a buzz word.  As a 

resul t  of  th is lack of  communicat ion and involveme nt of  res idents ,  CATSO does not  

have broad-based community support  for  the transpor tat ion systems being made, 

par t icu lar ly in the LRTP.   On behalf  of  Local Mot ion and our 8,000 members,  I  ask the 

coordinat ing committee to rejec t the draf t  let ter  f rom the t echnical committee on the 

bas is  that  i t  is  unbecoming of  CATSO’s profess ional  standards.   Further,  I  ask you to 

l is ten to what  publ ic  input you are receiv ing,  incl uding f rom City Counc i l  and make 

plans to act  on counci l ’s  recommendations f rom proving the L RTP.   Thank you very 

much.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Thank you.   Any addi t ional comments  f rom the public?  

  MS. DOKKEN:  Hi ,  my name is  Dee Dokken.   I ’m jus t speak ing on behalf  of  



 
 

 
 

someone who couldn’ t  be here today because i t ’s  held dur ing the day,  had to work .  

So that  is  an issue I  agree with.  And a lso,  he has brought  up the point that why is 

there no publ ic membership, no membership of  the publ ic on the CATSO coordinat ing  

committee.   I t ’s  true of  other  NPO organizat ions.  I f  the bylaws were changed, we 

could have publ ic part ic ipat ion is  my understanding.  Or publ ic  membership on i t .  

Thank you.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Any other comments  f rom the publ ic?  Any comments f rom the 

committee? 

  MS. BUFFALOE:  What are the next  steps?  You said th is is  a le tter  we’re 

receiv ing.  

  MR. SKOV:  I  don’t  th ink  the committee - -  the committee can jus t take the 

let ter ,  i t  was received.   You can take formal act ion or not.   I  don’ t  see the need for 

any formal act ion e i ther way.   W hen I say accept,  I ’m just  saying you acknowledge the 

receipt  of  the letter .   That doesn’t  mean you approve of  the let ter  or  reject  the let ter .   

But  again, that  is  your  dec is ion as to what you do.  

  MS.  BUFFALOE:  And can we make recommendations in response to i t?   W ould 

I  do that  now or dur ing comment?  

  MR. SKOV:  Well ,  I  would defer  to the committee on that .   I  don’ t  know that I  

have a strong opin ion about  that .  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  Sor t of  l ike fo l low-up quest ions to come to our  next meeting.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  I  th ink  that would be better served at  the general comments.  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  Okay.   I  can save my response.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Anyth ing e lse on th is part icu lar  i tem?  

  MR. TEDDY:  I ’ l l  just  say the letter  has not been well  re ceived.   So I ’ l l  just  

acknowledge that.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Duly noted.  

X. PHILIPS FARM ROAD NEIGHBORHOOD COLLECTOR REALIGNMENT -  

REFERRAL TO CATSO TECHNICAL COMMITTEE  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Phi l ips Farm Road Neighborhood Col lect ion Real ignment.  

  MR. SKOV:  Yes, Mr . Chair .   This  is  jus t a request  for  a referra l  by the 

coordinat ing committee to the CATSO technical committee.  W e recent ly received a 

pre l im inary p lat  request.   W e, being the Ci ty of  Columbia s taf f .   I t  would require a 

sect ion of  what ’s known as Phi l ips  Farm Road,  the future Phi l ips  Farm Road,  which is 

a neighborhood col lector s treet to be shown as part  of  that part icular development .   

The CATSO major  roadway p lan current ly shows that  spec if ic  road extending on 

a l ignment  south f rom where the ex is t ing s tub of  the road is.   There’s only one l i t t le ,  

shor t ,  f ive-hundred-foot  stub of  the road actual ly constructed.  I t ’s  jus t of f  Ponderosa.  



 
 

 
 

Just  to the west  of  Ponderosa.  There’s  now a number  of  bui ld ings that are shown in 

the a l ignment as i ts  shown on the ma jor roadway p lan.   Things have changed over  the 

years  f rom what the presumpt ions had been as far  as that  or ig inal  a l ignment .  But the 

star t ing point,  of  course,  the Phi l ips Farm Road extens ion needs to be that  – the term 

of  that s tub.  And that ’s a thousand feet  nor thwest  of  where the future al ignments  

current ly depicted.   At  the May 4th tech committee meet ing, a d iscuss ion was held on 

two potent ia l  a l ternat ive a l ignments for  the future extens ion of  th is  road.   There was 

no formal act ion taken at that  t ime.   The two potent ia l a l ignments  have been drawn up 

by c i ty s taf f  I  th ink  in  d iscuss ion wi th poten t ial ,  the property owners in  that area.  The 

a l ignments  are shown there.   There is --  you can see there’s  a red a l ignment  and a 

green a l ignment.   That ’s just  FYI .  There’s  no need for any act ion on the part  of  the 

coordinat ing committee other than we’d l ik e to --  s ince we now have th is  pre l im inary 

p lat in p lay,  we would l ike the coordinat ing committee to refer the topic  to the tech 

committee for  review.  And a po tent ia l recommendat ion to the coordinat ing committee 

for a major roadway p lan amendment,  which would be needed to revise that  Phi l ips 

Farm Road al ignment in coordinat ion wi th the future development a long that  al ignment  

wi th any future p lat  approval.   Again, there was no --  there was extens ive d iscussion 

at  the May 4th tech meet ing, but no formal act ion was taken.  And there hasn’ t  been 

any fur ther  movement  unt i l  now.  I t ’s  poss ible that the tech committee would 

determine the proposed real ignments , e ither of  those two would be in substant ia l  

conformance wi th the major roadway p lan.  And in that  case,  there wouldn’ t  be any 

recommendat ion coming back to the coordinat ing committee.   But for  now, again,  what  

we would l ike,  what  step we’re suggest ing is  that the c oordinat ing committee pass a 

motion to refer  th is for  tech committee for a fur ther s tudy and a d ec is ion as to what 

a l ignment  wi l l  ac tual ly be ut i l ized in revis ing the al ignment  as i t ’s  current ly shown on 

the major  roadway p lan.   Thank you.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Any quest ions or  comments f rom the committee?  Any 

comments  f rom the public  on th is project?  Hear ing none,  can I  get a recommendat ion 

or mot ion? 

  MS. BUFFALOE:  The motion is  referenced to the CATSO technical  committee 

for approval ,  I  make so moved.  

  MR. CREECH:  Second.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Al l  in favor .  

  (Unanimous voice vote for  approval. )  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Any opposed?  None.  Al l  r ight.   Mot ion is passed.  

  MR. SKOV:  Mr . Chair ,  I  just  want  to say Other Bus iness should be the next 

i tem on the agenda.   I  just  not iced that .   I t ’s  actual ly - -  we don’t  have any other 



 
 

 
 

bus iness.   But  jus t so you’re aware.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Other Bus iness before General  Comments, I  got  you.  

  MR. SKOV:  So we can move on to I tem 11 now.  

XI.   OTHER BUSINESS 

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Al l  r ight.   General  Comments, f i rst  f rom the public .   Any 

comments  f rom anybody in the publ ic  would l ike  to make to the CATSO coordinat ing 

committee? 

  UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  So I  had a bra in fog.  I  forgot to ment ion in the 

let ter ,  you ment ioned  something about  tradit ional ly CATSO does th ings a certa in way 

and chooses bas ical ly - -  not chooses but  oversees what  is  considered reasonable and 

not.   And I  th ink  that not  jus t wi th th is  committee, but  a lo t of  the committees of  

Columbia are having an issue wi th what ’s  cons idered tradit ion, what  is  cons idered 

doing how things have been done  and cont inuing to do these th ings.  Rather than as a 

scient i f ic  community would say,  evolve.   The whole - -  what  he mentioned about having 

a meet ing and a few people of  co lor ,  main ly women, ta lked.   And a good chunk of  

people stepped out.   That d id happen, I  was there.   And that ’s  not  the f irs t  t ime I ’ve 

seen stuf f  l ike that  happen wi th Columbia in general.   So ,  i t ’s  something to real ly keep 

in mind,  what  is  tradit ion.  W e need to star t  th ink ing about  what ’s cons idered tradi t ion 

and what is  cons idered th ings that  has been done that  need to change in order for  us 

to again, as I  use the word evolve to be bet ter.   And I ’m not  saying be ashamed that  

you are a l l ,  main ly a l l  of  you are whi te.   I ’m saying hey,  th is is  an issue, we can be 

better .   You guys can be better.   Let ’s  be better.   And so I  just  wanted to chal lenge 

that  word tradi t ion and how it ’s  used wi th the word reasonable and unreasonable.  

Thank you.  

  MS. JEFFERSON:  Barbara Jef ferson, W ard I .   I  th ink  about  moving forward 

and I  do think  the pr ior i t y you should star t  look ing at  the c l imate change,  which is 

real ly real.   And I  th ink  you should look at  how it  af fects  our  inf ras tructure and 

everyth ing e lse.   Publ ic inpu t,  you know, that  needs to be done bet ter.   This  is  bad 

t im ing.  But a lso,  jus t shar ing about  that  survey onl ine.   I ’m th ink ing about  who real ly 

knew about that  survey onl ine.   W hole growth.   The act ion overal l  we should look at 

how we’re gonna benef i t  a l l .   W hen I  heard about these new bus routes that just  

recently came in, l ike,  you know, they’re mostly going on the  north s ide of  town, I ’ve 

a lways thought about  how do --  why don’ t  we have more bus routes on the south s ide 

of  town.  Is i t  equal?  And I  th ink  about  why is i t  that on the north s ide of  town we 

have to deal  - -  because I  do l ive on the north s ide of  town.   W e had the deal  wi th 

fol lowing our  cel l  phones to hopefu l ly be connected by a bus route.   But  is  that  the 

same th ing on the south s ide of  town also, and which one works the best .   Data is  



 
 

 
 

impor tant .   Thank you a l l .  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Thank you.   Any addi t ional comments  f rom the public?  I f  not ,  

comments  f rom the committee?  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  I  have a s taf f  quest ion.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Yes,  ma’am.  

  MS.  BUFFALOE:  May I  mention,  Brad, sorry.   Just  a quick  c lar i f icat ion,  what ’s 

the process for  projects – jus t you mentioned that each of  the three ent i t ies  put 

together  their  project l is t  and send i t  to CATSO.  Do we have --  do each of  the ent i t ies 

have their  own requirements?  Is i t  a cer ta in dol lar  threshold of  which you would come 

to the Long-range Transpor tat ion Plan?  L ike what is  the process of  i t  coming f rom 

those groups? 

  MR. YONKE:  I t  needs to be a project that  you might  need federal  funds on.  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  Okay.  

  MR. YONKE:  So,  for  example, not  a l l  pedestr ian projects in the CATSO metro 

area are gonna show up in the Long-range Transpor tat ion Plan because a goodly 

por t ion of  the tra i ls  and other p ieces that  are done in c ity parks depar tment a ren’ t  

under CATSO.  They’re part  of  the sales tax  and the way that the c ity does those on 

their  own.  So, they wouldn’ t  necessar i ly show up because they’re not  par t  of  anyth ing 

that ’s  expect ing to get  federal money.   That’s a p iece of  i t  that ’s separate f r om the 

other.   And whatever matr ix or  dec is ion matr ix the indiv idual ent i t ies use to make their  

dec is ions, is  whatever  cr i ter ia  they have set up to do i t  wi th in their  own.   So for the 

most part ,  a  lo t of  th is  is  the wrong venue.  CATSO just  coordinates the  individual  

p ieces of  the other  ent i t ies .   So,  i f  you want to see more b ike and pedestr ian or  transi t  

projects , the Ci ty of  Columbia wi l l  need to present more b ike and pedestr ian and 

trans it  projects .  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  And then I  guess my addit ional quest io n on that,  is  there any 

harm to adding these to our l is t  even i f  they’re not  us ing federal  funds?  

  MR. TEDDY:  There’s  not.   Use example of  t ra i l  projects , a number  of  tra i l  

projects  have used federal  funds, transportat ion enhancement  program for example 

for  at least  two phases of  the Hinkson Creek Trai l .   So yeah,  i t ’s  good to have them in 

the p lan because you would w ind up amending the p lan to qual i f y i t  for  federal funding  

i f  a federal  funding oppor tuni ty came up.  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  Right.   I  remember vot ing in amendments  to TIP or whatever  

one of  the p lans were a few years ago.  So , there’s no harm to adding them even  i f  

they’re not amending?  

  MR. YONKE:  No.  But  they may not take a l l  of  them is what  I ’m saying.  I t ’s  not 

a comprehens ive th ing you can l ook at .   I  mean, you can put them in there i f  you 



 
 

 
 

wanted to, but  that ’s why i t  hasn’t  t radit ional ly been in there.  

  MS.  BUFFALOE:  So can the CATSO coordinat ing committee, and I ’m not 

making a mot ion, I ’m just  ask ing th is  quest ion to star t ;  could we make a 

recommendat ion to encourage our  ent i t ies to add addit ional  projects that help show 

the addi t ional  mobi l i t y that we ’re put t ing in.  Because I  th ink  --  you ta lk  about  the 

venue.   For tunate ly,  th is is  one of  the venues of  which to have the publ ic engagement  

p iece.   And somet imes people aren’ t  able to come to a Monday n ight  meet ing of  City 

Counci l  to have th is.   Or they’re not in the room with Publ ic W orks ta lk ing about  some 

real  projects .  So , th is  is  a publ ic venue of  which to have some of  these 

conversat ions.   So I  th ink  any opportuni ty we have to ra ise that awareness is  only 

benef ic ial  to  us.  And wi th my --  th is is  my quest ion for  s taf f ,  is  i f  s taf f  had --  th is is  a 

technical committee wi th  --  there ’s a lways committees.   The technical committee, but  

f rom staf f ,  i f  s taf f  has recommendat ions for  some of  the suggest ions that were in here,  

I  apprec iate the inc lus ion of  the  public  engagement p iece and the review for c l imate 

change impacts  and a l l  of  that  in  our  next round.  But I  d idn’t  know if  CATSO staf f  had 

recommendat ions for  some of  the ways they could incorporate some of  these pieces 

f rom the letter .   And i f  so, i f  we could request that  you come back wi th a repor t to us 

on that ,  l ike what  we could do in the meant ime.  And whether or not  that ’s ask ing for 

the ent i t ies  to provide addit ional  data , whether that ’s  us saying what ’s  the percentage 

of  dol lars we spend or  th ings that we --  or  ways that we’re inc luding c l imate change 

project ions in our current projects.   Is  that - -  l ike before I  were to make a request  of  

the coordinat ing commit tee to make that ,  is  that a real th ing you a l l  could do?  

  MR. TEDDY:  In other  words,  look at the g lass half  fu l l ,  what are we capable of  

del iver ing that ’s in that request  on the c ity s ide, can we suggest .  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  Right.   Because,  I  mean, the point  about the c ity making up 

the major i ty of  the pro jects  that people,  th is members  --  I  th ink  i t  is  a re levant 

request .   Yeah.   So,  I  guess my request  is ,  and I  can do i t  in a motion form if  you a l l  

want  to vote on i t .   Is  that we ask for  CATSO staf f  to  come back in the review f rom the 

March letter  f rom the Columbia City Counc i l  to see what  c ould we incorporate in the 

shor t  term before we do our next update to maybe ask of  the other  ent i t ies for  data or 

- -  

  MR. TEDDY:  Some adjustments and pr ior i t ies.  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  Yeah.  

  MR. TEDDY:  You know, those k inds of  th ings.  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  Yeah.   I ’m not ask ing to change --  

  MR. SKOV:  As a pre l im inary to actual ly doing the update d p lan.  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  And the idea is i t ’s  hopefu l ly k ind of  start ing us on that path 



 
 

 
 

so that when we do have the consul tant and they’re doing --  we’ve a lready k ind of  

star ted being l ike here’s the th ings we do know we col lec t data on.   Because I  imagine 

you al l  co l lect  tons of  data and I  know we probably do.  I t ’s  maybe not  out there.   

Put t ing i t  out there and just  start  the process.  That way we’re not  start ing in t wo 

years  f rom ground zero.   So can that  be the motion?  

  MR. SKOV:  Yes.  I  would l ike that in a motion.  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  No.   So,  I  mean, I ’m making that mot ion.  But do you 

understand what  I  sa id?  

  MR. SKOV:  I  would l ike you to restate the motion, p lea se.  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  Mr.  Teddy,  do you want  to res tate what  I  said?  

  MR. TEDDY:  No.  I  th ink  you should restate i t .  

  MS. BUFFALOE:  Okay.   So I ’m making a mot ion that  we ask CATSO staf f  to  

come back to the coordinat ing committee wi th how we can incorpor ate some of  these 

recommendat ions in the meant ime.   W hat data can we start  to  col lect,  what addi t ional  

publ ic engagement can we do.  What opt ions do we have unt i l  we do the fu l l  range 

update.   That  is  my mot ion.  Do I  have a second ? 

  MS. W ATKINS:  Second.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Al l  r ight.   W e have a mot ion and a second.   Al l  in  favor .  

  (Unanimous voice vote for  approval. )  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Any oppose?  Any addi t ional comments  f rom the committee?  

Comments f rom staf f?  Al l  r ight .  

  MR. KELLEY:  I  jus t may have one i tem.  W e heard a couple t imes today that  

staf f  walked out  dur ing the technical  committee.   I t  was re layed to me that  at the 

c l imate commission there’s  a statement that staf f  walked out  in  protest.   I  don’t  

bel ieve that  was the case that  happened at the te chnical committee.   I  th ink  others 

here were in at tendance as wel l .   I  th ink  maybe we should c lar i f y that,  jus t for  the 

publ ic record.  

  MR. TEDDY:  Members had other p laces to go, in other words.  

  MR. KELLEY:  Yeah.  

  MR. TEDDY:  I t  was a fair ly long meet ing.  

  MR. HENDERSON:  I ’ l l  throw in there, I  was probably the second person that 

lef t  that  meet ing.   At no t ime did I  intend to  d isrespect  anybody.   I  wai ted unt i l  the las t 

person that I  heard spoke and then I  lef t ,  which was a half  hour  af ter  the meet in g t ime 

supposed to end.  So , to say that  people lef t  in protest ,  there was no intent  to be 

protest ing.  And as a matter  of  fact,  I  sat  and l is tened to a l l  of  the speakers to be 

respectfu l.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Any addit ional  comments?  



 
 

 
 

XII.  NEXT MEETING DATE 

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Next  meet ing is scheduled for December 1, 2022,  at 2:30 in 

counc i l  chambers.  

XIII .  ADJUOURMENT 

  MR. SEEWOOD:  W ith that,  can I  get a mot ion for  adjournment?  

  MR. YONKE:  Move to adjourn.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Can I  get a second?  

  MR. TEDDY:  Second.  

  MR. SEEWOOD:  Al l  in favor?  

  (Unanimous voice vote for  approval.)  

  (Meet ing adjourned.)  


