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Environmental Justice/ Title VI Analysis Public Comments and Recommended Changes 

In April 2017, the Planning Committee recommended that the Policy Board approve the 2017 

Environmental Justice/Title VI Analysis for release for public comment. The Policy Board recommended 

that CDTC release the document for public comment. The public comment period began on June 2, 2017 

and ended on July 14, 2017. CDTC distributed the document to the main libraries in the region, posted 

the document to the website, mailed postcards about its availability to its mailing list, and included a 

newsletter article about the opportunity for public comment in its June 2017 issue. 

CDTC received comments from its Bicycle/Pedestrian Working Group, Equity Task Force, Planning 

Committee, and Policy Board. Seven distinct comments were received, and were distributed to the 

Planning Committee at its August 2017 meeting. Staff proposes to change the report to state that CDTC 

will notify sponsors if their project(s) are potentially negative and provide opportunity to request staff 

recommendations for mitigation to consider as the project is developed. 



Capital District 
Transportation Committee 

October 4, 2017 

CDTC Environmental Justice Analysis 

Response to August 2, 2017 Planning Committee inquiry as to how staff could recommend mitigation 

measures for projects that may have negative impacts on protected populations 

The Environmental Justice section of the merit categories within the Project Justification Package 

scoring system used for the 2016-2021 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) update is based off 

of the 2014 Environmental Justice Analysis. That document analyzed CDTC's projects and programs by 

defined categories of positive, negative, and neutral. 

The scoring process further defined the Environmental Justice scores as the following. 

Environmental Justice (2 points) 

Project is within or directly connected to an EJ area and has a primary purpose or significant 2 
focus on transit, bicycling, walking, or carpool. Significant focus means that the improvements 
are provided over a portion of the project which is significant relative to the overall project. 
Project is within or directly connected to an EJ area and maintains existing infrastructure, with a 1 
primary purpose or significant focus on automobiles. Included are most highway resurfacing, 
traffic operations improvement, bridge deck repair, and preservation and rehabilitation type 
projects. 
Project excludes EJ areas and maintains existing infrastructure, with a primary purpose or 0 
significant focus on automobiles. Included are most highway resurfacing, traffic operations 
improvement, bridge deck repair, and preservation and rehabilitation type projects. 
Project is either A) within or directly connected to an EJ area and is new construction, vehicle -1 
capacity improvements, or reconstruction projects which add auto capacity or B) excludes EJ 
areas and has a primary purpose or significant focus on transit, bicycling, walking, or carpool. 

CDTC staff is available to provide assistance to any project sponsor before the final TIP project 

evaluation and after the project is actually programmed. Before CDTC staff completes the final TIP 

project evaluation, staff can suggest strategies which will have a positive effect on the project 

evaluation. In order to improve the Environmental Justice merit score specifically, project sponsors can 

include the following modifications: 

• If a project excludes an EJ area, a project sponsor can extend the project boundary to an EJ area. 

• If a project is within or directly connected to an EJ area, a project sponsor can reduce new 

construction, vehicle capacity improvements, or the addition of auto capacity; change the 

primary purpose or significant focus ofthe project; and/or include improvements to transit, 

bicycling, walking, or carpooling. 

Once funded, project sponsors must comply with SEQR and NEPA. As part of that process, sponsors 

should consider certain negative impacts on protected populations, and determine if any mitigation will 

be necessary. CDTC staff can be available to provide recommendations related to this process. 



CDTC staff cannot be available to provide recommendations on how to change scores after staff 

completes the final project evaluation and within the TIP project selection process, as this would lead to 

an unfair advantage over other sponsors or a never-ending project application process. 

The NYSDOT application for the Route 67 project was submitted in January and again in February, with a 

different scope and location. In the first version, the 1.8 mile project was located wholly within the Town 

of Ballston, in what was not an Environmental Justice area, and listed the addition of 5' sidewalks on 

both sides of the roadway. This project received a "-1" in the Environmental Justice category as new 

sidewalks were deemed a significant focus on walking. In the second and final version of the application, 

the eastern end of the project extended 1.1 miles, into the Town of Malta, in an area that was not an 

Environmental Justice area. However, NYSDOT clarified that scoping would evaluate the need for 

sidewalks, but very little if any sidewalk was actually going to be built. Based on this clarification, the 

Environmental Justice category score was changed to "O". 


