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AMPO Survey Results:  Local Match

This AMPO Survey was sent to all MPOs during January of 2005 and received 101 responses.  The survey gathered information on how MPOs derive funds to meet federal matching requirements for metropolitan planning funds (FHWA PL and FTA 5303).  The results produce no pattern among MPOs large or small, and illustrate the multitude of ways MPOs can raise local match.   Some MPOs receive cash from member governments, others from states, and still others receive in-kind services from states and/or localities.  Most, approximately three-quarters, derive their match from more than one source. 
Mean percentage of total required local match to federal metropolitan transportation planning funds (FHWA PL and FTA 5303) that each category represents:

[image: image2.emf]29.5%

14.7%

2.2%

7.2%

14.7%

0%

5%

10%

15%

20%

25%

30%

35%

Dues

State grants

Administrative fees

In-kind services (local) In-kind services (state)


Other reported sources of match:
· Local energy-related businesses providing match for clean air work
· Toll revenue credits (soft match)
· Special revenue funds (state gas taxes)
· Transit authority transit sales tax 
· Special local contributions 

· Transit authority 
· Regional planning commission 

· Cash match requirement on local planning assistance program

· Local planning assistance program which requires a 25% cash match

· Contractual activities with member towns and counties – work done by MPO counted as match
· Fees charged to general public

· Lead planning agency (municipality)
· Local government participation in specific planning studies 

· Map sales
Mean percentage of total budget that comes from local sources:
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Percentage of responding MPOs that receive dues, or other financial contributions, from each type of entity:  
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Other:

· Airports

· Local clean air organization 

· School districts 

· Toll road authorities

· Towns/townships/boroughs/villages 

· Universities/colleges 

· Special districts

· Water/sewer districts

How dues are derived:
· 43% of those MPOs reporting a dues derivation method calculate their dues entirely or partially based on the entities’ populations.
Other methods reported:
· Sales, gas, jet fuel, and property taxes
· In proportion to jurisdiction’s share of VMT

· Voting members on board

· Specific needs for the year, based on projects or federal planning funds available
· Equally split among entities
· Land area

· Auto registration

· Per hook-up for water and sewer districts
· Flat rate
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