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        Section 4 of  HB 277 – 
             
“Coordinating Committee for Rural and Human Services Transportation”
                                     
       of the Governor’s Development Council (GRTA) 




http://www.legis.ga.gov/legis/2009_10/fulltext/hb277.htm
Section 4 of HB 277 (“Transportation Investment Act of 2010”) creates the Coordinating Committee for Rural and Human Services Transportation. The subject matter of the legislation has been discussed for a number of years, and has been introduced as separate legislation in prior Sessions of the General Assembly. 
The bill was a recommendation of the General Assembly’s Joint Study Committee on Transportation Finance (2008). That report is at http://gatransfunding.com - See the “Executive Summary,” pp.12, 19-20.

A Summary of issues involved and legislative provisions of Section 4, HB 277 is presented below.
1. Six state agencies currently are involved in providing transportation for Georgians. This can, and does, lead to confusion as to responsibility for this service, by both government agencies and individual Georgians they serve. Opportunity for more efficient service delivery and economies of scale are definitely present!
· DOT – Provides services for rural residents and smaller urban areas. About 90+ county-based programs are involved in this effort. GDOT’s primary role is to purchase vans for the county-based programs.
· DHS – Provides transportation services for the elderly and persons with disabilities. It operates its own fleet of vans through contracts with counties or other local governments, multi-county non-profit and for-profit organizations, Regional Commissions (RC’s), and partners with GDOT wherever possible to avoid duplication in service delivery.
· DCH – Responsible for non-emergency Medicaid transportation services, which are provided through a number of private sector “brokers” throughout the state. Brokers coordinate the efforts of various transportation providers within counties and regions.
· DBHDD – Responsible for providing transportation for individuals having behavioral health and developmental disability needs. Currently, this is done through inter-agency agreement with DHS.
· DOL – Handles transportation needs to individuals seeking employment opportunities. 
· DOE – Oversees local school buses which may provide a pool of vehicles potentially available for non-school transportation during off-school hours.
2. Opportunities for more formalized coordination exist and should be explored, and the bill’s language recognizes what other states have done in this area:
· Many states bring all the players to the table by state law to seek ways to obtain efficient, cost effective transportation service delivery to their citizens. 
· The idea behind a coordinating committee is to discuss responsibilities and coordinate delivery to avoid overlap and to fill any “service gaps” which may exist. 
· Joint sharing of costs for vehicles, route scheduling, maintenance, etc., can also take place to maximize efficiencies and is listed as an element of discussion.
· Opportunities for privatization of various elements of this service can and should be analyzed and is called for in the bill. A large number of states involve the private sector in delivery of rural and human services transportation to their citizens through public-private partnerships.
3. Section 4 of HB 277 creates the Coordinating Committee for Rural and Human Services Transportation of the Governor’s Development Council (GRTA). 
· The Coordinating Committee is NOT a new bureaucratic agency. 
· Instead, the Coordinating Committee brings together existing state agencies to discuss ways to economize and coordinate among themselves to provide the most cost efficient means to deliver these services. 
· The Committee is the Board of GRTA acting in its capacity as the Governor’s Development Council.

· That board must establish a State Advisory Subcommittee, which will include the agencies listed in Item #1 above, as well as (1) the Executive Director of GRTA and (2) the Commissioner of the Department of Community Affairs, given DCA’s relationship with Georgia’s local and regional governments and agencies.

· The language authorizes establishing additional advisory subcommittees by the State Advisory Subcommittee, with examples provided of various interest group “stakeholders” who would be logical candidates for membership on advisory subcommittees.
· If such subcommittees are established by the State Advisory Committee, representatives of each Metropolitan Planning Organization and Regional Commission must be included, to obtain input from affected interests throughout Georgia.
4. Annual reporting is required to both the Governor and the General Assembly: 
· The Governor’s Development Council issues its annual report to the State Advisory Subcommittee and the Office of Planning and Budget by July 1 each year.

· OPB issues a final report by January 15 of each year (to tie into state budget recommendations); with copies provided to the General Assembly.

· The Report(s) must focus attention on the subject of transportation coordination, requiring it by law, and on progress on the required items to be studied and coordinated under the bill.
5. Enacting transportation coordination into state law provides continuity and a long range focus on this subject by dealing with it by state statute, rather than relying on Executive Order. Studies nationwide have indicated that this statutory approach is the most effective way to deal with transportation coordination.
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