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LETTER OPTION 1
[DATE]
Docket ID No. OMB-2026-0034
RIN 0348-AB88
Regulation for Federal Financial Assistance
Office of Management and Budget
Submitted via www.regulations.gov
RE: [MPO NAME] Comments on the Proposed Regulation for Federal Financial Assistance
[MPO NAME] appreciates the opportunity to submit comments on the Office of Management and Budget’s proposed Regulation for Federal Financial Assistance.
[MPO NAME] is the federally designated metropolitan planning organization (MPO) for [REGION/URBANIZED AREA]. In this role, [MPO NAME] is responsible for carrying out the federally required metropolitan transportation planning process, including development of the [Long-Range Transportation Plan/Metropolitan Transportation Plan], Transportation Improvement Program, Unified Planning Work Program, Public Participation Plan, performance-based planning, and coordination with [STATE DOT], transit agencies, local governments, and other regional partners.
[MPO NAME] shares the points raised by the Association of Metropolitan Planning Organizations (AMPO) in its comment letter on this proposed rule. AMPO’s comments provide a national perspective on how several provisions could affect MPOs, regional transportation planning, federal-aid project delivery, reimbursement, procurement, public outreach, and local implementation capacity.
[MPO NAME] submits these comments to provide additional regional context on how the proposed rule could affect transportation projects and planning activities in [REGION].
Projects such as [PROJECT 1] are important to [REGION] because [briefly describe benefits, such as improving safety, reducing congestion, supporting freight movement, connecting workers to jobs, or supporting economic development]. If the proposed rule creates additional uncertainty, payment delays, duplicative documentation, or new administrative requirements, it could make it harder to deliver this project using federal funds on time and on budget.
Similarly, [PROJECT 2] supports [describe regional need or benefit]. This project depends on predictable federal funding, timely reimbursement, and clear administrative requirements. Changes that increase uncertainty around award conditions, reimbursement, procurement, or grant administration could delay implementation and place additional strain on limited local and regional staff capacity.

[PROJECT 3] is also a priority for [REGION] because [describe benefits]. Like many MPO-supported projects, it requires coordination among federal, state, regional, and local partners. Clear, consistent, and workable federal grant requirements are essential to keeping these types of projects moving.
[MPO NAME] supports efforts to improve accountability, strengthen grant management, and reduce unnecessary red tape. We share the Administration’s commitment to cutting red tape, reducing project delays, and helping communities deliver infrastructure more efficiently. However, several provisions in the proposed rule may risk creating new administrative burdens, funding uncertainty, and implementation challenges that could undo progress made to streamline project delivery.
For MPOs and local partners, even small delays in reimbursement, procurement, award approval, or documentation review can have real impacts on project schedules, consultant contracts, public engagement timelines, and the ability to advance federally funded transportation investments. [These impacts are especially significant for [rural/small] regions with limited staff capacity]
[MPO NAME] respectfully encourages OMB to revise the proposed rule to preserve accountability while ensuring that federal requirements remain clear, predictable, and workable for regional and local implementers. In particular, OMB should ensure that the final rule does not unintentionally delay transportation projects, increase administrative costs, or make it harder for communities to use federal funds effectively.
Thank you for considering these comments and for your consideration of the transportation needs of people in [REGION]. [MPO NAME] looks forward to continuing to work with federal, state, regional, and local partners to support effective implementation of federal requirements and advance a safe, reliable, and efficient transportation system for our region.
Sincerely,
[NAME]
[TITLE]
[MPO NAME]
[EMAIL] | [PHONE]






LETTER OPTION 2
[DATE]
Docket ID No. OMB-2026-0034
RIN 0348-AB88
Regulation for Federal Financial Assistance
Office of Management and Budget
Submitted via www.regulations.gov
RE: [MPO NAME] Comments on the Proposed Regulation for Federal Financial Assistance
[MPO NAME] appreciates the opportunity to submit comments on the Office of Management and Budget’s proposed Regulation for Federal Financial Assistance.
[MPO NAME] is the federally designated metropolitan planning organization (MPO) for [REGION/URBANIZED AREA]. In this role, [MPO NAME] is responsible for carrying out the federally required metropolitan transportation planning process, including development of the [Long-Range Transportation Plan/Metropolitan Transportation Plan], Transportation Improvement Program, Unified Planning Work Program, Public Participation Plan, performance-based planning, and coordination with [STATE DOT], transit agencies, local governments, and other regional partners.
Federal transportation funds are essential to our ability to carry out these responsibilities. As a result, changes to the government-wide rules governing federal financial assistance can directly affect MPO planning, programming, project development, public engagement, consultant procurement, reimbursement, and coordination with state and federal partners.
[MPO NAME] supports OMB’s stated goals of improving transparency, accountability, consistency, and responsible stewardship of federal funds. We also appreciate provisions in the proposal that could help simplify the federal grant process. At the same time, [MPO NAME] respectfully requests that OMB provide targeted clarification in the final rule to ensure that implementation is clear, consistent, and workable for MPOs and other transportation recipients.
Grant Streamlining
[MPO NAME] supports efforts to simplify and standardize federal grant processes. Multi-year awards, clearer application requirements, plain-language NOFOs, and more consistent use of Grants.gov could reduce administrative burden and help MPOs and local partners better plan for federal funding opportunities.
In [REGION], multi-year certainty would help [MPO NAME] and its partners better manage [insert example: timelines, safety planning, project development, local technical assistance, etc.]. This is especially important because [insert reason: work spans multiple fiscal years, regional planning requires coordination across multiple jurisdictions, etc.].
We encourage OMB to retain these provisions and work with federal agencies, including USDOT, FHWA, and FTA, to implement them for transportation programs.

Grant Termination and Suspension
[MPO NAME] respectfully requests that OMB clarify the proposed provisions related to award termination and suspension. Transportation planning and project development often involve multi-year commitments, consultant contracts, local match, public processes, and coordination among MPOs, state DOTs, transit agencies, and local governments.
If a federal award is suspended or terminated after work has begun, recipients may face stranded costs, project delays, or uncertainty about reimbursement. The final rule should require clear written explanations, reasonable notice, and an opportunity to respond to or correct issues where appropriate before an award is suspended or terminated. OMB should also clarify how allowable costs incurred before termination, and necessary closeout costs, will be treated.
For [MPO NAME], uncertainty around award suspension or termination could affect [insert example: an ongoing corridor study, safety action plan, local project-development work, or regional data project]. If work has already been authorized or contracted, unclear reimbursement rules could create challenges for [MPO NAME/local governments/transit agencies/state DOT].
Professional Development, Conferences, Memberships, and Technical Resources
MPO staff must maintain technical knowledge in areas such as federal planning requirements, fiscal constraint, public involvement, safety planning, performance management, procurement, data analysis, and grant administration. Conferences, trainings, professional memberships, certifications, and technical subscriptions are often necessary to carry out federally required transportation planning work.
[MPO NAME] supports reasonable oversight of these costs. However, requiring separate federal approval for each conference, membership, certification, or subscription could create additional administrative burden and delay. OMB should clarify that these costs remain allowable when they are reasonable, necessary, and connected to federally funded transportation planning or project-delivery work. [MPO NAME] recommends that OMB allow approval to be documented through existing planning, budget, or award materials, such as an approved UPWP, approved budget, grant agreement, indirect-cost plan, or similar documentation.
For example, [MPO NAME] uses professional development and technical resources to support [insert example: TIP/STIP coordination, performance-based planning, public involvement, fiscal constraint, data analysis, or federal compliance]. These activities help ensure staff can meet federal requirements and provide technical support to [local governments/transit agencies/regional partners].
Subrecipient Oversight and Reputational Risk
[MPO NAME] supports appropriate oversight of federal funds and compliance with award terms. However, OMB should ensure that any final subrecipient oversight language is objective, clearly defined, and directly connected to the federal award.
MPOs operate through public, transparent, and regional decision-making processes. MPO boards make planning and programming decisions based on regional priorities, technical analysis, fiscal constraint, and public input. A broad or unclear standard related to reputational risk could be interpreted inconsistently and create uncertainty for MPOs and other partners.
Because transportation programs are implemented through a multi-level partnership among federal agencies, state DOTs, MPOs, transit agencies, and local governments, clear national guidance will be important to support consistent implementation. Without additional clarification, the same requirements could be applied differently across FHWA division offices, FTA regional offices, and state DOTs. This may create uncertainty for MPOs and subrecipients as they work to comply with the final rule.
If retained, this provision should apply only to conduct that is directly connected to the federal award, material to award performance, and supported by written findings. The final rule should also provide notice and an opportunity to respond.
Payment Documentation and Timely Reimbursement
Many MPOs operate on a reimbursement basis and rely on timely payment to maintain work programs, pay consultants, and avoid cash-flow challenges. [MPO NAME] supports strong documentation and accountability requirements, but OMB should avoid creating duplicative or unclear documentation standards.
The final rule should clarify that recipients may rely on existing invoices, progress reports, timesheets, work-program documentation, and state DOT reimbursement systems where those materials already describe the award-related work performed. OMB should also provide guidance before any new payment or verification requirements take effect.
[MPO NAME] relies on timely reimbursement to support [insert example: staff work, consultant contracts, public engagement, data subscriptions, regional studies, planning tasks, or local technical assistance]. Delayed reimbursement could affect [insert impact: cash flow, consultant payments, project schedules, local partner participation, or completion of UPWP tasks].
[Optional paragraph for MPOs housed within COGs or regional councils]
[MPO NAME] is housed within [COG NAME]. OMB should retain simplified indirect-cost treatment for Councils of Governments and similar entities that house or support MPOs. These organizations often provide shared administrative, financial, legal, human resources, and grant-management support needed to carry out federally required transportation planning. Removing or narrowing this treatment could affect [insert example: UPWP administration, reimbursement, shared administrative services, staff capacity, local match, consultant support, or coordination with state DOT and federal partners]. If OMB makes any changes to this provision, the final rule should include clear guidance, a reasonable transition period, and a simplified alternative approach that avoids adding unnecessary administrative burden.
Public Outreach and Communications
Public involvement is a core federal transportation planning responsibility. MPOs regularly conduct public meetings, stakeholder engagement, safety outreach, demographic analysis, Title VI-related planning, project communications, and other activities to help the public understand regional transportation needs and investments.
OMB should clarify that the final rule does not restrict MPOs from carrying out lawful and federally required public involvement, outreach, communications, safety education, demographic analysis, recruitment related to federally funded work, civil rights compliance activities, or other essential public engagement activities. Clear guidance is important so that recipients and pass-through entities do not apply the rule inconsistently or avoid reasonable outreach activities that are central to transparent transportation planning.
In [REGION], [MPO NAME] conducts public outreach for [insert example: MTP/LRTP updates, TIP amendments, safety plans, corridor studies, transit planning, freight planning, public meetings, surveys, advisory committees, or public engagement]. These activities are necessary to gather public input, explain transportation investments, and meet federal planning and civil rights requirements.
Transportation-Specific Guidance and Implementation Period
Because federal transportation programs have unique statutory and administrative structures, [MPO NAME] recommends that OMB direct USDOT, FHWA, and FTA to issue transportation-specific implementation guidance before the final rule takes effect.
That guidance should address how the final rule applies to formula funds, discretionary grants, planning funds, pass-through arrangements, consultant contracts, existing awards, UPWPs, TIPs/STIPs, and reimbursement procedures. OMB should also provide a reasonable implementation period, templates, examples, and training so that MPOs, state DOTs, transit agencies, and local governments can update procedures without disrupting ongoing work. Transportation-specific guidance would also help support consistent interpretation across FHWA division offices, FTA regional offices, state DOTs, recipients, and pass-through entities.
For [MPO NAME], transportation-specific guidance would be especially helpful for [insert example: consultant procurement, reimbursement through the state DOT, or pass-through funding arrangements]. Clear guidance would help [MPO NAME] coordinate with [STATE DOT], FHWA, FTA, transit agencies, and local governments.
Conclusion
[MPO NAME] appreciates OMB’s efforts to improve transparency, accountability, and efficiency in federal financial assistance. MPOs are committed to responsible stewardship of federal transportation funds and to carrying out federally required planning and programming responsibilities in a transparent and accountable manner. 
[MPO NAME] respectfully requests that OMB provide targeted clarifications in the final rule to support consistent implementation, avoid unnecessary administrative burden, protect timely reimbursement, and preserve the ability of MPOs to carry out required transportation planning, public involvement, and project-development activities.
Thank you for considering these comments. [MPO NAME] looks forward to continuing to work with federal, state, regional, and local partners to support effective implementation of federal requirements and advance a safe, reliable, and efficient transportation system for our region.
Sincerely,
[NAME]
[TITLE]
[MPO NAME]
[EMAIL] | [PHONE]
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