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Greater Capital Region Household Travel Survey
Questions and Answers

September 11, 2026

Task 6 calls for a “public-use dataset with documentation” containing anonymized records. Can
the Transportation Council clarify its expectations for anonymization, particularly with respect to
geographic information such as household locations, trip origins/destinations, and TAZ
identifiers? Are there specific disclosure-control standards, geographic aggregation levels,
suppression requirements, or other privacy criteria that the public-use dataset must meet?

Public facing data should not include any Publicly Identifiable Information (Pll). Relevant privacy
criteria to be discussed with selected vendor and determined early in process.

Task 6 calls for an "interactive data visualization tool using ArcGIS online." Can the
Transportation Council clarify accessibility requirements for this tool, if any?

The data must conform to the Transportation Council’'s web content accessibility requirements:
currently WCAG 2.2 Level AA standards (WCAG 2.1 was mentioned in the RFP, but WCAG 2.2 is
the current version).

Task 2 references Big Travel data sources to supplement survey responses. What source(s), if
any, has the Transportation Council already purchased?

The Transportation Council has access to Replica and NPMRDS.

Is the $1 million maximum for consultants just for the household travel survey, or are there
other projects that would be drawing from that amount? If there are other projects, is there an
approximate budget in mind for the travel survey?

The $1 Million budget is to cover the scope of work as articulated in the RFP.

What is the desired sample size for the survey, or a sample size from prior versions of the
survey?

The Transportation Council doesn’t have a desired sample size. The sample size must be clearly
sufficient for the project. Methodologies advocating low sample rates must be strongly justified.

Does CRTC have a draft of the travel survey from prior years that it is looking to repeat, or
would the consultant be design an entirely new survey?

The Transportation Council is looking to design an entirely new survey.



7. The RFP mentions oversamples. Does CRTC have specific populations it wants to oversample,
and does it target numbers in mind for these oversamples?

From the RFP, “A statistically valid sampling plan will be developed to target a representative
sample of survey area households. Strategies for oversampling minority, low-income, and zero-
vehicle households will be included. The sample will be sized to support subgroup analyses with
acceptable margins of error. Proposals will include a minimum completion threshold, with a plan
for achieving it if response rates underperform. Use of non-random sampling must be well
understood and strongly justified. Recruitment strategies will be designed to maximize response
rates, potentially using incentives.”

8. The RFP mentions fielding the survey via “mobile apps”. Does CRTC have specific apps in mind.
(We have tend to field to mobile phones via text message.)

The Transportation Council does not have an app in mind.

9. The RFP mentions “in-person meetings” in a paragraph about compliance with the Americans
with Disabilities Act. Is in-person fielding anticipated, or is this boilerplate language included in
all RFPs?

ADA Language within “Section 3. Scope Of Work” of the RFP referring to “in-person” meetings is
relevant to any Public Meetings held for the Household Travel Survey project. We do not expect
in-person fielding of surveys.

10. Task 6 says that final data should be “populated at the level of the Provided Traffic Analysis
Zones”. Does this mean the data should be segmented for the 1500 TAZ for the new STEP
model, or a subsample of those?

To be determined.
11. Does CRTC have a target minimum sample size per TAZ?
No.

12. In urban areas where TAZs are in close proximity, can responses be counted for multiple
nearby TAZs?

Each response should be associated with the TAZ that contains it. Judgement calls may be
employed for points that fall on a TAZ boundary. Responses should NOT be counted multiple
times to meet sampling targets. This is different from the process of estimating and visualizing
final statistics at multiple geographic levels.



