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BEFORE THE
COUNCIL OF FRESNO COUNTY GOVERNMENTS
RESOLUTION NO, 2006-42

In the Matter of: RESOLUTION OF APPROVAL OF

STATE ROUTE 99 & CORRIDOR
MOBILITY IMPROVEMENT ACCOUNT
FROGRAM SUBMITTALS

PROPOSITION 1B

e S e St St

WHEREAS, the Council of Fresno County Governments (Fresno COG} is the Regional Transportation Pianning Agency
for Fresno County, and

WHEREAS, with the passage of Proposition 1B, the Fresno COG has a responsibility to participate In the funding
components that comprise Proposition 18; and

WHEREAS, the first responsibility is developing and submitting Fresno COG's list of candidate projecis for the State
Route 99 Corridor improvements program and the Corridor Mobility improvement Account (CMIA)) program which are consistent
with the Guidelines provided by the CTC for each of these programs; and

WHEREAS, the regional candidate project submittals are required to be submitted to Caltrans Headguarters and the
Catifornia Transportation Commission by January 16, 2007; and

WHEREAS, these projects will compete with other regional candidates for the available Proposition 18 funding; and

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the proposed list was reviewed and analyzed by Fresno COG, Caltrans, District
08, and Fresno County Transportation Authority staff and consensus was reached that based on the guideiines and performance
criteria as outlined in the CTC Guidelines, the attached list of projects would be submitted.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Fresno COG hereby approves the submittal of the attached list of candidate
projects to Caltrans Headquarters and the California Transporiation Commission by January 16, 2007.

THE SOREGOING RESOLUTION was passed and adopted by the Council of Fresno County Governments this 14" day
of December, 2006.

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:
Signed:

ATTEST: Trinidad M. Rodriguez, Chalrman

| hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the
Council of Fresno County Goveraments duly adopted at a regular
meeting thereof held on the 14th day of December, 2006.

Signed:

Barbara Goodwin, Executive Director



Candidate Projects

Fresno COG SR 99 Corridor Improvement Plan

Facility Project Limits Project Project Cost Delivery Date
Description
SR 99 Ashlan Ave. to Const $ 98 mil 2011
Ave. 7 41n toBLn.
fresno COG Candidate Projects
CMIA Program {Prop. 1B)
Facility Project Limits Project Est. Cost Delivery
Description {$mil.) Date
State Route Academy Ave. to Widen Exisling SR
180 East Trirmmer Springs 180toadln $61.0 2010/11
{tnterregional Rd.. divided
CMIA) Expressway
State Route Trimmer Springs Widen Existing SR $66.0 201011
180 East Rd. 1o Frankwood i80toadln
{Interregional Ave. divided
CMIA} Expressway
SR 180/168/41 SR 180/168/41 Braided Ramps to $50.0 2012
(Urban CMIA) improve Safety and
Connectivity
Between State
Routes
Convert 6 Ln.
State Route 41 Divisadero Ave. to Freewayto 8 Ln $65.0 2014
{Urban CMIA) Shields Ave, Freeway & Widen
SB off-ramp at
Divisaderc
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Fresno COG Candidate Projects

CMIA Program (Prop. 1B)

(continued)
B . Project Est. Cost Delivery Project
Facility Project Limits Description ($mil) Bond Program PSR Date Manager
State Route 41 Convert 6 Ln Shields Ave. $75.0 CMIA Candidate No 2011 Jim Bane
Freeway to 8 L.n to Builard Project
Freeway. Add Ave.
lanes in median.
State Route 41 Convert 6 Ln Bultard Ave. $50.0 CM!IA Candidate No 2011 Jim Bane
Freeway to 8Ln | to Friant Rd. Project
Freeway. Add
fanes in median.
State Route 41 Ashlan Ave. to Add NB $20.0 CMIA Candidate No 2012 Jim Bane
Shaw Ave. Auxiliary Project
Lane
State Route 41 | Tulare St. to O St. Add SB $30.0 CMIA Candidate No 2013 Jim Bane
Auxiliary Project
Lane
State Route 41 2 Lane Excelsior $64.8 total iTIP Candidate PASED 2009 Abdut
06-442401 Expressway to 4 Ave to project. project/ CMIA 12/15/05 El-Dahabi
Lane Expressway | Elkhorn Ave Needs Candidate Project
5$53.7 in
construction
funding.




0£6'cPLS BlWRg ‘J9ang UBLU[IIS Ol enusAY 21014 ZL
wiod) - (1} 8seyd) 1eloid yied aMig | $SB|0 [BUBD UdURIg BWIOS BY) Joj ydlew Ag

cZyerLs EINERS SJUBLIY 0} BqnuUIQ Wol - 198014 Uononisuocosy 19941S JUBLAA Byl Jo} yoiaw AjD 14

002'16% eLag \c@_oom 8 _umoga Eoi Em_oi coau:xmcoomm BNuBAY (24014 8y} 10§ Yojew AD oL
R e ety ureibold diysiauped [eooT-01eis L |

WNES! Aolpaey mcwmmo_u MY Bo_:__scotzm 0] 1SE WI0)) SNUSAY 1810 6

WING /S mE_@w "aNUAAY [BJOL 1B peoliey dN 8y} 01 sBuissoio-Japun ABmpEOY 1ONASU0D g
LT o EmEmo:msnm 2GS plie > UBLIBAOIW| toljezZiuigpoy udtjetodsues L2119ad 9 h |

WINES >m_ummm Butuspim pue >mtm>o puith syuly Apo Winos o} Buluuep Wold MOfIIA Uoung L

sopeibdn sigig uapeo (¢ 09

S1B1g Uep|o) 18 buIssolo spelb puieguwey (2 qo

Aemvjied Awapedy (| eg

BIngsBuBy | dl LS oyt ul uoisnjoul 10} syosfoid Bumoliof sl BuleuILLOU 8] HIM bingsBupy Jo AuD 8y, g

NG 9% BLIRS “SUDIPDBSIoUL -PAlS S181G LUapoDy/syoel] PROIIEY di 94} Joj BuIssoID-1apun ansAy g

eqgnuIg 19NISUOD PUB "PAJG BJEIS USPIOD 0} @AY BANUIC] WO} "8AY puelyblH pue "aAy
abuei( 0] “PAIG S1E1S USPIOD WOJ) "aAY BGNUICT JO Ajoeded 9SESI0U| PUB JONASU0IaY

zczﬁcmﬁmzﬁ Eﬁmoi EeEgo._n_E_ o gmtonmcm&..ﬁﬂw .mm
: . . bmm w:g moozum w

WING IS

: %m_n.mu.m...

S B_o o} mu_E__ bwo an mcwc_mEm_ >mwm>o U:m nc:m :o_mcmaxm o:cm>< mnEcmE v
WINGS mEmmm mEmEm\,an_ @mcmxu‘_mﬁcm SRy quEam 2oy Eﬁw w
NINGS >m%mmm mﬁEj b_o ctoz E ummbm | Wwody mc_EmEE >mtm>o Ucm pub :o“mcmaxm anuany cmm«_
WINCES euljes abugtjolajuj enusay Bgnui(] L
\mm m“nom Eﬁw\mw 2)noy Emum. auy Jo cozusbmcoo pue £ BInoy 3e)S Jo wawubieay
U unowy. L JaGWeiN Lo i “IUNOIDY: EmEm>EaE_ Aupiqoaopidios iy )

0usa.4 10 AjunoyD
Bingsbuny jo AD
Aapaay jo Ao
ewies Jo AID

sjuspuodsay
S1O3r0dd HO4 TIVO-aNOg FUNLINULSVHANI NOILYILHOdSNYYL S.VINYOLAITVYD - gl NOLLISOd0OMdd



13 UP Railroad Alignment Class | Bike Path {Phase |} - from North Street to Third Street. |Selma $32,518
14 Manning Avenue Bridge HBRR work Reedley |$1.3MM

15 Frankwood Avenue Reedley | $100,000
.”m mmma Avenue North _umma m< m&mo ooo

_3

&x_:@mwcé Umnoﬁ woma_:m _u_mzﬂo:ﬁ

#x_smmcc_,@ _

| 9 Local Bridge Seismic Safety Retrofit -

[18 _z_m:z:@ Avenue Bridge _mmma.m< _ﬁ mg_s
| 10 Highway- xm;qomi Crossing Safety. >nno==~ : ool
Improve "At-Grade” R/R crossing at .mga m:mm» mmoona m:mmﬁ mza ,_‘:oanmo:
19 Avenue, Selma $1.5MM
20 Kamm/Bethel Railroad crossing and grade separation. Kingsburg
21 Sierra Street pedestrian ¢rossing at Railroad and Simpson Street Kingshurg
22 Floral at Buttonwillow Reedley [$1.1MM
The County currently has about 7 projects that are on a proposed Federal 130 program
list. The estimated match is unknown at this time but would estimate to be
approximately $25K. There are approximately around 50 crossings that may require
upgrading te flashing lights and crossing arms, which wouid be dependent on approval
from the Federal 130 program. Cost unknown at this time but could be estimated to be
approximately $175k. There are approximately 3 locations that have been plan lined
and may be eligible for grade separation funding. There are 2 locations {Manning at
Union Pacific and Mt, View at Union Pacific) that would require other agency approval.
There is 1 location that may be contraversial. Estimated cost for grade separations
23 would be approximately $20MM per location. Fresno Co|$20MM
| 11 State x_m:£m<m Operations & Protection. _uqom_.mz,_ {SHOPP). s g
Add Traffic count capabilities to existing mﬁzm_ :”wﬁoo:zmnw m<mmw3 m:a oﬁsmw
24 improvements Selma $3IMM
25 Signalinterconnect in the City Reedley 1$400,000
| 12:Local Streets and Roads, .Oonmmmmoz Relief and ._._.mﬁ_n ‘Safety Accountof: mcam o 2
This account can be used for the reconstruction/rehabilitation of local streets. ._lw__m
category may also be used to supplement currently programmed projects (2 to 3 years
26 in the future) that are under-funded. Selma $3MM
Highiand Avenue from Dinuba to Golden State Blvd. (Increase Capacity) would be
27 eligible for this program. Selma $1.75MM
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Corridor Mobility Improvement Account Program Guidelines
Adopted November 8, 2006

The Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA) presents a unique opportunity for
the state’s transportation community to provide demonstrable congestion relief, enhanced
mobility, improved safety, and stronger connectivity to benefit traveling Californians. The
California Transportation Commission (CTC) will work in partnership and collaboration
with Caltrans and regional agencies to identify, program, and deliver priority projects in
key corridors that yield the mobility and connectivity benefits Californians expect,
consistent with the following CMIA guidelines. In taking advantage of this opportunity, it
is vital that the transportation community maintain the trust and confidence of those who
have provided the wherewithal to implement this program. The transportation community
can fulfill the promise of the CMIA program through strategic investments statewide,
consistent with regional and state priorities, combined with a renewed focus on achieving
and maintaining needed corridor mobility and continuity benefits, and through efficient
and timely project delivery. The Commission recognizes that this program will require
flexibility to implement, that no one strategy or approach will work equally well
throughout the state, and that success can only be achieved when the Commission, Caltrans
and regional agencies share equally in the commitment to implement these high priority
corridor investments.

General Program Policy

1. Authority and purpose _of CMIA guidelines. The Highway Safety, Traffic
Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006, approved by the
voters as Proposition 1B on November 7, 2006, includes a program of funding from
$4.5 billion to be deposited in the Corridor Mobility Improvement Account
(CMIA). The funds in the CMIA are to be available to the California
Transportation Commission, upon appropriation in the annual Budget Act by the
Legislature, for allocation for performance improvements on the state highway
system or major access routes to the state highway system.

The Bond Act mandates that the Commission develop and adopt guidelines for the
CMIA program, including regional programming targets, by December 1, 2006. It
further mandates that the Commission allocate funds from the CMIA to projects
after reviewing project nominations submitted by the Department of Transportation
(Caltrans) and the same regional agencies that prepare regional transportation
improvement programs (RTIPs) nominating projects for the state transportation
improvement program (STIP).

The purpose of these guidelines is to identify the Commission’s policy and
expectations for the CMIA program and thus to provide guidance to Caltrans,
regional agencies, and other project proponents and implementing agencies in
carrying out their responsibilities under the program. The program is subject to the
provisions of the Bond Act, in particular subdivision (a) of Section 8879.23 of the
Government Code, and these guidelines are not intended to preclude any project
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nomination or any project selection that is consistent with the Bond Act. The
Commission cannot anticipate all circumstances that may arise in the course of
program implementation, and the Commission may find it appropriate to make
exceptions to any provision in these guidelines or to revise or adapt its policies as
issues arise in program implementation.

2. CMIA Program Intent. In selecting projects for funding under the CMIA program,

the Commission intends to balance the following three general mandates provided
in the Bond Act:

a. Mobility improvement and other project benefits. The basic CMIA policy
objective is to improve performance on highly congested travel corridors.
Improvements may be on the state highway system or on major access
routes to the state highway system on the local road system that relieve
congestion by expanding capacity, enhancing operations, or otherwise
improving travel times within high-congestion travel corridors. To include
a project in the CMIA program, the Commission must find that it “improves
mobility in a high-congestion corridor by improving travel times or
reducing the number of daily vehicle hours of delay, improves the
connectivity of the state highway system between rural, suburban, and
urban areas, or improves the operation or safety of a highway or road

. segment.”

b. Geographic _balance between regions. The Bond Act requires the
Commission, in adopting a program for the CMIA, to find that the program
is geographically balanced, consistent with the north/south split that applies
to the STIP (40% north, 60% south), and to find that it “provides mobility

improvements in highly traveled or highly congested corridors in all regions
of California.”

c. Early delivery. The Bond Act requires the Commission, in adopting a
program for the CMIA, to find that the program targets funding *“to provide
the mobility benefit in the earliest possible timeframe.” It also mandates
that the inclusion of a project in the CMIA program be based on a
demonstration that the project can commence construction or
implementation no later than December 31, 2012.

3. Urban and Interregional Corriders. In selecting projects for funding under the

CMIA program, the Commission intends also to balance improvements to mobility

in highly congested urban corridors and improvements to mobility and connectivity

in interregional state highway corridors, The Commission expects to evaluate

urban corridor and interregional corridor improvements separately.  The

Commission expects that CMIA program improvements outside urbanized areas

will be focused primarily, but not exclusively, on the focus routes identified by

Caltrans in its Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan (ITSP}, as presented to

. the Commission in 1998. However, this statement of intent does not exclude the
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pomination and consideration of any project eligible for funding under the
program.

4, Evaluation of Project Benefits. The Commission intends to give priority to those
projects that provide the greatest benefit in relationship to project cost, as
demonstrated by a project nomination and supporting documents. The Commission
will consider measurable benefits using the California Life-Cycle Benefit/Cost
Analysis Model (Cal-B/C) developed and in use by Caltrans. This model includes
measures of annual travel time savings and annual safety benefits (reduced injury
and fatality rates) in the corridor. The model, however, is but one measure of
benefits, and the Commission will also consider other assessments of time savings,
safety benefits, quantifiable air quality benefits, and other benefits identified in the
project nominations. The Commission’s evaluation of project cost effectiveness
will be based on the full cost of construction and right-of-way, including

engineering costs, without regard for the sources of funding that may be used to
meet those costs.

5. Local Funding Contribution. The Commission intends also to consider the
contribution of local funding in the selection of projects for CMIA funding. The
Commission’s expectation of local funding may increase with the size of the
project, the share of local traffic in the corridor, and the ability of the regional
. agency or a local implementing agency to contribute funding to the project.

6. Project eligibility. Under the Bond Act, a CMIA project must be on the state

highway system or on a major access route to the state highway system on the local
road system. The Commission must also find that:

« The project either (1) reduces travel time or delay, (2) improves connectivity of
the state highway system between rural, suburban, and urban areas, or
(3} improves the operation or safety of a highway or road segment.

o The project improves access to jobs, housing, markets, and commerce.

» The project can commence construction no later than December 31, 2012.

Under the Bond Act, the Commission may not program a project unless it is
nominated by either or both Caltrans and a regional agency. Projects will be
programmed according to the same project components used for the STIP—

(1) environmental and permits, (2) plans, specifications, and estimates, (3) right-of-
way, and (4) construction,

The Commission’s general expectation is that each CMIA project will have a full
funding commitment through construction, either from the CMIA alone or from a
combination of CMIA and other state, local, or federal funds.

The Commission expects the CMIA program to include, though not necessarily be
limited to:

. o Traffic system management elements, including traffic detection equipment.
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+ Ramp metering and other operational improvements.
o New traffic lanes to add capacity.

« New or improved alignments for access control, including the conversion of
conventional highways to expressway Or eXpressways to freeways.

The Commission expects the inclusion of an interchange project in the CMIA
program to be based on the contribution of the interchange to the improvement of
traffic flow in a highly congested urban corridor or to the provision of new access
control in an interregional corridor.

7. Corridor system management plan. The Commission expects Caltrans and regional
agencies to preserve the mobility gains of urban corridor capacity improvements
over time and to describe how they intend to do so in project nominations. For
urban corridor capacity improvements, the Commission intends to give priority to
projects where there is a corridor system management plan in place to preserve
corridor mobility or where there is a documented regional and local commitment to
the development and effective implementation of a corridor system management
plan, which may include the installation of traffic detection equipment, the use of
ramp metering, operational improvements, and other fraffic management elements
as appropriate. Development of a corridor system management plan may occur

. simultaneously with project implementation, as described in the project

nomination.

The capita! cost of traffic detection equipment and other elements of a congestion
management plan may be included in the cost of an improvement project to be
funded from the CMIA. Where they are included in the project nomination, the
Commission may require the instaliation of traffic detection equipment and the
implementation of other elements of a congestion management plan as a part of the
project approved for CMIA funding.

8. Other funding sources. The Commission recognizes the important funding role that
regional agencies play in implementing projects on the state system. The
Commission may find it appropriate to develop full funding commitments to CMIA
projects that take into consideration additional investments already made, or to be
made, by agencies to enhance corridor mobility and connectivity.

However, as a matter of general policy, the Commission does not intend to program
CMIA funding to replace funding already programmed in the STIP, including
funding from other sources identified in the STIP as providing the full funding
commitment for a STIP project component. The Commission may make an

exception if it finds that replacing funds already programmed would further the
objectives of the CMIA program.

The Commission does not intend generally to program CMIA funding to cover cost

increases for project components already programmed in the STIP. The
. Commission’s general expectation is that STIP project cost increases will be
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covered from the STIP, including other sources already identified as providing the
full funding commitment for the STIP project. However, the Commission may
make an exception if it finds that there is no reasonable funding alternative and that
covering the cost increase with CMIA funding would further the objectives of the
CMIA program.

In selecting projects for CMIA funding, the Commission may also consider the
availability and appropriateness of funding for the project from other Bond Act
programs.

Project Nomination and Selection Process

9.

. 10.

1.

Initia} Program. The Commissicn will adopt an initial CMIA program of projects
by March 1, 2007. The initial CMIA program will include only proiects that are
nominated by Caltrans or by a regional agency no later than January 16, 2007,
Between March 1, 2007 and the adoption of the first program update (in
conjunction with the 2008 STIP), the Commission may amend the initial CMIA
program, but will do so only for projects that were nominated for the initial
program by January 16, 2007. The consideration of programming for projects not
nominated for the initial program will await the first full program update in 2008.

Program Updates. The Commission intends to program CMIA funds as soon as
possible, consistent with the objectives and statutory mandates of the program. If a
portion of the $4.5 billion authorized for the program remains unprogrammed, the
Commission will adopt an update to the CMIA program biennially in conjunction
with the development and adoption of the biennial STIP. Each program update will
be adopted no later than the date of adoption for the STIP and will include only
projects that are nominated by Caltrans or by a regional agency no later than the

date on which regional transportation improvement programs nominating projects
for the STIP are due.

Project nominations. Project nominations and their supporting documentation will
form the primary basis for the Commission’s CMIA program project selection.
Under the Bond Act, all projects nominated to the Commission for CMIA funds
shall be included in a regional transportation plan. Each project nomination should
include:

» A cover letter with signature authorizing and approving the nomination.

e A project fact sheet (see Appendix A) that describes the project scope, cost,
funding plan, project delivery milestones, and major benefits.

* A brief narrative (1-3 pages) that provides:

* A description of the travel corridor and its function, and how the project

would improve mobility, reliability, safety, and connectivity within the
corridor.



California Transportation Commission Adopted November 8, 2006
CMIA Program Guidelines

12,

= A description of project benefits, including how the project would improve
travel times or reduce the number of daily vehicle hours of delay, improve
the connectivity of the state highway system between areas, or improve the
safety of a highway or roadway segment. The description should also
include air quality benefits and other benefits. To the extent possible, the
narrative should quantify project benefits and cite documentation, including
environmental documents, in support of any estimates of project benefits.

» A description of how the project would improve access to jobs, housing,
markets, and commerce,

» A description of the risks inherent in the nomination’s estimates of project
cost, schedule, and benefit.

» A description of the corridor management approach to preserving project
mobility gains, which may include the corridor system management plan or
the commitment of regional and local agencies to develop and implement a
plan.

e A project benefit/cost analysis input sheet (see Appendix B).

e Documentation of the basis for the costs, benefits and schedules cited in the
project nomination. As appropriate and available, the documentation should
include the project study report, the environmental document, the corridor
system management plan or documentation of the commitment to the
development and implementation of a plan, the regional transportation plan,
and any other studies and analyses that provide documentation regarding the
quantitative and qualitative measures validating the project’s consistency with
CMIA program objectives.

If the nomination includes CMIA funding to replace other funding for a STIP
project component or funding to cover a STIP project cost increase, the narrative
should also include a description of how the proposed CMIA funding would further
the objectives of the CMIA program.

An agency may nominate a project by submitting an endorsement of a nomination
submitted by another agency without submitting a duplicate nomination package
and documentation. .

An agency that submits or endorses project nominations for more than one project
should also identify its project funding priorities and the basis for those priorities.

Project Cost Estimates. All cost estimates cited in the project fact sheet and in the
benefit/cost analysis input sheet will be escalated to the year of proposed delivery.
For projects on the state highway system, only cost estimates approved by the
Director of Transportation or by a person authorized by the Director to approve
cost estimates for programming will be used. For other projects, only cost
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13.

14.

estimates approved by the Chief Executive Officer or other authorized officer of the
responsible local implementing agency will be used.

Submittal of Project Nominations. For the initial program, the Commission will
consider only projects for which a nomination and supporting documentation are
received in the Commission office by 5:00 p.m., January 16, 2007, in hard
copy. A nomination from a regional agency will include the signature of the Chief
Executive Officer or other authorized officer of the agency. A nomination from
Caltrans will include the signature of the Director of Transportation or a person
authorized by the Director to submit the nomination. Where the project is to be
implemented by an agency other than Caltrans or the regional agency, the
nomination will also include the signature of the Chief Executive Officer or other
authorized officer of the implementing agency. The Commission requests that each
project nomination include five copies of the cover letter, the project fact sheet, the

narrative description, and the benefit/cost analysis input sheet, together with two
copies of all supporting documentation.

All nomination materials should be addressed or delivered to:

John Barna, Executive Director
California Transportation Commission
Mail Station 32, Room 2222

1120 N Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Cost and Delivery Commitments and Expectations. Because estimated project
costs and delivery dates are important elements of project evaluation and selection
for the CMIA program, the Commission will actively monitor project development
and will reevaluate projects as costs and delivery dates may change.

The standards for project programming and project readiness for allocation will be
the same as for the STIP. Project components will be programmed for a particular
dollar amount in a particutar fiscal year, corresponding to the fiscal year when
construction (or other component implementation) is to begin.

If the estimated cost for a project increases or if a project fails to meet a project
delivery milestone, the Commission will expect Caltrans or the regional agency to
report on its plan to bring the project within cost and schedule or to revise the
project’s funding plan and schedule. The Commission may amend the project’s
CMIA programming accordingly. If the Commission finds that, as a result of cost
increases or schedule delays, the project is either no longer fundable or no longer
competitive in terms of cost effectiveness, the Commission may delete the project .
from the CMIA program. The Commission’s intent, however, is to work with

Caltrans and regional and local implementing agencies to see that projects proceed
to construction.
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An implementing agency may identify a project cost increase or delay at any time
and request an amendment of the project’s programming. With each biennial
program update, every project in the program will be reevaluated for cost and
delivery schedule.

Quarterly CMIA Delivery Report. Commission staff, in cooperation with the
Caltrans, regional agencies and local implementing agencies, will report to the
Commission each quarter on the status of each project in the CMIA program. The
report will identify progress against delivery milestones and any changes in project
costs or schedules that may require amendment of the CMIA program.

Resional Programming Targets

16.

Intent for Targets. The Bond Act calls for the Commission’s guidelines to include
“regional programming targets,” though it does not specify how the targets are to
be used or how they are to be determined. The Commission’s intent is that target
amounts be provided only as general guidance to Caltrans and regional agencies for
carrying out their responsibilities in making project nominations. The targets do
not constitute an allocation, a guarantee, a minimum, or a limit on
programming in any particular county or region of the state,

For this purpose and in consultation with regional agencies, the Commission has
defined the following broad regions of the state for use in establishing regional
programming targets:

¢ San Diego County;

e Southern California, to include the six counties of the Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG);

« FEastern Sierra, to include Inyo and Mono counties;

» Central Coast, to include the five counties of Caltrans District 5;

« San Joaquin Valley, include the thirteen counties of Caltrans Districts 6 and 10;

» San Francisco Bay Area, to include the nine counties of the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission (MTC);

« Sacramento Valley, to include the ten counties of Caltrans District 3, excluding
Glenn County; and

» North State, to include the remaining twelve counties, including Glenn County
and Caltrans Districts 1 and 2. '

Each regional agency is permitted to make its own project nominations and to
identify its own priorities for the Commission. However, the Commission
welcomes and encourages the development of joint priorities and proposals from
the nominating agencies located within each of these broader regions or between
regions. The Commission encourages the two regions that include counties in both
the north and south (San Joaquin Valley and Central Coast) to develop their
priorities and proposals without regard to the north/south split.
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Regional Programming Targets.  The Commission is providing regional
programming targets for the CMIA program, intended as general guidance only.
The tarcets are neither minimums nor maximums. They do not constrain
what any agency may propose or what the Commission may approve for
programming and allocation within any particular area of the state. The only
oeographic constraints on_the Commission’s pregramming are that, over the
life of the CMIA program, the program must be consisteni with the
north/south split and it must provide mobility improvements in each of the
target regions,

CMIA Regional Programming Targets
{Range, in $ millions)
Low High
Urban Corridors
Sacramento Valley $ 82 % 197
San Francisco Bay Area (MTC) 342 821
_San Joaquin Valley 93 222
Southern California {(SCAG) 901 2,162
San Diego 157 377
Subtotal urban $1.575 ..$3,780 |
Interregional Corridors o
North State $ 202
Sacramento Valiey 46 _
San Francisco Bay Area (MTC) 2R
Central Coast 54
San Joaguin Valley 241
Eastern Sierra 1%
Southern Caiifornia (SCAG) 88 241
San Diego 5 11
Subtotal, interregional $ 675 $1.620
Total $2,250 $5,400

The factors used to determine targets were population for urbanized areas over
200,000 and deficient mileage identified by Caltrans for state highway focus routes.
The use of these factors. however, does not prescribe or limit where projects

may be proposed by anv agency or where they may be selected by the

Alocations and Amendments

18.

Allocations from the CMIA. The Commission will consider the allocation of funds
from the CMIA for a project or project compenent when it receives an allocation
request and recommendation from Caltrans, in the same manner as for the STIP.
The recommendation will include a determination of the availability of
appropriated CMIA funds. The Commission will approve the allocation if the
funds are available, the allocation is necessary to implement the project as included
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19.

in the adopted CMIA program, and the project has the required environmental
clearance.

CMIA Program Amendments. Caltrans and regional agencies may request CMIA

program amendments and the Commission wiil approve amendments in the same
manner as for STIP amendments, except that:

.

CMIA program amendments will not add new projects that were not included
in the nominations for the initial program or the current biennial update.

CMIA program amendments may amend projects at any time, including
projects programmed for the current fiscal year.

CMIA program amendments need only appear on the agenda published 10 days
in advance of the Commission meeting. They do not require the 30-day notice
that applies to STIP amendments. However, the Commission will not act on
program amendments with less than a 30-day notice without agreement from all
project funding partners.

The Commission may initiate a CMIA program amendment to delete a project,

or to revise its scope, cost, or schedule, after a review of the progress of project
delivery.

Where the Commission finds that a project nomination is insufficiently developed
or documented to support inclusion in the program, it may invite the nominating
agency to resubmit the nomination for later amendment into the program.

10
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CORRIDOR MANAGEMENT IMPROVEMENT ACCOUNT

Project Nomination Fact Sheet

Nominating Agency: Fact Sheet Date:
Contact Person

Phone Number Fax Number

Email Address

Project information:

Caltrans Route /

County District PPNG * EA RegionMPO! TH 10" Corridar * Post Mile Back * | Post Mile Ahead *

* NOTE: PPNO & EA assigred by Callrans. Region/MPO/TIP 1D assigned by RTPAMPO. Route/Corridor & Post Mile Bacii/Ahead used for State Highway System

L.egistative Districts Senute: lC—@greSsmnal:
Assembly:
Implementing Agency (PAKED: PS&E:

{by component}

RAN. CON:

Project Title

Location - Project Limits - Description and Scope of Work {Provide a project location map on a seperate sheet and attach to this form)

Description of Major Project Benefits

[Expec!ed Source(s) of Additional Funding Necessary to Complete Project - as identified Under 'Additional Need'

Project Delivery Milestones {month/year)

Project Study Report (PSR) complete
Notice of Preparation 1Documen£ Type:

Begin Circulation of Draft Environmental Document

Final Approval of Enviro Document
Completion of plans, specifications, and estimales
Right-of-way cerfication

Ready for adverti

Construction contract award

Construction confract acceptence

NOTE: The CTC Cormridor Mobilily improvernent Account (CMIA) Program Guidelines shouid have been read and understosd prior to preparation of the GMIA Fagl Sheel.

4 copy of the CTC CMIA Guidelines aad a templale of the Praject Fact Sheet are available al: tlp/hwww.dol.ca.govigAransprog/ end at: hitpiiwww.cale.cz gov!
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Appendix A
CORRIDOR MANAGEMENT IMPROVEMENT ACCOUNT
Project Nomination Fact Sheet - Project Cost and Funding Plan
(doHars in thousands and escalated}
Shaded fieids are automatically calcuiaied. Please do not fill these fields.

Oate: - DJan00

CCounty. . CTDstct L PPNOT o RegionMPOHIP I -
Prowect Title:, =10

* NOTE: PPNQ and EA assigned Sy Caitrans. Regon/MPO/TIP 1D assigned by RTRAIMPO

Prapbsed Total Project Cos
~-Compohgit - 1\ PrcE

05

Corridor Management Improvement Account (CMIA) Program
Component Prior 07/08 08/09 2910 1011 11/12 1213
E&P {PASED)
PS&E
RW SUP (CT) *
CON SUP (CT) *
RAW
CON
TOTAET T R B R R
* NOTE: RAVSUP and CON SUP Lo be used only for projects implemented by Caltrans
Funding Source:
Component Prior 07/08 08/08 09/10 10/11 11/12 12/13
E&P (PAZED}
PS&E
RIW SUP (€1 *
CON SUP [CT) *
R
CON
TOTAL -

. Total

Funding Source:
Componant Priar 07/08 08/09 09/10 1011 11112 1213
E&P (PARED]} i
PS&E 0
RAW SUP (CT) * :
CONSUP (CT) *
RV
CON

TOFAL

Funding Source:
Component Prior Q7/08 08/09 09/10 10/11 11742 1213
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
RMWSUP(CT) *
CONSUP (CTY*
RAWY
CON
TOT

Shaded fieids are automatically calculated. Please do not fill these fields.



CORRIDOR MANAGEMENT IMPROVEMENT ACCOUNT
Project Nomination Fact Sheet - Project Cost and Funding Plan
(dollars in thousands and escalated}

Shaded fields are aulomatically calculated. Please do not il these fields.

CMIA Guidelines
Appendix A

_Proe

-

* NOTE: PPNO and EA assigned by Caltrans.

Regnn/MPO/TIR ID assigned by RTPAMPO

Funding Source:

Component

Prior 07108 Q8/09 06/10 10/11 1112

E&P (PASED)

PS&E

RAW SUP (CT} "

CONSUP (CT} "

Funding Source:

Compeonernt

Prior 07/08 08/09 0810 10111 1112

E&F (PASED)

RAW SUP (CT) *

CONSUP (CT) *

Funding Source:

Component

Prior 07/08 08/08 09710 10111 1112

E&P (PABED)

PS&E

RMW SUP{CT) "

CONSUP (CT)”

Funding Source:

Component

Priof 07/08 08/09 £9/10 1011 11/12

1213

E&P (PR&ED,

PS&E

IRAN SUP (CTY*

CON BUP (CT) ¥

Additional Funding

Needs {funding needs not yet committed)

Component

Prior Q7/08 08/09 0810 10/11 19112

12719+

E&P (PAGED)

PS&E

RIWSUP (CT) ~

CON SUP {CT} ™

R

CON

Shaded fields are automatically caiculated. Please do not filf these fields,
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November2Z2, 2006

DRAFT

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
State Route 99 Bond Act Program Guidelines

Purpose of puidelines. The Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port
Security Bond Act of 2006, approved by the voters as Proposition 1B on November 7,
2006, inchudes an authorization of $1 billion to be available to the Department of
Transportation, upon appropriation in the annual Budget Act by the Legistature, for
safety, operational enhancements, rehabilitation, or capacity improvements necessary to
improve the State Route (SR) 99 corridor in the San Joaguin and Sacramento Valteys.

The purpose of these guidelines is 10 identify the Commission’s policy and expectations
for the program and thus to provide ouidance to the Department. regional agencies. and
other project proponents and implementing agencies in carrving out their
responsibilities under the program. The program is subject to the provisions of the Bond
Act. in particuiar subdivision (b} of Saction 8879.23 of the Government Code. and these
suidelines are not intended to preclude any project nomiination or any project selection
ihat is consistent with the Bond Act.

The Department and the Commission agree that the SR 99 Bond Act program will be
developed by the Department in consultation with the San Joaguin Valley Regional
Transportation Planning Agencies (RTP As). The Department has agreed with the
Commission that the $1 billion made available under the Bond Act for SR 99 should be
made available and administered in a manner that is consistent with the administration
of the Commission’s CMIA program.

The Department and the Commission cannot anticipate all circumstances that may arise
in the course of program implementation, and may find it appropriate to make revisions
to any provision in these guidelines or to amend policies as issues arise in program
implementation.

. Project eligibility. Under the Bond Act, Route 99 Bond Act funding is avaiiable for

safety, operational enhancerments, rehabilitation, or capacity improvements necessary to
improve Route 99 in the Central Valley. The Commission expects that project
nominations submitted by the Department from the San Joaquin Valley will be
consistent with the Caltrans State Route 99 Business Plan Element of the Master Plan
and that project nominations from the Sacramento Valley will be consistent with the
Sacramento Valley Route 70799 Corridor Business Plan. Nothing in these guidelines or
in the CMIA guidelines is intended to limit the projects that the Department or a
regional agency may propose or that the Commission may program from these funds,
consistent with the Bond Act.

Projects will be programmed according to the same project components used for the
STIP-(1) environmental and permits, (2) plans, specifications, and estimates, (3)yright-

i Deleted: 16
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of-way, and (4) construction. The Commission’s general expectation is that each SR 99
program project will have a full funding commitment through construction, either from
the SR 99 program alone or from a combination of the Route 99 program and other
state, local, or federal funds.

Completion_of Environmental Process. Funding for project right-of-way or construction
may be programmed only if the environmental review process can_be implemented in
time 1o have the project ready for construction by 2012,

Caltrans/Regional Consultations. Caltrans and regional agencies shall consult with each
other in the development of the SR 99 Bond Program. As a part of this consuitation,
Caltrans will gonsult early with regional agencies, as far in advance as is practicable, of
projects that may be or are likely to be included in the Bond Program, including the
potential for joint funding from other county and local sources, and witl seek the advice
of the regional agencies regarding these projects. The consultation should allow
regional agencies to consider and advise Caltrans regarding the potential impact of the
programming of these projecis.

Submitta! of SR 99 Bond Program. After consulting with Central Valley RTPAs, The
Department shal] submit the SR 99 Bond Program {first program document) to the CTC
no tater than Janvary 16, 2007 and the program submittal will include comments from
consultation with RTPAs. At the same time, the Department will transmit a copy to
cach RTPA. The CTC will meet in February to approve the initial SR 99 Bond
Proeram. The time period from _January 16. 2007 thru February 28, 2007 will be
considered the public comment period,

The SR 99 Bond Program will not cover project cost increases; these should be
addressed by other funding sources. To address cost increases the Department in
consultation with the RTPAs may:

Identify appropriate funding source.

Amend project scope accordingly.

If appropriate. amend scope of other projects within the SR 99 Bond Program.
Delete projects as necessary in_keeping with the priorities_as set forth in these
guidelines.

=N

The SR 99 Bond Program encompasses the entire State route commencing at Interstate
5 in Kemn County and terminating at State Route 36 in Tehama County. Regional
agencies and The Department , have agreed upon distribution of SR 99 Bond funds
based on a north/south 15 percent /85 percent split. Approximately 15 percent to the
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north for the Sacramente Valley and counties north of Sacramento/San Joaquin County
line, and 85 percent to the south for the San Joaquin Valiey.

Proiect Amendment. Caltrans and regional agencies shall consult with each other in the
development _of an_amendment to the SR 99 Bond Program. As a part of this
consultation. Caltrans will consult early with RTPAs to develop consensus on program
amendments. Similar to the initial program subpittal process, program amendments
will be submitied to CTC for approval, Any change 1o the scope, cost. and schedule on
the initial program submitial will require a program amendment as stipulated in the
CMIA Program,

A new project may not be included in the SR 99 Bond Program without a completed
PSR. This requirement applies to the programming of project development components
as well as to right-of-way and construction. A PSR is a report that meets the standards
of the CTC’s PSR guidelines. The PSR need not be submitted at the time of the SR 99
Bond Program nominations if the Department agrees to the scope, cost, and schedule
presented in the Project Nomination Sheet.

Project Cost Estimates. All cost estimates cited in the project fact sheet and in the -

benefit/cost analysis input sheet will be escalated to the year of proposed delivery. Only
cost estimates approved by the Director of Transportation or by a person authorized by
the Director to approve cost estimates for programming will be used.

Nomination Forms. The SR 99 Bond Program project fact and funding sheets  wiil be
used for nomination of bond funded projects to maintain consistency.
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ate feedback.

Today’s C_hoicg's-_w_i_l:l-liffect. Futi_ixe ééi;e'?atioﬁs
Please join us for this opporturiity to shape Fresno
County’s future. _Choié_:és today will have é.trex_t;en'-' '
dous impact on éur _éhildren’s and gran'déhiidrén’s' '
future. Be part of the Bluepzint 2050 visiori, and
share this unicue invitation with your friends, family
and co-workers!

Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Accommodations

The Fresno COG offices and restrooms are ADA accessible. Representatives or individuals with disabilities should contact Fresno
COG, (559} 233-4148, at least 3 days in advance, to request auxiliary aids and/or transiation services necessary to pardicipate in the
public meeting / public hearing. If Fresno COG is unable to accommodate an auxifiary aid or translation request for a public hearing,
after receiving proper notice, the hearing wili be continued on a specified date when accomrmodations are available.
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DRAFT TRANSPORTATION CONCEPT REPORT (TCR)
FOR

STATE ROUTE 33

A SYNOPSIS ...

What is a Transportation Concept Report {TCR)?

A Transportation Concept Report (TCR) is a Caltrans long term system planning document that
establishes a planning concept for a highway and/or corridor through the year 2030. A
planning concept consists of a target (i.e. Concept) level of service (LOS) and a facility type(s).

Capacity-enhancing improvements, such as lane additions, new interchanges etc, are
identified if the Concept LOS is not met {i.e. the Actual LOS is D compared to Concept LOS of C).

The Ultimate Transportation Corridor (UTC) is the facility projected beyond the year 2030.

Concept Level of Service (2030):

A 2030 Concept LOS D has been assigned to all segments of this route, both the rural and
urban portions. A vast majority of the route is rural, connected with some small communities
that are not projected to have significant growth. There is little diversity in the route and in the
existing level of service.

Concept Facility - By Year 2030:

1. Fresno County - Unconstructed JCT Route 180 to Mendota City Limits (Segment 24): 2-lane
expressway improved to a 4-lane expressway.

No improvements are recommended beyond the route’s 2 and 4-lane Existing Facilities in
Segments 1-23, 25-28 (Fresno County).

Ultimate Transportation Corridor (UTC) - Beyond the Year 2030:

1. Kern County - San Luis Obispo/Kern County Line to Junction Route 58 West (Segments 1-
3,5-7): 2-lane conventional highway with improvements improved to a 4-LANE
CONVENTIONAL HIGHWAY.

2. Kings County - 36™ Avenue to Kings/Fresno County Line (Segment 14): 2-lane conventional
highway with improvements improved to a 4-LANE CONVENTIONAL HIGHWAY.






3. Fresno County —Junction Route 180 to Helm Canal Road (Segment 26): ): 2-lane

conventional highway with improvements improved to a 4-L ANE CONVENTIONAL
HIGHWAY.

Neo improvements are recommended beyond the route’s 2030 Concept Facility in Segments (8-
77,12, 13, 15, 16, 21-23 and 28).

To review and/or print a copy of this Draft TCR please visit http://www.dol.ca.gov/
dist6/planning/tcrs/index.htm. If you have any comments or suggestions please forward
them to this report’s Project Manager, Pedro Ramirez, Associate Transportation Planner,
at Caltrans District 6 System Planning, 1352 West Olive Avenue, Fresno, CA 93728, by
email at pedro_ramirez@ dot.ca.gov, by FAX at (559) 445-5875 or by telephone at (559)
445-6792, by January 5, 2007.
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BEFORE THE
COUNCIL OF FRESNO COUNTY GOVERNMENTS
RESOLUTION NO. 2006-44

In the Matter of: ) RESOLUTION OF SUPPORT FOR

) THE APPOINTMENT OF SUPERVISOR
SUPPORTING JUDY CASE TO THE CALIFORNIA AIR
APPOINTMENT TO } RESOURCES BOARD

California Air Resources Board )

)

WHEREAS, the Council of Fresno County Governments (Fresno COG}) supports the appointment of Supervisor Judy
Case to the California Air Resources Board ("ARB”) as the representative from the San Joagquin Valley Air Poliution Centrol District
Governing Board {"SJVAPCD"); and

WHEREAS, Supervisor Case has served on the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District Governing Board from
1899 to 2004 and served as Chairman of the Board in 2004. Supervisor Case was reappointed as the Fresno County
representative on the SJVAPCD in July 2006, and

WHEREAS, Supervisor Case is a registered nurse with a strong background in air-quality issues. Supervisor Case's

proven track record of balancing the need for improving air quality with economie stability in the valley brings an objective approach
to the ARB; and

WHEREAS, during Supervisor Case's time on the SIVAPCD Governing Board, there have been tremendous strides

made in cleaning the Valley's air, even during a time of explosive population growth, and as there are still many challenges ahead;
and

WHEREAS, during Supervisor Case’s term as Chairman of the District Board, the largest U.S. study of particulate
rmatter and ozone formation was initiated by the SJVAPCD. This information is critical to continuing efforts to improve air quality in
California; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Fresno COG respectiully supports and recommends the appointement of
Supervisor Judy Case to the California Air Resources Board as the San Joaquin Valley Air Poliution Control District representative.
Supervisor Case’s healthcare background and passion for clean air make her the appropriate choice for this appointment.

THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION was passed and adopted by the Councit of Fresno County Governments this 14"
day of December, 2006,

AYES:
NCES:
ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:
Signed:

ATTEST: . Trinidad M. Rodriguez, Chaitman

| hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution
of the Council of Fresne County Governments duly adopted at
a regular meeting thereof held on the 14th day of December,
2006.

Signed.

Barbara Goodwin, Executive Director






