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Sponsored by Fresno Council of Governments
And Caltrans District 6 / Central Region

California 511 Workshop: The 511 Your Customers Want
March 3-4, 2008

Fresno, California
To be held at Caltrans District 6 Planning Program; Manchester Center Office
2015 E. Shields, Suite A-100 (between Blackstone Avenue and Highway 41)

11:00 - 12:00 Registration / Informal Meet and Greet

12:00 — 12:45 Welcome Fresno Council of Governments / Caltrans District 6
Local ATIS/511 Objectives  Fresno Council of Governments
Caltrans District 6
CA 511 Overview Caltrans (Diana Gomez)
US 511 Status / Guidelines  National 511 Coalition (Stacy Unholz)

12:45-1:30 Issues and Challenges for the Central Valley’s 511
ITS Plans/Status Caltrans Districts 6 (Jose deAlba), 10 (Annette
Clark), and 3 (Markus Heiman), Sacramento Area
Council of Governments (Warren Tighe/Siemens)
511 Plans/Status Fresno COG (Todd Sobrando), San Joaquin County
COG (Yvette Davis); Sacramento Area Council of
Governments {Warren Tighe/Siemens)

1:30-1:45  Networking Break

1:45-2:45  Building the Central Valley’s 511: Interactive session facilitated by FHWA
(Frank Cechini), Fresno COG (Todd Sobrado), Siemens (Warren Tighe)

A group brainstorming exercise and discussion and suggestions for helping the Central Valley
deploy the best traveler information within their budget. Using the ITS Systems Engineering

process, flips charts will capture the comments and be added to throughout the workshop
presentations,

2:45-3:00  Networking Break

3:00-3:30 What are the 511 Leaders Doing? Metropolitan Transportation Commission
{Carol Kuester) and National 511 Coalition (Stacy Unholz)

3:30-4:30 Recent 511 Deployer Updates/Issues: San Diego (Tom Bruccoleri), Eastern

Sierra (Brad Mettam), Southern California (Ken Coleman/Michelle Kirkoff), San
Luis Obispo (Peter Dwyer, ICX Trans)

INFORMAL GROUP DINNER



8:30-9:45

9:45~10:00

10:00-11:00

11:00-1:00

1:00-2:00

2:00-3:00

3:00-3:15

3:15-4:00

4:00-4:15

TUESDAY MARCH 4, 2608

Different Information Needs for Different Markets

& Rural Travelers Caltrans District 2 (TBD)

= Urban and Rural Califormia CCIT (Ali Mortazavi)
s Truckers Caltrans Planning (Bill Tournay)
®  Cars, Trucks and Transit San Diego (Tom Bruccoleri)

Networking Break

511 Interoperability: Helping Travelers get the 511 they need
» Forwarding Calls To Neighboring 511s SACOG (Warren Tighe)
» Content Sharing and Interstate Posting Telvent (Ahmad Sadegh)
»  ‘511.CA.gov’ internet map Caltrans (Bill Naddy)

Lunch

Traveler Information Data Accuracy and Coverage Needs:
Which information, where, how much, and at what cost? Vehicle counts, speed,
travel times, weather, cctv, incidents ...

» California CCIT (Jeff Ban) with Montana State I'TS

= Telvent {Les Jacobsen)

*  SpeedINFO (Doug Finlay)

Creative Funding:
What is the latest on making money from advertising & referrals, charging

commercial/media companies for traffic data, retail subscriptions, and non-
traditional government sources?

» Los Angeles METRO (Ken Coleman)
» San Diego 511 (Tom Bruccolert)
» San Francisco 511 (Carol Kuester)

Networking Break

Revisit Central Valley 511 Flip Charts  (Frank Cechini; Todd Sobrado)
A group review of comments added by attendees. Discuss next steps

Closing
Suggestions and ideas for next California 511 Workshop

POSTER SESSIONS ARE AVAILABLE FOR 5311 DEPLOYERS,

COMMERCIAL/MEDIA, TELEPHONY SERVICE PROVIDERS, AND OTHERS,
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Fresno County Blueprint
Preliminary Draft Scenarios Descriptions

Three levels of network analysis will be conducted:

® RTP Buildout (Scenarios 1-4)
® RTP Enhanced - RTP Buildout with SR 65 and TBD 99 Bypass (Scenarios 1-4)

& Metro Rural Loop (Scenario 5)

SCENARIO 1: Current Trends - Status Quo Land Use pattern that reflects recent development practices. Growth would not be
constrained within the current Spheres of Influence (SOI).

SCENARIO 2: SOI-focused, maintaining SOI - High density metropolitan area growth. This scenario directs almost all of the
future growth in Fresno County to the city spheres and Millerton New Town. It would emphasize higher density infill development
and redevelopment; some greenfield development would also occur. It would maintain or shrink the existing SOL [t would allow no
further development on strategic agricultural land or on strategic resource conservation land. There would be limited growth in the

remainder of the County.

SCENARIO 3: Metro-focused, expanding SOI - Moderate density increase, metropolitan area growth. This scenario directs 80%
of the future growth in Fresno County to the metropolitan area. It would involve infill development, redevelopment and significant
greenfield development. It would allow for expansion of the SOl to accommodate growth. It would discourage further growth in
areas of strategic agricultural or resource conservation land. There would be limited growth in the remainder of the county.

SCENARIO 4: Countywide Growth - Distributing a small increase in density within all of the cities and unincorporated
communities, and include industrial growth on Interstate 5. It includes some density increase from infill development and
redevelopment. It would allow for expansion of the spheres of influence to accommodate growth. It would discourage further growth
in areas of strategic agricultural or resource conservation land. There would be limited growth in the remainder of the county

(unincorporated areas) to support agriculture.

SCENARIQ 5: Corridors and Nodes - Moderate growth and high density increases utilizing the concept of the “Metro Rural
Loop”. Growth would be distributed within the County along the major transportation corridors and at designated “Nodes” which
could expand existing cities or be “new cities/towns”™. This scenario would provide for significant infill/redevelopment in the
metropolitan area and greenfield development to accommodate projected population. Spheres of Influence would be adjusted
accordingly. Growth corridors and nodes would be developed using the strategic farmlands study and strategic resource land
mapping. There would be 2050 and 2110 versions.



AGENDA ITEM

IX. ABANDONDED VEHICLE






SININILYEY WAL ONVED

AL T

dEnd

GINIWILVAY WL0L

31VAIHd

oriEng

(SANINILYEY) SMGL

LivAlMd

anend

SANARILYEY ARVINTION
7 R B

G i i

SHNNEAIY O3ONTdXING

80-200Z Ad HIALHVND GNODAS ¥Od LHOd43 SNivis
NVYHO0Ud INFWILVEY TTOIHIA G3INOGNVEY
ALIMOHLNV 3DIAYIS INSWILVEY 319IHIA GINOANVEY ALNNOD ONSHYL

FIR-TE R4S
; k2 ) S
L0 EEE PR a5 osys | L6'LSER GSEPTCE 85710 L) 00'DZ6'654 00086'9 OUIErY OoHE'S 0a'p0e'02 S1807 A
a3 43 OB'ELET 35645 P L6028 SLOLEY Phyead) a0'BLE 00'008'v8 oy T d 00TIET 00865 [ L5027 TWLOL
= {+005'Z5) swseyzing olen
dr BOE™Y pLVEES an'og P35 74 SLREC 000V Sayddng puR FOARE
Z6'LE0%hY OUGLETE ZopaRes|  oORLEY oogaa'y o ey 00008’y GOTHT 0029L'T 00RES" B0°LIRL UGk
: e i o : . {ELEYND PE) S1500
L
i SANN.
[T R3] ; : d INNIAZH WLIOL
S 8 3 U0
PR e
SBEEEULT :
. : : sa94 ogensiban
S0PLPEEES 4 X 1 i i
— % i : \ N azA
i) bl S : SANNBATY
SR ; :
- A0 N
uoliRAS Anogy BLUBG upani wbueg Asipaayd Jepied wmcmwo swpua | Bingsbiuid [PLINFSH 10N AUD ousEig | B0 ybneqgan4 | efiuyeo)d SIAD|D
-HAWPY [ ¥R ueg m .
i SRR T T 5 2 g gt 0 e
os e e buaTey SR it NM Ly TR s o T o R e
0 svouvaEdo VoYL e L : i



Mar (04 2008 4:24PM HP LASERJET FAX

SANGER FIRE DEPARTMENT

CLYDE L. CLINTON, Fire Chief
1700 SEVENTH ST. - SANGER,CA 93657 - (559)875-6568 - FAX (559)875-6611

ny

March 4, 2008

Clark Thompson, Planning Coordinator
Counci! of Fresno County Governments
2035 Tulare Street, Suite 201

Fresno, CA 93721

Dear Mr, Thompson:

The City of Sanger’s personnel rate for Vehicle Abatement has not been increased since the
beginning of the program. The attached memorandum was submitted as dated. The rate of

rate increase.

in the hourly rate of 22% effective March 1, 2008.

Considering the associated cost increase, we are requesting an increase of the hourly rate to

$68.00 effective March 1, 2008. The Sanger Fire Department fee schedule allows for vehicle,
burdened rate and an administrative fee.

Thank you in advance for your consideration and the support. Together we have been very
effective in abating vehicles from our community. I am available for any questions.

Sincerely,

@@ YO
Clydg L. Clinton
Fire Chief

ce: Jim Drinkhouse, City Manager

Attachments: Memo Dated August 29, 2006
Sanger Fire Department Fee Schedule
Sanger Fire Department Work Sheet

$60.00 per hour was appropriate at the date of submission. This 1s not a request for a retro aclive

As of July 2006 the rate of Code Enforcement Officer pay increased by 47%. There was a raise




