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2035 Tulare Street, Suite 201
Fresno, California 9372 1

Telephone 559 233-4148 * FAX: 559 233-9645
Website Address: www.fresnocog.org

Memorandum

TO: Transportation Technical Committee
Policy Advisory Committee
COG Policy Board

FROM: Barbara Goodwin, Executive Director
Tony Boren, Deputy Director
Les Beshears, Finance Director

SUBJECT: Final FY 2008-09 Overall Work Program

Recommendation:

Staff recommends approval of the final FY 2008-09 Overall Work Program and Annualized
Budget totaling $9,915,569.

Note: The first two pages of Appendix F compare annualized revenue and expense estimates
for Ft 2008-09 with approved FY 2007-08 values. The annualized budget eliminates the impact
of the carryover projects and is thereby more accurate in highlighting current revenue and
expenditure trends. The budget details following these first two pages include all carryover
projects in keeping with Federal and State requirements and reflect overall COG workload.

Summary:

The FY 2008-09 Overall Work Program OWP totaling $11,500,898 including carryover
projects is submitted for your review. This year’s budget total reflects an increase of 44%
$3,515,853 from the approved FY 2007-08 budget. Federal revenues declined $928,488 as a
number of large studies funded by federal funds were completed last year. These large federally
funded projects included the Freeway Deficiencies Study Phase II, Valleywide Goods
Movement Study, and Phase One of the Regional Transportation Mitigation fee process
associated with the renewal of Measure "C". State revenues increased 42% due to increased
emphasis on the Blueprint Planning Process. Local Revenues increased 152%, $4,083,386. A
significant amount of this increase comes from new revenues associated with Measure "C"
programs.

Member Agencies: The cities of CJovis, Coalinga, Firebaugh, Fowler, Fresno, Huron, Kerman,
Kingsburg, Mendota, Orange Cove, Parlier, Reediey. San Joaquin, Sanger, Selma & Fresno County

May 6, 2008



The six primary components of the COGS’ Overall Work Program are as follows:

1. Regional Transportation Planning
2. Transportation Program Development
3. Service and General Coordination Activities
4. Regional Coordination of Transportation, Land Use & Housing
5. Valleywide Coordinated Activities
6. Administrative Activities

Highlights for each of the six OWP components are listed below:

1. Regional Transportation Planning

The sixteen work elements contained within this section primarily carryout the long-range
regional transportation planning program which the COG is statutorily responsible for.

Work Element 111 - Regional Transportation Modeling This $307,000 program includes
$125,000 to update our Traffic Model.

Work Element 113 - Regional Transportation Planning Studies This element provides $100,000
to fund a West Area Circulation Study.

Work Element 115 - Regional Transportation Mitigation Fee Study - Phases I and II The Nexus
study on the RTM fee is anticipated to be complete by the end of the current year. The process
of adopting the program through all the member agencies will then begin. $162,700 is
programmed to cover this involved and complicated process.

Work Element 120- Regional Public Transportation Planning - FCMA This $627,000 Urban
Transit planning effort includes $100,000 in Developer fees carried over from last year to
complete Fresno Area Express’s Master Transit Plan. If also reserves $100,000 of FAX’s
Section 5307 grant to go Transit studies as needed.

Work Element 121 - Public Transit-Human Services Transportation - Job Access and Reverse
Commute Program JARC and Work Element 122- Public Transit-Human Services
Transportation New Freedom. The Public Transportation Human Services Plan has been
adopted clearing the way for staff to conduct a competitive process to solicit $1.6 million
representing two years of apportionments in Federal Transit Administration Sect. 5317 and
Sect. 5317 funds to eligible projects. Both programs have a required 80/20% match for capital
and 50/50% match for operations.

Work Element 123 -Public Transportation Infrastructure Study PTIS Completion of this $3
million Measure "C" funded study is required before Measure money can be spent on various
Transit components and the Transit Oriented Infrastructure program. The cash flow of this
program will require arrangements to borrow from other Measure programs to front load this
study. The Fresno County Transportation Authority is presently preparing a policy to address
this necessity.
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2. Transportation Program Development

WE 210 Measure "C" Reauthorization Implementation This $210,467 work element continues
work done previously to implement the Measure and develop an implementable Capital Projects
Strategic Plan.

WE 211 Measure "C" - Citizen Oversight Committee In this new work element, $10,500 is
implemented to provide staff support for the Oversight Committee.

WE 212 Measure "C" - RideshareNan Pool Coordination The new work element programs
$95,000, to cover the cost of a new RideshareNan Pool coordinator position and office fixtures.
As the program is developed, the budget will be amended to bring the cost of the Taxi subsidy
and Van Pool programs into the budget.

WE 213 Measure ‘C" - Rail Consolidation This new work element provides $260,000 to update
the Rail Consolidation study previously done by HDR Engineering in 2001.

3. Services and General Coordination

Work Element 360 - One Voice Advocacy In order to clarify our lobby efforts to our funding
agencies, this new $113,300 work element isolates the cost of the federal and state One Voice
Advocacy programs. These activities are ineligible for state and federal participation and must
be funded by local assessments.

4. Regional Coordination of Transportation, Land Use & Housing

Work Element 410- San Joaguin Valley Regional Blueprint Planning Staff anticipates a high
level of work activity with this $591,000 program as the planning work evolves into development
of alternative future land use scenarios for our region and the valley as a whole. This work
element anticipates the State will fund a third year of grant funding for San Joaquin Valley
Blueprint Planning Activities. The new grant would add $148,501. Our match, which was
previously subsidized by the Air District, will be $80,851.

5. Valleywide Coordinated Activities

Work Element 810 Valley Air Quality Coordination The scope of this $173,500 program isolates
the cost associated with our lead role in San Joaquin Valley Air Quality Planning. The cost of
this program is split among our eight valley partner MPO’s and RTPA’s.

Work Element 812 San Joaguin Valley Express Transit Study This $11,800 program provides
staff In-Kind to support a larger grant funded valley wide transit study.

Work Element 820 Valley Coordination Activities General activities associated with coordinating
valley wide planning have been moved out of WE 810 to this new work element. It is
anticipated that this work element will be amended to include a contract to coordinate the valley
wide planning effort. The cost of the contract will be split among the valley partners. This work
element also contains $115,000 in state funding to perform the State Route 99 Economic
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Benefits Study approved by the San Joaquin Valley COGs to determine the economic benefits
associated with converting State Route 99 into an interstate.

6. Administrative Activities

Work Element 940 Freeway Service Patrol The Freeway Service Patrol is continued for a
year of operation. The current year is the final year of a three year contract and it has been six
years since the rates changed. We are budgeting a 20% contingency to accommodate the
bidding process. State apportionment and local match funding are adequate to cover the
increase.

Work Element 950 Abandon Vehicle Abatement Program FY 2008-09 marks the fifth year of
operation for the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Program. The COG has been designated the
local Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Service Authority to administer the AVA Program and Plan.
The program is funded by an assessment of a $1 additional registration fee to be used
exclusively for the purpose of abandoned vehicle abatement within Fresno County.

Staffing

* This year’s OWP continues the additional Planning Coordinator position that was
budgeted in last year’s OWP but not filled. The position is requested to help with the
additional workload resulting from the passage of Proposition 1 B and the
reauthorization of Measure "C". In addition, a new position is requested to fulfill the
RideshareNan Pool requirements of Measure "C"

Office Overhead

Office overhead increased slightly $3,747 from FY 2007/08 reflecting operating expenses
associated with the facility.
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The OWP 2008-2009 Final is
located on the website at
www.fresnocog.org
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AGREEMENT FOR SHARING ACCESS TO
SACRAMENTO REGION 511 PHONE SYSTEM

THIS AGREEMENT "Agreement" is made effective as of

_______________.

2008
the "Effective Date", by and between the Sacramento Area Council of Governments, ajoint
powers agency "SACOG", and Council of Fresno County Governments, a joint powers agency
"User".

RECITALS

WHEREAS, SACOG owns and operates the Sacramento Region 511 interactive voice
response IVI1 phone system the "511 Phone System"; and

WHEREAS, SACOG is willing to host links to User’s traffic information on the 511
Phone System under the terms and conditions set forth herein.

AGREEMENT

NOW THEREFORE, SACOG and User agree as follows:

1. Hosting User Traffic Information. User will deliver to SACOG all necessary information
concerning traffic information providers within User’s jurisdiction and will promptly
inform SACOG in writing of any updates or changes to such information. SACOG will
supply such information to the host of the 511 Phone System and request that telephone
links for User’s jurisdiction be created and maintained.

2. Reimbursement of SACOG’s Expenses. SACOG will submit written invoices to User for
any and all expenses incurred in connection with hosting User’s information on the 511
Phone System including, without limitation, expenses related to: the initial setup of links
to User’s jurisdiction, including conversion of switches; phone system changes; recording
or update fees; and charges for calls directed to services based in User’s jurisdiction.
Invoices will not include charges for SACOG staff time. User will pay SACOG the
invoiced amounts within 30 days after receipt of such invoices.

3. Changes to 511 Phone System. SACOG will inform User of any material changes to the
511 Phone System within a reasonable time prior to instituting such changes and will
consider any written comments or concerns that User may submit. However, SACOG
reserves the right to make any and all changes it deems necessary in its sole and absolute
discretion.

4. Ownership of 511 Phone System. SACOG reserves the ownership of all intellectual
property rights, software and hardware that comprise the 511 Phone System. This
Agreement constitutes a license for User to access the 511 Phone System during the term
hereof and conveys no other rights.

12. 31 08
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5, Term ofAgreement; Termination. This Agreement shall be in full force and effect from
and after the Effective Date until terminated. Either party may terminate this Agreement
by delivering to the other party a written notice of termination specifying the date of
termination, which date shall not be less than 30 days after delivery of the notice.
Thereupon, neither party shall have any further rights or obligations under this
Agreement, except as specified in Section 6.

6. Liability.

a. SACOG shall not in any event be liable to User or any third party for losses or
damages suffered by User or any third party arising out of or in any way
connected with the 51 Phone System or SACOG’s performance hereunder.

b. To the fullest extent permitted by law, User will indemnify, defend, and hold
harmless SACOG, its directors, officers, agents, and employees the
"Indemnitees" from and against any and all actions, claims, demands, losses,
expenses, including reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs, damages, and liabilities
arising out of or in any way connected with the 511 Phone System or SACOG’s
performance hereunder, however caused, regardless of any negligent act of an
[ndemnitee, whether active or passive, excepting only such liabilities as may be
caused by the sole, active negligence or willful misconduct of an Indemnitee.
User shall pay all costs that may be incurred by SACOG in enforcing this
indemnity, including reasonable attorneys’ fees. The provisions of this Section
shall survive the expiration, termination, or assignment of this Agreement.

7. Notices. All notices, invoices, payments and other communications under this
Agreement shall be in writing and shall be deemed to have been duly given i on the
date of delivery, if delivered personally to the party to whom notice is given, or if made
by telecopy directed to the party to whom notice is to be given at the telecopy number
listed below, or ii at the earlier of actual receipt or the second business day following
deposit in the United States mail, postage prepaid. Notices and other communications
shall be directed to the parties at the addresses shown below. A party may change its
person designated to receive notice, its telecopy number, or its address from time to time
by giving notice to the other party in accordance with the procedures set forth in this
Section.

Sacramento Area Council of Governments
1415 L Street, Suite 300
Sacramento, CA 95814
ATTN: A.J. Tendick

Facsimile: 916 321-9551
E-mail: atendicksacog.org

User Address: Council of Fresno County Governments
2035 Tulare Street, Site 201 Fresno, CA 93721

12.3 1.08
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ATTN: Todd Sobrado

Facsimile: 559 233-9645
E-mail: toddsfresnocog.org

8. Jurisdiction. Any lawsuit, action, or other proceeding arising from this Agreement shall
be brought in a California state court located in the County of Sacramento, California.

9. Execution and Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed and delivered in facsimile
counterparts, each of which when so executed and delivered shall be deemed an original and
all of which taken together shall constitute one and the same Agreement. Any Party
executing and delivering this Agreement by facsimile shall deliver an original signature
page to the other Party hereto as soon as practicable. However, the failure by such Party to
deliver such original signature shall have no effect on the validity, binding effect or
enforceability of this Agreement as to such Party.

10. Construction of Agçjujnt. In the event of a dispute between the Parties as to the
language of this Agreement or the construction or meaning of any term hereof this
Agreement shall be deemed to have been drafted by the Parties in equal parts so that no
presumptions or inferences concerning its terms or interpretation may be construed
against any Party to this Agreement.

LI. Severability. If any term, provision, condition or covenant of this Agreement or its
application to any party or circumstance shall be held, to any extent, invalid or
unenforceable, then the remainder of this Agreement, or the application of such term,
provision, condition or covenant to any party or circumstances other than those as to
whom or which it is held invalid or unenforceable, shall not be affected and shall be valid
and enforceable to the fullest extent permitted by law,

12. Successors and Assigns. This Agreement shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit
of the Parties and their respective successors and assigns. No assignment or delegation
of the obligation to make any payment or reimbursement hereunder will release the
assigning Party without the prior consent of the other Party.

13. Waiver. No waiver by either party of a breach of any of the terms, covenants or
conditions of this Agreement by any other party shall be construed or held to be a waiver
of any succeeding or preceding breach of the same or any other term, covenant or
condition herein contained. No waiver of any default by either party hereunder shall be
implied from any omission by the other party to take any action on account of such
default if such default persists or is repeated, and no express waiver shall affect a default
other than as specified in such waiver. The consent or approval by either party to or of
any act by any other party requiring the consent or approval of the first party shall not be
deemed to waive or render unnecessary such party’s consent or approval to or of any
subsequent similar acts by the other party. Failure to exercise any right or remedy shall
not preclude the exercise of that right or remedy at any other time or of any other right or
remedy at any time.

12.31.08
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14. rantofAutlorit. Each person signing this Agreement represents and warrants that
he or she has been duly authorized to enter into this Agreement by the entity on whose
behalf it is indicated the person is signing.

15. jgration. This Agreement constitutes the entire understanding between the Parties
pertaining to the subject matter hereof and supersedes all prior understandings and
representations of the Parties with respect to the subject matter hereof. Any
representation, promise, or condition not incorporated into this Agreement shall not be
binding on any Party.

16. Amendment. This Agreement may not be modified, amended or supplemented, or
otherwise changed except by the written agreement of each of the Parties.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto enter into this Agreement as of the Effective
Date,

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL Council of Fresno County Governments
OF GOVERNMENTS

By:

_______________________________

By:

_____________

MIKE MCKEEVER Barbara Goodwin
Executive Director Executive Director

Date:

________ ____________________

Date:

12.31.08
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2035 Tulare Street Suite 201
Fresno, California 9372 1

Telephone 559 233-4148 * FAX: 559 233-9645
Website Address: w-w.fresnocog.org

MEMORANDUM

To: Fresno COG Policy Board
Fresno COG Policy Advisory Committee
One Voice Participants and Partners

FROM: Barbara Goodwin, Executive Director

SUBJECT: Specj/ic "One Voice" Recommendationsfor the Future

OBSERVATIONS:

"One Voice" has proven to be a wonderful effort at Fresno COG with very tangible results and some
unexpected but very powerful long-term benefits.

$13,151,000 in appropriations for "One Voice" sponsored projects - we’ve received $104 for
every dollar Fresno COG has spent on our previous five trips.

would have been a $119/$1 ratio had the 2007 appropriations bill retained our $1.95 million in
earmarksfor a total of$15 million, but this was the year all requested earmark appropriations were
eliminated at the national level.

Stronger partnership with many Fresno County community organizations, the result of which
has been a better communication network and enhanced relationships with specific individuals,
all of whom are among the leadership of Fresno County. This enhanced network has served
well not only for Fresno COG, but also among and between our "One Voice" trip participants.

* Heightened recognition that Fresno COG is acting regionally, and is an excellent collaborative
partner.

* Improved communication with our congressional/senate representatives and their capable and
helpful staff. We have also become a better resource for our representatives.

* Wonderful financial sponsors in the community who have enabled One Voice to provide an
excellent trip experience complete with professional presentation packages for both our trip
participants and for our representatives -- a level of materials beyond what our budget would
have allowed.

"One Voice" should continue and also evolve to remain current, strong, and relevant to changing
circumstances. I offer the following recommendations, based on my observations, comments from
participants, and comments from our lobbyist.

Member Agencies: The cities of ClovEs, Coalinga, Firebaugh, Fowler, Fresno, Huron, Kerman,
Kingsburg, Mendota, Orange Cove, Parlier, Reedley, San Joaquin, Sanger, Selma & Fresno County

May 15, 2008 revised per conversation with PAC



RECOMMENDATIONS:

REFINE AND EVOLVE "ONE VOICE":

The original goal to seek additional funding for needed projects of regional significance, those
that also contribute to an improved quality of life, should remain.

2 We should ask our members and community partners where regulatory reform might be needed
in formulas or language that keeps our region from either applying or being competitive, and
then develop a strategy for presenting the issue, and seek to implement reform. Address one or
two each year.

3 We should additionally concentrate on relevant policy issues or projects past example:
immigration, completion ofMendota prison that would benefit from our valuable input and
advocacy. We have great expertise in many areas that are underutilized in these instances,
simply because a strategic, coordinated and comprehensive effort is not launched. Address one
such issue each year.

4 Staff should initiate discussions with congressional/senate staff very early on upcoming bills or
specific efforts our representatives will be shepherding in the next session. One or more may
resonate strongly with our region’s goals. While back in Washington D.C., if our community
partners and COG Policy Board have previously endorsed one of these specific efforts, we can
break into groups to help our representatives advocate for their bill. As an example, if a bill is
meeting resistance from a Midwest or Southern Senator or Congressman, our D.C.
representative could ask for an appointment where Fresno COG "One Voice" members would
advocate on behalf of the mutually beneficial issue.

CONSIDER HIRINGA YEAR ROUND FEDERAL LOBBYIST:

I realize that the current economy would make this a challenge for most of our members since general
fund budgets are constrained. I also want to point out we have been happy with the efforts made by our
existing part-time federal Lobbyist, but their efforts are somewhat limited to our trip purposes and
relevant issues, identit’ing upcoming appropriations bills for projects we select and filing the
appropriation requests no small effort. However the reality is that other Valley COGs have hired
Lobbyists on an annual contract basis: San Joaquin COG, Merced County Association of Governments,
and Tulare County Association of Governments. They pay between $1,600 -$7,000 per month and are
receiving additional services including earlier and more definitive consultations about the upcoming
year, and setting the stage for the types of requests or grant issues that might be selected and
competitive. They also then receive year-round follow-up, federal legislative information, and
project/issue advocacy from their lobbyists. Fresno COG followed San Joaquin COG’s initial "One
Voice" effort, but the other COGs have realized the benefits of such an effort and are attempting to be
equally competitive. The Kern COG is also exploring their own "One Voice" effort, and Stanislaus
COG also makes an annual trip. We should consider this next step, but structure the effort so that
broader benefits as outlined above can be realized on an annual basis. A survey to see the amount of
dollars the other COGs are bringing in annually may be helpful.

In concert with this recommendation we should also consider differentiating the manner in which we pay
our Lobbyist. We currently have the budget included with our dues, but we might be better served to
call it a "special assessment" so that timely payments on an increased level of service never becomes an
issue on COG member voting rights. As with the state lobbyist’s contract, perhaps a provision to allow
members to negotiate and contract with the federal lobbyist for a project-by-project add-on basis, paid
for by the COG member. Perhaps, if there is consensus, a portion of the COG’s planning funds could be



used to support the effort as long as there is an annual commitment to pursue funding for Measure C
projects.

NEW TRANSPORTAHON BILL AND ANNUAL APPROPRIAHONBILLS:

We do need to separate out projects for the new transportation bill from projects we may seek from the
more normal appropriation bills. This will also affect, for the 2009 year, the number of projects we
select.

For the annual appropriation bills, there should be a project per bill. Multiple projects in one bill may
face being competitive with each other, although the major programs within the appropriations bills
should be examined to see if there is a solid basis to seek no more than 2 within a single appropriations
bill. Our current federal lobbyist is still concerned about how many i.e. too many projects are
requested. We also need to be realistic on the amounts being requested.

MARKETPlACE FORMAT:

With the exception of those meetings that need to be conducted elsewhere due to circumstances, the
format of securing a room in one of the congressional buildings for our visit works very well and is
efficient for time management. We will heed the desire to have water/caffeine/drinks available each
day.

I appreciate and concur with Simon and Company’s recommendation to secure appointments in 2008
with White House and other new presidential appointees. I also highly recommend we reach beyond our
own congressional members and seek briefings with congressional leadership and key committee
members and staff. I was pleased to see these elements in Simon and Company’s comments, because we
at staff level have been asking and desired to reach beyond our representatives - we need committee
leaders and staff to be aware and positively receiving our projects and issues for it is these votes or
recommendations that will aid in our success.

OUR PARTICIPANTBINDERS:

These need to become thiimer for easier manipulation during the trip much like the size we used in
Sacramento. A couple of years ago we put punched back-up project information in separate packets so
that participants could choose whether or not they wished to add any pieces to their binder. Also we
have provided sightseeing and other helpful information that does not necessarily need to be in
everyone’s binder, but could be in a separate packet.

Our main project sheets should become two-sided: the type of project information we’ve had on one
side, with the other side being the Fresno County map with the project located and an inset with a more
thorough presentation of all funding sources state, federal, local, other.

DAILYBRIEFINGSAND DEBRIEFINGS:

We need to once again conduct daily briefings and debriefings in the am. at the hotel. We did not
specifically ask for this on the 2008 schedule, but should have since our lobbyists did not include it. We
will rectify’ this oversight.



MEALS:

This answer to our survey is always mixed. What we may try is to pass out in the morning a "RSVP" for
a planned dinner that night, with a deadline of I p.m. for a reply. The planned dinner would be
described, but always optional in attendance. We would simply make reservations for the number of
"yes" returns at 1 p.m. Generally it is the planned and well attended joint dinners for which the Fresno
COG will help subsidize with sponsor donations since non-COG planned dinners are hard to control in
potential costs or type of event.

SPONSORSHIPRECOGNITIONS:

We will elevate this effort at home we began this increased effort recently with an annual presentation
and formal recognition by the Fresno COG Policy Board. We will also continue to monitor the subject
in D.C. which has been challenging of late due to the heightened awareness and "hands-off’ approach of
sponsored events for elected officials and their staff The Fresno COG has always been very careful to
identif’ how and in what manner we may recognize the sponsors because of fair political practices and
the statements of economic interest. There is proposed regulatory change at the state level which may
affect how we need to report our sponsorships sponsoring an agency effort vs. sponsoring individuals.
We will provide further updates as this issue progresses.



Recommendationsfor 2009
2008 Summary ofFebruary Washington D. C. Visit
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A Heartfelt Thank You

To Our "One Voice" Financial Sponsors
The Council of Fresno County Governments and its "One Voice" delegation are grateful to have received
several sponsors for our 2008 advocacy effort. Their sponsorships allow us to continue to improve our
efforts in reaching our regional goals.

The following companies generously supported the 2008 "One Voice" effort:

BLUE LEVEL SPONSOR
GRANVILLE HOMES, INC. $3,000

WHITE LEVEL
QUAD KNOPE $1,500

RED LEVEL SPONSORS
CENTRAL VALLEY COMMUNITY BANK $1,000
HATCH Mon MACDONALD $1,000
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT CORP. SERVING FRESNO COUNTY $1,000
MENDOZA & ASSOCIATES $1,000
OMNI-MEANS $1,000
PROVOST & PRITCHARD $1,000
VRPA TECHNOLOGIES, INC. $1,000

Cl 1*1.R c.QN4TjitflJfKPCS
DEDEKIAN, GEORGE, SMALL & MARKARIAN
ACCOUNTANCY CORPORATION $250

TOTAL $11,750

We encourage all our Policy Board members and the "One Voice" delegates to personally thank our sponsors if the
opportunity presents itself. We are appreciative of their interest in our "One Voice" endeavor and grateful for their
support. It is through community collaboration that "One Voice" will continue to gain momentum and achieve
success.





FRESNO COG "ONE VOICE"
2008 SUMMARYOF WASHINGTOND.C. VISITAND

2009 RECOMMENDATIONS

Background:

In 2002, the Council of Fresno County Governments Fresno COG Policy Board decided to undertake a
"One Voice" effort seeking federal and/or state funding for projects of broad community-wide benefit
within Fresno County. The goal was to assemble a private-public delegation, select prioritized projects,
and then visit our Congressional and federal departmental representatives in Washington D. C. to pursue
earmarked funds, The Fresno COG proposed this as an aimual effort and now makes a similar effort at
the State level in Sacramento. There have been six federal "One Voice" delegations making the trip to
Washington D.C.: a 15-member delegation in 2003, a 20-member delegation in 2004, a 24-member
delegation in 2005, a 27-member delegation in 2006, a 33-member delegation in 2007 and a 34-member
delegation in 2008.

Our absence in Washington D.C. as a united Fresno community had been noted over the years. Our "One
Voice" effort was modeled upon other successful programs within California, those programs in turn
bringing federal and state dollars into their community once it was apparent they would be consistently
proactive with their elected representatives.

The message received from our past efforts was that we were welcomed and encouraged to return and
continue communications, especially if we built upon the broad-based coalition we were assembling. The
"One Voice" approach is positively recognized and viewed as a means of helping our elected federal
representatives to prioritize and shepherd needed proj ects through the federal budget process.

"One Voice" Mission Statement:

‘One Voice" unites Fresno County communities and regional interests in a voluntaty
anti collaborative effort to seek federal anti statefunds annually /brprojects qfregional
significance. All projects chosen shall contribute signIcantly to an improved quality of
lfe throughout Fresno County.

"One Voice" Community Partners:

The Fresno COG is a Joint Powers Agency that represents the 15 cities within Fresno County, and the
County of Fresno. Therefore, the Fresno COG "One Voice" effort encompasses:

The cities of Clovis, Coalinga, Firebaugh, Fowler, Fresno, Huron, Kerman, Kingsburg,
Mendota, Orange Cove, Parlier, Reedley, San Joaquin, Sanger, Selma and the County of
Fresno,

Other active partners in developing the "One Voice" effort have been:
Fresno County Farm Bureau
Economic Development Corporation Serving Fresno County
Fresno Business Council
Fresno-Madera-Tulare-Kings Central Labor Council
Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District



1-5 Business Development Corridor
Five Cities Economic Development Authority
Greater Fresno Area Chamber of Commerce
Chambers of Commerce from Clovis and the other 13 cities
Fresno County Office of Education
League of Women Voters of Fresno County
Building Industry Association

Additional organizations and agencies have been invited to participate, and the Fresno COG welcomes
other interested community agencies and organizations as well.

How Projects Are Selected:

In the past, Fresno COG’s "One Voice" Task Force worked on the effort and developed criteria that
included both transportation and non-transportation projects. Because our lobbyist has recommended that
we limit the number of priority projects that we take back and be realistic about the fund requests, we
need to rethink our selection criteria. This past year we selected eight "physical infrastructure" projects,
one social services project and three advocacy issues for the list. Since the Fresno COG and its members
are providing the foundation for the "One Voice" effort including the major funding we have always
been clear that it should be the Fresno COG Board who ultimately determines the selected projects. We
are well aware that there are hundreds of community projects of worthwhile benefit that should be
considered and funded, but only a few can be selected and pursued effectively within select time frames.
The Task Force will continue to work with its community partners in reviewing projects submitted for
consideration and putting together a recommended list, which includes the votes of the community
partners. The list is then recommended to the Fresno COG Policy Board for its ultimate selection.

List ofFormer Projects:

The following page provides a summary of past projects, the funding requests, and the status of the
projects back in Washington D.C. Appendix C contains copies of project sununary sheets provided in
Washington D.C. meetings.



Fruits of "One Voice"

Total to Date: $13,151,000

The Fiscal Year 2008 Omnibus Appropriations bill included the following "One Voice"
project:

$ I ,636,000 for Friant Road Widening, Copper to Millerton

In 2007 a Continuing Resolution was passed that nationally eliminated all projects
proposed for the Appropriations Bill. This action included the following four "One Voice"
projects that were pending and are subsequently not included in the Fruits of "One Voice"
total to date:

$500,000 for State Route 180 Improvements
$250,000 for the construction of a vocational training facility in Mendota
$ 1,000,000 for Friant Road Widening
$200,000 for the West Side Vocational Training Center in Fresno County

The 2006 Transportation, Treasury and Housing and Urban Development Appropriations
bill included:

$900,000 for State Route 180 East Improvements

Three additional "One Voice" projects were contained in the 2005 Federal Transportation
Reauthorization Bill SAFETEA-LU:

$ 1,200,000 for Friant Road Widening
$7,600,000 for Freeway 180 Improvements
$240,000 for Willow and Herndon Traffic Flow Improvements

Four "One Voice" projects were included in the 2005 onmibus appropriation:

$250,000 for the Non-Point Source Water Quality Management Program to Fresno COG to
contract with the Fresno County Farm Bureau

5500.000 for the Friant Corridor Improvements Project to the County of Fresno
$200,000 for the Regional Jobs Initiative to CSUF
$400,000 to the Workforce Investment Board
5225,000 for the Rural Vocational Training Centers Project to the County of Fresno



Fresno COG "One Voice" - 2008 Recommended Regional Priorities
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Summary ofthe 2008 "One Voice" visit
Fresno COG Executive Director Barbara Goodwin

In February 2008 we embarked upon our sixth "One Voice" visit to Washington D.C. These annual trips
to our nation’s capitol allow us to enhance our relationships with our federal representatives and gain a
better understanding of current issues that affect the operations within all of our jurisdictions.

Fresno COG "One Voice" Delegation Well Received

Our 34member delegation was warmly welcomed to our Nation’s Capitol. The "One Voice" concept, of
bringing together community leaders to proactively present our priorities, is viewed positively not only by
our Congressional delegation and their staff, but by the agency staff with whom we met as well. Our
Senators and Congressmen all noted how much easier theirjobs can be if an entire community can agree
and rally behind a common set of needs. They noted that again this year there are no large reauthorization
bills pending and that they will be mainly dealing with the 2009 appropriations effort. Our representatives
also noted that they again anticipate tight budgets. This is another reason why a collaborative yet diverse
group can have a great impact on helping them set priorities within their individual congressional
districts. The federal agency staff members also commented on the diversity of the group, and that it
reflected positively upon our community that we could work together so well.

Meetings with California Congressional and Senate Representatives and with Federal Agency
Representatives

Meeting Format: Having federal agency administrators, House delegation staff, and Senate staff
meet us as a group versus traveling to and from all of their various offices again proved very
effective. It avoids the rush of moving from one building to another and endless security
checkpoints. With the "Marketplace" format we can have a much more efficient meeting agenda
and are able to have longer question/answer periods. We especially want to thank Congressman
Costa’s office for helping us secure meeting rooms during our visit, and for writing letters to the
administrative agencies asking for them to meet with us on various matters.

At 122 Caimon we were able to meet with the staff of all our congressional representatives
Radanovich, Nunes, Costa and Cardoza. We traveled to the Hart Senate Office Building to
meet with Senator Boxer and Senator Feinstein to discuss the 2008 "One Voice" priorities and
this year, we were honored to meet with Speaker Nancy Pelosi at her office in the Capitol.

Briefing with house Delegation Staff
Jacqlyn Schneider, Office of Congressman
Costa
Kendra Fowler, Office of Congressman Nunes
Damon Nelson, Office of Congressman Nunes
Lacey Kiriakou, Office of Congressman
Radanovich
Spencer Pederson, Office of Congressman
Radanovich
Beth Elliott, Office of Congressman Cardoza

We also had presentations and dialogued with:



Immigration Reform: Next Steps in 2008
Ur Mendoza Jaddou, Majority Chief Counsel, House Judiciary Subcomittee on Immigration,
Citizenship, Refugees, Border Security and International Law
Immigration remains an important issue although Congress has been unable to reach an agreement on
how best to move forward. This session provided an opportunity to discuss the issue with a pro/Łssional
staffmemher as well as to share some concerns ofthe Fresno County region.

Governor Schwarzenegger’s Office: Update on Activities and "One Voice" Agenda
Eric Swedlund, Deputy Director of the Governor’s Washington, DC Office
Mr. Swedlund discussed the Valley’s needs and the Governor agenda in Washington.

Gang Prevention Legislation and Strategies
Bobby Vassar, Majority Chief Counsel, House Judiciary
Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism and Homeland Security
The delegates met with Mr. Vassar about gang legislation
under consideration and shared information about the
Fresno County gang initiative, which could serve as a model
for other regions across the countiy.

SAFETEA-LU Reauthorization
Jim Koib, Majority Staff Director for the Transportation
and Infrastructure Subcommittee on Highways and Transit
Jim Tymon, Minority Staff Director for the Transportation
and Infrastructure Subcommittee on Highways and Transit
SAFETEAIU will expire next year and this session provided
the delegates with the opportunity to discuss the committee ‘s plans for the next reauthorization including
resolving funding issuesfbr the Highway Trust Fund

STR Trade and FYI Hosted Reception
STR Trade and Russ Widmar, Fresno Yosemite International hosted a reception for the delegation and
invited guests at the Hilton Garden Inn. We thank them for their graciousness. It was a great way to
unwind after a long day of meetings.

Energy Efficiency Block Grant: Next Steps for Implementation and Benefits for Local
Communities
Kevin McCarty, U.S. Conference of Mayors Climate Protection Center
The Energy Independence and Security Act of2007 authorized the Energy Efficiency and Conservation
Block Grant, which will providefunding to local governmentsfor energy conservation efforts. Mr.
McCarty discussed local government coalition efforts to secure fundingfor the program, its benefits and
next steps on implementation.

The Role of COG’s in Washington and Beyond
Fred Abousleman, Executive Director
Shannon Menard, Policy Manager
National Association of Regional Councils
The National Association ofRegional Councils NARC’,
serves as the national voice for regionalism by advocating
for regional cooperation as the most effective way to address
a variety ofcommunityplanning and development
opportunities and issues.



White House Office of Intergovernmental Affairs
Janet Welt Creighton, Deputy Assistant to the President for Intergovernmental Affairs
M5 Creighton shared vuth the gi oup the President s agenda fin
the remaindet of hic teim particularly hon that agenda may
affect local entities

Clean Air Enterprise Zone
John Gimigliano, Minority Professional Tax Staff Member,
House Ways and Means Committee Staff
David McCarthy, Minority Chief Counsel for Energy, Air
Quality, Environment, and Hazardous Materials, House Energy
and Commerce Committee Staff
Damon Nelson, Legislative Director for Congressman Nunes
Chris Herndon, Legislative Director for Congressman
Radanovich
This was a working session to discuss with Mr Gimigliano and
Mr. McCarthy the air quality challenges facing the region, the proposal to establish a Clean Air
Enterprise Zone. The stoffmembers commented on next steps for consideration

Capitol Tour - arranzed throuEh the Office ofConzressman Radanovich

Meeting with Speaker Pelosi
11-232, The Capitol
The ‘One Voice "delegation met briefly with the
Speaker in her Capitol Office.

Senator Dianne Feinstein
331 Hart Senate Office Building
The meeting with Senator Feinstein was limited to no
more than 12 people this year - The group met with
the Senator and key staff to discuss the "One Voice"
fun ding and authorization projects.

Congressman Devin Nunes
Congressman Nunes discussed his goals and objectives of the
2008 session of Congress, The delegation presented Congressman
Nunes with a small token of appreciationfor his work in
Washington.

Library of Congress Tour - arranged through the Office of
Congressman Radanovich. A tour ofthe White House was
arranged for this time hut was cancelled due to a function at the
White House. Members ofthe delegation were able to take an
escorted Library ofCongress tour instead.

Congressional Leaders: Listening to One Voice



Congressman George Radanovich
Discussion of "One Voice" Agenda and presentation
The Congressman met with the ‘One Voice" delegation
regarding this year s advocacy qttbrt. Congressman
Radanovich was also presented with an award.

Energy and Commerce Subcommittee on Energy and
Air Ouality Hearing
Congressman Costa testified before the Subcommittee on HR.

3754: Authorizing Supplemental Environmental Projects to Incent
Reductions ofDiesel Emissions
and its impacts on the Central
Valley. Members ofthe delegation
attended the hearing and were
recognized by the Committee.

Congressman Jim Costa
Discussion of "One Voice"
Agenda. The Congressman ‘s
office was wiy helpful in both
arranging logistics/or the trip and

inviting key members of Congress to speak to the "One Voice"
delegation. We appreciate their contributions to our effort in
Washington. Congressman Costa met with the group and was presented
appreciation.

The Office of Senator Barbara Boxer
406 Dirksen - Environment and Public Works Committee Hearing
Room
Discussion of ‘One Voice "Agenda. Senator Boxer met with the
delegation and was presented with our recognition for her work in
Washington.
Bridget Petruczok, Legislative Assistant for Transportation and
Derek Brent, Senior Advisor also attended the meeting.

a small token ofour

Closing Dinner
A closing dinner was held at the Hilton Garden Inn for the members of
the delegation and invited guests. This was a time to socialize and
discuss the trip and talk about ideas for next year. It was a time to
thank Simon and Company for all their hard work.



Debriefing Meeting
This year, the delegation was sent a survey following the trip. After the results of the survey were
compiled a meeting was held with the members of the delegation to discuss the results and get
suggestions for next year’s "One
Voice" advocacy efforts. We
received lots of positive feedback
from the delegation.

Thank You Sponsors
This year, staff decided to have a
"One Voice" re-enactment of a
Washington presentation for the 2008
sponsors and the Fresno COG Policy
Board. This was held prior to the
March 27th Policy Board meeting.
Members of the delegation attended
and gave a brief presentation
outlining the projects that were taken
to Washington. The sponsors were
presented plaques of appreciation at
the Policy Board meeting. This was
very well received by all and will
become an annual event.

4 Granville Homes
C Quad Knopf
9 Hatch Mott MacDonald
9 Omni-Means
+ Central Valley Community Bank
9 Provost & Pritchard
9 Economic Development Corp.

Serving Fresno County
9 VRPA Technologies, Inc.
9 Dedekian, George, Small and

Markarian Accountancy
Corporation

We would again like to thank our sponsors for their financial
contributions:





2035 Tulare Street. Sufte 201
Fresno, California 93721

Telephone: 559 233-4148 * Fax: 559 2339645
Website Address: wwwtfresnocog.org

MEMORANDUM

To: Fresno COG Policy Board
Fresno COG Policy Advisory Committee
One Voice Participants and Partners

FROM: Barbara Goodwin, Executive Director

SUBJECT: Specific "One Voice" Recommendationsfor the Future

OBSERVATIONS:

"One Voice" has proven to be a wonderful effort at Fresno COG with very tangible results and some unexpected
but very powerful long-term benefits.

$13,151,000 in appropriations for "One Voice" sponsored projects - we’ve received $104 for every
dollar Fresno COG has spent on our previous five trips.

would have been a $1 191$ 1 ratio had the 2007 appropriations bill retained our $1.95 million in earmarks
for a total of$15 million, but this was the year all requested earmark appropriations were eliminated at the
national level.

* Stronger partnership with many Fresno County community organizations, the result of which has been a
better communication network and enhanced relationships with specific individuals, all of whom are
among the leadership of Fresno County. This enhanced network has served well not only for Fresno
COG, but also among and between our "One Voice" trip participants.

* Heightened recognition that Fresno COG is acting regionally, and is an excellent collaborative partner.
* Improved communication with our congressional/senate representatives and their capable and helpful

staff. We have also become a belier resource for our representatives.
* Wonderful financial sponsors in the community who have enabled One Voice to provide an excellent

trip experience complete with professional presentation packages for both our trip participants and for
our representatives-- a level of materials beyond what our budget would have allowed.

"One Voice" should continue and also evolve to remain current, strong, and relevant to changing circumstances.
I offer the following recommendations, based on my observations, comments from participants, and comments
from our lobbyist.

May 15, 2008 revised per conversation with PAC



RECOMMENDATIONS:

REFINE AND EVOLVE "ONE VOIcE":

I The original goal to seek additional funding for needed projects of regional significance, those that also
contribute to an improved quality of life, should remain.

2 We should ask our members and community partners where regulatory reform might be needed in
formulas or language that keeps our region from either applying or being competitive, and then develop
a strategy for presenting the issue, and seek to implement reform. Address one or two each year.

3 We should additionally concentrate on relevant policy issues or projects past example: immigration,
completion ofMendota prison that would benefit from our valuable input and advocacy. We have great
expertise in many areas that are underutilized in these instances, simply because a strategic, coordinated
and comprehensive effort is not launched. Address one such issue each year.

4 Staff should initiate discussions with congressional/senate staff very early on upcoming bills or specific
efforts our representatives will be shepherding in the next session. One or more may resonate strongly
with our region’s goals. While back in Washington D.C., if our community partners and COG Policy
Board have previously endorsed one of these specific efforts, we can break into groups to help our
representatives advocate for their bill. As an example, if a bill is meeting resistance from a Midwest or
Southern Senator or Congressman, our D.C. representative could ask for an appointment where Fresno
COG "One Voice" members would advocate on behalf of the mutually beneficial issue.

cONSIDER HIRINGA YEAR ROUND FEDERAL LOBRY1ST:

I realize that the current economy would make this a challenge for most of our members since general fund
budgets are constrained. I also want to point out we have been happy with the efforts made by our existing part-
time federal Lobbyist, but their efforts are somewhat limited to our trip purposes and relevant issues, identif’ing
upcoming appropriations bills for projects we select and filing the appropriation requests no small effort.
How-ever the reality is that other Valley COGs have hired Lobbyists on an annual contract basis: San Joaquin
COG, Merced County Association of Governments, and Tulare County Association of Governments. They pay
between $1,600 - $7,000 per month and are receiving additional services including earlier and more definitive
consultations about the upcoming year, and setting the stage for the types of requests or grant issues that might
be selected and competitive. They also then receive year-round follow-up, federal legislative information, and
project/issue advocacy from their lobbyists. Fresno COG followed San Joaquin COG’s initial "One Voice"
effort, but the other COGs have realized the benefits of such an effort and are attempting to be equally
competitive. The Kern COG is also exploring their own "One Voice" effort, and Stanislaus COG also makes an
annual trip. We should consider this next step, but structure the effort so that broader benefits as outlined
above can be realized on an annual basis. A survey to see the amount of dollars the other COGs are bringing in
annually may be helpful.

In concert with this recommendation we should also consider differentiating the manner in which we pay our
Lobbyist. We currently have the budget included with our dues, but we might be better served to call it a
"special assessment" so that timely payments on an increased level of service never becomes an issue on COG
member voting rights. As with the state lobbyist’s contract, perhaps a provision to allow members to negotiate
and contract with the federal lobbyist for a project-by-project add-on basis, paid for by the COG member.
Perhaps, if there is consensus, a portion of the COG’s planning funds could be used to support the effort as long
as there is an annual commitment to pursue funding for Measure C projects.

NEW TRANSPORTATIONBILL AND ANNUAL APPROPRIATIONBILLS:

We do need to separate out projects for the new transportation bill from projects we may seek from the more
normal appropriation bills. This will also affect, for the 2009 year, the number of projects we select.



For the annual appropriation bills, there should be a project per bill. Multiple projects in one bill may face being
competitive with each other, although the major programs within the appropriations bills should be examined to
see if there is a solid basis to seek no more than 2 within a single appropriations bill. Our current federal
lobbyist is still concerned about how many i.e. too many projects are requested. We also need to be realistic on
the amounts being requested.

MARKETPLACE FORMA 1’:

With the exception of those meetings that need to be conducted elsewhere due to circumstances, the format of
securing a room in one of the congressional buildings for our visit works very well and is efficient for time
management. We will heed the desire to have water/caffeine/drinks available each day.

I appreciate and concur with Simon and Company’s recommendation to secure appointments in 2008 with White
House and other new presidential appointees. I also highly recommend we reach beyond our own congressional
members and seek briefings with congressional leadership and key conmuittee members and staff I was pleased
to see these elements in Simon and Company’s comments, because we at staff level have been asking and
desired to reach beyond our representatives - we need committee leaders and staff to be aware and positively
receiving our projects and issues for it is these votes or recommendations that will aid in our success.

OUR PARTICIPANTBINDERS:

These need to become thinner for easier manipulation during the trip much like the size we used in
Sacramento. A couple of years ago we put punched back-up project information in separate packets so that
participants could choose whether or not they wished to add any pieces to their binder. Also we have provided
sightseeing and other helpful information that does not necessarily need to be in everyone’s binder, but could be
in a separate packet.

Our main project sheets should become two-sided: the type of project information we’ve had on one side, with
the other side being the Fresno County map with the project located and an inset with a more thorough
presentation of all funding sources state, federal, local, other.

DAILY BRIEFINGS AND DEBRIEFINGS:

We need to once again conduct daily briefings and debriefings in the a.m. at the hotel. We did not specifically
ask for this on the 2008 schedule, but should have since our lobbyists did not include it. We will rectify this
oversight.

MEALS:

This answer to our survey is always mixed. What we may try is to pass out in the morning a "RSVP" for a
planned dinner that night, with a deadline of 1 p.m. for a reply. The planned dinner would be described, but
always optional in attendance. We would simply make reservations for the number of "yes" returns at 1 p.m.
Generally it is the planned and well attended joint dinners for which the Fresno COG will help subsidize with
sponsor donations since non-COG planned dinners are hard to control in potential costs or type of event.

SPONSORSHIP RECOGNITIONS:

We will elevate this effort at home we began this increased effort recently with an annual presentation and
formal recognition by the Fresno COG Policy Board. We will also continue to monitor the subject in D.C.
which has been challenging of late due to the heightened awareness and "hands-off’ approach of sponsored



events for elected officials and their staff The Fresno COG has always been very careful to identify how and in
what maimer we may recognize the sponsors because of fair political practices and the sthtements of economic
interest. There is proposed regulatory change at the state level which may affect how we need to report our
sponsorships sponsoring an agency effort vs. sponsoring individuals. We will provide further updates as this
issue progresses.



SIMON AND COMPANY
TNCORPORATED

Intergovernmental Relations and Federal Affairs
1660 L Street. NW Suite 50! Washington. D.C. 20036

202 659-2229 ‘ Fax 202 659-5234 e-mai!: len inionisirnoncompanv.eorn

MEMORANDUM

TO: Barbara Goodwin

FROM: Len Simon
Shannon Long

SUBJECT: 2008 Fresno COG "One Voice": Observations and Recommendations

DATE: April 21, 2008

Thank you again for the opportunity to work with the 2008 Fresno COG "One Voice"
delegation. As with previous "One Voice" efforts, 2008 was very productive and the caliber of
projects, presentations and meetings continue to improve each year.

In preparation of next year’s "One Voice" meetings in Washington, we wanted to provide
recommendations that you may wish to incorporate into the 2009 visit.

2009 "One Voice" Recommendations

1. Format - While we chose only to invite congressional officials as speakers for the 2008
events, we would recommend that the "One Voice" effort once again include White House
officials and new presidential administration appointees. A newly elected president and his or
her staff will present an excellent opportunity for the "One Voice" delegation to leam about new
and exciting policy initiatives that will have the greatest impact at the local level.

In addition to a new administration, there Will certainly be some turnover in Congress and
we would suggest briefings with the congressional leadership and key committee members and
staff As with past years, the joint congressional briefing worked well and as you will recall, the
congressional staff were thoroughly engaged in the discussion of projects, which continued
among them subsequent to the "One Voice" visit.

Although logistical issues prevented us from having the congressional lunch, we
recommend that we replicate that format where the "One Voice" group can honor all four House
members and congressional staff We are happy to work with the congressional offices to
reserve an on site congressional banquet facility. As you know, there are great demands on the
schedules of Senators Feinstein and Boxer and we suggest individual meetings with each



office. We believe the meetings this year with both senators were excellent and we will work to
repeat similar meetings next year.

We will try to end each day’s events around 3:00 p.m., although scheduling with key
members of Congress does require us to extend meeting times beyond that targeted time. We
would also be pleased to work with you on arranging group dinners each night if the delegation
chooses to have arranged dinners each evening.

2. Discussion of Policy Issues - Similar to past years, we will structure the time with
members and their staff to allow discussions of both appropriations and policy. We should take
advantage of the time with the members of the delegation and congressional committee staff to
discuss both appropriations and policy, which very often have a larger impact at the local level.

3. Materials - The materials that the COG staff provided each member of the delegation
and their staffs was quite impressive and we would advise that same general package be used
next year. The materials should also include the details of both federal and non-federal funding
sources for all projects.

4. Presentations We recommend that the COG revive its use of PowerPoint backdrops
when discussing the "One Voice" projects, as the slides made it easier for the congressional staff
to understand the funding requests and other unique factors which can be presented visually.
The slides may also be adapted to reflect policy positions of the group. We may obtain a
projector within the next year, which would prevent your staff from having to transport a
projector from Fresno.

5. Grants - As we have previously suggested, the COG should continue to look for grant
opportunities that could be applicable to the "One Voice" funding requests. Beyond the "One
Voice" requests, COG members may find that there are funding opportunities available for a
number of projects in their respective jurisdictions for which they may wish to seek funding.

6. Project Selection - As you know, the appropriations process continues to be
controversial following a ban on earmarks in Fiscal Year 2007 and repeated attempts to pass a
one-year moratorium on earmarks in appropriations bills. There has been significant discussion
in Congress of delaying the Fiscal Year 2009 appropriations process until a new president has
been elected, which will certainly have a tremendous impact on earmarks. You are also very
familiar with the policy adopted by Congressman Devin Nunes and the number arid size of
earmarks are becoming increasingly unpopular.

With these factors in mind, we would urge you once again to carefully choose projects
that are regional in scope, but remain within the $2 - 3 million request range. We would also
urge you to consider only four appropriations projects for the 2009 program, with a special
emphasis on the reauthorization of SAFETEA-LU, which is discussed further below for your
review.

7. SAFETEA-LU II - The current surface transportation reauthorization bill expires next
year and the 2009 "One Voice" trip will coincide with congressional consideration of a new bill.
We urge the "One Voice" group to begin thinking now about both projects and policy provisions



that the delegation members would like to see included in the reauthorization measure to ensure
those proposals can be part of the "One Voice" discussion in 2009. We also urge you to start and
continue dialogue throughout the summer and fall as projects will be officially submitted during
the 2009 "One Voice" trip. It is important to note that during project selection, if the "One
Voice" delegation designates a project as a SAFETEA-LU reauthorization project, it should not
be included as an appropriations project as well, We would certainly be pleased to provide
assistance during the project selection phase to ensure that projects are properly designated for
authorization as compared to appropriations.

8. Voices of Fresno County - The distinction between "regional" projects and those
submitted individually continues to be an issue addressed by the congressional staff The "One
Voice" delegation will need to reiterate its message that the "One Voice" projects are regional in
nature and have been agreed upon by the local governments represented by the COG. However,
as we have mentioned, the same entities that support the "One Voice" projects will also be
presenting their own list of projects to the congressional delegation, which often must decide
which projects truly are a priority for the region.

We hope that you find this information helpful as you begin to think about your future
"One Voice" efforts.

Please let us know if you have any questions or if we may be of further assistance. We
look forward to talking with you soon.
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Appendix A
2008 "ONE VOICE" TRIP PARTICIPANTS

1. Trinidad Rodriguez, Fresno COG Policy Board Chairman and Mayor, City of Kerman

2. Henry Perea, Fresno County Board of Supervisors Chair; Supervisor, District 3,

3. Blong Xiong, City of Fresno Council President, Councilmember, District I

4. Bob Whalen, Mayor, City of Clovis

5. Rico Aguayo, Councilmember. City of Fowler

6. Leland Bergstrom, Mayor, City of Kingsburg

7. Scott Brockett, Councilmember, City of Reedley

8. Don Tow, Mayor, City of Selma

9. Ray Dunn, Chair, Greater Fresno Area Chamber of Commerce

10. James E. "Buzz" Burleson, Chairman, Economic Development Corporation Serving Fresno County

11. Frank Franco, Chairman, Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District; Director, Fresno County EOC

12. Dan Doyle, President & CEO, Central Valley Community Bank; Board Member, Fresno Business Council

13. Jeffrey T. Roberts, Representing the Building Industry Association

14. Al Smith, CEO, Greater Fresno Area Chamber of Commerce

15. Steve Geil, President/CEO, Economic Development Corporation Serving Fresno County

16. Ryan Jacobsen, Executive Director, Fresno County Farm Bureau

17. Andrew T. Souza, City Manager, City of Fresno

18. Kathy Millison, City Manager, City of Clovis

19. Jose Antonio Ramirez, Fresno COG Policy Advisory Committee Chair, City Manager, City of Firebaugh

20. Barbara Goodwin, Executive Director, Council of Fresno County Governments

21. Russell C. Widmar, City of Fresno, Fresno Yosemite International Airport, Director of Aviation

22. Bob Van Wyk, General Manager-Secretary, Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District

23. Richard Fosse, Executive Director, I-S Business Development Corridor, Inc.

24. Lydia Zabrycki, Director of Business Partnering, Quad Knopf

25. Cal Rossi, Vice President, Govemment and Community Relations, McMillin Homes

26. Jill Schwinn, Director of Government Affairs, Comcast Cable

27. Amy iluerta, Government Affairs Manager, Greater Fresno Area Chamber of Commerce

28. Rocky Rogers, Director of Public Works. City of Reedley

29. John Mulligan, Deputy Public Works Director, City of Sanger

30. Dana Ritsehel, Senior Engineer Assistant, City of Reedley

31. Sandy Sanchez, Pre-Development Manager, 0 & S Floldings, LLC

32. Tony Boren, Deputy Director, Council of Fresno County Governments

33. Barbara Steck, Senior Transportation Planner, Council of Fresno County Govermnents

34. MarIa Day, Executive Assistant, Council of Fresno County Governments





Appendix B

Fresno COG One Voice Delegation
Washington DC 2008 Final Agenda
Sunday
February 10

Open

Briefing with
Simon and
Company at
Hilton Garden

Inn

Open

Energy and
Commerce

Suhcommittee on
Energy and Air

Quality Hearing -

Congressman -

Costa Lostilying -

Return tn Cannon
House

Travel to Dirksen
Senate OfficeL

Open

Closing Dinner at
Hilton Garden Inn

Monday
February 11

Tuesday
February 12

Travel to Hill Travel to Hill

Wednesday Thursday
February 13 February 14

Travel to Hill

Lunch Break

Office of
Governmental
Affairs Janet

Library of
Congress Tour

Lunch Break

Open

Open

Capitol Tour
arranged by
Congressman
Radanovich

Open

STR Trade and
FYI - Reception at
Hilton Garden Inn

Open





Appendix C

Copies of Project Summary Sheets Provided in Meetings





STATE ROUTE 180 EAsT

Dir 11f1 TEMPERANCE TO ACADEMY AVEN5UES
KINGS CANYON EXPRESSWAY

REQUESTED FUNDING
$3 MILLION

Peoseor Goat:
mrs aegroerit has been identated as a corariat step in the process at enpietre the
improvements on State Route ISO. Ttiavttai oceTidor edt uttmateti connecafre Sieve
Nevada Focahitte on the .East in Interstate .5 on the West.

PaoaecrOesoeanroe:
Cornottetian of oonrtrurtinn of the segment at State Route ISO East tram Ternneranoe
Avenue to Academy Averse consistrçy at a tars tare divined eapresneray. The
Tenperarce to Academy protest wit .eatered irnpoavernenta by addirstsnines or tour kane
Winded eat retawa. Tide highty antdpated eapreeaeay pndeat- oravide improved
access to the tanater duet in .eoittheaet Fresno County.

Peaseor Necsnrry
4 Prostde round needed East-Wast roaje* eaterisions that wit uttinnateity pro-ride

coratreotion to the art-it Interstate in Fresro Ccesnti, Interstate 5,
Pimide itnorosmed accessto both Pros Canyon and Seronota Natinnet Parts and
other reoaealionet ereee to the Seat.

4 Aooce-ratsnrdate increased sate traffic Sates stat tar the ecoromic and conanerciet
devetoptnsent of eastern Freeno Cryady.

- Ert-naysra tsrm-to-rrramtet skipping apaontunties tar the reigior
tnnprove satety cabot’ mrs end balSa Bows eraoee the San .ioaquin Vattey anal
pmadde amy-reaSons *to our roar intenergianad roads: tnteratste 5, ParSe SO, and -

Roate4t.
i. The ISO Route silt -itimoatety oorsneot the dae.a of Sarer Reedey-, Stoats, and

Emeeno, .amad smmsatt too. as .asa erroae the Westaide to interstate S..
When State Route ‘.-SO is utit-natety oomnpteted from Ste Sierra to tnteratate e. it wit
retieve higtdy ooraa.ated SR SO or thedc battle, arid .asaist in elm paterSon rarnirot by
rmarmatrg battle astray barn the mstmopttdan Fresco area.

Rroeeen’
Crnsanof at Freena Counit titover.renerts

Cotmma.rn:
Tarry Boaemi Cteouty Diredam, Source of Fresna Sourly Gavemnarrenta
I5SI 2554145 or ernait ttortwca.au

PDF created with pdtFactory Pro thai version .pdffacte4v.cocn

A REQUESTED
HIGHWAY 269 BRIDGE FUNDING:O I4ik PHASED IMPROVEMENTS $1.3 MILLION

ARROYO PASAJERO CREEK ERCtGE

Psayety Goat: Id braid a SOS-tact bridge across the 4rmto Raspera Creek
*on ttigheey 255 beteeen SPIte and heron to arteatete severe eoonorrric
disniption to the kraan area caused by the tioading at Paoye Pasajemo Creek.
The reiyoiest *oISt .5 metro wit pay tam the eotrmnmentat anatysas mecetearyto
arorarrtete ma bridge. The prr.ient it nannisteni sithihe Fresno Sourly Weelaide
Artion Ran.

Pe-ojer’ rteran
The totovung coanparnerats raate ua the $11 arSon t-ligheay 2t5 Sedge Frito!
4Caitmayas etttnatsi:

-Cost
A. Fl-at-cl 4proreit and Losimonareniat Oanaanents 4 tut 55
a Byddaeoeanr 4375
C. Rigrrhrt-Way Fbrntaeae end sapoort 5 2.2 Sit
Ci Garret-tartan- Supyva 4 SeC 14
Total Protect Coat $41 M

Paoaeos Hatrrrar’a:
Sore. Highway 251 verne - the state ragraaay system in IS 15, at-c road has
been doted a duet of 551 day-a. Cost totha reaartt at t-taoni its residents
amid bjairessaa baa averaged 5454.044 oar year tar 20 years TIde ie the
same oeth that washed oat tntarstate Sin 1501. Seaarae tarts highway is the
orayacoesatattw rormasurtty tram he .rorth. it is a Se-mite detour to get
around the tit-adtna Tite 1,500 oeoate liMo in Huron are moiety rarro-seaskere
who derrerd an Highway atrg as tkwir route to wart, ahopping. and rnedioet
aenin-zee

Starr-simm: Coundt of Freano County Oovenrnaenta

Coanaora:
Tarry Sorer. Oepaiy Ct-actor, Courat at cray:. Sourly Gauesrrnerts
tSSlI 235-4145 or swat: thocerSrSwstcoanre

Rirlaanl Foeaa, Ereostive nireclom. I-S a-uninaes Oevetopmnerat Cnrriior. ten
taSOp 555-5550 or ames rfl4wen

POP created wittn pritfactoty Pro mat version wntactcwcom



GOLDEN STATE CORRIDOR REQUESTED FUND/NC:
One ¶4*t PHASED IMPROVEMENTS AT SPECtflC LocATQNS $3 MILLION

Peojeor Goat: Tofaoftfate econonto devetopaent andr rttatzattan atora0Go
Ottenthtate Corrtdor, a reojonat fnduetdat and to merctaf owrfdor that parattete
State Route Strand trke three rttortnp o e*jFcteten Sefrna, and tttm5eatgtetth
the Preero Atetropottan sea.

The oropoeer] *fntraetructwe trnprovernerrta sate create a ratbrant reptoratt eooncrrato
oenter tn an urder’ttotaed end under trreeeted area Stoned for atdueatrat and
otedeant,tetiere trieneet may 5roe and rhrtae Rote beret of the

o#000a

-

Pacuao, Gosoaprete: ‘The Cohn State Condor Ecoromfe Cavetopnrent Project-
be flaeeerd to instate eettnrente of Go uttmnafe tfan and taft reSale the fottoahnq:

Conetnact tnteraection tneteorapnente at epeotho Roatona and class ‘I tat to
mete atreadla-progranemed eegmnenta, atoog the Staten State oonfftor to
irrçrorae eafety ant mcttetty rca conesserdat uaere and tooat reederrht,
tmnpmovenrente edt treofuede ntereec n tmnpcoventerte and traffic etgnata,

o Temperance Avenue tnfamaeotton set Golden State Bitt. fEnder
Cecotery Avenue intereecti n sat Golden .State ted tbetnca.

*0 ttarmrnBetet Avenues trtereecton at Gotten State tKkvettap1
o tfdaeettat{CountyandtorCtyj

The utbmnate San Sit haptencant a oonlneco Goon be the aft-acave
mevttattzateenot the Gotten State Cornoom that wtt ‘etspcrt tob creation,
preerve ‘the eurrouratitce aomtotaitumat tact, and emahance the en-rtrcmac-aent of
Roe trnportact re5tona] eoonona0 cremation

Sear set PLan

The Gotten State ‘Contdor it en area eoedftrallv flannel for tretuetifat end
ccerarnerotai devetoornent vetttt’n Go contipuous eoheree of trttuenoe of the
Sties of Potter, Setna, and .htmtpeburg. It at wet tufted for utudi uee by uirtue
oft pcoattnty anti access to.State Route Strand Union PacitoRatreed, and
Go oontmeaoue lineage of Sadden State. Boutevard teed. The flee chat have
made a conceded effort to work togeGoc in developing a teanteta project. in
that proposed phase, eaSt of Go tibet eatS oonatnad ataged imn,rovemnerfa
asthma their juttedtotton which edt be - Stat careralt con*dor roaster plan.
meat pa’cjeott are tte irfhtat, ar-at most cettety needed, etemente.otteuamaer
corridor enhante, S plan.

Rsceeenv:
‘Corarcit ‘of :Prasrmo County Govermenente

Saor:
Tony Soren, tjeouty bireotor, StunS of Sterna County Govencnsentt
{SStrt 533-4t45or ensat: *naetfrpen are

P/Into ott/It
KananveffSAvent-mea

C-

RECYCLED WATER SYSTEM REQUESTED

INFRASTRUCTURE - PHASE C $850,000

Peo,aao’r Neceermy:
The State Water Reeouroee Control Board it enoouruarfret water reden,uetan oroteote
trougtout the State of Catforrta. By buStling-out Go Recyded Water System
lrmrattrucrure Ct-ace a be able to meet at oroveded eater needs at ut ocntnue to
ost and great toearde an espeoted popuaataac or se ‘tttr mm he "meat 2’o0 /rats
tate protecting ft pmedoua gtorrtater resource, reduacog hietorto grouav&aater
overdraft ad entenoirg grouracteeter recharge.

PnoaecrChtevaw
Sb, at err-talked op e pa-’teo, brat set open the 00w to conhna,red daietoprm’ment un
our oonrmnunty Stir t*ritoart’beneftto our aoteec-uroe onacmnteater to-utter, By
‘SOS Go Caty watt at operaung ft oem- etate’or,th_,art ,eaaeee’arer "eotne’rt Sent and
water ‘recactino distribution aaetenr, In totti of protected water batarace reada Otte
:rorr,teae’fheli’mpowofrsoydwateraaanvaceoh.neadadrawwatereouroe
The waetewater treatncert ptart vet5 utenatetj proatuete 5450 acre-teat of ‘dair/euted
tartary treats recycied water’ annuaty ttacoua5h a rnarmtmere bioraartor ftotty. The
Recyded Water :Syatem lotheatruacture wit ten oany theta treated water to trigate
5reentettt, ntectanistanda, parke, srataarat paaeoe, State Route lOft ant
aflojhutoperatiorsenoughoutGo0ty

Peojeom :Otacrampnoea:
Cornptete LvMouf of Go train water franenitaton ‘Got tot Go Reopeted Water
Syttern trfraat’uacture, This ayttern ‘a-It be .devetoped in Go phatet aft tots cost of
apprortoahefi t3’SOOOJXO,OO. The Ctyconrpteted oonahruoton of Phase A in J’-ne
,00S fort Sat cost of $53 "nutroru The Ct ma our-end1 tn Go omoceaa of desetoprmr5
Phase BatE The rernareng- pnaea or tat eyetst’n 550 are east-satan to soar
ft - tattoo The Sir me ape-Stecaty requeteng c’rrgr°oarrue aeatettnoe to ocrnttnau
a octcacn of tta Ptmaae C Rw’y-Seo ma at System °frambtacrt,te Come ooreon of wore
sonetta or conatnuceng a 14-not’ recycled rarer pipe-tnt aatmavas, to cost $tO WI
‘tie City of Ctoita "a epedticathr maqueetn $555500 in .oongeaaiond. trading to butt,
a.ooetionofPhaeeo,

,a

,,, I
" ,.‘ ‘< j,

.5’

"S_c

‘‘‘S

‘ , .,
:":"/‘rar,

"-"mci
:

,
Peapetwal rajerrrt rje.aeeeatatta.e
Reevctednebemt,,,

PP/feet ng’
!tecerted Water Seetene inftawtruetteme

,,

I -/

‘

‘

,‘‘

attotremer, ‘

‘Ctyofctoaie ‘

=
:Stevens,WhttssihyofCtoiteSragtreer
ttt’S324’SStt oreniai’r cS’Aecara

I
,

PEW created With pd/Factory Pro that version vmwDdftadv,com



VETERANS BOULEVARD AND REQUESTED

THE SR-99 INTERCHANGE $LSMIWON

Pisawcs Goal:
To fund The P Approval uileriort envyoranental document. andthe
.pretimirythof-reay worltforthedeveoprnentofThetoeterans9ouievard

veterans RWd/SR99 Inlerthange
freerriav irrlerohanne at State Route-PP. Veterans Boulevard is rianned as a
resell tart supr r-ertenai roasteayv*lch Includes batdges over SR-PS, Ccdden
State Borlevard and The iJrlon Paced PaIr-cad tacks. The interchangeis a
critical eiemerrt to aleviata congestion at the Chase AvenuetoR-9g and the
Hemdcn AvenuelSR-SS interchanges. Tt,ie protect rate serveto ateviate the
growing traffic ccncerrrs as sutatanijat deveicprnent contnu’tsto expand .in the
nrthwest çagfrr- of ;Presno County.

PCOJECT SesCatlrxnoef:
The development of Veterans Boulevard is The norThwest region of Presno and
the freeway interchange at SR-PS,

Pao,aecl NeCesarrv:
5- The region west of SR-PP is expected to pr-cay fry more Than 55% over

The next PS years.
Centrai klrlfed Sc,hoot Elisirtot is constructing new schools to keep up
wiTh the poputaton pr-oath at a rate of new feotttfy every 2 years.
A mr-dad Study Report is near completion for the, future freeway
interchange at S.F-PS pr-cvt np a oornptete analysis study.
There are earmarked funds estafrttslred tor consrructcrn Through The local
Measure C transportation sates tax measure.

:5-The oroject aitt sfgnlcanttyimprove regional rrsotrtltty, .rsduce sehtcla
congestion, and ‘tedhe conftiCts as residential .and cornrr-serdat expansion
continues in The area over the next several years.

5- The ‘constructIon of Veterans Boulevard rail .irnprove traffic otrordaton
and The interchange at SPa-PS will improve the regional mobility for
commuters and the distribution of goods and sarvices

Rerrererer:
City of Presno

Cffbm
Bruce Pudd. Assisted City Manager. City of Presno
1555 52t-5°2Ca or e.nnae: bruice f-4d*efl
.

Veie.rarrs Courerrard has been identooled as The
Sroatasyeat.oaleway tic Reano

WILLOW AVENUE CORRIDOR REQUESTED

ci, IRa IMPROVEMENTS FROM HERNOON FUNDING:
AVENUE TO COPPER AVENUE $2 MILLION

Framers GoaL:
To fund The widened of Wiscvs Avenue from a 2 tare to a 4 lane super-arteriar. The
Willow Arenue corridor is a roadway hear-sd by the City of Presno, City of Clods and
County of Presrro. The requested feder-si funding elf I be added to current impart fees
and funding to aliow for preot cornsiefron. This project wit .serue to
atevtaie the severe bottienecke and ir-affto congestion exacerbated by The pr-oath of The
northesso area of the region.

Persaros rnncet
To expand the Willow Avenue corndorfrrzn r-lemdon Avenue to Copper Avenue to
address the sudstantial increase in vehicte traffic vciume and deeelopcseni.

P500mg Necsno-n
The doftienecks on Wlicra Avenue exist at critical tc-cettons and eigcsifcanay
impact The safety of motorists, pedestrians, bicyotats, trafilo foe .ard The sir
qoattfy due to Poor traffic drculation.
The project wilt fadtitafe moper traffio foe ‘stare There is oarenoy severe traffic
congestion and detays. ..

.
The project will rmprove acoeaatblrfy to The mproraotivrfy centers ano substantrally
improve daily travel for rr-rotortsta through The Who’s Avenue oorndor.

5- The Wtr-ow lntemsforsar C-ornmurlsy Coltege is a new fansty of she Chase Center
*Consm unity Coltege Dislrios and oun.s-ndyservesovarTAClfraeodents. ft is located

The watow Avenue corridor trrpeota the Cede of Cloud
and freano Erearac Countt the Slate Canter Cornmursfj
Cofege DIstrict and the Closdar- UnIfIed SoiroolDiafiof In
northeast Preano County.

.

on Wiforre and Intarnatfonat Arerrues arrd is projected to serve over 550CC’
esudents atfer its Chat construction ohase,

5- The Clovis North Educational Center is a new factOry of the Chords tinifed 5cr-rod
Distric located on Whore and irriematonat Aver-rues and is the Disrriress 5a

comprehenstre middle and htgh school serving C" to It graders.
I- Wt’fow Avenue is a redor r-ortf -*scurh travel controls- and improvements will

directly impact the residents of The Clovis, Presnc and the Ccrirrty region..
a- The traffic foe trnpersyemenfs will have signilloant thspaots for air pushy benefols

and The safer ocr-lotions toll err-courage greaferwasising and bicyding activities
from The cons murrity,

Reorateryr:
City of Presno

CONTAcT:
Bruce Rued, Assistant Cty Manager. City of Preeno
ChP 521-BOOS or err-sail: Sane nflfrro

r Boidleneck .oonrdlrfmna lrrnrt wear-nOes navetrng to a ample
rena ens rextrtr- rn a long mr-ne or mr-Sta,uea rafting.

PDF created with pdlfactCafy Pro thai version .pdflactay.com



MANNING AVENUE BRIDGE REQUESTED

REHABILITATION AND FUNDING:

Oiii I4IIQ! RECONSTRUCTION
.pe.percCane
The City of Peedtey is pnopoaine to retsabittate and reoontnrcflhebtannir
Avenue .Sridge over the tongs River to aiteefate congestion and irnpvove pcttic
safetyr The- bridge is tented on Manning Avenue fan taban .artertoti,
approximately t 7 nSa east of SR. SR eauth of Frearo, The rode provide; the
primary access to the City of Reedley and has a retaftee4 high t-afffc vciunre of
over 25:000 ‘aeftictee per day

Feojacr Datceantoa:
The erdatog bridge wee odgimseffy conatnanted in 1929 and has :been eubeequently
vitrdened tefce. once in 1962 end again in 1974 front a tee-to afour- arfehat to
pmcedde additional width to trcrease the fraftic caoadty on Marating Avenue .into the
Cftyof Reedley,

The FaderS t-hptway Smidge Program and the C#y of Reeceer, are oarfiatty tandfrc
the bridge work: hcrneausr, there is a :need of 5600000 to comnpfete the-right of way
work on that ivgortanf erctjed.

Peouao, &teflfn:
According to the fated Catirana nratntenarroe reporis. the casting bridge is
sthuciurartfry deffcfenf toe to the garor deck oondtion,

Ti-a purpose ot’thisptojeotieto’inpmose paitulir eafefy by repksdrg a atacciuraty
deftcieni b.midge an thtvahtoutar and pedeetriarathaffic may crosa the eCinga Riser
more aefetac

Aeoiaarn:
City of Reedley

Catencra
Rocky Ropen ‘Putoto Works Director Cite of Reedisy
lSSgi 637-4200 or emai: forty mcrraeentevn

Dante Riterhaf. Sr Engineer Asaistamt ensai dartarcfev corn

L

4 NEVER GIVE Up: FRESNO COUNTYWIDE
GANG PREVENTION INITIATWE

-

REQUESTED
FUNDING:

$1.5 Miwon

esaecr00a: To ererule phaae one of a Couritemede orteluoratiae macnp eaeventcc
atoll focuted on oreterfice. intermention. and ‘aurapreaion catted Never f3t,e Ug- The
.attaepee abased on aniodef than the ‘ff15 Department of A cafe Cttace of itreenite
3uatce and Detircuancy Prevention.

Dancaamsncw: The tunoing for toe paopceef erie teverepe crest 55000300 the
.aounty has steady inysatej and- atom 5 enforcement and community-bated .effomts to
combat gang sorer. tj. ire raced. eegands on current eftomfa to inventory hunran and
frnandat meaceuross in the county and create ocn.asurct-dnteen aoboar plans that -anSia
current resources to aupreort prevention. intermentoac and arteoreadon ttratepiea

1, PREySelION
Moutatre are enfoecarnent and omoasnirce waenciee with- tooai ratidanta, a-oust
and anvnurdy groups and agencies to corduot gang e*rmmatcn sunsnifl. forums
and eduoa coal opportenitet
Develop and impletnent poidee and procedures to tSar .addresa mandated
salting agadrina for cdi setvania: o tyseida tohoct tuttpicg polidee ard these
codes: arid human saridosra workers and contractors in -idecliffing and adctesatng
the .impact of oarao menberslte on fannitas
fpftjnge coarinuniny action ar-id tehardore using major media partners and sodS
marketing tactics through mu dcdiing. mint teleto ion, and internet aideoa with
an anti-oanaf rrleaseoe attadrare to young peoote

2, *ttlTRvEflTtOtt
Erpand corrrçrreh :iye sodS intervention tactics sundae the Ccunt Prcioationta
nationally recognized .STCP Piogrant fierudenta Targeted aft Ctppcrtunite; tor
Preaenttonf, STOP triage together the County iteafit -Depatineant. Probation, and
con,n,unity-baaet orpanizatonato provide eerdcee- for at-hat youth inctudinp:
tuegrln; mentohe ; odd; ittiereenion: education end counseling for substance
atoveetetoderl: and family end indyidud therapq.
Suildoflerahias rift education aced buahecs to oroside ax-carat members raft
jobs, vocational training end to encourage the devein ,..ant of entiepreaceuned
ventures that oenetgte reyenuea forte. intervention sereioea,

3. atjPFRESStON
Foster -expansion of the Moiti-Aemenom ittano Enrorcencant Consort-ian
fMAed.EC. The County -Shemff. Paobadcn. Cittmiot Attorney. municipal potca.
Cata,mta trtgteeay Patrol:, and elate and federal agencies auth sate Department
of Correoticra and Rehabilitation -and the B.,t. have fonned the retionat fast
force to triently, target. apprehend, and prosecute gang ieathentiip and members
respcnettfa for the most vdtermt -pang offenses,
solute state and tatierd databasast and ofinninat .inteltoence teohndoniee in i-dentate
and orediot -patterns cit gang crime and partdpatlon, enabtng tee enforcement, for the
fret. time to strategically attocete crevention and intervention resources,

Eaavztths,noaaan Sent aged cangs aFooc oubiic safety. cuurreruatitiy
image and quality of tte in rcerenunltea- of at sizes in urban. suburban. end
nurai area;. cadge impact tool. y at at level;, causing heightened teems for
safety, eddenre and econorrir costa f.2005 Iledo- f Gang Threat
efoseaaanent itafinreal ASkance of Sang inveaiffadorr. Aeacokalionj.
- There are- 209 identified gang; in Fresco Ccrnf sit appcorimaraly

t2,00t s’Sidatedgangtnemrte. indtuding aaaodatons with fedemef
prison gangs

- Faeero County’s gang population -represents S times the- national
average tram acadia.

* 30% of rodent crimes iherniokies, anoravaled aseauina, robberies and
rapeaf are oryntnithed by geng manteas in the orrunty.

* 60% of’ aictent crimes and auto thefts, larrenies. and tuurgtehss
coanmited in the -county are gang-heated.

Racaptear:
Fmeeno Ccsrnty

La
Debra Mclkanzie, Gang Tact Force Coordinator, Freerso CooS
t560048t-I710 or earaf: teen.fresro.oaus
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FUTURE orThE I 44m FIGHTER WINGOtu 1Wa CALIFORNIA AIR NATIONAL GUARD

the y44 Fieder Wiruis reacorastle for thedetense cr50-ace over Ceiftornia,
‘asrade sod up to 503 nerulicat rates -over the Pacific Ocean As ore of the li-re
Main Coeratira Baeea rescaoraibai foe defense of airspace rarer the US the t445 is
the oriy aiqu fi3irfl f-tSar the other air detente wings ate fitrig F-i 5s edith have
better .radar that rasp detect ernst targets ike ratuise nPiestes

Psousco Goer:
Thassgnf-lfl000terrewsratharetedtot*erarcrafliothe1W
Frghter Wing to rep cethe F-id iterwing outrerdly being used end are
dated to espire in the tear .2002,

it to secure a tong-ten.r. future icr Fresrobased tighter pstaneeal the Fresco
Ydsern*e rradonst Airport.

‘a to ccsalinue the senator of our hcereiard itroteotion by one .ot the rtetiorte
beet. tsx etarri-detenee figider fleets

Psousor ttecse tare:
it l-ion,eisrsi dci ‘reoctresoetteotton rdcaltdrnia end poprtadon

rerters taeventh largest in the world by tighter eirrralt,
it Effective and brnely raseetage ol the coastal cede requires stadori.ng

these airotaR in Catoorria. wets i4 Fighter Wing being the orty
psnnanerrt elatlarsart Air National Guard USAF lightere in Catfonba,
These Strati provide air defense of Caitforniete west coast Sot nautical
miss sod ran-ge as tar as Las Vegas and Seattle.
Lass ot the i44 At Wireg soultt *oauae severe ecorronic bonn to the taos
region that can ill afford it.

‘a- Cost do heel economy.
375 toll-dma ernrsiosrees .ard *527 tort-time Air tiabonat Guard
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for Local Government Projects





Representative Appropriations Accounts for Local Government Projects
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No Larmarks tor
FY2006

Fund for the Improvement of
Education FIE

This prog am funds a broadporitbilo of
activities that diss inmate innovatzv educattondil
approach A well as job training activities
including youth programs;

Thi account does not provide
funding for construction

$300,000 $400,000

Institute of Museum and Library
Scicnccs

-

fund forth Improvement of
Po tsecondary Education

[‘hi related agcnc program p ovides funding to
upgrade and expand museums and other
educational institution including facilities and
programming

$75,000-$300,000

This program provides funding for a number of
educational program a well as facthti s and
equipment related to education

$300,000 $550,000

Health Resource Scrvice
Administration HRSA

Sub tance Abuse and Mental
Health Scrvice

Training and Employment
Serviccs Pilot and
Dcmontrations

These funds are uscd for construction and
equipment as well is program developmcnt. The
Health Resources and Services Administration
HRSA, an acncy of the U.S Department of
Health and Human Services. URSA upport
programs which p ovide health services to
disadvantagcd medically under. erved and
special populations dec ea e infant mortality
assist in thc education of health profes ional
and provide technical assistance r garding the
utili.’ation_of health_re_ourccs_and_jacilitics

Construction projects must he
directly related to health related
activitie

$600,000-$800,000

These finds support mental health and alcohol
and drug abuse pr vention and treatment
ervices Funds may he u ed for a range of
education treatment p evention programs.

Funds may not be u ed for
con truction

-

This ccount funds a variety of youth
cducational and workforcc dcvelopment
projects programs and pilots

This account docs not allow for
con truction and capital expense

$t00,000-$500,000

Transportation- freasury
IlUD

Economic Development
Initiatives EDT

This account is the broade t of all the urban
development funds EDT funds are used for a
wide variety of economic development projects
but mu t he u ed for construction or cal
property acquisition

These funds are not eligible for use
in tran portation! transit planning
project Furthennore, no more than
20% of [‘Dl fund may he used o
overhead planning or staff upport

$300,000-$400,000

Surlacc Transportation Account [‘he Surface Transportaton Account funds a
Dojfederal Aid highway and surface

Tb account does not fund an mass
tran it or planning project

$1,500,000- $2 500,000



transportation construction projects,
Bu and Bus F cilitie These ftinds are for bu acquisition and bu

related facility construction
1 hese finds are no nod fo
operational cost

$750,000 $1 500,000

Small Start ‘these fund are for fixed guid ‘way
modernization projccts and BRF projects that
have a fcdcral sharc of $75 million or kss and a
total_project_cost_of_$250_million_or_Ic

Variable

Transportation and Community
and System Prcservation

Funds within tlu account ar nsed to. I
Improve the efficiency o the transportation
system 2 Reduce environmental impacts of
tran portation 3En ure efficient acces to jobs
services and centers of trade 4Examin
commumty development patterns and identify
strategies to encour’ ge private sector
development patterns and inve ment that
support these goals.

Notc. Tb IC SP Program is a
F UWA Program being jointly
developed with the PTA IRA th
Office of the Secretary and the
Re earth and Innovative
1 ethnology Administration within
the US DOT and the bnvimnmental
Protec ton Agency

$100,000-$1,000,000

Interior and Environment State and Tribal Assistance
Grants

These funds are largcl designed to build or
rehabilitatc water and wa tcwater infra tructure

stems However funding i ay also hc used for
cIa ed activitie such as monitoring and
treatment. This account provi les finding for
both wastewnter and beginning in FY199
drinking watcr project and related activitie
70% of finds within this overall account arc
used to capitalize state revolving funds for
wa. tewater and clein water while roughly 30%
of total funds are earmarkcd by Conf,i-es for the
above acti inc -

These fund may not bc used for
operational co t and they have a
45°o local matching requirement

$250,000 $500,000

U.S Fi Ii and Wildlife Services-
Cons:, Mien

1 he t funds coy r a fairly widec tegory of
construction project related to fish and wildlife
eryjees’

$750,000- $1,000,000

National Park Service Historical
Pre ervation Fund- ¶avc our
Ame wren Tr’as ices

1 hesc funds are used fbr priority p e ervation
projects of nationally ‘ignificant sites and they
cover a wide i-angc from b idges to lighthou es
and more

Projects must be listed on the
National Histoncil Registcr

$200,000- $300 000

nergy and Water Operations and Maintenance The e funds are u ed by the Army Corps for a
variety of dredging and water infrastructure
projects

Thes funds are not used for project
study o planning

Variable

Construction General Funds provided to the Army CORPS for
construction, major rehabilitation, and related
activities such as flood control, navigation,

These finds are not used for projects
study or planning

Variable



aquatic ecosystcm restoration and other
purpo CS

General Investigations The e funds are u ed by th Army CORPS to
tudy and det nuine the engineering and
economic feasibility and the environmental and
social suitability of water and related land
resource p oblem

These funds are not used for
construction or mamtenance

Variable

Lnergy Supply and Conservation-
-Hydrogen’ Sub-account

Projects within this sccount may rang’ om
Research and Design to Demonstration projcct

Notc grantecs mu t provide a 50%
match for dcmon tr’ttion tunding
and a 20%match to csearch and
design_funding

Variable

Commerce Science-State-
Justice

COPS Technology COPS Technology giants provide funding for the
continued d velopment of technologies and
automated ystems that help Tribal state and
local law enforcement agencies pr yen respond
to and investigatc crime. Thi funding allow
state ageneie to pu chase technologies to
advance commumcations mteroperability,
information sharing crime analysis intelligence
g th riog and crime pre ention in their
communities

These funds aie not ligible for
operational expense

$200,000- $300,000

Edward Byrne Memorial Justice
Assistancc Grint Program

These fund arc used fur law cnthrcement
progi-ams prevcnt on and education prog ams,
drug treatment p ograms prosecution and court
prog allis and planning, evaluation and
technology imp ovement programs

liii account funds broad ange of
activities howc cr, it docs not
provide funding for vehicles
essels or aircraft rcil c tate or

construction projcct

$500,000- $700,000

Methamphetamine Enforcement
and Clean Up

The e funds are used fo program devclopment
training and coordination achvitie related to
methamphetamine clean-up as well as the
removal and disposal of ha ardous matei ial
from_methamphetaminc_labs

These funds are not eligibl for
con truction

$200,000 $300,000

Juvenile Justice Programs
Discr t onary Giants

The e hinds are targctcd br youth development
md crime pre cntion activities ranging f om law
enforccmc it agencies to eligiblc nonprofit
organi ations

1 he. e funds a e not eligible fo
construction

$100,000- $400,000
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"One Voice" 2008 Trip Survey

Listed below is a series of questions to help us evaluate our One Voice" lobbying endeavor.
Please send your responses by replying to this email. Thanks in advance for your participation
in the survey.

#1. Overall, did you feel that the trip was worthwhile? 23 Yes 0 No
Additional comments: 9

* Senator Boxer was a pleasant surprise.
* We need to investigate other funding measures while there.
* I really enjoyed the trip. Travel was well organized both in the air and daily metro. I

have received positive feedback from the City Council and staff.
* It was an eye opening experience. I think we should be giving more presentations

regarding the projects.
* Not only urging support for our projects but also getting to know members of the

delegation better.
* If we get dollars
* Third year going; thought it was the best yet
* Very productive with the staffers and with Senators Feinstein and Boxer
* Gets better every year

#2. Were three days of meetings adequate? 21 Yes 2 No
Additional comments: 8

* A 4th day should be considered
* Maybe a fourth day would be good. More time to schedule.
* It depends on how much business we are involved in, Committees et.al.
* I liked the wide variety of topics covered. Some meetings were a bit rushed but I

understand the timing of getting elected officials and/or staff to meet.
* More than enough.
* We could do it in 2 days
* The last day was a wash. disappointed we didn’t meet with Cardoza.
* Much more would kill me

#3. Did you like the meeting format where we secured a 23 Yes 0 No
room in the House building to schedule meetings?
Additional comments: 7

* Can we move to a larger room or meet in different rooms?
* Excellent for our side and theirs.
* After chasing all over D.C. and dealing with security issues, this is the only way to go.
* My first time but the more we had to walk, the more time seemed to be wasted. One

room seems logical.
* I realize that space is limited in the Cannon Building, but more room would have been

very much appreciated. More comfortable seats would also have been nice - I’m not
as young as I used to be.

* Far better than going from office to office. Better use of our time.
* Very good plan, beats walking all over



#4. Would you like to have more, but shorter, meetings 9 Yes 14 No
with agencies?
Additional comments: 12

* Ok "as is"
* Add a day to the meeting total if there is a need.
* This gets a maybe, it depends upon the agency and the information available
* I don’t like the rushed feeling of quick meetings. Shorter meetings don’t allow for

ample Q&A.
* You really need the time to delve into the details a little.
* Possibly.
* But be careful - having the "gang" presenter tell us to oppose Senator Feinstein’s bill

was horrible.
* No, I think an ample amount of time for questions is crucial.
* Meetings are about the right length in time. Would be more productive to just fill in

holes with other meetings.
* Maybe the banking committee and housing
* I feel we need more but not shorter meetings.
* Not too much shorter, but late in the day it is hard to stay focused

#5. Should more time be dedicated in the morning to
debrief and plan and review the daily events? 11 Yes 12 No
Additional comments: 11

* Ok as is if a meeting is needed call it.
* Yes, especially for new participants who don’t have a good idea of what to expect. It

would better set the tone for the day. This would be a better time to get the revised
schedule too.

* In the evening.
* maybe for "newbies", but we didn’t do much at all this year.
* I feel more briefing should be done in Fresno prior to the trip. It is hard to get 35

people to meet at one place though. We actually got it all together pretty well Sunday.
* An extra 15 minutes or so just go over what we plan to accomplish that day would be

helpful.
* Need to insure that who we are spending time with has a return for us.
* Or at the end of each day.
* It was just right this year.
* A morning breakfast "huddle" would be a good idea, especially for first timers.
* The time this year was perfect. we didn’t need a lot of time for changes. Maybe set

aside 30 minutes each morning for debrief and changes

#6. Any suggestions for change? 15 Yes 7 No
Additional comments: 17

* Sunday evening de-briefing should be later. .6pm
* Meeting but split groups - as interest on one voice agenda
* But.,,, let me think more about it
* Break into small work groups to take our message to other representatives and

connect their district problems to ours. This way we help get their vote to support our
projects.

* I think it is fine, but will listen to other perspectives



* Allow for more free time before and after the schedule - in other words, Sunday’s
meeting could have been scheduled at later time like 5 or 6pm around dinner. Maybe
fly out later on Thursday allowing for half day of sightseeing. If I go next year, maybe
I will schedule an additional day. It is a work trip though....hmmmmm

* See above comments
* See above re space, comfort and seats.
* The local lobbyist has relationships with a lot of the folks we met with. I think they too

should be "pitching" and following up on our presentations to insure good follow
through.

* Thought that the majority of the scheduled meetings went well except for the
intergovernmental person with the White House. The agency could have been more
prepared for the meeting.

* If tours of the Capitol, White House are planned - make sure that they are escorted by
one of our Congressman’s staff.
Plenty. i will discuss verbally
See the following comments.

* Sabove
* Invite legislators to dinner
* See final question
* To stay focused all day and into the evening is difficult. I would suggest cutting it off

sooner and allowing the group to rest their minds earlier in the day. Take away the day
before saturday and dedicate more time in between days.

#7. Were the number of regionally significant projects 17 Yes 6 No
acceptable?
Additional comments: 10

* Absolutely too many projects.. .our 2007 debriefing identified this issue,. .Top 4-S
projects is plenty. Some may not get their project on list.. .may reduce
attendees. ..may not be all bad.

* Probably too many, and we should have spread them out over the number of
authorization bills available versus the many transportation projects

* Too many this time. We have been asked to keep it to four or five. We should do this.
* May not be if we find other funding sources in other areas
* Once we get back there it seems like too many, but for our constituents at home the

number are necessary to represent the county.
* I think less may have been better but I don’t feel we overwhelmed them. Some keyed

in on specific projects eg. airport, 269 bridge rather than prioritized projects.
* Too many. No more than one for each appropriations bill/account.
* too many projects - should prioritize and cut the list down significantly
* There were too many projects - there should be no more than 3
* We are taking back way too many projects. There needs to be no more than 3-5

funding requests and 1-2 non-funding requests. It’s easy to tell the congressional
delegation and staff are upset with our long list.

#8. Were the number of team members adequate? 20 Yes 3 No
Additional comments: 7

* We should talk about this in our meeting - should we all talk? Would you not go
if you didn’t get to talk? Is your agency/title presence more significant than
everybody getting a chance to talk?

* Cut out the special interest private parties. Keep it leaders of the community
organizations.



* I felt the teams were adequate and represented a wide range of knowledge.
* Limit to 3 per project and try not to have more than one project per person.
* Too many. No more than three persons per a project, one project per a person.
* Would have liked to present projects more and discuss specifics with certain

agencies
* I think we are ready to split the group and have two interests.

#9. Did you find the meetings with the Congressmen 22 Yes I No
enjoyable and useful?
Additional comments: 5

* We need to see them, and, they need to recognize our interest.
* BS is 65, but at least they heard our issues and concerns as a group
* I wish that Congressman Radanovich’s staff would have stayed and interacted with us

even if he couldn’t be there. That was a waste of very valuable time.
* you will hear why
* ME? Oh sure

#10. Did you find the hotel/travel accommodations to be 23 Yes 0 No
adequate?
Additional comments: 8

* Excellent hotel - location excellent
* Very nice hotel and the plane trip was timely. The location was convenient to the

metro as well.
* Having the hotel at the Metro is fantastic!!
* Hotel was fine but it might be fun to stay in another district for variety.
* Very convenient and well priced.
* Hilton Garden Inn was a great location but the meeting room was very small and very

warm.
* Hotel is excellent location
* Very good

#11. Did you enjoy having a "travel day" on Saturday and 18 Yes 5 No
a partial "free day" on Sunday before starting meetings?
Additional comments: 11

* Please schedule the Sunday meeting later.
* Need to keep as is.
* Absolutely
* Yes - free day should have been longer delaying the meeting until later, maybe a light

dinner/meeting in the lower basement room. The group tended to go to the same
close restaurants and a later dinner after a later meeting would have been sufficient
and allowed for more "free time". A later flight out on Thursday would have also
allowed for free time.

* The meeting time was too early. Say 6 pm with dinner to follow.
* Very much so.
* Prefer to leave on Sunday.
* As a business, it’s more cost effective to eliminate one hotel night and arrive on

Sunday.
* Sunday’s briefing should have been later in the day - having it at 3: was not

convenient



* Would have liked more down time prior to Monday. maybe travel earlier. ..i realize its
coordinating flights that is an issue

* See above though #6

#12. Were your "One Voice" Binders adequate? 22 Yes I No
Additional comments: 8

* Yes, but you should encourage us to lose some of the items before we actually go to
the meetings, they become unwieldy.

* A little too heavy.
* VERY WELL DONS!!!!! I have received many rave reviews of the binder from others I

have shared the binder with.
* Might consider including a folio to take to the meetings the binders are too heavy for

carrying around.
* Excellent work. This is the most organized information binder. I would add a regional

map highlighting the member cities and also a map showing the location of the project.
* I appreciate the information, but it seems to me that it is really too much to carry

around. I think team members should have the general information about the trip and
the one project they are assigned to.

* Excellent
* Excellent job!

#13. What was your impression of our lobbying firm, Simon & Company?
Additional comments: 24

* Not the best fit for Fresno County. We should look at alternative lobbying firm.
* Very Competent!
* Capable
* They do a great job.
* Very Good!!
* I think they do an o.k. job. Hard to tell without some comparison. It helps having the

same people doing the job since they get to know the staffers to get the work done.
* I thought they did a fine job. The schedule got a little off with Cardoza canceling - not

much they could do about that.
* Professional and accommodating with solid connections in Washington, D.C. Great

staff, humble and well educated. Good choice.
None
I like Len Simon very much. He was my lobbyist when I worked in Salt Lake City 12
years ago.

* Excellent...
* They did a fine job.
* I did not think they were very strong in pushing for our funding. It appeared to me

that they simply scheduled meetings. We need a more aggressive lobbyist!
Very good Agency!
Great job.
Excellent
They were adequate, When some of the speakers failed to show, there should have
been a backup plan - And it was not appropriate to tell us that the request for a later
Sunday briefing time couldn’t be done because of a conflict with a child’s performance.

* Nice people; too many cancellations
* They did a great job and really helped keep everything in order.
* They did a good job.
* Well placed in D.C., but working in difficult environment with the current earmark



situation. Felt they were less engaged this year vs prior yrs
* Good job
* They did a superb job I thought.
* Very professional, great people

#14. Do you feel it would be beneficial for Fresno COG to
hire a federal lobbying firm year round? 16 Yes 5 No
Additional comments: 1

* Maybe, but the question would be what they would do for us in addition to what the
city and county lobbyists currently do?

#15. Evenings free vs. planned dinners - What is your preference?
Additional comments: 23

* If you want some planned dinners, Pick 3 places per night and let the group split up
randomly. ..not same small group.. .a much better dining experience with a smaller
group. Example...lst night.,.team members dine together. 2nd night big city and small
city, 3rd night mix it up.

* Free - informal planning with groups.
* 50/50
* Both
* I enjoyed the planned dinners
* The mix was good...participants could opt out of the planned dinners if they desired.
* Evenings free without a doubt. The closing dinner was just ok and the group seemed

to plan their own dinners depending on preference etc.
* Half and half
* Evenings free except when the Airport hosts an event.
* Combo of both, particularly if you can get elected reps to attend.
* Some of each.
* Combination of both!
* Either way is good!

Combination
I prefer most evenings to include planned dinners with one night free.
Evenings free with one planned dinner
Planned on the first night, free after that

* I like the planned dinners for the most part, Perhaps one or two nights we can be on
our own, but I think the most bonding gets done during dinners.

* Combination of both.
* Planned dinners with option to not attend if you have outside business
* Filomena’s was a lot of fun, free is good
* I like the planned dinners at least for the first night
* Free

#16. Other suggestions on how we could improve the trip:
Additional comments: 15

* One Voice format very good - continue as is -- make changes as needed to become
more effective. To me it is a day to day call depending on cancellations - changes,etc.

* Get the hearing schedule. it was a good experience to sit in on the Air Quality hearing.
It also introduced the Fresno One Voice group to other congressmen.

* Answer to #14. It depends on our subjects and the involvement of Congress creating



this need.
* Off the purpose of the trip, but it would be nice to have the Smithsonian booklet in

advance to better plan individual sightseeing on Sunday since that is the only day
available.

* Get someone to brief the President’s local government liaison on the her job and the
purpose of the trip.

* Just a bit more free time. The one room was nice as the weather is a bit uninviting for
some and it prevents a lot of movement outside. Very well done!!! Hats off to the COG
staff and thank you for all the hard work.

* None. It was a great trip. Only thing that would make it better would be walking
away with money in hand!

* Nope! Great job to all!
* I thought it went well.
* We should have water and/or drinks in the room every day -

* No more giving handouts during the presentations. If they need to be given out, they
need to be in the binder. No exceptions! It is unprofessional and discourteous to the
other projects to be handing out separate information.

* Barbara, Barbara, Maria and Tony do a super job each year. Thanks
* Sponsorship recognition. There were a number of sponsors on the trip. The group

needs to know who the sponsors are.
* Better sound system with possibly a pass around microphone.
* What about the Blong Award?

Thank you for your feedback.





ADMINISTRATIVE
ACTION/DISCUSSIONITEMS

AGENDA ITEM VL D.
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Fact Sheet: Impact of Proposition 98 on the Transportation Agencies

Current Practices by Transportation Agencies

* Acquire property exclusively for public transportation purposes.

* Do acquire property for private use, such as redevelopment the subject of the
controversial Kelo decision.

* Currently have the burden to prove that any property they seek to acquire by eminent
domain is necessary for a transportation purpose. Before the Transportation Agency
can file an eminent domain action, the appropriate Governing Body California
Transportation Commission, County Board of Supervisors, Local City Council must
determine that the acquiring agency has demonstrated that the property is needed for
the public project.

* Currently, the property owner is responsible for its own attorney’s fees and litigation
expenses if the court finds that the acquiring agency acts in good faith by making a
reasonable settlement offer to the property owner in an eminent domain action.

Impacts of Proposition 98 on Transportation A2encies

* Proposition 98 will significantly increase the cost of transportation projects by adding
significant time to the acquisition of real property needed for roadway improvements
delay and adding additional costs for the property acquired for public use.

* Under Proposition 98, the property owner can withdraw the deposit of probable
compensation without waiving the right to challenge the acquisition. Currently. a
property owner’s withdrawal of the deposit of probable compensation constitutes a
waiver of the right to challenge the acquisition. The ability of the owner to withdraw
the compensation amount as well as challenge the right of the Transportation Agency
to acquire the property, appears to override the conclusive presumption established by
the governing body in the adoption of the Resolution of Necessity. The acquisition of
the property right that the acquiring agency needs to construct the project will be
delayed indefinitely pending separate legal hearings and/or litigation on the right to
take. This will result in additional time and cost to acquire property needed to build
transportation projects.

* Under Proposition 98, Transportation Agencies will be required to pay for all of the
property owner’s attorney’s fees and litigation expenses whenever the property owner
obtains a judgment for more than the amount offered by the acquiring agency, even if
the acquiring agency acts in good faith and makes a reasonable settlement offer.

* Under Proposition 98, before Transportation Agencies may sell an excess parcel, they
must make a good faith effort to locate the property owner from whom the property
was acquired and make a written offer to sell the property at the price that the



acquiring agency paid for the property. Proposition 98 does not specify what
constitutes a good faith effort, or include a time limit on the right of first refusal. This
component of Proposition 98 strongly mirrors verbiage contained in SB 1650, which
was enacted January 1, 2007, and appears redundant.

* Proposition 98 expands the scope of what constitutes "just compensation" to include
temporary business losses, relocation expenses, business reestablishment costs, and
"other actual and reasonable expenses incurred," Business reestablishment costs and
relocation expenses are reimbursed under the Uniform Act. Currently, temporary
business losses are not compensable. Proposition 98 would create an open-ended and
unpredictable basis for the valuation of property to be acquired.

* Under Proposition 98, a Transportation Agency’s ability to obtain property for
possible public-private partnership projects would be impaired.

Fiscal Impact

* Estimated annual project delay costs would be substantial.

* Estimated annual additional eminent domain litigation expenses due to increased
number of lawsuits, added trials, and expanded entitlement to attorney fees and
litigation expenses would be substantial.

* Potentially significant unknown costs due to expanded and additional categories of
compensation for property acquired by eminent domain or affected by Transportation
Agencies. Specifically, the initiative includes the additional category of
compensation as "those other expenses deemed reasonable by the Legislature."

* Potentially significant unlcnown additional costs related to regulatory activity and
related litigation, in order to clarify, define, and interpret the intent of this initiative.

Project Impacts

* Lengthen the project delivery process by extending the property acquisition process.

* Separate hearings and/or litigation may be required to decide if the property is needed
for the project, as well as a jury trial determining the amount ofjust compensation.

* More property owners are likely to force eminent domain actions because the
acquiring agencies would have to pay property owners attorney fees and litigation
expenses if the owner recovers more than the amount the acquiring agency offers.
Eminent domain proceedings take far longer than a negotiated, non-litigated
settlement.
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April 22, 2008

No on Proposition 98 Campaign
1121 L Street, Suite 803
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Opposition to Proposition 98

Dear Sir or Madam:

The California Transportation Commission Commission is responsible for programming and
allocating funds for the constmetion of highway, passenger rail**and transit improvements
throughout California. The Commission also participates in the irnflation and development of
State and Federal legislation to secure financial stability for the State’s transportation needs.

1 am writing to inform you that the Commission, at its April meeting, voted to oppose
Proposition 98. The Commission reviewed the initiative and found the provisions in it:

* Would re-define eminent domain to the detriment of public agencies by changing the
definition of "taking". This change would impair the State Department of
Transportation’s Caltrans ability to purchase rights-of-way for potential projects that
involve a public-private partnership that benefits the driving public.

* Would significantly drive up the cost and increase the lime needed to acquire rights-of-
way for freeways, road and rail purposes by the state and local public agencies. Under
Proposition 98, the property owner could accept an offer by Caltrans for the property,
deposit the money, and still contest the acquisition of the property, potentially delaying
the project for years. Currently, a property owner waives his right to contest an
acquisition, once he accepts and deposits the money in his account. The remaining issue
at that point before the court is the amount of compensation the owner should receive for
his property.

* Would direct the court, when the property owner challenges a taking or damage to his
property, to consider all relevant evidence, exercise independent judgment, not limit the
court’s review to the administrative record and give no deference to the findings by the
public agency. Currently, the court gives deference to the findings made by government
agencies in exercising their eminent domain powers.



o Would require an award of attorneys’ fees and costs if a property owner obtains a
judgment for more than the amount offered by the government. This differs from current
law, in which the court must find that the property owner’s offer was reasonable and that
the Caltrans’ offer was unreasonable before it will order Caltrans to pay attorneys’ fees
and litigation expenses.

* Would require a public agency to offer the property to the original owner, if it is
determined to be excess, at the price the parcel was originally purchased. Further, the
initiative does not set a time limit for the right of first refusal by the original owner or
define good faith effort in finding the original owner. A property’s value could increase
over the years. Under the Proposition, Caltrans is required to sell the property back at the
original purchase price, which could be a gift of public funds.

The Commission concluded that the provisions in Proposition 98 would increase the cost in
expanding and maintaining the state’s overall transportation system. The Proposition would
cause significant delays and increase costs in delivering transportation projects by state and local
agencies. Accordingly, the Commission has taken an oppose position on Proposition 98.

If you have questions concerning the Commission’s position, please call the Commission’s
Executive Director, Mr. John F. Barna, Jr., at 916-654-4245.

Sincerely,

JOHN CHALKER
Chair, California Transportation Commission

cc: Commissioners
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Proposition: 98

Government Acquisition, Regulation of
Private Property. Constitutional Amendment.
une 3, 2008
Proposition HTML PDF
This measure amends the State Constitution to 1 constrain
state and local governments’ authority to take private property
and 2 phase out rent control. The measure also might
constrain government’s authority to implement certain other
programs and laws, such as mandatory inclusionary housing
programs and tenant relocation benefits. The measure’s
provisions apply to all governmental agencies.
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Proposition 98
Government Acquisition, Regulation of Private Property.

Constitutional Amendment.

BACKGROUND

Government Actions to Take Property-"Eminent Domain"
Every year, California state and local governments buy hundreds of millions of

dollars of property from private owners. Government uses most of this property for

purposes such as roads, schools, and public utilities. In other cases, government buys

property for different purposes, such as to transfer it to 1 private owners to develop

new businesses or 2 nonprofit organizations to provide affordable housing.

Most of the time, government buys property from willing sellers. Sometimes,

however, property owners do not want to sell their property or do not agree on a sales

price. In these cases, California law allows government to take property from a private

owner provided that government:

* Uses the property for a "public use" a term that has been broadly interpreted

to mean a variety of public purposes.

* Pays the property owner "just compensation" generally, the property’s fair

market value and relocation costs including some business losses.

This government power to take property for a public use is called "eminent domain."

The nearby box provides additional information about its use.
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I .t’i.’I’ldtiVc .n,lv’t’. Oh ky
2/Ii:2R’ I1:011..l

It.I

Government’s Authority to Take Property by Eminent Domain
_overnnwnt tlldV Use cmineit domain to take propertY for a pubtic use if it pin’s

just compensation and relocation costs.

What Is a Public Use?
Common examples of public use include providing new schools, roads,

government buildings, parks, and public utility facilities. ‘Ihe term public use also
includes broad public objectives, ‘uch as economic developmenh, eliminating urban
blight and public nuisances, and public ownership of utihft services. The. foliov ing
activities have been consideied a public use:

* Promoting downtown redevelopment bs’ transferring property to other
owners to con’iruct new stores, hotels, and other businesses.

* Reducing whan blight and crime by transferring substandard apartments
in a high-crime area to a nonprofit housing organization to ienovate and
manage.

* Securing pubhc control of utili lv Sen ices by acquiring private water and
other utility’ systems and placing them under government ownership.

What Are Just Compensation and Relocation Costs?
lust compensation includes 1 the fair market value of the property taken and 2

an’ reduction in value of the remaining property when only part of a parcel is taken.
In addition to the payment of just compensation, California law requires
governments to pay property owners for certain other expenses and losses associated
with the transfer of propcrt’ ownership.

May Government Take Property Before
Just Compensation Has Been Determined?

Sometimes government wants to take property quickly, before the amount of just
compensation has been fully determined. In these cases, California laws allow
government to deposit the probable amount of just compensation and take property
within a few months. This is catted a "quick take" eminent domain action. If a
property owner accepts these funds, the owner gives up the right to challenge
whether go ernment’s action is for a public use. ‘the owner can still challenge the
amount of just compensation.

Eminent Domain Challenges. I ‘ropertv owners ai e not requb d to accept the amount

of compensation government offers. In4ead, they may make a counteroffei or challenge
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the amount in court. Under the State Constitution, property owners are entitled to have

the amount of compensation determined by a jury. While property owners also may

challenge government’s right to take a property, these challenges are more difficult. In

part, this is because courts give significant weight to government’s findings and

perspectives when ruling on disputes as to whether an eminent domain action is for

public use.

Programs to Promote Affordable Housing
Rent Control. Over a dozen California cities have some form of rent control law.

These cities include Los Angeles, San Francisco, Oakland, Berkeley, Santa Monica, and

San Jose. In addition, about 100 cities and counties have laws limiting the rent mobile

home park owners may charge people who lease space in their park. Altogether, about

one million California households live in rent-controlled apartments or mobile home

parks. While the provisions of these rent control laws vary, they typically restrict the

amount of money by which a landlord or park owner may increase a tenant’s rent

each year. If a tenant moves out of a housing unit or mobile home park, property

owners may reset rents to market rates. Once the unit or space is rented again, however,

rent control laws restrict the rate of future rent increases.

Other Housing Programs and Laws. About one-third of California cities and

counties have laws referred to as "inclusionary housing." These laws which can be

mandatory or voluntary in nature have the goal of providing lower-cost housing units

in new developments. Mandatory inclusionary laws require developers to construct
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affordable housing on part of their land or contribute funds to develop such housing.

Voluntary laws offer developers incentives to provide affordable housing. For

example, a city might permit a developer to build an increased number of housing units

if some of them are affordable to lower-income households. In addition, many

California cities have ordinances requiring apartment owners to provide relocation

benefits to tenants if they convert their property into condominiums.

PROPOSAL
This measure amends the State Constitution to 1 constrain state and local

governments’ authority to take private property and 2 phase out rent control. The

measure also might constrain government’s authority to implement certain other

programs and laws, such as mandatory inclusionary housing programs and tenant

relocation benefits. The measure’s provisions apply to all governmental agencies.

Taking Property
The measure prohibits government from taking ownership of property to transfer it

to a private party-such as a person, business, or nonprofit organization. In addition,

government could not take property to use it for 1 a purpose substantially similar to

how the private owner used it such as public operation of a water or electricity

delivery system formerly owned by a private company or 2 the purpose of

consuming its natural resources such as its oil or minerals. These restrictions on

government’s authority to take property also would apply to cases when government

transfers the right to use or occupy property but does not take ownership of it. None
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of these restrictions would apply, however, if government was addressing a public

nuisance or criminal activity or as part of a state of emergency declared by the

Governor.

Under the measure, government could continue to take property for facilities that it

would own and use, such as new schools, roads, parks, and public facilities.

Government could not take property for one purpose, however, and then use it for a

different purpose unless it offered to sell the property back to its previous owner.

Property Owner Challenges. If a property owner challenged government’s authority

to use eminent domain, the measure directs the court to exercise its independent

judgment and not defer to the findings of the government agency. In addition, property

owners could challenge government’s right to take the property even if they accepted

funds that government deposited as part of an accelerated eminent domain action.

Property Owner Compensation. The measure contains provisions that would

increase the amount of compensation provided to property owners. For example,

property owners would be entitled to reimbursement for all business relocation costs,

which could exceed the maximum amounts specified under current law. In addition,

property owners would be entitled to compensation for their attorney costs if the

property owner was successful in an eminent domain challenge.
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Rent Control
The measure generally prohibits government from limiting the price property

owners may charge others to purchase, occupy, or use their land or buildings. This

provision would affect local rent control measures. Specifically, government could not

enact new rent control measures, and any rent control measure enacted after January 1,

2007 would end. Other rent control measures those enacted before January 1, 2007

would be phased out on a unit-by-unit basis after an apartment unit or mobile home

park space is vacated. Once a tenant left an apartment or mobile home space, property

owners could charge market rate rents, and that apartment unit or mobile home space

would not be subject to rent control again.

Other Government Laws and Programs
The measure appears to limit government’s authority to impose restrictions on the

"ownership, occupancy, or use of property" if the restrictions were imposed "in order

to transfer an economic benefit" from one property owner to other private persons. The

range of government laws and programs that would be affected by these provisions is

not clear and would be determined by the courts. Given the wording of the measure,

however, programs such as mandatory inclusionary housing and condominium

conversion relocation benefits might be prohibited.

Related Measure on Ballot. This ballot contains two measures related to eminent

domain: Proposition 98 this measure and Proposition 99. If this measure were
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approved by more votes than Proposition 99, the provisions of Proposition 99 probably

would not take effect.

FISCAL EFFECTS

Eminent Domain Changes
Much of the property state and local government acquires is bought from willing

sellers or is taken by eminent domain for purposes that would still be allowed under

the measure. In these cases, government could continue to acquire these properties, but

might need to pay somewhat more for them. This is because the measure increases the

amount of compensation provided for properties taken by eminent domain and willing

sellers are likely to demand similar increased amounts.

In some cases, the measure would prevent government from taking property by

eminent domain. This reduced ability to take property could apply to many

government plans for redevelopment, affordable housing, and public ownership of

water or electric utility services. As a result of this reduced authority to take property,

government might 1 buy fewer properties and have lower costs or 2 offer property

owners more to purchase their properties and thus have higher costs.

The net fiscal effect of these potential changes in the number and price of properties

acquired cannot be determined. Overall, we estimate that many governments would

have net increased costs to acquire property, but that the net statewide fiscal effect

probably would not be significant.
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Other Changes
It is difficult to estimate the fiscal impact of the measure’s phase out of rent control

and limitation of other programs that transfer economic benefits from property owners

to private parties. In response to these provisions, governments might choose to change

their policies th ways that do not increase their costs. For example, a government might

repeal a mandatory inclusionary housing ordinance and not enact a replacement policy,

or repeal the ordinance and enact land-use regulations that encourage the construction

of lower-cost housing.

In other cases, conforming to the measure’s provisions could result in new costs. For

example, a government could respond to the elimination of rent control by creating

publicly funded programs to subsidize affordable housing. Given the uncertainty

regarding some of the measure’s provisions, some governments might be unaware that

their policies conflicted with the measure’s provisions and be required to pay damages

to property owners.

The fiscal effect on state and local governments associated with these changes in rent

control and other policies is not possible to determine, but there probably would be

increased costs to many governments. The net statewide fiscal effect, however, probably

would not be significant.

Page 8 of 8



Greater Fresno Area Chamber of Commerce:
Government Affairs Council Analysis

California Property Owners and Farmland Protection Act Proposition 98

Background
In October of last year the GAC heard from the Yes on Proposition 98 campaign. At that time the
main concern with Proposition 98 was that the language in the proposition would impact water
storage and conveyance projects. Both sides have competing legal arguments.

The specific language that is questioned in the Prop 98 language is:

19b2
"Public use" means use and ownership by a public agency or a regulated public utility for the
public use stated at the time of the taking, including public facilities, public transportation, and
public utilities, except that nothing herein prohibits leasing limited space for private uses
incidental to the stated public use; nor is the exercise of eminent domain prohibited to restore
utilities or access to a public road for any private property which is cut off from utilities or access
to a public road as a result of a taking for public use as otherwise defined herein.

I 9b3ii
"transfer of ownership, occupancy or use of private property or associated property rights to a
public agency for the consumption of natural resources or for the same or a substantially similar
use as that made by the private owner"

Prop 99 analysis
The Prop 99 analysis of this statement is that this section "Section 19b3ii expressly
designates as a "private use" the transfer of property rights to a "public agency" for the
"consumption of natural resources." Thus, it is clear that property transfers under eminent domain
or threat of eminent domain to a public agency for that limited purpose are not to be treated as a
"public use" under 19b2 and are therefore prohibited.

Proposition 99’s argument is that because this language have competing legal arguments all cases
will be held up in court. For a complete analysis of Proposition 99’s competing legal argument
please see Exhibit A.

Prop 98 analysis
"The California Farm Bureau Federation has long been an advocate of establishing additional
water storage to meet the needs of all Californians. Our ballot measure was carefully crafted to
allow government the use of eminent domain for legitimate public projects, while protecting the
water that allows California farmers to provide such bountiful and affordable food."

-California Farm Bureau Federation

"The language of the Act retains the constitutional guarantee that private property can be taken
for a public use. Nothing changes there. In addition, the Act specifically defines ‘public use’ to
include ‘public utilities.’ Water projects such as drainage ditches, sewers, reservoirs, dams,
drinking water and irrigation have long been accepted as public uses and there is considerable
case law and historical evidence that confirms this fact. Water projects will not be affected
should the Act pass."

-Institute for Justice, litigated Kelo v. New London case before U.S. Supreme Court

1



"This statewide ballot initiative strikes a reasonable balance between private property ownership
and, when necessary. beneficial public use. . Further, CWA considers the initiative to be
complementary to the current water supply and water conveyance proposals in the state
legislature, since they are necessarily intended for beneficial public use."

-California Water Association

California Property Owners and Farmland Protection Act Proposition 98

Sources
Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association
California Property Owners and Farmland Protection Act
LAO Office

Support
California Farm Bureau Federation
Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association
California Republican Party
California Alliance to Protect Private Property Rights
California Association of REALTORS
California Business Alliance
California Hispanic Chambers of Commerce

Oppose
California League of Cities
California RDA
Association of California Water Agencies
California Chamber of Commerce
Former Gov. Pete Wilson
U.S. Rep. George Radanovich R-Mariposa
ACWA
Western Growers Association
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
Nisei Farmers League
San Diego County Water Authority

Summary

Private property may not be taken by eminent domain for private use under any circumstances
i.e. to build a shopping center, auto mall or industrial park.

Property may be taken by eminent domain only for public use i.e. freeway construction, parks,
schools.

Property may not be taken by government and used for the same purposes i.e. residential housing
cannot be used for government housing.

Family farms and open space are protected from seizures by government for the purpose of
selling the natural resources.
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If a public agency takes property under false pretenses, or abandons its plans, the property must
be offered for sale to the original owner at the original price and the property tax would be
assessed at the value of the property when it was originally condemned.

If farmers or business owners are evicted by eminent domain, they would be entitled to
compensation for temporary business losses, relocation expenses, business reestablishment costs
and other reasonable expenses.

Government may not set the price at which property owners sell or lease their property.

Purpose
According to the Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association, current law does not restrict how a public
agency may use property acquired through the eminent domain process or require the agency to
return the property to its previous owner if it no longer uses the property for its originally
intended purpose.

Therefore, statutes and case law give state and local government wide discretion to act to promote
policy objectives, even if the action may- directly or indirectly- reduce property values and
transfer economic benefits among private properties.

Private property may not be taken for private use under any circumstances
Property may not be taken by government and used for the same purposes; it can only be taken
for public use. Public use means:

* Use and ownership by a public agency or a regulated public utility for the public use
stated at the time of taking. These would include public facilities, public
transportation, and public utilities, although nothing prohibits leasing limited space
for private uses incidental to the stated public use.

* The exercise of eminent domain is not prohibited to restore utilities or a public road
for any private property which is otherwise cut off from these entities utilities as a
result of a taking for public use.

Right to first refusal
if a public agency takes property under false pretenses, or abandons its plans, the property must
be offered for sale to the original owner at the original price and the property tax would be
assessed at the value of the property when it was originally condemned.

Protection of farmland
Family farms and open space are protected from seizures by government for the purpose of
selling the natural resources.

* However, if farmers or business owners are evicted by eminent domain they would be
entitled to compensation for temporary business losses, relocation expenses, business
reestablishment costs and other reasonable expenses.

* Also, the property owner is also entitled to prompt release of funds- meaning an owner
can have immediate possession of the money offered while maintaining the right to
challenge the determination of this amount as fair market value.
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Fair value for the use of property
The act will allow property owners the freedom to control the price at which they rent or sell their
property. Meaning, this measure will remove existing rent regulations or rent control restrictions
on property owners only after the tenant vacates the property.
Exemptions
Although this measure constrains public agency authority, the measure still provides four
exemptions from its requirement:

* Eminent domain actions to reduce public nuisances or criminal activity
* Actions related to voluntary agreement between a public agency and a property owner to

develop or rehabilitate affordable housing
* Public utility rate regulation by the California Public Utilities Commission
* Actions taken by the Governor during a state of emergency.

Opposition
Threatens State Water Quality and Supply
CPOFPA would make it illegal to use eminent domain to acquire land and water to develop
public water projects. The reason being is because the initiative would prohibit property for
private use, stating that "private use" encompasses the transfer of private property to a public
agency for the consumption of natural resources.

Depending on how broadly consumption of natural resources is interpreted, acquisition of land
for groundwater, groundwater storage, surface water, surface water storage, rock quarries, mines
and more may be prohibited.

The CPOFPA would eliminate a necessary tool for a vast number of public and private water
projects including:

* Construction of project to deliver water for reasons such as water, irrigation, commercial
and industrial uses

* Right of way for pipelines and canals to deliver water to homes and businesses.
* Acquisition of new well-water sources
* Projects to conserve and protect the quality of our water resources and the species that

rely on these water systems
* Water rights needed to convey water to farms and agriculture
* Acquisition of land for pumping sites
* Right of way for new canal around the Delta
* Acquisition of water rights
* Acquisition of land for water reservoirs

Eliminates Economic Benefits
The CPOFPA states that it would prohibit laws that would transfer an economic benefit to one or
more private personas at the expense of a private owner. Because the courts have ruled that
virtually all local land-use decisions can transfer economic benefit from one party to another, the
CPOFPA would prohibit countless laws that protect the quality of neighborhoods.

* For example, a city would be prohibited from regulating the hours or bars and nightclubs
in order to restrict noise, crime and loitering since those laws would cost the business
owners, but are set to improve the quality of neighborhoods and nearby homeowners.

* This clause would also prohibit laws that protect air and water quality, preserve open
spaces, and protect the environment.
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* This clause may prohibit zoning regulations intended to prevent sprawl or development
of open spaces.

Government Affairs Council Position: Oppose
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PROPOSITION 99:
Homeowners and Private Property Protection Act

On the
June 3, 2008 Statewide Direct Primary Election Ballot





Eminent Domain. Acquisition of Owner-Occupied Residence. Constitutional Amendment, Page 1 of I

Ballot Propositions
Proposition: 99

Eminent Domain. Acquisition of Owner-
Occupied Residence. Constitutiona’
Amendment.
June 3, 2008
Proposition HTML PDF
This constitutional amendment limits state and local
government’s use of eminent domain in certain circumstances.
Specifically, the measure prohibits government from using
eminent domain to take a single-family home including a
condominium for the purpose of transferring it to another
private party such as a person, business, or association. This
prohibition, however, would not apply if government was taking
the home under certain specified circumstances.
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Proposition 99
Eminent Domain. Acquisition of Owner-Occupied Residence.

Constitutional Amendment.

Background
California state and local governments frequently acquire private property to build

public facilities such as roads, parks, and schools or to promote public objectives such

as economic development and affordable housing.

Most of the time, government buys property from willing sellers. Sometimes,

however, property owners do not want to sell their property or do not agree on a sales

price. In these cases, California law allows government to take property from a private

owner provided that government:

* Uses the property for a "public use" a term that has been broadly interpreted

to mean a variety of public purposes.

* Pays the property owner "just compensation" generally, the property’s fair

market value and relocation costs including certain business losses.

This government power to take property for a public use is called "eminent

domain." The nearby box provides additional information regarding the terms public

use, just compensation, and relocation costs.
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Government’s Authority to Take Property by Eminent Domain
Government nmv use eminent domain to take properly for a pubhc use if it pays

jLLSt compensation ‘wcl relocation costs.

What Is a Public Use?
Common examples of public use include proidin.g new schools, roads,

governnient buildings, parks, and public utility facilities. The term public use also
includes broad public objectives, such as economic developmcnL eliminating urban
blight and public nuisances, and public ownership of utility services. 1 hi’ following
acti ities have been considered a public use:

* Promoting downtown redevelopment b’ transferring property to other
owners to construct new stores, hotel’,, and other bw,iiesses.

* Reducing urban blight and crime by transferring suhstandai ci apartments
in a high-crime area to a nonprofit housing orgaruzation to renovate and
manage.

* Securing public control of utility cervices by acquiring private water and
other utility systems and placing them under government ownership.

What Are Just Compensation and Relocation Costs?
Just compensation includes 1 the fair market value of the property taken and 2

any reduction in value of the remaining property when only part of a parcel is taken.
In addition to the payment of just compensation, California law requires
governments to pay properly owners for certain other expenses and losses associated
with the transfer of property ownership.

Proposal
This constitutional amendment limits state and local government’s use of eminent

domain in certain circumstances. Specifically, the measure prohibits government from

using eminent domain to take a single-family home including a condominium for the

purpose of transferring it to another private party such as a person, business, or

association.

This prohibition, however, would not apply if government was taking the home to:
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* Protect public health and safety.

* Prevent serious, repeated criminal activity.

* Respond to an emergency.

* Remedy environmental contamination that posed a threat to public health

and safety.

* Use the property for a public work, such as a toll road or airport operated by

a private party.

In addition, the prohibition would not apply if the property owner did not live in the

home or had lived there for less than a year.

Related Measure on Ballot. This ballot contains two measures related to eminent

domain: Proposition 99 this measure and Proposition 98. If this measure were

approved by more votes than Proposition 98, this measure provides that the provisions

of Proposition 98 would not take effect.

Fiscal Effects
Under current law and practice, government seldom uses eminent domain to take

single-family homes. Even when it does so, the acquisition often is for a purpose that is

permitted under the measure such as construction of a road or school. Accordingly,

this measure would not change significantly current government land acquisition

practices.
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In a very limited number of cases, however, this measure might result in

government:

* Savings-because government could not acquire a home that the owner did

not wish to sell.

* Costs-because government might pay more to buy a home than would have

been the case if it could have taken the home using eminent domain.

The net fiscal effect of such actions would not be significant.
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Greater Fresno Area Chamber of Commerce:
Government Affairs Council Analysis

Homeowners and Private Property Protection Act Proposition 99

Sources
California League of Cities
Homeowners and Private Property Protection Act
LAO Office

Support
California League of Cities
California RDA
California State Association of Counties
Downey Chamber of Commerce
Mountian View Chamber of Commerce
Peteluma Chamber of Commerce
Silicon Valley Leadership Group

Oppose
Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association
California Alliance to Protect Private Property Rights
National Federation of Independent Businesses

Purpose
The purpose of the Homeowners and Private Property Protection Act is to protect the people of
California homes from eminent domain use and to prohibit government agencies from using
eminent domain to take an owner-occupied home to transfer it to another private owner or
developer.

Snmmary
The Homeowners and Private Property Protection Act would provide:

* Constitutional prohibition against taking owner occupied homes including town homes
and condos for conveyance to another private person

* Owner occupied homes cannot be taken to convey to private person even as part of plan
to eliminate blight

* This measure does not impact ability of agencies to acquire property for traditional
public works projects utilities and other infrastructure

"owner occupied residence"- means real property that is improved with a single family residence
such as a detached home, condominium, or townhouse and that is the owner or owners principal
place of residence for at least one year prior to the State or local government’s initial written offer
to purchase the property.

"public work or improvement"- means facilities or infrastructure for the delivery of public
services such as education, police, fire protection, parks, recreation, emergency medical, public
health, libraries, flood protection, streets or highways, public transit, railroad, airports and
seaports; utility, common carrier or other similar projects such as energy-related, communication
related, water-related and wastewater-related facilities or infrastructure

1



Exemptions
* This section does not apply when State or local government exercises the power of

eminent domain for the purpose of protecting public health and safety; preventing
serious, repeated criminal activity; responding to an emergency; or remedying
environmental contamination that poses a threat to public health and safety.

Opposition

* The HPPPA gives only an illusion of reform, without providing real protections for
property owners because this measure would only provide protections to owneNoccupied
homes that have been the primary residence for a minimum of one year.

* It does not offer protections to small businesses, places of worship, farmland, rental or
investment property.

* The measure provides loopholes that allow government to seize homes or other private
property, regardless of condition.

* This measure states that ag land does not need protection because there is already built in
protection. However, only half of California’s farm and ranch land is subject to the
Williamson Act and is therefore not protected.

* According to the National Institute on Money in state politics the League of California
Cities and other redevelopment interests have spent more money to defeat eminent
domain reforms in California than in the other 49 states combined.

* This measure include a provision stating that if two eminent domain measures appear on
the ballot at the same time, the one with the most vote becomes law. Even if both the
League’s measure and the CPOFPA get a majority of votes, the League’s measure would
pre-empt the superior protections.

* This measure fails to redefine the term "blight" allowing the most modest homes or
productive businesses to be seized if they are adjacent to blight, lack parking, or the
existence of subdivided lots of irregular form or shape.

* The act has significantly fewer protections than state legislation sponsored by the League
that failed on the Assembly floor.

Government Affairs Council Position: Oppose
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Report from Steve Samuelian, California Consulting,

From: Carrol Terrazas [mailto:carrol.ca-consuit@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2008 10:22 AM
To: Maria Day
Subject: Board Packet info, from Steve Samuelian below

Conference Call re: Transportation
Steve Samuelian was present on the call

I recently participated in a conference call hosted by the Governor’s Office. The purpose of the
call was to give a briefing related to the Governor’s May Revise Budget Proposal and specifically
how it impacts transportation issues. My notes from the call are as follows:

Special guests on the call included:
1. Bismarck Obando, Director of External Affairs, Office of the Governor
2. Dale Bonner, Sec. BTH
3. Will Kempton, Director of CakTRANS
4. Mark Hill, Dept. of Finance
5. Curt Augustine, Deputy Legislative Secretary for Transportation and Housing for the Governor

/
Prop. 42 and Prop. 1A are not proposed to be impacted by the Governor’s May revise.
Secretary Bonner: $4 billion in Prop. lB scheduled to be distributed.
Will Kempton: 08-09 $1 3.8 billion proposal for transportation projects.
Prop. 42 is fully funded under this proposal. $1.43 billion, $5.6 billion over 4 years for
transportation funding for transit remains stable $306 million for transit same as last year.
TCIF and state and local partnership both funded hopefully this year working with the
legislature.

Include 1A repayment to traffic congestion relief program.

Home to school repayment proposed for $593 million. Some loans will be taken but loans will
not impact project delivery.
SHOPP down primarily because of gas tax revenue. 100 million from tribal gaming will be
transferred to SHOPP.
Department staffing will be decreased by 88 positions.
$2.1 billion for local cities and counties for local infrastructure.
$3.8 billion for highway maintenance, etc.
High speed rail, $33 million is proposal.

STIP Jan. budget had money for previously programmed projects. $250 million, No new money
for 08-09 projects. May revised remains unchanged.



TCRP funding is small amount and will be for new projects. Most of the money is for TCRP
projects that have been programmed already. Mostly "first come, first served" under TCRP.
Is Governor still committed to funding gaming bonds to pay back borrowing to TCRP fund? Yes.
Intent is to pay back TCRP funds if the Governor gets a positive Court ruling and brings TCRP
projects forward and state would attempt to issue bonds to fund those TCRP projects.

STIP: STIP projects should not be suspended in the coming year. intent is not to delay any
project work.
Please let me know if you have any questions. comments, or concerns.

Carrot Terrazas
Administrative Assistant
Catfornia Consulting, LLC
Central Valley Office
1530E. Shaw, Suite 114
Fresno, CA 93710
559 244-0801
559 244-0804 fax



VIII. OTHER BUSINESS





RESOLUTION NO. 2008-049

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF REEDLEY
SUPPORTING THE DEPARTMENT OF FOOD AND AGRICULTURE
AND THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
IN ERADICATING THE LIGHT BROWN APPLE MOTH LBAM

WHEREAS, the presence of the light brown apple moth LBAM, which is originally
from Australia, has no natural predators in the United States and has currently been confirmed in
12 counties, which include Alameda, Contra Costa, Los Angeles, Marin, Monterey, Napa, San
Francisco, San Luis Obispo, San Mateo, Santa Clara, Santa Cruz, and Solano, since its discovery
in California by the Department of Food and Agriculture and the United States Department of
Agriculture in March 2007; and

WHEREAS, the introduction of the LBAM represents a danger to California’s Central
Valley’s natural environment and could cause billions in crop damage and lost agriculture work
for our citizens; and

WHEREAS, the United States Department of Agriculture and California Department of
Food and Agriculture have been working diligently to select the best organic pheromone, a
substance that can be used safely to disrupt the mating of the LBAM, to eradicate the pest in
order to reduce the use of other more harmful types of pesticides to rid our state of the LBAM;
and

WHEREAS, more than 16,000 LBAMs were found in the Bay Area and most of these
moths were found in Monterey and Santa Cruz Counties proving a direct threat to our central
valley; and

WHEREAS, according to the Department of Food and Agriculture, aerial spraying for the
LBAM is needed in 10 Bay Area counties to rid our state of this invasive pest; and

WHEREAS, after aerial spraying for the LBAM in Monterey and Santa Cruz Counties
last year, and that according to studies done by the California Department of Public Health and
the Office of Environment Health and Human Services, no health claims have been found to be
directly linked to the aerial application of this pheromone; and

WHEREAS, the Central Valley is the fruit basket of the world and we will not stand to
have our livelihood and food supply threatened by an eradicable pest.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE. IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Reedley
that we support the Department of Food and Agriculture and the United States Department of
Agritulture in their effort to eradicate this dangerous and harmfbl pest that threatens the
enviroimwnt and our agricultural industry, including the use of aerial applications, if needed.



This foregoing resolution is hereby approved this 13" day of May, 2008, by the following

Brockett, Rapada, Betancourt,

None.

Fast, Soleno.

ABSTAIN: None.

Mayo City of Reedley

AflEST:

/2’
Kayr P/&&y Clerk

vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT: None.


