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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

May 6, 2008

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 Y 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 FY 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 refiect 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 I}, 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 Clovis, Coalinga, Firebaugh, Fowler, Fresno, Huron, Kerman,
Kingsburg, Mendota, Orange Cove, Parlier, Reediey. San Joaquin, Sanger, Selma & Fresno County



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

Regional Transportation Planning

Transportation Program Development

Service and General Coordination Activities

Regional Coordination of Transportation, Land Use & Housing
Valleywide Coordinated Activities

Administrative Activities
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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 iong-range
regional transportation planning program which the COG is statutorily responsibie 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 | and Il 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 alt 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.




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 Qversight Committee In this new work element, $10,500 is
implemented to provide staff support for the Oversight Committee.

WE 212 Measure “"C” — Rideshare/Van Pool Coordination The new work element programs
$95,000, to cover the cost of a new Rideshare/Van 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 Genera! 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 Joaquin 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 MPQO'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. Itis
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




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 16"
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 1B and the
reauthorization of Measure “C". In addition, a new position is requested to fulfill the
Rideshare/Van Pool requirements of Measure "C”

Office Overhead

Office overhead increased slightly ($3,747) from FY 2007/08 reflecting operating expenses
associated with the facility.



The OWP 2008-2009 Final 1s
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, a joint

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 (IVR) 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 deemns 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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12.31.08

Term of Aereement; 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.

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 511 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 S11 Phone System or SACOG's
performance hereunder, however caused, regardless of any negligent act of an
Indemnitee, 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.

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 belaw, 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: atendick(@sacog.org

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

511 Phone Systemn Access Agl -2~
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ATTN: Todd Sobrado

Facsimile: (559) 233-9645
E-mail: todds@fresnocog.org

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

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.

Construction of Aereement. 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.

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.

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.

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 hercunder 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.

511 Phone System Access Agt -3-



14. Warranty of Authority. 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. Integration. 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, ot 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 93721

Telephone {559} 233-4148 ¢ FAX: [559) 233-9645
Website Address: www fresnocog.org

May 15, 2008 (revised per conversation with PAC)
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” Recommendations for 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.

o §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 8119/81 ratio had the 2007 appropriations biil 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).

s 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 Veice” trip participants.

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

s 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, [ offer the following recommendations, based on my observations, comments from
participants, and comments from our lobbyist.

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



RECOMMENDATIONS:
REFINE AND EVOLVE “ONE VOICE™:

1) The original goal to seck 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 of Mendota 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 cur 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 HIRING A 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, identifying 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 TRANSPORTATION BILL AND ANNUAL APPROPRIATION BILLS:

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. 1 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.

OQUR PARTICIPANT BINDERS:

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 areply. 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 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.



2008 Summary of February Washington D. C. Visit
Recommendations for 2009
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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 KNOPF $1,500
RED LEVEL SPONSORS

CENTRAL VALLEY COMMUNITY BANK $1,000
HATCH MOTT MACDONALD $1,000
FconoMIC DEVELOPMENT CORP. SERVING FRESNO COUNTY $1,000
MENDOZA & ASSOCIATES $1,000
OMNI-MEANS $1,000
PROVOST & PRITCHARD $1,000
VRPA TECHNOLOGIES, INC. $1,000

THPR CORTRIBUTIHONS
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 SUMMARY OF WASHINGTON D.C. VISIT AND
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 annual 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 1 5-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 tumn
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 projects through the federal budget process.

“One Voice” Mission Statement:

“One Voice " unites Fresno County communities and regional intevests in a voluntary
and collaborative effort to seck federal and state funds annually for projects of regional
significance. All projects chosen shall contribute significantly to an improved quality of
fife 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 contimie 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 of Former 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 summary 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:

$1,636,000 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 Traftic Flow Improvements

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

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

$500,000 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

$225,000 for the Rural Vocational Training Centers Project to the County of Fresno
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Summary of the 2008 “One Voice” visit

Fresno COG Executive Divector, 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 34-member 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 their jobs 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 Cannon we were able {o 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 vear, we were honored to meet with Speaker Nancy Pelosi at her office in the Capitol.

We also had presentations and dialogued with:

e _ Briefing with House Delegation Staff
Jacqlyn Schaeider, 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




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 professional
staff member as well as to share some concerns of the 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
Mpr. Swedlund discussed the Valley's needs and the Governor’s 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 country,

SAFETEA-LU Reauthorization

Jim Kolb, Majority Staff Director for the Transportation
and Infrastructure Subcommittee on Highways and Transit
Jim Tymon, Minority Staff Director for the Transportation
and Infrastructure Subcommitiee on Highways and Transit
SAFETEA-LU will expire next year and this session provided
the delegates with the opportunily to discuss the committee’s plans for the next reauthorization mdudmg
resolving funding issues for 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 I.ocal
Communities

Kevin McCarty, U.S. Conference of Mayors Climate Protection Center

The Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 authorized the Energy Efficiency and Conservation
Block Grant, which will provide funding to local governments for energy conservation efforts. My,
MeCarty discussed local government coalition efforts to secure funding for the program, its benefits and
next steps on implementation,

The Role of COG’s in Washington and Beyond

¥red Abousleman, Executive Director

Shannon Menard, Policy Manager

National Association of Regional Councils

The National Association of Regional Councils (NARC)
serves as the national voice for regionalism by advocating
Jor regional cooperation as the most effective way o address
a variety of community planning and development
opportunities and issues.




White House Office of Intergovernmental Affairs
Janet Weir Creighton, Deputy Assistant to the President for Intergovernmental Affairs
Ms. Creighton shared with the group the President’s agenda for :
the remainder of his term, particularly how 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
My, McCarthy the aiv guality challenges facing the vegion, the proposal to establish a Clean Air
Enterprise Zone. The staff members commented on next steps for consideration

Capitol Tour — arranged through the Office of Congressman Radanovich

Meeting with Speaker Pelosi

H-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 mecting with Senator Feinstein was limited to no
more than 12 people this year — The group mef with
the Senator and key staff to discuss the “One Voice”
funding and authorization projects.

i e

Congressional Leaders: Listening to One Voice

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 appreciation for his work in
Washingion.

Librarv of Congress Tour — arranged through the Office of
Congressman Radanovich. A rour of the White House was
arranged for this time but was cancelled due to a function at the
White House. Members of the delegation were able o take an
escorted Library of Congress tour instead.




Congressman George Radanovich

Discussion of “One Voice” Agenda and presentation
The Congressman met with the “One Voice " delegation
regarding this year’s advocacy effori. Congressman
Radanovich was also presented with an award.

Energy and Commerce Subcommittee on Energy and
Air Quality Hearing

Congressmarn Costa testified before the Subcommitiee on HR.
3754 Auwthorizing Supplemental Environmental Projects to fncent
Reductions of Diesel Emissions
and its impacts on the Central
Valley. Members of the delegation
attended the hearing and were
recognized by the Committee.

Congressman Jim Costa
Discussion of “One Voice”
Agenda. The Congressman’s
office was very helpful in both

w2 arranging logistics for the trip and
mvu‘mg 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 a small token af our
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.

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 (o
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 vear, 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 27" 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.

B

We would again like to thank our sponsors for their financial
contributions:
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2035 Tulare Street, Suite 201
Fresmo, California 93721

Telephone: (559 233-4148 ¢ Fax {559} 233-9645
Website Address: www fresnocog.org

May 15, 2008 (revised per conversation with PAC)

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” Recommendations for 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,

e $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.
twould have been a $119/81 ratio had the 2007 appropriations bill retained our $1.93 million in earmarks
Jor a total of $15 million, but this was the vear afl requested earmark appropriations were eliminated at the
national fevel}.
¢ Stronger partnership with many Fresno County community organizations, the result of which has been a
befter 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
COQG, 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.
e  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.

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



RECOMMENDATIONS:
REFINE AND EVOLVE “ONE VOICE™:

) The original goal to seck 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
formulias 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 (pasf example: immigration,
completion of Mendota 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 inifiate 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 HIRING A 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. 1 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, identifying
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 Stanistaus 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 ita
“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 fo 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 TRANSPORTATION BILL AND ANNUAL APPROPRIATION BILLS:

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 bili. 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. 1 was pleased
10 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 staft to be aware and positively
receiving our projects and issues for it is these votes or recommendations that will aid in our success.

OUR PARTICIPANT BINDERS:

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 datly 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 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
1SsUC Progresses.



SiMON AND COMPANY

INCORPORATED
Intergovernmental Relations and Federal Affairs
1664 L Strect, NW » Suite 501 « Washington, D.C. 20036
(202) 659-2229 « Fax (202) 659-5234 » c-mail: len.simonldsimoncompany.con

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 ofticials 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 learn 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 bevond 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 statt
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 staft 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 clected, 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 and size of
carmarks 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 Il — 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
took forward to talking with you soon.
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Appendix A
2008 “ONE VOICE” TRIP PARTICIPANTS

Trinidad Rodriguez, Fresno COG Policy Board Chairman and Mayor, City of Kerman
Henry Perea, Fresno County Board of Supervisors Chair; Supervisor, District 3,

Blong Xiong, City of Fresno Council President, Councilmember, District 1

Bob Whalen, Mayor, City of Clovis

Rico Aguaye, Councilmember, City of Fowler

Leland Bergstrom, Mayor, City of Kingsburg

Scott Brockett, Councilmember, City of Reedley

Don Tow, Mayor, City of Selma

Ray Dunn, Chair, Greater Fresno Area Chamber of Commerce

. James E. “Buzz” Burleson, Chairman, Economic Development Corporation Serving Fresno County

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

. Dan Doyle, President & CEO, Central Valley Community Bank; Board Member, Fresno Business Council
. Jeffrey T. Roberts, Representing the Building Industry Association

. Al Smith, CEQ, Greater Fresno Area Chamber of Commerce

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

. Ryan Jacobsen, Executive Director, Fresno County Farm Bureau

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

. Kathy Millisen, City Manager, City of Clovis

. Jose Antonio Ramirez, Fresno COG Policy Advisory Committee Chair, City Manager, City of Firebaugh
. Barbara Goodwin, Executive Director, Council of Fresno County Governments

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

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

. Richard Fasse, Executive Director, I-3 Business Development Corridor, Inc.

Lydia Zabrycki, Director of Business Partnering, Quad Knopf

. Cal Rossi, Vice President, Government and Community Relations, McMillin Homes

. Jill Schwinn, Director of Government Affairs, Comcast Cable

. Amy Huerta, Government Affairs Manager, Greater Fresno Area Chamber of Commerce
. Rocky Rogers, Director of Public Works, City of Reedley

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

. Dana Ritschel, Senior Engineer Assistant, City of Reediey

. Sandy Sanchez, Pre-Development Manager, O & S Holdings, LLC

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

. Barbara Steck, Senior Transportation Planner, Council of Fresne County Governments

. Marla Day, Executive Assistant, Council of Fresno County Governments






Appendix B

Fresno COG One Voice Delegation
Washington DC 2008 Final Agenda

Time

8:00
8:30
9:00
9:30
10:00
10:30
11:00

11:30

12:00
12:30

1:00

1:30

2:00
2:30
3:00
3:30
4:00
4:30
5:00
5:30

6:00

Saturday Sunday

Monday
February 11

Tuesday
February 12

Wednesday
February 13

February 9 | February 10

:._ Open:

Briefing with
Simon and
Company at
Hilton Garden
Inn

Open

Travel to Hill

Travel to Hill

'i,uné:h._'Br'ea}.(_

. “Capitol Tour,
. arranged by - '’
~ Congressman
- Radanovich
.(jben-' N  .
STR Trade and - Open S
FYI — Reception at o

Hilton Garden Inn

Travel to Hill

Congress Tour -

 Congressman

i © Costa testifying

Libraryof . -

. Return to Cannon

House

Travel to Dirksen
Senate Office

 Open

Closing Dinner at
Hilton Garden Inn

Thursday
Februa

14







Appendix C

Copies of Project Summary Sheets Provided in Meetings
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ic senrmert hias Deen dendifisd as a crusial slep In e prooess of completing e
improvemends on Bt Foute 150 This wited ecerider will (8imately connect the Siera
Hevada Foothills on the East o intersisle & on the West,

Peosect Descapton

Cormpleton of ion of the seprment of Siste Roude 150 East from Terperanos
SvenuE to Acsdeny Averes consisting of & four jane divided espmsswway. The
Temperanoe o Acadewy project wilt extend improvermeria by adding § miles of fow lang
Sriced expressany. This binhly anticipsled supesaaay project wi piovide improved
mrpEsy i e wnslsr ol in soadbeas Fresng County

Frogger Hemaia

> Provdde mooh reeded Encd-West raude srlensions et wil uilnately prowide
enrnecion io the oy infershete in Fresne Tounly, Inferstate 5.

* Provde iveroesd access to both Hings Tanyon and Sequea blations] Parks ang
ciher recreskionsl smas B B San

> Aucorrrdets ineased sofe trafho Sows vitsl for the soonomin snd sommercial
deustnegesent of sestem Frasnoe County.

r  Erdares farr-io-marke! shinping Spporienites iy the ragion,

*  fprove safely condfions and trafe Sows soress e Ba Joeguin Valley and
proeide oonesstions o our reeior interreglonal roads: Intersiale §, Route 88, and
Bipade 49

#  The 180 Houls w8 ufmately cormet Bhe obes of Seewer, Beeley, Tlovis, and
Fresne, sed smat cormrasiiies aoross the Westside o Interstate &

P Wihen Sinly Roube 150 is ultenately completed from the Slera i infrsiste 5 8 will
refizve ighly corgasted 5 £5 of ek Teffic, srad acsist in 2 poledion cortr! by
gy Taflie sy o e motopoifien Fresas area

Comged of Prastis Oounty DBovernments

Eosmasy:
T:my Boren. Depdy Direcior. Courclt of Fresng Courdy Goverrenents
(55 2354 48 or email oo

e e _ . i
POF created with pof-gciory Fro iral version www pdifact

REQUESTED
HIGHWAY 269 BRIDGE FUNDING:
PHASED IMPROVEMENTS 1.3 MILLION

ARBOYD PASAJERC CREEK BRIDGE

Pagasor Goai: ramgﬁﬁfwbmm&ﬁswﬁﬁmfﬁﬂmmﬁm
of: Highway netweser SR 183 sev] Moo i dilsviste severs sconpeic

daraplion t the Mumn sres caused by e f'ﬁ:@mg of frﬁﬁtﬂf* ﬁzssagz-r—* Crack.
e reguast of §1.3 milfor wilt pay for the ervironrents

ocornpiets T Dridge. The projant is sorsisient with the FTer«m mﬁngﬁ%

Action Plan.
T fowd mma‘zﬁ make up the 333 odon Mighway 209 Bogge Prajec
4Galrans estmatal
Estmaed Gosl
A Projat Ap ! arug En il [ Fedk
£ Bridge Desige FATE
L Rpetof¥iey Pumhase and suppert BIEM
. Consuclion and Support BN
Tetal Project Cosl 1318

Faouser Meecermy:

Simce Highway 258 vaez*s- ey S sbabe By syshern in 1975,
b closed & el oF 553 daps. Tost I the cormaity of Hasn, 'S reskients
and busnesess, hat svecaged $452 044 per year for S0 yasrs This e
s treek sl ot & Bin T i Mighesay is e
oy Acoess in the community from e north, #15 a8 28-mile Seflour to ost
arcurd tha foadng. The 7500 people lvirg in Higen are mosty formesrkers
who deperd on Higieay 287 a3 iheic rovds Io wotk, shopping. and medioa!
SEVITES.

Heowmny: Sownel of Fresnc Counly Gowerrmerds Hwir Lsarstayy Eromne frs Fhoivgraphee: Chrindmy Portey

CONTARTAE
Torry Soven, Deysity Direcdor, Councd of Freeno Uounty Governmanis
I RARA AR it

FE; ¢ Fosse Exgoidue Direcior. 15 Busness Develnprent Lorrsior, e
U0 GREO850 or et

| DT it - o i3
POF creaied with pdifactory Pro il version waw pditactory com



gél*ém GOLDEN STATE CORRIDOR REQUESTED FUNDING!
Q}fﬁ %55? PHASED IMBROVEMENTS AT SRECHIC LOCATIONS E3 MILLION

Proser Gos: Tofecdilste sconamio legrment and revializetion siong the
Seisan State Cormidorn, 5 regicnsl industnia! and somraessial corkdor that parnfiels
Simbe Foube 85 and By Buse resgblring offiss [Powder. Selvg, and Mangsieen! sl
e Frasno delropeitan Arep

Pl of Temperanoe
Avenue iferzeciion
with Golden Siale
Houtevarnd (Fowier}

The propesed | shrushEs PR 3 w%m&&eaw{srxﬂmgmmlmwwm
oarter i {"i an uriendized pnd emﬁnr iremsted area plarned fry indusinal ang
prpanercis devsimnest, where DaSness mey g and thiive for the Denefiof s
wihusle region,

e ptpoed in inchds seamerts of the wimete plan and wi¥ inolude the Tollnwing:
* Cormirust indersection improvermenis st specilic lnoabons. snd class Tral s
rasch arerdy-prograrmened segments, along the Goden Stete comidor to
irmaproes wakedy ared rmolilty Tor ooenoersiad users ang onat rosidants.
Irnprovernerds will inchides ifferseciion iImprovements end Falfic sgnals.
o Temperance Svsrue Irferssctivew! Golden State Shed. (Fowded
o Dreksry fvecus nterseciion wi Golden Stele B (Satma)
£ ¥ammitelwl fustues tersedion of Colden Blate Sngsbung)
o 4 s of olass s {Qounty sodine Oy
= e et sdan il mpement & oomeen viston for e atfracdive
reddtmlization of Y Godden Siale Counder that wilt sumpert iob oresgion,
preserae the surcarsdng anricaitursl eoels, and erhence ihe ervdirorment of
s brpertant regicnsl sooncesic Lonmitor

Sesmp ey

w Tem DGedien Bate O Lomddor 5 20 wes seecifically planned for indusing! and
ceampnseial & prrert within e oor spheres of influence of the
sities of Fowier, Setma, and Kingsburg, # is well suled for sush use by due
of = ooy aed sooess 0 Siste Fowls 86 and Union Pacific Ralrosd, and
e onelnupus irhege of Oulder Slals Bouleverd tesf The three Siles have
mage a corserid 2o to work fogeiber in developing 3 sesrmiess project in
s propased phase, saoh of the ofies will constuct slaged Fnprovements
within they hmsdichion whsth will e peet of the sl carral naster plen
Trwss projects are e irdtisl, and mosd orfioslly needed, slerments of He farger
Tier enhancernant plan

Heowssy:

Conrnit of Fresnn Courty Sovermmeants

g .

Tarey ﬁar% Degty Director, Sonrpll of Frases Tourdy Sovenrrnents

HG P34 44E or ermal Thon
m

FOF crested with pdfFaciory Pro trial version waw pdifactonscom
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whie RECYCLED WATER SYSTEM REQUESTED

e s _ _ FUNDING!
@{If i INFRASTRUCTURE — PHASE C $850.000
Tz Stats Watsr Pesourves Tontrs] Bosstd & enenuraping water recizmaton prgents

Eyoughout the State of Calfpris, By hudkBing-od i Raoyrierd Walsr Bystery
frfrmstructure, Slovis ol be able lo eeet B2 piviesied waler needs as® continues 1o
il and grow wertds e expected popuation of 150000 in de pest 2530 pears,
white protecting Hs pretioas prewrsiier seeuures, rechemg hbstovie grossstiester
weardrafl, and evhancing gourdesier rechags.

Tanis has emharked o 5 project et will w@mmmmm&mmm
o spEneLndy wih sandioant benefi i our sole-soiEne Wﬁw aguiiar, By 1
2008 the Tdy oilll e op 5 45 G state-of-ihe-art ' plant ars] B
weatar racyeling distBedlon smem indight of projeched weler befaroe needs, Clovis
s the mpietance of renyoled weter 25 3 manh nesded new wiIler SOUWTDE,
T wrasheasler irentraend plant ol wtimately produce 8800 sorefeet of "sinfertad
terfary eaied rerycied walsr™ arvvsily Prough & mendeaee Diorsachr Ry, The
Femycled Water :;ﬁt.f"z rfrestrushore wilf Pen cary B vesled waler o ivipals
graen bcks mecian isands, parks, Faids ard pasess, Siste Roule 188, and

perrtinns throughowt the Ty,

. o B H
ﬂﬂryﬁiod habor 3%5"“ lnil.astfur:tuw g__ NS

Prossoy Teranrnng

Complete bulid-ouf o e mat wiler ransEnshen s for e Racynisd Water
Symern igsrusiee. This systern aill e developsd in Bee pheses 2t 5 s ool of
aporoernsiely 35000, 000 0. Tre Ty completed construction of Phase & in June
2008 for 3 total cost of 303 millon. The Oty is cumrenily in the process of developing
Phage BEE. The remaining hve phases of the systemn {04055 are estmated to cost
B11.7 Million. The Oty is specfically requasting congrassions? assisiance to corstngt §
4 parlion of he Phase T Feopid Walse Sysltorn bfasingiure, This gorlion of work
consists of consinucling a 14-inch reoabed wesber pipeline sstimated fo cost 3850000, §
The Oty of Cloeds i speoifically requesing 5850.000 in congraasiona! funding o bulld

& povtipn of Phase O

Byajest <G°
Raryriad Yater Syslem infrastrucbors

FooiFEnT:
City of Tlowis

St

s

POF created with pdfFactory Pro tnal version wawpaiactory com



wbros  VETERANS BOULEVARD AND REQUESTED

O Vele  THE SR-99 INTERCHANGE o1 oo

Erguciioa
o fund the Project Agprovel Reptit, envirsanmentsl document and the Veilerans Bivil/SB-90 Inferchange

praliminary fght-of sy work for the de of the Yetersns Bosdevand
ey wterchange At Biate Howte B8 Veberans Bosdevasd s planned s 2
new § lane super-artenal madany which inchudes bridges over SR-6R, Gaoldes
State Bowlevard and the Usion Paciiic Baibosd rogks. The interchangeis a
writinal slement fo ateviate congastion 2 the Shaw AvenusiER-BT ard the
Herndon Svesouss SH-EE insrchanges. This prosect o seree io Seviate the
growing Tafic concerns a5 substanfal developmant confinues o expand in the
ngrifvwest regior: of Fresns Oousrty.

PROJECT DESTRIFTION.
The dewslopment of Yeterans Boulewzrd in the norlhwest region of Fresno and
tha reawsy Foerchanpe s B85,

PrRosEoT Hecrasime:

»  The regior west of SR80 is expected fo grow by mare than 35% over
$he newl 2 vears.

# Derie Urifies Sofwol Districd is consbructing new sohonls to keep up
with he poptaion growdh at a rate of 1 new Tacilty every 2 years

= A Prowot Study Report is osar complation for e future fresway
irderiuarae 8% SE-00 providing 2 complels analysis shidy.

= There are sarmarkss funds aslablished for sorstruction through the looal
Feasure T frans ior sodes tax

#*  The project will significantly mprove mgmaﬁ reokdlity, mduce vehicks
songesion, and Taffic conficts 5 residential and commartial Srparsoh
zopdinues i B dres over the et seeeral years,

»  The constrcion of Veletans Boudevard will improve irafhs crodation
syl the intarchengs o) SR8 ol improve the regional mobilily for
sapseniders and the distitadion of gonds and servines.

HECIPERT;
City of Fresno

SRR . .

Bruoe Mudd, Assistant Gity 8ensger. Tty of Fresno
{55} 524-8000 or emal: e omu@ieme ooy Veterans Boulevard has bean idenified as e
) “northwes? gefeway o Feeng”

PDF created with pdfFaciory Pro ihal version www pdffaciory com

ngm WILLOW AVENUE CORRIDOR REGUESTED
@ﬁf i@f&’f IMPROVEMENTS FROM HERNDONM FUNDING:
Ehbadih AVENUE TO COPPER AVENUE F2 MILLION

ERQIECT GOy

1o bund the widening of Wilow Svenue from 2 Z lane io 2 4 lone super-arienst The
Willew Svensie corider is 3 roacheay shared by ihe Uity of Fregna, Gity of Gloess and
County of Fresno. The remesisd Tederat fonding will be sdded io cument impact fees
ard Maasure C funding to sliow for progect comopistion. This project wilf serve in
sfeviste fhe severs botbenechs sred taffle eongaston sxansrhated by e growih of the
northesst srea of the region.

Ta e.m ’»ﬁ *?w Wsﬁk}w ﬁwémé zanpvihar froms Parsdon Avemus io Qr_wpar Amries b
sddress the subsiantist inrrease In wehicle traffc vaiume snd developenent

Coal

i The bottenschs o Willow Avenus wdst o ofties loostions and significanily
irrgand the safely of molorists, pedestrians, bioyolsis, raffis Sow and e
guality dus to poor afic clrdation.

*  The projaot will faciftele proper affic fow where there is curenily severs Faffic The Willow Averme dotridor i be s T of Dlowis
aor;ges#m S &5 s e R L . . ang Freeno, Fresne Soundy, the Sate Terdsr Commuridy

* The project will improve accessitifly ko e maar solivity eenters and substantialy Coliege Diciict and the Clooie Lnified Sohood Disirict in
improve dalty rave Tor motorists through the Willow Avenos pormideor. romheast Fraens County

W The Widow Intemstional Cornmunily Tolloge is & new a&m&y o e Siate Cerdar il
Daorrenunity Doliags Distis! ang ourrendly serves ovar T80 shudents. 1 is Incated
zoes YhBew at Indeenatiorst Svanues and is projected o seres e 10,000
studenis sfter i3 Bnal oonstretion ohass.

#  The Glovis Morth Educsgions! Cender 15 3 noe facdity of the Tlovis Unified Schood

THstrict lonated on Wilow and Inlemalionsl A%em;ﬂi and s the Distonts &%

camprabmasi e reddle and g sohoot serving 7= - gnﬁ#m

= Piow Avenue is 2 maior north-south aest cssméw and Irnproeements will
dirpgily impact the residents of the Clovis, Frasno and the County region

# The el fow oorovements wil have sipnificant sapacss for sy susity bensfis
ard the saler condiions »if ercourags grealer walking and bicyoling aclivities
trom the comrnunity.

BECIENT:
Cizy of Fresne

N

Bnsos E wdsﬁ Assistars iy M@&g@f Caz;s of Fresns

Satieneck condifions mi vebicles Feveing i3 singe
jene and rasell 0 & long fne of vefickes Bling.

5D 525000 or wmail

PUOF created with pdffactory Pro trial version wawsspdifactons com




MANNING AVENUE BRIDGE R;@:JEBTEB
REHABILITATION AND UNDING!
RECONSTRUCTION $500,000

Eravger £aal.

e Uity of Besdiey is propesing i rehabiitsle snd reconstrust the Mavning
Ayere Bridge sver the Kings Fiver o siaviale congesion and improve public
safety. The bridge is loosted on Marning Sverve a0 wban srisal),
approsimately 11 mdes esst of B BD wouth of Fressn, This roube proviides the
ity sooess i e Oy of Reedley and bas a refatively bigh tnaffic solurns of
gwer 25000 vehives per day

Prodey Descaryies:

The exsliogy bt was ogbuly sonstnucted in 183 and hes heen subseowendly

wedared hulne onoein 1982 ant again in 1074 fom & tee-io & Tour-lane artenat o
nrvicie sddtional wilh b incresse e raffic capacity on Masning Averue o the

e Federa! Highssmy Bridoe Program and the Oty of Feediey are parfially fervdirg
v britdos work, hosseer, there s o nesd of 3500000 i comgiote the fght of way
wark on fis important projed,

]

Ergumer Baegsany

Epenrdyg o the et Calirens manlenance reports, fhe exisbng bridge is

siraciuraily deficiert dus i the poor deck coraliion,

e purpese of this project is fo improe publo safsty by replecing a shusturally

defcient bridge o thet vehicdsr and pedestran faffic may oross the Hings Fver

mrore safehy.

BeppEnt:

Tty of Readiey

pE= i

Rochy Rosers, Publn Works Démc%r«r ?3?9‘::3@“ Peﬂ@v
{59507 BET-3000 or emall Dok i &
Oara Bitsored, Sr. Enginesr Azsistard, email dena rtscheli@reediey.com
|
- ' |
.. NEVER GIVE UP: FRESNO COUNTYWIDE REQUESTED

i Ve GANG PREVENTION INITIATIVE FUNDING!

o $1.5 MiLLION
Prgpor Gosn: To exscule phass one of @ Dormywice i g 3 Tasemor Meopaaery Yiclers sireel ganns aifect s salely, tomenesly
effest Baetzed on gesvention. menention, and Ruppression selled Meusr Bl sk? the nape A quaity of e i commeitios of all sizes & uban, subwben, ang
seitiative s based on 2 moedel fom the 1S, Deoastment of Justiae’'s Ofios of Jueenie rurs areas. Sany's Fnpact socisty of 3 tevels. causing heightened fears for
Hystics ang Delinmusacy Pravenbion, W safery, videnos, s seoneic oosts NIGE Metiona? Gang Thees!

e e o 1 o — B Assessment, Natona Allence of Bang fmesligafors Arsorision;
e e, 3 Sl o anfovoatvem and ooty et afforara |+ These ore 209 et gangs in Fresna County it sgoronimaly
sambal gang actviy, The model mpands on current effoes t irweninry humas and A dang uding sasusinlons wits federst
finandial resources o e poundy and creste sormaiy-dniven aotion dans Bat e pelsOn gangs. ) .. B
cagrEn reRmETES 10 SupRE prevention, intervenfion, end topression Sralges. 8+ Frmpg Doely § sy popndiatos represents 5 tmes the sations
i APTHRE PEr SITHA.

1. PREVENTION § - 0% of dolen orimnes (homiciies, aguravaied astadis, mobbenes o

Bubilize v efuroament 3nd Sovermment spencies with looal resicants, youth, FREE] apw CRMTIIRG by gang memters i 188 oounty

Fng commrmay groups and apEnies 1 condud gang inforeEtion sy dorums ¢ BUS of vicless avienes and mas e, leeeries, and Barganes

and stuostiong! sppprniBes ! somvmitted i the county are gangreiated.

Dewrdop and wmplemend pobsies and ;ﬁv}dw o helter adiress mandsied - J——

wraitig : 28 sErvams, ine sohoo s And dress m’,

arsthes. 3R hnEn SEOICEE Workers and oodractons in kenitifving and addressing i

the st of gang memiberstlp on el Lomrany

y seton vl Debawinrs using W ez pEIR and sorksl Dby Mokenrie Sany Task Foroe Doordnsiorn, Freenn Jourgy
markeling tactios through musin, dothing, pre, , and w2 widers with (58485 1718 o amal. drckenziefijon Fasno.caus

ar andgang Essags Shiractive W wang peole
2 BITERVENTION

sid i i 13{:&5& sy aﬁ ] Gmﬁzty Profaon's
mafmai‘y Wm ETR P Rt or
Prayenton) FT0F trings ogﬂ%w e mﬁy r@asi?} f}spaz‘M Progation, and

TR s cepaTzalinnd B prinite seteohs S sbrk youlh nchading

Yhsomiag Sy, wis derventiy eduostion a4 counseling for 2ol
stseiseohok and farsdy and it tharapy.
Bl porinerships with educstion and busiheis 10 provids se-nong menbors with
oz, vorstions] befvieg, sl mmage B W&ﬁz of ena*&rwxa«
venhees B genemie Fr amgs | o £

3 SUPPRESSHIN
Faster supanson of he Ml noy ant Enfroament Conserium
. T Coursy Sﬂﬁé‘ Probation, Dhaine Alomey, municipsl polios,
Calfeeria Mighway P, and tiale gndd eders! apeeeis sush 3 the Usparimen
of Coreglions and Fehaldiislion and the TR have foemed the seginnal {as

farce 1o idendly, target, apprehend, and i (g e o a0 b
responsibie for e most visle gang offenzes

Eitiizs shate and fodery L BVE A imieiioencs lohnoinges 3o genily
s predicl patterss of gang oime ser parkdipation, Eng law enforoament for
Fir=t e 15 sirsteginally aliooate ¢ ritos and intervendion reaouross.

PDF created with pdfFactony Pro frial version www pdifaciory.com



o [?af FUTURE OF THE | 44™ FIGHTER WING
Jite Vol CALIFORNIA AIR NATIONAL GUARD

Thi 344% Fugner Wing s msponsible for the defense of airspace over Daifomis,
Mevads =l up o B0 nandics! milles o the Paclfic ODosan, &s one of e Fue
¥ Operativg Bases maponsible for defense of sitpecs ower the US, the 1447
she oty wing fhing F-18s. The ather gy detense wings ore Byirg 7158 which hawe
mefter racsr that oan delect amal frpets ke onvise missies.

Progser Gosi:
*  To assign F-15 sirreR or other newer advanosd fghlsr airrat 1o the 194®
Figitar Wing $o sepdace he 18 Fighter Wing cumendly baing used ol ams
duterd o e inthe wear 2092,
w Toseaure & ngeterss Sdure for Fresno-based fighter planes 3t the Fresns
Vosemits ernational Apest
»  Tocordvue the seouwihy OF Dur besrsslian probeshon Iy ong of e rabon's

Prossor Hecpesmy:
o Hamelared delense cpquirss ordection of Ualitomis and Bs mair poplation
Enters (st isrgest in the world) by Rigiter aircraft,
w Effecive and timely coestsye of the osastsl sities sswgures sationing
tprse st n Cadformia, with 1447 Fightar Wing beng the orly
armanent setioned A Metions! Suerd 3BAF fighters in Calfomia,
These piroralt perade s deferms of Celformis's wast vosst, 500 nandizal
mlies arel range 35 ey a5 Las Yegas and Sealtle
*  1pssof fhe 394" A Wing would cause severs scoromic hanm bo the ooz
region thet oan 8 aford i
T st by st eoormeny
+  H7H futFme smplovess ang 827 perblirme A Mabionst Suard
| 4 = 323 milion R i dbeod and indirest costs based anthe City of Fresne
spanfio-moonemic modsl, This dows rot inchade loss of what the 4™

Bxipuens
14" Fighber Wing, Calforria A Matenal Cuard

CowTAnT:
Cpuroit Sember Lary Westerund, Tourcdl District Four
B A2LBEE or sk hemy westerund@hfresno gov

Bruoe Fusid, Assistent Oty Manager, Gty of Fresnn
{56 2 TTT0 or emelt prucp naddffecpo oo

L
PDF created with DU aCtony PTO Il Version wWww panactony com

FRESNO YOSEMITE INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT
PorT OF ENTRY STATUS

Yo ok Frasno ¥ it natiorat Birpont {FYH as s Rally-fended
invermatonsl Portof Entry {POE) with the US Deaperinsent of Homsiend Sscursty,
Casptorns and Border Protsston Age oy (D8P} o previde jobs and enhance

Ailines frat non-stop Boht om Suadelsfars, Madion and subsequent deparum s
tnlowing mordng, Sios the swrl Mesdoans hes incip sesd the size of i alrorsl
sarving FY] 0 provdds osome nepsckl W hie medat sl now, s Becthe March 18,
D00, Whserk wriltd = ity Bus iy Highits 0O bare b Oy

T wans inte the nes soheckds, Pl inorsas e nomber of Wildims,
permananty sagned CBP persoomet from woven oo wa tiveeby ingsssing s
anrsl cost by some B400.002 5 §1.8 relliord. Trw {8y paye off cows o supspant
e procezaing of intsmalionat arfing passeniErs by federal anents smiploved by
£BP. FYl meats e perforsarnos abecs for grarging of Port of Entry states, Dut
CEP peads stmporing legsisdon w insmally Lind fues en posifons, To Sutend
Songreesreets Sotte and Nures bave intredueed bipartisan suthoriEng leaslaten.
the peert s is to eneure That the groposal el be Gdli-hrded o the sopropctetons
frpue:k N

3 Establisking FYi as a ddly-lunded nismetions! POE w1 shilt the borden of
st for e required federsl peranensl 1 e ldersl pevermreens. Howeyer,
the Ty W contines 50 pey B the Federal b Reation i oonitE
arvt B aem pergorns! that suoport the Mesioans aperation.

*  fuhewerssnt of PRE sistus will smee the Uity anoestimated 318 millen
anrasally,

o Iw wkden, g Cnoed be abls 10 reduce it siisling £15 per amhing
imematonsl presenge fee. This d ameng the Mohoat Ises in tw counuy
apd is vaed to parfally offset the Ohy's lossss o provide DBF ssrimsin
FrEBno.

* o somansaty, schievement of Lillv-Rnded POE st will sonslsrate the
develepmmen of sddfons! internefonsl &7 servics Dadresn Fremno ard

awios, srvd poerhape elawhers, binging vow e to Doth madkste
ani srbanced scontwsle develanmens o the medon,
faideki=ig

Gty of Frasno — Fraane Yosarsdhe imtemsdenst Arpert
Fumgel 4. Widmer, AAE, Dimator of Avistion, City of Froens
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Appendix D

Representative Appropriations Accounts
for Local Government Projects
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Appendix E

2008 Survey Results






“One Voice” 2008 Trip Survey

L.isted 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. 1
have received positive feedback from the City Councit 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 alsc getting to know members of the
delegation better.

s If we get dollars
« Third year going; thought it was the best yet
« Very productive with the staffers and with Senators Feinstein and Boxer
s (Gets better every year
#2.  Were three days of meetings adequate? 21 Yes 2 No

Additional comments: (8)

» A 4th day should be considered
s Mavbe a fourth day would be good. More time to schedule.
e It depends on how much business we are involved in, Committees et.al,
s 1 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,
o  We could doitin 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 secureda 23 Yes 0 No

room in the House building to schedule meetings?
Additional comments: (T)
Can we move fo 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.

#5.

#6.

* & B

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 Q8A.
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 bili
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

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 dene 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 wouid 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

Any suggestions for change? 15 Yes 7 No

Additional comments: (17}
Sunday evening de-briefing should be later...6pm
Meeting but split groups - as inferest on ane 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.
1 think it is fine, but will listen to other perspectives



#7.

#8.

. 5 o »

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 Capito!l, White House are planned - make sure that they are escorted by
one of our Congressman's staff.

Pienty. i will discuss verbally

See the following comments.

5 above

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.

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 4-5
projects is plenty. Some may not get their project on list...may reduce
attendees...may not be ail 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 (eqg. airport, 269 bridge) rather than pricritized 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.

Were the number of team members adequate? 20 Yes 3 No
Additional comments: (T)
We should talk about this in our meeting - shouid 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 fo talk?
Cut out the special interest private parties. Keep it leaders of the community
organizations.



#9.

#10.

#11.
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1 felt the teams were adequate and represented a wide range of knowledge.
Limit to 3 per project and try not to have more than cne project per person.
Too many. No more than three persons per a project, one project per a persorn.
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.

Did you find the meetings with the Congressmen 22 Yes 1 No
enjoyable and useful?
Additional comments: (5)
We need to see them, and, they need to recognize cur interest.
BS is BS, but at least they heard our issues and concerns as a group
1 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.........oveees

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 fantastict!
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

Did you enjoy having a “travel day” on Saturday and 18 Yes 5No
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



#12.

#13.
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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

Were your "One Voice" Binders adequate? 22 Yes 1 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.

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.
1 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!

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 accommadating with solid connections in Washington, D.C. Great
staff, humbie 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.

Excelient...

They did a fine job.

I did not think they were very strang 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 canceliations

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



#14,

#15.
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#16.

situation. Felt they were less engaged this year vs prior yrs
Good job

They did a superb job I thought,

Very professional, great people

Do you feel it would be beneficial for Fresno COG to
hire a federal lobbying firm year round? 16 Yes 5No
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?

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
rancdomly...not same small group...a much better dining experience with a smaller
group. Example...1st 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
1 like the planned dinners for the maost 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

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 alse 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.

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

e 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!ll 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!

e Nope! Great job to alll

» [ 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, Marla 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.
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PROPOSITION 98:
California Property Owners and Farmland Protection Act

On the
June 3, 2008 Statewide Direct Primary Election Ballot






Fact Sheet: Impact of Proposition 98 on the Transportation Agencies

Current Practices by Transportation Agencies

» Acquire property exclusively for public transportation purposes.

« Do not acquire property for private use, such as redevelopment (the subject of the
controversial Kelo decision).

e 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.

e 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 Agencies

e 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.

e 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.

e 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 unknown 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 of just 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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Apnl 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 construction of highway, passenger rail and transit improvements
throughout California. The Commission also participates in the initiation and development of
State and Federal legislation to secure financial stability for the State’s transportation needs.

I 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 time needed to acquire rights-of-
way for freeways, road and rail purposes by the state and local public agencics. 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 cxercising their eminent domain powers.

GOVERNOR



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.

e Would requirc a public agency to offer the property to the original owner, if it 1s
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 increasc

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,

ja%,g%’

JOHN CHALKER
Chair, California Transportation Commission

[Won {Commissioners
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Ballot Propositions
Proposition: 98

Government Acquisition, Regulation of

Private Property. Constitutional Amendment.
June 3, 2008

Propuosition 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.

hitp://www.lao.ca.gov/lacapp/ballot_source/BalDetails.aspx?1d=696 4/22/2008
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Proposition 98
Government Acquisition, Reguiation 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:

e Uses the property for a “public use” (a term that has been broadly interpreted

to mean a variety of public purposes).

o 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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Eminent Domain Challenges. Property owners are not required to accept the amount

of compensation government offers. Instead, they may make a counteroffer 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

Paged of 8



Legislative Analyst’s Office
2/14/2008 11:00 AM
FINAL

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

wauld 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 in 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.
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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:

19(b)(2)

"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.

19(b)(3)(i1)

“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 19(b)(3)(ii) 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 19(b)(2) 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
aliow 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



“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.



If 2 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.
e 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.

o 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.

e 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.



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

e 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:
o 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

s 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 nightciubs
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.

e This clause would also prohibit laws that protect air and water quality. preserve open
spaces, and protect the environment.



e This clause may prohibit zoning regulations intended to prevent sprawl or development
of open spaces.

Government Affairs Council Position: Oppose






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 1

Ballot Propositions
Proposition: 99

Eminent Domain. Acquisition of Cwner-
Occupied Residence. Constitutional

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.

http://www.lao.ca.gov/laoapp/ballot_source/BalDetails.aspx?71d=697 4/22/2008
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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:

s 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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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

govemment:

« Savings—because government could not acquire a home that the owner did

not wish to sell.

e 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 domam.

The net fiscal effect of such actions would not be significant.
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Greater Fresne 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.

Summary
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 ahility 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



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; of 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 owner-occupied
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 Consuiting,

From: Carrol Terrazas [mailto:carrol.ca-consult@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2008 10:22 AM
To: Marla Day

Subject: Board Packet info. from Steve Samuelian below

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

i recentiy 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 Cal-TRANS

4. Mark Hill, Dept. of Finance

5. Curt Augustine, Deputy Legislative Secretary for Transportation and Housing for the Governor

p Prop. 42 and Prop. 1A are not proposed to be impacted by the Governor's May revise.
Secretary Bonner: $4 billion in Prop. 1B scheduled to be distributed.

Will Kempton: 08-02 $13.8 hillion propesal for transportation projects.

Prop. 42 is fully funded under this proposal. $1.43 billion, $5.8 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
legisiature.

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 proiect delivery.

SHOPP down primarily because of gas tax revenue. 100 million from tribal gaming will be
transferred to SHOPP.

Department staffing wili be decreased by 88 positions.

$2.1 billion for local cities and counties for tocatl infrastructure.

$3.8 billion for highway mainienance, efc.

High speed rail, $33 million is proposal.

STIP Jan. budget had money for previcusly programmed projecis. $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 Governar 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,

Carrol Terrazas
Administrative Assistant
California Consulting, LLC
Central Valley Office
1530 E. Shaw, Suite 114
Fresno, CA 93710

(559) 244-0801

(559) 244-0804 fax
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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 Cahforma by the Department of Food and Agriculture and the United States Department of
Agriculture in March 2007; and

WHERREAS, 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

WHERREAS, 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

WHBREAS 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

' WHBREAS, 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
Agriculture in their effort to eradicate this dangerous and harmful pest that threatens the
environment 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

vote:
AYES: Brockett, Rapada, Betancourt, Fast, Soleno.
NOES: None,
ABSTAIN: None.
ABSENT: None.
ATTEST:

K A Aoses

Kay\LfPﬁ/ércé, Ci‘ty Clerk




