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POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Executive Minutes

Date: Friday May 16, 2008
Time: 10:00 a.m.
Place: COG Sequoia Conference Room

2035 Tulare St., Suite 201, Fresno, CA

Members Atiending:

Jose Ramirez, City of Firebaugh, Chairman Rocky Rogers, City of Reedley
Ron Manfredi, City of Kerman Sharrie Ehlert, Caltrans

Lynn Gorman, Fresno County Kathy Millison, City of Clovis
Alan Bengyel, City of Huron David Elias, City of Fowler
Don Pauley, City of Kingsburg Lou Martinez, City of Parlier

Dan Spears, City of Sanger
Others Attending:

Gary Joseph, Fresno County Economic Tony Boren, Fresno COG
Opportunities Commission Barbara Steck, Fresno COG
Anna Borgeas, Central Valley Business Jason Paukovits, Fresno COG
Incubator Torm Webster, Fresno COG
Eric VonBerg, URS/CHSRA Todd Sobrado, Fresno COG
Bryan Jones, City of Fresno John Downs, COG/FAX
Sandra Dumlao, County of Fresno Kristine Cal, Fresno COG
Barbara Goodwin, Fresno COG Brenda Lauchner, Fresno COG

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Jose Ramirez (Firebaugh).
L PRESENTATIONS

B. Presentation — High Speed Rail
Eric VonBerg (URS) gave a Power Point presentation on the High-Speed Rail and explained how
the High-Speed Rail will operate in California. Information is available on our website
www.fresnocog.org

C. Presentation — City of Fresno — Regional Intelligent Transportation System (ITS)
Bryan Jones, Traffic Engineering Manager for the City of Fresno Public Works Department gave a
Power Point presentation and provided a status report on the City's ITS project and described plans
for the future. Information available on our website www.fresnocog.org.

1.  CONSENTITEMS
All items on the consent agenda are considered to be routine and non-controversial by COG staff and
may be approved by one motion if no member of the Committee or public wishes to comment or ask
questions. If comment or discussion is desired by anyone, the item will be removed from the consent
agenda and will be considered in the listed sequence with an opportunity for any member of the public
to address the Committee conceming the item before action is taken.

A. Executive Minutes of April 18, 2008 Approve
B. Transportation Development Act Final Estimates, Approve
Resolution 2008-15, Resolution 2008-16
C. Transit Planning Documents
1. Urban & Rural Consolidated Transportation Services Concur W/Review
Agency (CTSA) Operations Program & Budget, FY 2008-09
Member Agencies: The cities of Clovis, Coalinga, Firebaugh, Fowler, Fresno, Huron, Kerman,

Kingsburg, Mendota, Orange Cove, Parlier, Reedley, San Joaquin, Sanger, Selma & Fresno County
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0. Clovis Consolidated Transportation Services Agency Concur W/Review
(CTSA) FY 2008-09 Operations Program & Budget
3. Fresno County Rural Transit Agency ltem: FY 2008-09 Fresno Concur W/Review
County Rural Transit Agency Budget
D. - Propositions on June 3, 2008 Statewide Direct Primary Election information
Ballot
E. Eederal Safe Routes to School Program - Call for Projects Information
F. Appointment to Measure “C” Citizen Oversight Committee information
G. Model Farmland Conservation Program Update Information
H. Land Buffer Task Force Update Information
I Air Quality Coordination Contracts Approve
J. Local Procurement Policy Approve
K. Monthly Legislative Update information
L. Status Report on Sacramento Lobbying Activities—Steve Sam uelian, Information
California Consulting LLC at the Board on 5-28-08
M. Regional Clearinghouse Information
Project Applicant

1. JUSDA Rural Development Grant for the City
of San Joaquin Workforce Development

o IUSDA Rural Development Grant - Economic
Development through the Entrepreneurial Central Valley Business Incubator
Training Process

3. IU.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development — Community Development
Block Grant, Home Investment Partnerships
Program, Housing Opportunities for People
with AIDS, and Emergency Shelter Grant
Programs.

City of San Joaguin

County of Fresno

For a complete summary of these items please see the May 16, 2008 Annotated Agenda.

Staff requested that Agenda Item D. be pulled for further discussion.

A motion was made by Don Pauley (Kingsburg) and seconded by Kathy Millison (Clovis) to approve the
Consent ltems as presented with the exception of item D. A vote was called for and the motion carried.

ftem D. Propositions on June 3, 2008 Statewide Direct Primary Election Ballot — Barbara Steck (COG)
explained why item D. was pulied from the consent items. The TTC, pulled this itern from the consent
calendar and voted in favor of recommending that the Policy Board oppose Proposition 98 and support
Proposition 99. This position would be consistent with the California Transportation Commission and
the California Association of Councils of Government.

A motion was made by Kathy Millison (Clovis) and seconded by Alan Bengyel {Huron) to recommend
the Policy Board oppose Proposition 98 and support Proposition 89. A vote was called for and the

motion carried.
ACTION / DISCUSSION ITEMS
A. FY 2008-09 Final Overall Work Program and Budget, Resolution 2008-09

Tony Boren, Deputy Director reported on this item. The final FY 2008-09 Overall Work Program and

Budget document, and a summary memorandum highlighting specific work elements of the OWP
were included as enclosures in the packet.
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The document had completed its 45-day public review and comment period and is scheduled for
adoption on May 29, 2008. Mr. Boren called attention to some of the major points on the memo and
reviewed the items.

A motion was made by Ron Manfredi (Kerman) and seconded by Kathy Miliison (Clovis) to
recommend adoption of the final FY 2008-09 Overall Work Program and Budget by adoption of
Resolution 2008-09. A vote was called for and the motion carried.

B. San Joaquin Valley Blueprint — Monthly Update

Barbara Steck (COG) reported that during the month of April, COG staff conducted Blueprint
workshops and/or presentations in 14 of the 15 cities in Fresnc County. The purpose of this
outreach has been to inform community members, staff and elected officials about the five
alternative growth scenarios developed by the Blueprint Roundtable. In addition, staff and
consultants conducted traffic, air guality and smart growth modeling runs on the data in order to
determine outcomes on performance measures. The Blueprint Roundtable met on May 1% to
review the modeling information and community input. The task at hand was 1o synthesize the
feedback received and forward one preferred option on to the BRAC (Blueprint Regional Advisory
Committee) and U.C. Davis as Fresno’'s contribution to the Valleywide analysis. This Valley
analysis will take place over the summer. When staff has the results of that effort, staff wilt be
making the rounds to our member agencies’ cities and to the Board of Supervisors. Ultimately, the
goal is to reach consensus throughout the Valley on a preferred growth scenario that can be
endorsed and implemented at the local level. The schedule for cumrent and upcoming activities was
incluged in the packet.

Ms. Steck called attention to several handouts regarding the Blueprint. The memo outlined the
elements that the Blueprint Round Table was recommending for the preferred growth option. These
can be found on COG's website at www.fresnocog.org.

A motion was made by Alan Bengye! (Huron) and seconded by Kathy Millison {Clovis) concurring
with the Blueprint Roundtable’s recommendation on the preferred growth option for Fresno County.
A vote was called for and the motion carried.

C. Approval of Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with Sacramento Area Council of
Governments (SACOG) to share in the Sacramento Region’s 511 Traveler Information
System

Todd Sobrado, (COG) reported that the Sacramento Area Council of Government's (SACOG) had
extended an offer to all of the San Joaquin Valley Councils of Governments to allow access into its
511 traveler information service. The MOU is for a ‘base-line’ 511 system, which would be made
available to all of the San Joaquin Valley COGs at no cost.

Key points of the SACOG 'hase-line’ 511 system are as follows:

« The offer is for only wireless or cell phone access to 511 from within the San Joagquin Valley
e The offer is for phone access to 511 only. Internet access is not provided by SACOG, and
« Access is limited to only Caltrans Highway Information, or CHIN.

San Joaquin Valley COGs can add additional services but they will be responsible for the costs of
those services. Examples of additional services not included in the ‘base-fine’ 511 system include
wire-line access or access by land-based phone lines, transit services, a website and more. These
services can be added to the MOU with SACOG at any time independently of what the other San
Joaquin Valley COGs decide to do.



PAC Executive Minutes, May 16, 2008 Page 4

To summarize, the SACOG ‘base-line’ 511 Traveler Information system would provide the
opportunity to begin offering an additional public service in Fresno County without the need to
negotiate new, local agreements with cellular phone service providers.

A motion was made by Don Pauley (Kingsburg) and seconded by Rocky Rogers (Reedley) to
recommend approval and authorization to sign the Memorandum of Understanding between the
Council of Fresno County Governments and the Sacramento Area Council of Governments to allow
access to SACOG’s 511 service. A vote was called for and the motion carried.

D. 2008 One Voice Summary and Recommendations for 2009

Barbara Goodwin (Executive Director) reported on this item. Staff handed out a 2008 One Voice
Summary Report and a recommendation for the 2009 One Voice Procedures.

Ms. Goodwin thanked staff and Marla Day for pulling this report together in such a short time, more
pictures were added to show the group at work. This report describes the meetings held while in
Washington. Staff has not received all of the Sacramento trip information and recommendations
from the State lobbyist a similar report will be done when that information is received. Ms. Goodwin
called attention to the recommendations in the memo that was handed out at the meeting and gave
a brief review. The need for a full time federal lobbyist was discussed.

This was an information item and required no further action by the Committee.

E. Caltrans Monthly Report

« Sharrie Ehlert (Caltrans) gave an update on Calitrans activities. Ms. Ehlert called attention to the
May revisions that came out for the Governors Budget.
Ms. Ehlert highlighted on these items:

1. The Governor is proposing to fully fund Prop. 42 for transportation, this is for sales
taxes on gasoline that primarily fund the STIP. This is proposed at 1.4 billion.

2. The proposal for Prop. 1B apportionments are $413 million for TCIF and $200
million for the State and Local Partnership.

3. Caltrans is working on a pilot project for Route 99 called the Fog Project, this is a
fast tracked project that needs to move forward before the next fall season. The
intent of the project is to install changeable message signs, microwave detection,
and smaller scale signs. This is a 14 mile section on Highway 99 between Traver
and Manning Avenue.

4. A Groundbreaking Ceremony for the State Route 180 East, Mendota Widening
Project, will be held on May 22™ at 10:30 a.m. in Mendota at the Caitrans
Maintenance yard on the corner of State Route 180 and Belmont Ave. The project
is scheduled to be completed by December.

This was an information item and required no further action by the Committee.
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IV. OTHER BUSINESS

A. items from Staff
Mr. Boren reminded the committee of the time change for the Board meeting on May 29th. The
meeting will start at 3:30 pm and the retirement party for Barbara Goodwin will follow the meeting at
5:30 pm.

B. ltems from Members
There where no items from Members.

Adjournment

There being no further business, a motion was made by Ron Manfredi (Kerman) and seconded by Rocky
Rogers (Reedley) to adjourn the meeting.

Respectfully submitted,

*/17%««/
Tony Borert, Executive Director

Council of Fresno County Governments

\sm






BEFORE THE
COUNCIL OF FRESNO COUNTY GOVERNMENTS
RESOLUTION NO. 2008-18

in the Matter of: } RESOLUTION ADCPTING THE

} CTSA'S OPERATIONS PROGRAM
CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION ) AND BUDGET FOR THE FRESNO
SERVICE AGENCY OPERATIONS } CTSA, AND THE RURAL CTSA,
PROGRAM AND BUDGET: FY 2008-09) FY 2008-09

)

WHEREAS, the Council of Fresno County Governments (Fresno COG) has separately co-designated the
Fresno County Economic Opportunities Commission (FCEOC) as the Urban CTSA -- with Fresno Area Express, the
City of Clovis as the Clovis Consolidated Transportation Services Agency {CTSA) and the FCEOC as the Rural
CTSA — with the Fresno County Rural Transit Agency (FCRTA); and

WHEREAS, the FCEOC has prepared, under contract, the FY 2008-09 "Operations Program and
Budget for the Fresno Urban CTSA and the Rural CTSA™; and

WHEREAS. the document has been prepared in cooperation with the Fresno Area Express, the FCEOC
and the FCRTA; and

WHEREAS, the document has been prepared in conjunction with the annual performance evajuation
process, the biennial Short Range Transit Plans and annual Public Transit Budgets; and

WHEREAS, said documents have been reviewed simultansously during the review period.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE {T RESOLVED, that the Councit of Fresno County Governments' Policy

Board does hereby adopt the "Operations Program and Budget for the Fresno CTSA, and the Rural CTSA, FY
2008-09".

THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION was passed and adopted by the Council of Fresno County Governments
this 26" day of June, 2008.

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

Signed:

ATTEST: Trinidad M. Rodriguez, Chairman

t hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution
of the Council of Fresno County Governments duly adopted at
a regular meeting thereof held on the 26" day of June, 2008.

Signed:

Teny Boren, Executive Director






BEFORE THE
FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY
RESCLUTION NO. 2008-10C

In the Matter of: ) RESOLUTICN ADCPTING THE
The Consolidated ) CTSA'S OPERATION PROGRAM
Transportation ) AND BUDGET OF METROPOLITAN
Service Agency for ) FRESNO AND RURAL FRESHNO
Rural Fresnc County ) COUNTY 2008-2C09

WHEREAS, the Council of Fresne Governments (COFCG) has
separately co-designated the Fresno County Econcmic Oppertunities
Commission (FCEOC) as both the Urban =-- with Fresnc Area Express,
and the Rural -- with the Fresno County Rural Transit Agency as
Consolidated Transportation Service Agencies; and

WHEREAS, the FCEOC has prepared, under contract to the COFCG,
the 2008-2009 "Operations Program and Budget for the Fresno CTSA
and the Rural CTSA"; and

WHEREAS, the document has been prepared in cooperation with
Fresno Area Express, the Fresno County Economic Opportunities
Commission, and the FCRTA; and

WHEREAS, the document has been prepared in conjunction with
the annual performance evaluation process, the Short Range Transit
Pilans and Public Transit Budgets; and

WHEREAS, said document has been reviewed during the past
forty-five (45) days; and

WHEREAS, the COFCG has adopted the document as transit policy
at its Board meeting of June 26, 2008; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Fresno County Rural
Transit Agency's Board of Directors does hereby adopt the Rural
Section of the "Operation Program and Budget for the Fresno CTSA,
Clovis CTSA, and Rural CTSA, 2008-2009" (attachment), as the basis

for it's continued responsibility as the co-designated CTSA for
Rural Fresno County.

THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION was passed and adopted by the Fresno
County Rural Transit Agency this 26th day of June 2008.



(Resolution 2008-09, Continued)

AYES:

NOES:
ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

Signed:
Trinidad Rodriguez, Chairman

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a
true copy of a resolution of the Fresno
County Rural Transit Agency duly adopted
at a meeting therecf held on the 26th day
of June, 2008.

Signed:

Jeffrey D. Webster, General Manager



BEFORE THE
COUNCIL OF FRESNO COUNTY GOVERNMENTS
RESOLUTION NO. 2008-18

in the Matter of: RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE

CTSA'S OPERATIONS PROGRAM
AND BUDGET FOR THE CLOVIS
CTSA, FY 2008-08

CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION
SERVICE AGENCY (CTSA) OPERATIONS
PROGRAM AND BUDGET: FY 2008-09
CITY OF CLOVIS

e n? et St i S

WHEREAS, the Council of Fresno County Governments (Fresno COG) has separately co-designated the
Fresno County Economic Opportunities Commission (FCEQOC) as the Urban CTSA - with Fresno Area Express, the
City of Clovis as the Clovis CTSA and the FCEOC as the Rural CTSA - with the Fresno County Rural Transit
Agency,; and

WHEREAS, Clovis has prepared, under contract, the FY 2008-09 "Operations Program and Budget
for the Clovis CTSA"; and

WHEREAS, the document has been prepared in cooperation with the Clovis Transit's CTSA Roundup and
the Fresno County Economic Opportunities Commission; and

WHEREAS, the document has been prepared in conjunction with the annual performance evaluation
process, the biannual Short Range Transit Plans and annual Public Transit Budgets; and

WHEREAS, said documents have been reviewed simultaneously during the review period.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Council of Fresno County Governments' Policy
Board does hereby adopt the "Operations Program and Budget for the Clovis CTSA, FY 2008-09".

THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION was passed and adopted by the Council of Fresno County Governments
this 26th day of June, 2008.

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

Signed:

ATTEST: Trinidad M. Rodriguez, Chairman
| hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution

of the Council of Fresno County Governments duly adopted at
a regular meeting thereof held on the 26th day of June, 2008.

Signed:

Tony Boren, Executive Director






BEFORE THE
COUNCIL OF FRESNO COUNTY GOVERNMENTS
RESOLUTION NO. 2008-20

1n the Matter of. } RESOLUTION OF APPROVAL
) OF A TRANSPORTATION
TRANSPORTATION } FUNDING CLAIM FOR THE
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 1871 ) FRESNO COUNTY RURAL
)

TRANSIT AGENCY, FY 2008-09

WHEREAS, the Council of Fresne County Governments (Fresno COG) is the administrator of the Local Transportation
Fund as provided by Chapter 1400 of the California Statutes of 1671, and the State Transit Assistance Fund as provided by
Chapter 164 & 322 of the Statutes of 1879 and 1982, respectively, and

WHEREAS, the Fresno COG has the authority to review claims and aflocate such funds in accoerdance with the
Transportation Development Act of 1571 and Chapter 3 of Title 21 of the California Code of Regulations; and

WHEREAS, the Fresno County Rural Transit Agency has submitted an amended Transportation Funding Claim
for its FY 2008-09 fiscal year apportionment.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Transportation Funding Claim submitted by the Fresno County Rural
Transit Agency has been reviewed and the following findings are hereby macde:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the amended Transportation Funding Claim submitted by the Fresno
County Rural Transit Agency has been reviewed and the following findings are hereby made:

1. The proposed expenditures are in conformity with the adopted Regicnal Transportation Plan.

2. The level of passenger fares and charges is sufficient to enable the claimant to meet the applicable PUC fare revenue
requiremants.

3. The clzimant is making full use of federal funds avaitable under the Urban Mass Transportation Act of 1964, as amended.

4, The sum of the claimant's allocations from the State Transit Assistance Fund and from the Local Transportation Fund

does not exceed the amount the claimant is eligible to receive during the fiscal year.

5. Priority consideration has been given to claims to offset reductions in federal operating assistance and the unarticipated
increase in the cost of fuel, to enhance existing public transportation sesvices, and to meet high priority regional,
countywide, or argawide public transportation needs.

6. The operator has made a reasonable effort to implement the recommended productivity improvements as detailed in the
Transit Productivity Evaluation Report.

7. The operator is not precluded by any contract from employing part-time drivers or from contracting with common carriers
of parsons operating under a franchise or ficense.

8. The operator has complied with PUC 89251 by securing a California Highway Patrol certification verifying compliance
with Section 1808.1 of the Vehicie Code.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Fresno COG hereby approves the amended Transportation
Funding Claim submitted by the Fresno County Rural Transit Agency and allocates monies from the Local Transportation
Fund (LTF) and State Transit Assistance {8TA) in accordance with the attached claim which is hereby made a part of this
resolution.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Auditor-Controiler of the County of Fresno cause the amended claim to be paid in
the manner and time directed by the Executive Director of the Council of Fresno County Governments.

THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION was passed and adopted by the Council of Fresno County Governments this 26th day
of June, 2008.

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

Signed:
ATTEST: Trinidad M. Redriguez, Chairman

| hereby certify that the foregeing is a true copy of a resolution of the Council of
Fresno County Governments duly adopted at a regular meeting thereof held on
the 26th day of June, 2008.

Signed:

Tony Boren, Executive Director






BEFORE THE
FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY
RESOLUTION NO. 2008-09%

In the Matter of: ) RESOLUTION ADOPTING A
TRANSPORTATION ) LOCAIL TRANSPORTATION
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF FUND AND STATE TRANSIT
1971, AS AMENDED ) ASSISTANCE FUND CLAIM

FOR 2008-2009

WHEREAS, the Fresnc County Rural Transit Agency (FCRTA} has been
created by a Joint Powers Agreement (September 27, 1979) to provide rural
public transportation services in accordance with the 2007 Edition
{adopted May 28, 2007) of the Regional Transportation Plan for Fresnc
County and the adopted Short Range Transit Plan for the Rural Fresno
County Area: 2007-2012 (adopted June 28, 2007); and

WHEREAS, the FCRTA has the power to claim Local Transportation Funds
for public transportation services in behalf of its Member Agencies; and

WHEREAS, the FCRTA has prepared, reviewed, adopted (June 26, 2008)
its Operating Budget for 2008-2009 totaling $6,260,495 and its Capital
Budget for 2008-2009 toctaling $10,506,842; and

WHEREAS, the Budget is comprehensive in its approach and content, by
reflecting anticipated revenues and expenditures, both capital and
operating associated with FCRTA's twenty (20) subsystem service
providers; and

WHEREAS, each Member Agency continues to approved their financial
participation in FCRTA; and

WHEREAS, each Member  Agency continues to reserve Local
Transportation Funds for the FCRTA to claim; and

WHEREAS, the total amount of Local Transportation Funds and State
Transit Assistance Funds to be claimed in support of this year's Budget
is equal to $5,715,288.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Fresno County Rural Transit
Agency hereby approves the attached claim as presented.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the 2008-2009 Local Transportation Fund
Claim shall be submitted by the Fresno County Rural Transit Agency to the
Council of Fresno County Governments for review, processing, and payment.

THE FOREGOING RESOLUTICN was passed and adopted by the Fresnc County
Rural Transit Agency this 26th day cof June, 2008



{(Resolution 2008-09, Continued)

AYES:

NOES:
ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

Signed:
Trinidad Rodriguez, Chairman

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a
true copy of a resolution of the Fresno
County Rural Transit Agency duly adopted
at a meeting thereof held on the Zé6th day
of June, 2008.

Signed:

Jeffrey D. Webster, General Manager



Date: May 28, 2008 Claimant: Fresno County Rural Transit Agency

TRANSPORTATION FUNDING CLAIM
FOR FISCAL YEAR: 2008/09

TO:! Councit of Fresno County Governments
2100 Tulare Street, Suite 619
Fresno, California 93721

FROM: Applicant: Fresno County Rural Transit Agency
Address: 2035 Tulare Street, Suite 201

City: Fresno Zip Code:_93721
Contact: Phone: (559) 233-4148

This applicant is an eligible claimant pursuant to Section 99203 of the Public Uiilifies Code and cerfifies that the
following transportation funds are available fo be claimed:

Local Transportation Fund

APPOTHONMENT e $..934,455
SUrPIUS (PTIOT YEAIS) ot s $
Unexpended, Held by CIaIMANT ..., $..544,545
Other Agency oo Article dad o $_ 78,143
State Transit Assistance Fund
ESHIIAIE e e e e $_ 2,230,915
PrOr YEAr COIMYOVEL o isisss i § 2,003,749
Unexpended, Held by CIaIMant ... $
Other
Audit Exception/impdirment (required General Fund Payback)....... S
L0 1 212 TR O OO T OO PP O P TOROTOPT O RPPPOO $
£ 10 1 7\ KU TS OF OO CY PP OIPTOPSIRPIPOOS $. 5,791,807

In accordance with Title 21, Chapter 3, Subchapter 2 and 2.5 of the California Code of Regulations, it is requested
that an aliocation be made in the fotal amount of

(spell out amount)

for the purposes and respective amounts specified in the attached claim be drawn from the Local Transportation
Fund and State Transit Assistance Fund

Authorized Signature:

Title: v

Date:




Date: May 28, 2008 Claimant: Fresno County Rural Tranmsit Agency

TRANSPORTATION FUNDING CLAIM DETAIL

PURPOSE AMOUNT SUB-TOTAL
1. Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities (At 3) ..o S
1) ST $
Audit Exceptions (General Fund Payback).........caimimmin. §
Unexpended Funds Held By Claimant ... $
SUB-TOTAL $
2. Regional Transporiation Planning SUB-TOTAL §
3 Public Transportafion (A, 4) ..., $_934,455
O o T $
Other Agency ( ) SOOI SRR PR $
Other Agency ( Y e et S
State Transit AsSiSTANCE FUNGS .o $§_ 2,230,915
Audit Exceptions (General Fund Payback).....innn S
Unexpended Funds Held By Claimant ... $. 2,548,294
Cther, specify ( ) SO OO S 3
SUB-TOTAL $_ 5,713,664
4. Community Transit Service (CTSA, Art. 4.5) SUB-TOTAL §$ 78,143
5. Streets & ROAAS (Art. 80 8
Audit Exceptions (General Fund Payback)......coninn, $
Unexpended Funds Held By CIaimant ... $
SUB-TOTAL $§

. Yo Be Claimed By: (Fresno County Rural Transit Agency)
(Consolidated Transp. Serv. Agency) ... $

Other ( Y eeereonne
Other ( Y verereenns $
Other ( ) JE $
SUB-TOTAL $
7. Reserved in Fund Pending Further Claiming : SUB-TOTAL $

GRAND TOTAL 5§ 5,791,807
(Ciaim Total Must Agree With Total Gn First Page)

Minus All Unexpended Funds Held By § 2,548,294

GRAND TOTAL PAYABLE TO CLAIMANT § 3,243,513

Alocation instructions and payment by the Fresno County Auditor-Controlier 10 the applicant is subject fo such
monies being available for distribution, and to the provisions that such rmonies will be used only in accordance with
the rules and regulations of the Transportation Development Act.

Page 2



Date: _ May 28, 2008 Clogimant__Fresno County Rural Transit Agency

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Two percent (2%) of the claimant's Local Transportation fund apporionment must be spent on bicycle and
pedestrian faciifies (PUC 99233.3 and 99234). such claims are to be filed as Article 3. Claims for projects in excess of
2% may be filed as Arficle 8a (PUC 99400(a)). If other funding is o be used with Local Transportation Funds to
implement projects, such funding should be shown on the cicim form.

Project Title and Brief Description Project Cost
1. (Generic) Various Bicycle and Pedestrian facilities throughout the........... $
claimant’s juriscliction;
AND/OR
1. Gpecificy e $
2. @Specificy 5
{add sheefs if necessary)
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS............. 8
Revenue Source & Amount
LTF (ATHCIE 3) e S
LTF (Article Ba) v, $
OB oot saans $
1101 1T USSR $
Audit Exception - G.F. Payback .. §

STREETS AND ROADS CLAIM

Local Transportation Funds coming fo claimants within Fresno County may be used for streets and roads
improvements and maintenance pursuant 1o Article 8 (PUC 99400}, but only after Fresno COG makes ¢ finding that
public transportation needs within the claimant’s jurisdiction are reasonaply met by satisfying the service
requirerments set forth by the Regional Transportation Pian (PUC 99401.5).

Project Title and Brief Description Project Cost
1. (Generic) Development, Construction and Mainfenance of Facilities .......... $
AND/OR
1.Gpecific) L e 5
2. Gpecific)y e $
{add sheets if necessary)
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS ............ S
Revenue Source & Amount

LTF (Articlie 8Q) .o $

[0]127=) TP S

(9117 cPTU R SUP RN §

Audit Exception - G.F. Payback .. $

Page 3



May 28, 2008

Date: Clgimant: Fresno County Rural Transit Agency
PUBLIC AND SPECIALIZED TRANSPORTATION SERVICE CLAIM
CLAIM FOR OPERATING AND CAPITAL EXPENSES

Project Description Project Cost
General Transportation Service (Proposed ) e TOTAL $_ 15,643,875

(Prior Year) e $ 10,831,560

Percentage Change Laha %

anformation needed per PUC 99265, which states no moneys may be allocated In excess of 15% above preceeding

year unless claim is accompanied by supporting documentation)

Revenue Source & AmOUNTS. ... s Operating Capital

LTF (ATHCIE ) (oo s b §1.479,000 $

LTF (Article 8) v ATEICLE. 4B e $_ 78,145 §

ST A oo seee s et et R et b AR SRR $1,030,915 §3,203,749

FQIES i conseeseesnsnnsnres T § 636,738 §

Other: ... Measure MCU §_ 768,311 3,188,543

Other: ...Fed GTants . . s $1,098,640 54,081,668

Unexpended, Held By Claimant..... JRESTESE s 45,268 ¢ 32,882

Audit Exception - G. F. PAYDOCK i S S
Project Description Project Cost
Elderly/Handicapped Service (Proposed) TOTAL $

(Prior Year) S

Percentage Change ... %

(nformation needed per PUC 99266, which states no moneys may be dglocated in excess of 15% above preceeding

year unless claim is accompanied by supporting documentation)

Revenue SOUrce & AMOUNS.........cinnm s Operating Capital

LTF CATHCIE 4) 1o ms i b s $ $

LTF CATHCIE B wavuvvcrcetinvi s s s b b 5 S

LSS 7 TRV UO TSP TSPV P TSP TS RTINS TR PR 5 S

TS evuvretsssemseteseesessasseacaesassan et sessab s o0 RS LS b LSRR PSSR ERS R BS R S R § $

12T RV SO O RSP O PO U P TP PPN TT IS TRPTISRITL $ 5

(010 ]= TV VRO PP E U TR OSSP OURRTI 8 $

Unexpended, Held By ClaiMQNt.... s $ $

Audit Exception - G, F. PAYDACK .. S $
Project Description Project Cost
Consolidated Trans Service Agency (Prop.) TOTAL $§

(Prior Year) $

Percentage Change ..o %

(Information needed per PUC 99266, which states no moneys may be dllocated in excess of 15% above preceeding
year unless claim is accompanied by supporing documentation)

Revenue Source & AMOUNTS. ... Operating Copital
LTF CATHCIE 4.5) 1ovveeveeissmenimmississis st st s $ S
LTF (ATHCIE BT rvcrontrismrmabissssss st ssis s s s s $ $
oYU OO OO PR SOV PR TP PSIS TSP T $ $
TS e 1ovssseeesossessesessesseisssessssaes e e ISR AR SR AR R $ $
[0 12 = SRS P RSO  BTT S S $
0 1T <D OO P SO SP PSPPI PO RO PN PRSI 5 3
Unexpended, Held By Claimant. ... $ $
Audit Exception - G. F. PAYDACK .o S $




Date: May 28, 2008

PUBLIC AND SPECIALIZED TRANSPORTATION SERVICE CLAIM

Claiman

- Fresno County Rural Transit Agency

SUMMARY SHEET

REQUIRED OPERATING/FAREBOX CALCULATIONS

General Transportation Services:

1. Total Operating Expenses Minus Exclusions”

.......................................... $_ 5,137,015
(Amount Excluded § )
D FQIEDOX REVEIMUES .....cvornre et st b s s $ 540,654
3. OHer LOCAI SUDPOR ot sttt 5 143,590
4. Total Local Support (@dd iNes 2 & 3) . S 684,244
5. Farebox Revenue/Operating Expense Ratio (divide fine 2 by line [ T %
6. Required MINIMUM RAHO o %
7. Total Local Support/Oper. Expense Ratio (divide ine 4 by ine [ JE %, 13
8, Required MINIMUM ROHO ..ot % 10
Elderly/Handicapped Service:
1. Total Operating Expenses Minus EXCIUSIONS <. $
(Amount Excluded $ ) ISR §
3. FOTEDOX REVEIIUES ..vvvvvrsecsestsaiessisssaases bbb s s 00 $
3. Other LOCO! SUDDOM vt i s e $
4. Total Local Support (Add INEs 2 & 3) e $
5 Earebox Revenue/Operating Expense Ratio (divide tine 2 by line ) J— %
6. Required Minimum ROHO ..o o %
7. Total Local Support/Oper. Expense Ratio (divide fine 40y Ine 1. %,
8. Reguired MINIMUM ROTIO ..o %
Consolidated Transportation Service Agency Service:
1. Total Operating Expenses MINUS EXCIUSIONS ..o S
(Amount Excluded ($ b)
D FOIEIDOX REVENMUES .vvvrevererinesesssiss s s s s 5
3. Social Service AGenCy MATCH w s $
4. Total Local Support (Qdd Nes 2 & 3) o $
5. Farebox Revenue/Operating Expense Ratio (divide ine 2 by fing 1), %
6. Required MInImum RAHO .o %
7. Total Local Support/Oper. Expense Ratio (divide line 4 by line 1) YR %,
8. Required MInImMUM ROHO i s s %
summary Totals
1. Total of All Operating Expenses Plus EXCIUSIONS ..o vecree i eresianinne $
(Al excluded costs should be added back to the total)
2 Total of All CAPHA PIOJECTS vt 8
3. GIANG TOTAD et sersere s s s b s b0 S
Revenue Source and Amount
LTF LTF LTF Local Fed\State
Art. 4 Art. 4.5 Art. 8¢ STA Support Grants Other TOTAL
OPERATING 1 479,000 | 78,143 1,030,91511,405,049{ 1,098,640 1 45,268 15,137,015
CAPITAL 3,203,749] 3,188,543 4,081,668 | 32,882 [10,506,842
TOTAL 1 ,479,0000 78,143 4,234,664]4,593,592 5,180,308 | 78,150 | 15,643,857
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Date: May 28, 2008

Claimant: Fresno County Rural Transit Agency

CONTINGENCY PROJECT LISTING

should additional Local Transportation Fund or Siate Transit Assistance Fund monies be made available
during the current fiscal year, they are hereby also claimed for the following purposes:

{) ARTICLE 3, BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
Project Titie & Brief Descriptions Project Cost
1. Various Bicycle and Pedestrian facllities throughout.... $ Amount of Add’

the claimant’s jurisdiction funds made avdgilable

in current FY.

AND/OR

.o e S

(add sheets if necessary)

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS e $

x ARTICLE 4, PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION
OR

() ARTICLE 8C, PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION

Project Title & Brief Descriptions Project Cost

1. $
O e S

{add sheets if necessary)

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS

0} ARTICLE 8, STREETS AND ROADS

Project Title & Brief Descriptions Proiect Cost

1. Development, Construction and Maintenance of Facilities...... § Amount of Add’#l
throughout the claimant’s jurisdiction funds made available

in current FY,
AND/OR

1. e $

{add sheets if necessary)

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS
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Date_Mav 28, 2008 Claimant:

asit Agency

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION REQUIRED OF TRANSIT CLAIMANTS
(CCR 6632)

Attached to the claim are submitted the following documents:

& Budget (or proposed budget) for the ( Y year
x) Statement for prior year revenues and expenditures (projections accepltable)
X) California Highway Patrol Cerfification pursuant fo PUC 99251 (No claim may

be approved unless accompanied by this certification). Date on this
certification must be within 13 months of the proposed claim approval date.

X Transit Efficiency Calculation - PUC 99314.6

Page 7.






BEFORE THE
COUNCIL OF FRESNO COUNTY GOVERNMENTS
RESOLUTION NO. 2008-21

in the Matter of: RESOLUTION OF APPROVAL

)

) OF A TRANSPORTATION
TRANSPORTATION )
)

DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 1971

FUNDING CLAIM FOR THE
FRESNO COUNTY RURAL
) TRANSIT AGENCY ACTING
AS THE RURAL CONSOLIDATED
TRANSPORTATION SERVICE
AGENCY, FY 2008-08

WHEREAS, the Council of Fresno County Governments (Fresno COG) is the administrator of the L.ocal Transporiation
Fund as provided by Chapter 140G of the California Statutes of 1971, and the State Transit Assistance Fund as provided by
Chapter 161 & 322 of the Statutes of 1979 and 1982, respectively, and

VWHEREAS, the Fresno COG has the authority to review ¢laims and allocate such funds in accordance with the
Transportation Development Act of 1671 and Chapter 3 of Title 21 of the California Ceode of Regulations, and

WHEREAS, the Fresno County Rural Transit Agency has submitted a Transportation Funding Claim for fiscal
year FY 2008-09; and

WHEREAS, the Fresno County Rural Transit Agency is the specified claimant for the Rural Fresno County Consolidated
Transportation Service Agency as provided for in the COG's adopted (January 28, 1998) Senate Bill 826 Action Plan and Inventory
for the Fresno County Consclidated Transportation Service Agencies,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Transportation Funding Claim submitted by the Fresno County Rural
Transit Agency has been reviewed and found 1o be in conformance with the adopted Regional Transportation Plan.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Fresno COG makes the following findings: 1) the proposed community transit
service is responding to a transpertation need currently not being met in the commuaity of the ciaimant, 2) that the service shall be
integrated with existing transit services, 3) that the claimant has prepared an estimate of revenues, operating costs. and patronage
and documented them in its Operations Program, and 4) that the claimant is in compliance with regional performance criteria as set
forth in the FRESNO COG adopted Senate Bill 826 Action Plan.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Fresno COG hereby approves the Transportation Funding Claim
submitted by the Fresno County Rural Transit Agency and allocates monies from the Local Transportation Fund (LYF) in
accordance with the attached claim which is hereby made a part of this resolution.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Auditor-Controller of the County of Fresno cause the approved claim to be paid in
the manner and time directed by the Executive Director of the Councit of Fresno County Governments.

THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION was passed and adopted by the Council of Fresno County Govemments this 2Gth day
of June, 2008.

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

Signed:
ATTEST: Trinidad M. Rodriguez, Chairman

| hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Council of
Fresno County Governments duly adopted at a regufar meeting fhereof held on
the 26th day of June, 2008.

Signed:

Tony Boren, Executive Director






BEFORE THE
FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY
RESOLUTION NC. 2008-11

In the Matter of: ) RESOLUTION ADOPTING A RURAL
TRANSPORTATION } CTSA LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUND
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF} CLAIM FOR 2008-09

1971, AS AMENDED )

WHEREAS, the Council of Fresno County Governments (COFCG) has
separately co-designated the Fresno County Economic Opportunities
Commission (FCEOC) as both the Urban -- with Fresno Area Express
{FAX), and the Rural -- with the Fresno County Rural Transit Agency
(FCRTA) as the Consclidated Transportation Service Agencies (CTSA;
and

WHEREAS, the FCRTA's Board of Directors has adopted the
"Operations Program and Budget for the Rural CTSA 2008-2009 (¥CRTA
Resoluticn 2008-09), as the basis for it's continued responsibility
as the co-designated CTSA for Rural Fresno County; and

WHEREAS, the Fresno County Rural Transit Agency 1s the
specified claimant for the Rural Fresno County Consolidated
Transportaticn Services Agency as provided for in the COFCG's
adopted "Coordinated Human Service Transportation Plan - 2008", and

WHEREAS, the total amount of Local Transportation Funds to be
claimed in support of this year's Rural CTSA Budget is egual to
$664,167.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESCLVED, that the Fresno County Rural
Transit Agency hereby approves the attached claim as presented.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the 2008-2009 Rural CTSA Local
Transportation Fund Claim shall be submitted by the Fresno County
Rural Transit Agency to the Council of Fresno County Governments
for review, processing, and payment.

THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION was passed and adopted by the Fresno
County Rural Transit Agency this 26th day of June, 2008.



(Resolution 2008-11, Continued)

AYES:

NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

Signed:
Trinidad Rodriguez, Chairman

T hereby certify that the foregoing is a
true copy of a resolution of the Fresno
County Rural Transit Agency duly adopted
at a meeting thereof held on the 26th day
of June, 2008.

Signed:

Jeffrey D. Webster, General Manager



Date:___May 7, 2008 Claimant:_Fresno County EQOC-Transit Systems- Rural

TRANSPORTATION FUNDING CLAIM
FOR FISCAL YEAR: 2008/09

TO: Council of Fresno County Governments
2035 Tulare Street, Suite 201
Fresno, California 93721

FROM: Applicant:__ Fresno County EOC
Address:__ 3120 W. Nielsen # 101
City: fresno Zip Code:_93704
Contact:_ Gary Joseph Phone:_(550) 4846-6587

This applicant i an eligible claimant pursuant fo Section 99203 of the Public Utiifies Code and cerlifies that the
foliowing fransporiation funds are available to be claimed:

Local Transportation Fund

Apporfionment L $ 499,312
SUMPIUS [PHOF YBAIS) oo s rnsass $
Unexpended, Held by Claimant ... % 164,855
OHEI AQENCY  eeeeeiie it e ee e br e e $

State Transit Assistance Fund
ESHINOTE e tsee et it ne e e et b e sn e n e e $
Prior Year CAIMYOVEL et nsas st st ass s sssssssassssasasas $
Unexpended, Held by Claimant ... 3

Other
Audit Exception/iImpairment {required General Fund Payback) ....... 3
O 110 T= TSR OOV OO UV PO OO 3
T T A L et eet s easr e eee et s bRt en e s b e S ab st e vt et ben $ 664,167

in accordance with Title 21, Chapter 3, Subchapter 2 and 2.5 of the California Code of Regulations, it is requested
that an allocation be made in the total amount of

Six Hundred Sixty Four Thousand One Hundred Sixty Seven Dollars
(spell out amount)

for the purposes and respective amounts specified in the attached claim be drawn from the Local Transportation
Fund and State Transit Assistance Fund

Authorized Signature: %A\Q
Title: Fresno Caunty EOC Transit Systems and Food Services Director

Date: May 7, 2008
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Date:May 7, 2008 Claimant.__ Fresno County EQOC-Transit Systems- Rura

TRANSPORTATION FUNDING CLAIM DETAIL

PURPOSE AMOUNT SUB-TOTAL
1. Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities {Arf. 3} .o $
[AFL BQ) cvrereriricinianniirinseens $
Audit Exceptions {General Fund Payback] ... $
Unexpended Funds Held By Claimant ... $
SUB-TOTAL §
2. Regional Transportation Planning SUB-TOTAL §
3. Public Transportation {Art. 4] .. %
{AT. BT} e $
Other Agency | OO PYORPIOP $
Cther Agency | b rtiererremsreresse e esse st ens e st s asr s nean %
State Transit Assistance FUNAS e 3
Audit Exceptions {General Fund Payback} ....ccercerieineenn $
Unexpended Funds Held By Claimant ..., 3
Cther, specify { J oot bs bt sravra s 3
SUB-TOTAL §
4. Community Transit Service {CTSA, Art. 4.5) SUB-TOTAL $__ 664,167
5. Streets & Roads [Art. BQ) i $
Audit Exceptions {General Fund Payback) ... 3
Unexpended Funds Held By Claimant ... %
SUB-TOTAL §
5. To Be Claimed By: {Fresno County Rural Transit Agencyj........ $
[Consolidated Transp. Serv. Agency]........ 3
Other | | O $
Cther { | S $
SUB-TOTAL §
7. Reserved in Fund Pending Further Claiming SUB-TOTAL §

GRAND TOTAL $_ 664,167
{Claim Total Must Agree With Total On First Page)

Minus All Unexpended Funds Held By $__ 164855

GRAND TOTAL PAYABLE TO CLAIMANT $ 499,312

Allocation instructions and payment by the Fresno County Auditor-Controller to the applicant is subject to such
monies being available for distibution, and to the provisions that such monies will be used only in accordance with
the rules and regulations of the Transportation Development Act.
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Date: _ May 7, 2008 Claimant:_ fresno County EQC-Transit Systems- Rural

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Two percent {2%) of the claimant's Local Transportation Fund apportionment must be spent on bicycle and
pedestian facilities (PUC 99233.3 and 99234); such claims are to be filed as Article 3. Claims for projects in excess of
2% may be filed as Arficle 8a {(PUC 99400(a}). If other funding is fo be used with Local Transportation Funds tfo
implement projects, such funding shouid be shown on the claim form.

Project Title and Brief Description Project Cost
i. iGeneric) Various Bicycle and Pedestrian faclliies throughout the................ 3
claimant’s jursdiction;
AND/OR
1. (Specificy e 3
2. (Specific) e 3
(add sheets if necessary)
TOTAL FROJECT COSTS ............. $
Revenue Source & Amount
LTF {Aricle 3).ererenreticsanisnnens 3
LTF [Article 8A) vveeveiiiiiieinns 3
11 1= USRS $
NI e eeeeeeirverresesteeiasssnnesenerassranes $

Audit Exception - G.F. Payback ... $

STREETS AND ROADS CLAIM

Local Transportation Funds coming to claimants within Fresno County may be used for streets and roads
improvements and maintenance pursuant to Arficle 8 (PUC 99400), but only after Fresno COG makes a fincling that
public transportation needs within the cloimant's jurisdiction are reasonably met by safisfying the service
requirements set forth by the Regional Transportation Plan (PUC 99401.5).

Project Tifle and Brief Description Project Cost
1. {Geneiic) Development, Construction and Maintenance of Facilifies .......... 3
AND/OR
1. {Specific) e $
2. [Specific) eerverrnes B
{add sheels if necessary)
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS ............. $
Revenue Source & Amount

LTF {Article 8a) i $

@] 127 3OO SRS 3

@ 27 1O 3

Audit Exception - G.F. Payback ... §
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Date: _ May 29, 2007 Claimant: __ Fresno County EOC-Transit Systems- Rural

PUBLIC AND SPECIALIZED TRANSPORTATION SERVICE CLAIM
CLAIM FOR OPERATING AND CAPITAL EXPENSES

Project Description Project Cost
General Transportation Service (Proposed) . TOTAL §

(Prior Year] e $

Percentage Change ... %

{information needed per PUC 99246, which states no moneys may he gllocated in excess of 15% above preceeding
year unless claim is accompanied by supporting documentation)

Revenue Source & Amounts............coiiiinneninis Operating Capital

LTF [AMICIE 4] svuveereereemireessiar s enesemsas s ssas s s s st % LY

LTF LATCIE B cvsrtvevereoeeesusssssssesssesssssecesscsesssmss s ssssbes s ssses s smesisssisssss $ $

I N U VSOOI UUTOY PP TP SPPOTSPPTLTTSRIEPIE $ 3

TS ooreesesseess e et eesassaasnanseseeseteroaseabessnssvseae e e aaeared b Sh S AR R e AR AR ST PR YRR R R et s nr $ $

BT oooeeesevesseeeeeseeeesressenessensaserrentensasastasentnsssssenrebikaasshsassasssnascas taistsrevarrssss $ $

I IET.  eoeeeoeseseervessrrestesesaseamesmesrasessaeneat e se s e et eateasrr e oS b b n e e b e aRe A E e bR a0 $ $

Unexpended, Held By Claimant....... e $ $

Audit Exception - G. F. PAyDACK. .o $ $
Project Description Project Cost
Elderly/Handicapped Service {Proposed) TOTAL §

{Prior Year) $

Percentage Change .............. %

tinformation needed per PUC 99266, which states no moneys may be dliocated in excess of 15% above preceeding
year unless claim is accompanied by supporting documeniation)

Revenue Source & AMOUNES..........vriiimninar st Operating Capital

LTF [ARICle 4) o eteesereesnbesarenhbeeeabeteasatissaasesbesbsarvanans $ $

LTF [ATHCIE 8] coreroreresesesiesssmsssssssserssemss s ssssessessssssssisssssssssssssssssssesssssessssss $ 3

STA cooeeererssesetesseesensmsessesersessnrasesiasbasear s st endsda bR SRR e PR e e v s $ $

FITES oonveeeesseessesessnessassestesnesnesbers s seves s e an st are s et b e oRaRE RS E SRR eSSt £ ne s A e e R e s $ 3

T 13T TR OO OO UV U UMD P I PR OI TS $ k3

L1141 eIV S OO USOTYOTSPIORP T ISSE $ $

Unexpended, Held By CIaimant ... % $

Audit Exception - G. F. PAYBACK. i % $
Project Description Project Cost
Consolidated Trans Service Agency (Prop.} TOTAL $2,442,747

{Prior Year) $_ 2423341

Percentage Change 1%

information needed per PUC 99266, which stales no moneys may be diiocaied in excess of 15% above preceeding
year unless claim is accompanied by supporfing documentation)

Revenue SOUCe & AMOUNES..........ccccirrmc vt s srss s resan s saas Operating Capital
LTF (ATHCIE 4.5) cvueueurerrmrreemressssssense s st siass s s $_ 499312 %

LTE {AMHCIE BT} rerrereeeernrmnrmrmssiiesiessesmsesesssnasscnetsessenastarssssanss s assasiassassesss 3 $

ST/ weeoeeeesemsessseseseersessesear e nen e b e b s e R e aR e R e aR e e e R RS SR e b r R AT R S Rt At R AT $ $

EIFEES 1rrmvisesesesessesensseonnennteanrasisantaneasseseesssessemskbaboanesnssmasssansstratans ansan st sab s e rnsats $ 3

Other: Social Service MAtCh. . $.1,778580 %

T seeeveereeeeseereesssseressaeasessrs e nesme st sstaasansaararEaerond s sh e s e b s b r AT e R R e P s e S e bt aan e nen 3 $
Unexpended, Held By Claimant ... $_ 164,855_%

Audit Exception - G. F. PAyBACK ..o $




Date: May 7, 2008

PUBLIC AND SPECIALIZED TRANSPORTATION SERVICE CLAIM

Claimant: ___

Fresno County EOC-Transit Systems- Rural

SUMMARY SHEET

REQUIRED OPERATING/FAREBOX CALCULATIONS

General Transportation Services:

1. Total Operating Expenses Minus Exclusions™
{Amount Excluded $
2. Farebox Revenues
3. Other Local Support

4, Total Local Support {add lines 2 & 3)...

5. Farebox Revenue/Operaling Expense tho {divide ine 2 by ine 1) .......... %,
6. Reguired Minimum Ratio

7. Total Local Support/Oper. Expense Ratio (divide line 4 by fine 1)

8. Required Minimum Ratio

Elderly/Handicapped Service:

1. Total Operating Expenses Minus Exclusions

00~ O~ 0 B WD

{Amount Excluded $

. Farebox Revenues
. Other Local Support
. Total Local Support {add fines 2 & 3)
. Farebox Revenue/Operating Expense Ratio (divide line 2by line 1}......... %,
. Required Minimum Rafio
. Total Local Support/Oper. Expense Ratfio (divide line 4 by fine 1)
. Required Minimum Ratio

Consoclidated Transportafion Service Agency Service:

1. Total Operating Expenses Minus Exclusions
{Amount Excluded {$
2. Farebox Revenues
3. Socidl Service Agency Maich
4. Total Local Support (add fines 2 & 3)
5. Farebox Revenue/Operafing Expense Ratio (divide line 2 by line )......... %
6. Required Minimum Ratio
7. Total Local Support/Oper. Expense Ratio (divide iine 4 by line 1)
8. Required Minimum Ratio

Summary

1. Total of All Operating Expenses Plus Exclusions
(All excluded costs should be added back to the totfal)
2. Total of All Capital Projects

B, CFONA TOTQ et resss e v retes e erta vt s rr e sss s srres e sbs s s sm e sas s aasarnant s s sb e s $ 2,442,747

Totals

Revenue Source and Amount

QPERATING
CARPTAL

TotaL

............................................

............................................ $__

2,442,747

1,778,580

1,778,580

72.8%

55%

..................................... $ 2442,747

LIF LTF LTF Local Fed\State
Ar. 4 Arl. 4.5 Art. 8c STA Support Grants Other TOTAL
664,167 1,778,580 2,442,747
664,167 1,778,580 2,442,747
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Date: May 7, 2008 Claimant: Fresnc County EQC-Transit Systems- Rural _

CONTINGENCY PROJECT LISTING

Should additional Local Transportation Fund or State Transit Assistance Fund monies be made available
during the current fiscal year, they are hereby also claimed for the following purposes.

[ ARTICLE 3, BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
Project Title & Brief Descripfions Project Cost
1. Various Bicycle and Pedestrian facilities throughout.....eeee. $ Amount of Add'#
the ciaimant's jurisdiction funds made avuailable
in cumenf FY.
AND/OR
. e $
{add sheets if necessary)
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS .. 3
[ ARTICLE 4, PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION
[1 g:TICi.E 8C, PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION
Project Title & Brief Descripfions Project Cost
. e $
(add sheetls if necessary)
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS i nessnerianncnnnernes $
[ ARTICLE 8, STREETS AND ROADS
Project Title & Brief Descriplions Project Cost

1. Development, Construction and Maintenance of Facilities e $ Amount of Add'H
throughout the claimant's jurisdiction funds made available

in current FY.
AND/OR

1. e $

[add sheets if necessary}

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS
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Date:___May 7, 2008

Claimant; Fresno County EOC-Transit Systems- Rural

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION REQUIRED OF TRANSIT CLAIMANTS

(CCR 6632)

Attached to the claim are submitted the following documents:

Budget (or proposed budget) for the (2006/2007} year
Statement for prior year revenues and expendiiures (projections acceptable)
California Highway Patrol Certification pursuant to PUC 99251 {No claim may

be approved unless accompanied by this certification}. Date on this
cerfification must be within 13 months of the proposed claim approval date.

Transit Efficiency Calculation - PUC 99314.6
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BEFORE THE
COUNCIL OF FRESNO COUNTY GOVERNMENTS
RESOLUTION NO. 2007-22

in the Matter of: RESOLUTION OF APPROVAL

OF A TRANSPORTATION

FUNDING CLAIM FOR THE

FRESNO COUNTY ECONOMIC
OPPORTUNITIES COMMISSION
ACTING AS THE URBAN
CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION
SERVICE AGENCY, FY 2008-09

TRANSPORTATION
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 1971

WHEREAS, the Council of Fresno County Governments (FRESNO COG;) is the administrater of the Local Transportation
Fund as provided by Chapter 1400 of the California Statutes of 1871, and the State Transit Assistance Fund as provided by
Chapter 161 & 322 of the Statutes of 1979 and 1982, respectively, and

WHEREAS, the COFCG has the authorty to review claims and aliocate such funds in accordance with the
Transportation Development Act of 1971 and Chapter 3 of Title 21 of the California Caode of Regulations; and

WHEREAS, the Fresno County Economic Opportunities Commission has submitted a Transportation Funding
Claim for fiscal year FY 2008-09; and

WHEREAS, the Fresno County Economic Opportunities Comimission is the specified claimant for the Fresno
Metropotitan Area Consolidated Transpertation Service Agency as pravided for in the Fresno COG adopted {January 289, 1988}
Senate Bill 826 Action Plan and Inventory for Fresno County Consolidated Transportation Service Agencies,”

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Transportation Funding Claim submitted by the Fresno County
Economic Oppertunities Commission has been reviewed and found to be in conformance with the adopted Regionai Transportation
Plan.

BE 1T FURTHER RESOLVED that the COG makes the foliowing findings: 1) the proposed community transit service is
respanding to a transportation need currently not being met in the community of the claimant, 2} that the service shall be integrated
with existing transit services, 3) that the claimant has prepared an estimate of revenues, operating costs, and patronage and
documented them in its Operations Program, and 4) that the claimant is in compliance with regional performance criteria as set
forth in the COFCG adopted Senate Bili 826 Action Plan.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Fresno COG hereby approves the Transportation Funding Claim
submitted by the Fresno County Economic Opportunities Commission and allocates monies from the L.ocal
Transportation Fund (LTF) in accordance with the attached claim which is hereby made a part of this resolution.

BE [T FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Auditor-Centroller of the County of Fresno cause the approved claim to be paid in
the mannar and time directed by the Executive Director of the Council of Fresno County Governments.

THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION was passed and adopted by the Councit of Fresno County Governments this 26th day
of June, 2008.

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

Signed:
ATTEST: Trinidad M. Rodriguez, Chairman

| hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Council of
Fresno County Governments duly adopted at a regular meeting thereof held on
the 26th day of June, 2008.

Signed:

Teny Boren, Executive Director






Date:__ May 7, 2008 Claimant; Fresno County EQC- Transit Systems- Urban

TRANSPORTATION FUNDING CLAIM
FOR FISCAL YEAR: 2008/09

TO: Council of Fresno County Governments
2035 Tulare Street, Suite 201
Fresno, Califomia 93721

FROM: Applicant: Fresno County EOC
Address:__3120 W. Nieisen # 101
City: _ Fresno Zip Code:__93706
Contact; __Gary Joseph Phone:_{559)486-6587

This applicant is an eligible claimant pursuant fo Section 99203 of the Public Utilities Code and cerfifies that the
following transportation funds are available fo be claimed:

Local Transportation Fund

ApporionNmEnt e e $.937,6964
Surplus {Prior Years) . et rer et ettt asts e ne s nsasea st sesssrns D
Unexpended, Held by CEcamcnf ............................................................... $ 1,062,105
OHEr AGENCY st e s st %

State Transit Assistance Fund
ESHIMIGTE® = ceererceceessoriessssseressbresssassarsne e e s v nn e s e e st s e na s aranaaen $
PHOF YEAF CAMYOVEL ceerevcervrerirrceiic s sesss s ssassassassesssssssssssmasissassaniesass $
Unexpended, Held by Claimant ... 3

Other
Audit Exception/Impairment (required General Fund Payback] ...... $
L0 1o T= STV OO U U OT YOO US VTSRO PO
TOTAL oot vee s r s e e s eas bbb s st ea s ee st bbb e b a s em bbb st sttt $_1,999.801

In accordance with Tifle 21, Chapter 3, Subchapter 2 and 2.5 of the California Code of Regulations, it s requested
that an aliocation be made in the total amount of

One Million Nine Hundred Ninety Nine Thousand Eight Hundred One Dollars
(spell out amount)

for the purposes and respective amounts specified in the attached claim be drawn from the Local Transportation
Fund ond State Transit Assistance Fund

Authorized Signature:

Title: Fresno County EOQC Transit Systems and Food Services Director

Date: _May 7, 2008

Page 1



Date: May 7. 2008 Claimant:_Fresno County EOC- Transit Systems- Urban

TRANSPORTATION FUNDING CLAIM DETAILL

PURPOSE AMOUNT SUB-TOTAL
1. Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities {Art. 3) ..o 3
(At B} e $
Audit Exceptions {General Fund Payback) . $
Unexpended Funds Held By Claimant ... $
SUB-TOTAL $
2. Regional Transportation Planning SUB-TOTAL $
3. Public Transportation (Arf. 4] .. 3
(A BC) et iesas e $
Other Agency | } eeterereasenrn e nsesenea e sasa e re st b $
Other Agency { U OO OO PO $
State Transi AssISTANCE FUNAS ceeerremerisiariresrccsssenssneens $
Audit Exceptions (General Fund Payback) ..o, §
Unexpended Funds Held By Claimant ... $
Other, specify { OO %
SUB-TOTAL §
4. Communily Transit Service (CTSA, Art. 4.5) SUB-TOTAL $_1,999.801
5. Shreets & Roads (AT, 8a) .ttt $
Audit Exceptions {General Fund Payback] . $
Unexpended Funds Held By Claimant ... $
SUB-TOTAL 3§
6. To Be Claimed By: {Fresno County Rural Transit Agencyl........$
{Consolidated Transp. Serv. Agency]........ 3
Other { | JRT— $
Other { | 3
SUB-TOTAL §
7. Reserved in Fund Pending Further Claiming SUB-TOTAL §

GRAND TOTAL $.1.999.801
[{Claim Total Must Agree With Total On First Page)

Minus All Unexpended Funds Held By $_1.062,105

GRAND TOTAL PAYABLE TO CLAIMANT $_937.696

Allocation instructions and payment by the Fresno County Auditor-Confrolier to the applicant is subject to such
monies being available for distribution, and to the provisions that such monies will be used only in accordance with
the rules and regulations of the Transportation Development Act.
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Date: _May 7, 2008 Ciaimant; Fresno County EQOC- Transit Systems- Urban _

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Two percent (2%) of the claimant's Local Transportation Fund apportionment must be spent on bicycle and
pedestrian facifities (PUC 99233.3 and 99234}: such claims are to be filed as Article 3. Claims for projects in excess of
2% may be filed as Arficle 8a {PUC 99400(a)). If other funding is to be used with Local Transportation Funds fo
implement projects, such funding should be shown on the claim form.

Project Title and Brief Description Project Cost
1. (Geneic) Various Bicycle and Pedestrian facllities throughout the............... $
claimant's jurisdiction;
AND/OR
1. (Specific) e 3
2. (Specific) e $
{add sheets it necessary)
TOTAL PROQJECT COSIS ............. $
Revenue Source & Amount
LTF {AMICIE 3) e $
LTF (Arficle BQ) cvciiiinrinnieccnaens %
@1 1= 2T UOUPSRRUPRU 3
[0} {a7= LTV OUP PR, $

Audit Exception - G.F. Payback ... §

STREETS AND ROADS CLAIM

Local Transportation Funds coming to claimants within Fresno Counfy may be wused for streets and roads
improvements and maintenance pursuant to Arficle 8 {PUC 99400}, but anly affer Fresno COG makes a finding that
public transportation needs within the claimant's jurisdiction are reasonably met by satisfying the service
requirements set forth by the Regional Transportation Plan {PUC 99401.5}.

Project Title and Brief Description Project Cost
1. {Generic) Development, Construction and Maintenance of Facilities ......... $

AND/OR

1. (Specific) e $

2. (Specific) e 3

{add sheets i necessary)

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS ............. $
Revenue Source & Amount

LTF {Articie 8a) .o $

(@ ]12 1= VTSN SUBR %

OB ettt e e sresrrreerseseenrans 3

Audit Exception - G.F. Payback ... $
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Date: May 7, 2008 Claimant: Fresno County EOC- Transit Systems- Urban

PUBLIC AND SPECIALIZED TRANSPORTATION SERVICE CLAIM

CLAIM FOR OPERATING AND CAPITAL EXPENSES
Project Description Project Cost

General Transportation Service (Proposed ) TOTAL $
{Prior Year) SRUUR. 1
Percentage Change ... %

{information needed per PUC 99264, which states ne moneys may be alocated in excess of 15% above preceeding
year uniess claim is accompanied by supporting documentation)

Revenue Source & Amounts...........ooiininmnninc e Operaling Capital

LTF (AFHCIE 4] vt s s s $ 3

LTF {AFHCIE B) ittt b s e 3 3

Lo - O U U U Uy TS PO OO OO OO OIS PO SO $ $

FEIFEES oot veorvseaeseseceeaatsesessrseesantnteasasasess s rsemasbaesrane s hesbE TR A e e an e bt ta e araneasrnanesstinsnnes $ 3

CHEIT oo sveesesseaseeeeasessessersesassaraaresrae b assabastarent msenessenr S bab e b Tt R e r s s b e R TS $ $

OHNEE: oo eeeeeesese e sesesessss s s e oebese s sea s s bbb nrm s brssbrsns D 3

Unexpended, Held By Claimant ... 3 $

Audit Exception - G. F. PAYDACK . $ $
Project Description Project Cost
Elderly/Handicapped Service (Proposed) TOTAL §

{Prior Year) 3

Percentage Change ... %

iinformation needed per PUC 99266, which stales no moneys may be cllocated in excess of 15% above preceeding
year unless claim is accompanied by supporting documentation) {* pls, see budget detadl in OFB 08/09.)

Revenue Source & AMOUNES ... Operaling Capital

LTF {ATHCIE 4) ot sier st st as s $ $

LTF [ATHICIE B erreierreremrrriesiisisssssnsinisssssssss s ssaesssssssressissssssas s s ssnansas s $ 3

ST ooieeeeeeseressassanreceetessseatsssareresseabes s e sasareemaenr et easaae st b e e e e e R e b e s bRt eae e bR n $ $

IS veneressseesesseesessasnassenessnentaseessassas st sassheassnsanansaasnare baasa S TR b e A e R R R R T e RS R R rE S0 $ $

OO oo e eteeteesessessesnsessassstonesas b e b et e e R e b e b e Rt eR e ba i e AR R AR RS E PR TR TS s e $ $

BT et tetrees s eeereeeeses e sremstast et ssssbsber e s b e s s s e s reSbd bR RS AR RS bR SRS e SRR TR0 $ $

Unexpended, Held By Claimant ... $ $

Audit Exception - G. F. PAyback ... 3 3
Project Description Project Cost
Consolidated Trans Service Agency (Prop.] TOTAL S 4,129,734

{Prior Year) $_ 5.324.240

Percentage Change 150%

finformation needed per PUC 99266, which states no moneys may be adllocaied in excess of 15% above preceeding
year unless claim is accompanied by supporting documentation)

Revenue Source & AMOUNTs ... ms s e Operdating Capital

LTF {AFICIE 4.5) e etcerenmreereirsinssserees et st cas s ers st s st sbas s $ 512496 $ 425200 _
LTF (ATHCIR B} croirereerereereseiessssees sttt sanes $ $

ST oo ee et eetsee e eeateasateansas e st asen e aaaeaRrean v ke bab AR R e Rt sEeE e ne e be A A SE AT RS R R R e s et e L ebns $ 3

FITES 1vvorrreereaereeceecssresaseessesaneesbtretssatasssansesmnarasaretsanbanmtattessmnsanae et ey ranaasaasnesttiens $ $

Other: 50cial SErVICe MAICH ... rase s $.34685512_ %

NN FTA GIONT ettt esstrsbtsbass e s s st s b s s as by s s et e smansmssaperarsasisas 3 $_ 444421
Unexpended, Held By CIAimMaNt ...t 3 $_1.062,105
Audit Exception - G. F. POYBACK. s $ $




Date: __ May 7, 2008

PUBLIC AND SPECIALIZED TRANSPORTATION SERVICE CLAIM
SUMMARY SHEET

REQUIRED OPERATING/FAREBOX CALCULATIONS

Claimant: __ Fresno County EOC- Transit Systems- Urban

General Transportation Services:

1. Total Operating Expenses Minus EXCIUSIONS™ ..o $
{Amount Excluded $ ]
2. FOreDOX REOVENUBS...viciereeveeecee e reresemse st sesse st saasassiness e basseesn b emsssisssnssssnionss $
3. Other LOCOl SUDDPOTM .o iresen s csstisssnsissesisss s s sss st sssss s ssssssessss $
4, Total Local Support {add lines 2 & 3. $
5. Farebox Revenue/Operating Expense Ratio (divide line 2by line 1)......... %
6. Required MInImum ROHO ..ot %
7. Total Local Support/Oper. Expense Ratio (divide ine 4 by ine 1) e %,
8. Required Minimum RO .ot e sassse s %,

Elderly/Handicapped Service:

1. Total Operating Expenses MInUs EXCIUSIONS ... s eosnsrnseseees 9

{Amount Excluded $ J e renens §
2. FOT@DOKX REVENUES ... eevrseeeeeeiessetsssesssssssesessssassssessesssmsssssssssssnssssscesssnoons P
3. OTher LOCal SUDPOT cuiciriiiiiitsirareesssseseeietsms st st assensessassesnanssssenssse $
4. Totdl Local Support (add ines 2 & 3} .t $
5. Farebox Revenue/Operating Expense Ratio (divide line 2by ine 1).......... 7
6. Required Minimum RO sasescanserss s ssessans %
7. Totdl Local Suppoert/Oper. Expense Ratio (divide ine 4byline 1} e %
8. Required MINIMUM RAHO......cccveevreeimrrees i ssanssra s ressnseseseos %,

Consolidated Transporation Service Agency Service:

1. Total Operating Expenses Minus EXCIUSIONS....ssnnncn $_4.198,008
{Amount Excluded {$ }

2. FOrEOX REVERIUES. ....iiiviiiiriirsrisesseseesseasstas st esasssmebe s bissossssssesanssasesssassassass 3 -0-

3. Social Service Agency MaGCh . $_3.685,512

4, Total Local Support (add ines 2 & 3} $.3,685,512

5. Farebox Revenue/Operating Expense Ratio (divide fine 2 by ling 1) .. %

6. Reguired Minimum Ratio............ eememrereebibessisteeseseeiasraveeasanarTiaretasesiaseeiaaen %

7. Total Local Suppeort/Oper, Expense Ralio (divide line 4 byline 1) v %, 87.8%

8. Reguired MiNIMuUM ROHO ...t ssns s %, 55%

Summary Totals

1. Total of All Operating Expenses Plus EXCUSIONS . $.4,198.,008
[All excluded costs should be added back to the total}

2. Total of All Capital ProjeCTs.. i spsesesescnas $_1.931,726

3. GEAN TOILreurererrnsverersrssesseresentessssesstssiaressessessesssssssesseesmesnascssasssesseenss 9,.60129,734

Revenve Source and Amount

OPERATING
CAPITAL

ToTaL

LTF LTF LTF local Fed\State
Art. 4 Art. 4.5 Art. 8¢ STA Support Grants Other TOTAL
512,496 3,685,512 4,198,008
1,487,305 444,421 1,931,726
1,999,801 3,685,512 444,421 6,129,734
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Date: May 7, 2008 Claimant:  Fresno County EOC- Transit Systems- Urban

CONTINGENCY PROJECT LISTING

Should additional Local Transportation Fund or State Transit Assistance Fund monies be made available
during the current fiscal year, they are hereby also claimed for the following purposes:

] ARTICLE 3, BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
Project Title & Brief Descriptions Project Cost
1. Various Bicycle and Pedestrian facilities throughout ... $ Amount of Add'Hl
the claimant's jurisdiction funds made available
in current FY.
AND/OR
1. e $
{add sheets if necessary}
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS  ..ooiiiirirnvcrrnree s nenanns $
[ ARTICLE 4, PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION
[1] 2:IECLE 8C, PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION
Project Title & Brief Descriplions Project Cost
. e $
2. s $

(add sheeis if necessary)

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS

[] ARTICLE 8, STREETS AND ROADS
Project Title & Brief Descriptions Project Cost
1. Development, Construction and Maintenance of Facilities...... $ Amount of Add’l

throughout the claimant’s jurisdiction funds made available

in curent FY.
AND/OR

. $

[add sheels if necessary)

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS

Page 6



Date:_May 7, 2008 Claimant,_ Fresno County EOC- Transit Systems- Urban

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION REQUIRED OF TRANSIT CLAIMANTS
(CCR 6632)

AHached to the claim are submilted the following documents:

[X] Budget [or proposed budget) for the {  2008/2009 ) year
{X] Statement for prior year revenues and expenditures {projections acceptable)
[ X} Califomnia Highway Patrol Certification pursuant to PUC 99251 {No claim may

be approved unless accompanied by this certification]. Date on this
certification must be within 13 months of the proposed claim approval date.

[] Transit Efficiency Calculation - PUC 99314.6

Page 7.






BEFORE THE
FRESKNC COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY
RESOLUTION NO. 2008-08

In the Matter of: ) RESCLUTION ADOPTING THE
2008-200S% Budget ) BUDGET FOR FY 2008-20089

WHEREAS, the Fresno County Rural Transit Agency (FCRTA) has
prepared a comprehensive Draft Budget reflecting anticipated
revenues and expenditures for both capital and operations
asscciated with the Agency's twenty (20} sub~system service
providers; and

WHEREAS, the Draft Budget was subjected to a forty-five (45)
day review process; and

WHEREAS, each Member Agency's Policy Becard has had the
opportunity to specifically review the Budget; and

WHEREAS, each Member Agency supports the Budget, and has
agreed to set-aside negotiated Transportation Development Act
(TDA} funds for stipulated purposes; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors has invited the general
public to comment on the Budget, and

WHEREAS, the Budget must be adopted in order to continue

providing the necessary financial support to the rural public
transit system.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESCLVED, that the Fresnc County Rural
Transit Agency does hereby adopt i1ts Budget for 2008-2009
totaling six million, three hundred and forty-three thousand,
five hundred and ninety-five decllars ($6,343,595),

THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION was passed and adopted by the
Fresno County Rural Transit Agency this 26th day of June, 2008.



(RESCLUTION NO. 2008-08, Continued)

AYES:

NOES:

ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

Signed:

Trinidad Rodriguez Chairman

I hereby certify that the foregoing
is a true copy of a resclution of
the Fresnc County Rural Transit
Agency duly adopted at a meeting
thereof held on the 26th day of
June, 200G8.

Signed:
Jeffrey D. Webster, General Manager




The Fresno County Rural Transit Agency’s

2008-09 BUDGET

Updated Review Draft: June 3, 2008

Proposed Adoption: June 26, 2008
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY
2100 Tulare Street, Suite 619 Fresno, CA 93721
Phone: 559 - 233 - 6789 Fax: 5659 - 233 - 9645

ko Webpage: www.ruraltransit.org Email: jwebster@ruraltransit.org

June 3, 2008
MEMORANDUM

TO: FCRTA Board of Directors;
Member Agency Policy Boards;
COFCG Policy Board;
COFCG / FCRTA Policy Advisory Committee;
COFCG Transportation Technical Committee;
COFCG Social Service Transportation Advisory Council;
and
The General Public

FRO%&HN&V D. Webster, General Manager

SUBJECT: FCRTA's Updated Draft 2008-2009 Budget

ACTION SUMMARY

Attached is the updated review draft of the Fresno County Rural Transit Agency's
{(FCRTA) Budget for 2008-2009. It has been prepared to be reflective of the Council
of Fresno County Government's (COFCG} Regional Transportation Plan (RTP} and the
Short Range Transit Plan (SRTP) for the Rural Fresno County Area 2007-2012. The
documents recommend the implementation of programmed service.improvements.

This year's updated Draft Budget has been developed for your continued review,
comment, and action during a forty-five {(4b) day review period that will culminate on
June 26, 2008 with the scheduled FCRTA Board Meeting.

The numbers in the Draft Budget are subject to refinement following: service contract
negotiations, an opportunity for public presentations to each FCRTA member agency;
and a public presentation before the Board of Directors. Certainly, the Budget is quite

dynamic and may require periodic amendments during the course of the next fiscal
year.

As questions arise, staff will be pleased to address them,

RECOMMENDATION

The General Manager recommends adoption of the Budget by approving Resolution
2008-08, following an expressed opportunity for public comment.

1
A JOINT POWERS AGENCY TO PROVIDE A COORDINATED TRANSIT SYSTEM FOR RURAL FRESNG COUNTY

THE GITIES OF COALINGA, FIREBAUGH, FOWLER, HURON, KERMAN, KINGSBURG, MENDOTA, ORANGE COVE, PAALIER, REEDLEY, SANGER, SAN JOAQUIN, SELMA & FRESNO COUNTY



SUMMARY

The updated Draft Budget for 2008-2009 now totals $6,343,595 (pages 12 & 13). This
figure is $555,922, or 10% more than the previous year. This figure reflects an increase of
10% in "Operating Expenditures” ($415,300), an increase of 9% in “Addition to Capital
Reserve” {$100,000}; and an increase of 8% in “Operating Contingency” {$40,622). These
figures are primarily attributed an increase of:

- Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 5311 funds for Operating Assistance
{$59,640, 6%) ; and

- Measure - C funding to the FCRTA (4% to total} of approximately $2,286,022:
Operating Assistance increases for new Service Enhancements of $189,692:

+ Dinuba Transit, inter-County Service for $46,925;

+ Reedley Transit, add fifth (5™ vehicle for $98,300; and

+ South Sierra Transit ninety-day (90} Demonstration Program $44,467. The
Board formally amended last year’s budget on February 28th to implement
a ninety {90) day demonstration program for a South Sierra Transit public
transit subsystem evaluation. After several attempts to hire a local driver
that was familiar with the area failed an aiternative driver is being trained for
the area. The service may now begin in June 2008. Staff has reflected the
previously approved budget into the 2008-09 draft Budget.

Capital Assistance for Service Enhancements of $3,188,543:

30 - FuelMakers and Instaliation for $405,735;
4 - Mini-vans and Taxi Equipment for $36,201;
15 - 22 Passenger Modified CNG Vans for $1,621,708;
60 - On Board Video Surveillance Systems for $262,303; and
- Reserve for Future Vehicle Purchases for $862,596.

+ 4+ o+ + o+

tn general, expenditures have increased to respond to inflationary factors impacting every
segment of our society. Direct employee costs have stabilized, reflecting step raises and the
programming of a modest three percent {3%) Cost of Living Adjustment. However, indirect
benefit costs are still increasing. Health care benefits costs continue to compound annually.
Worker compensation costs, for our participating agencies and contractors appear to be
stabilizing. Our liability and comprehensive insurance rates are programmed to unchanged.

Our costs for vehicle fuels {propane, compressed natural gas, electricity, and unleaded
gasoline) are projected to increase another 11%. Vehicle maintenance costs are expected to
increase 18% as the Agency’s vehicle fleet is adjusted to retire twenty (20} surplus vehicies
following the service introduction of our sixteen {16) new vehicles in the coming year. Staff
still intends to seli off thirteen (13) 1992 propane powered fifteen (15) passenger Ford vans;
two {2) 1997 CNG powered twenty-four {24} passenger Blue Bird Buses; three {3} 1997 CNG
powered thirty-one (31) passenger Biue Bird Bus; one {1) 1897 battery powered nineteen (19)
passenger troliey; and one (1) 1997 battery powered twenty-three (23) passenger bus. The
maintenance cost associated with these particular vehicles have been exorbitant. Our
resultant vehicle fleet will consist of fifty-nine (59} vehicles (6-14 passenger propane powered



vans; 16-14 passenger CNG powered vans; 1-14 passenger unleaded powered van; 12-22
passenger unleaded powered vans; 19-22 passenger CNG powered vans; 2-31 passenger CNG
Bluebird Buses: and 3-37 passenger CNG Bluebird Buses. Further vehicle replacements are
scheduled for delivery for the new Fiscal Year. Four (4) thirty-five (35} passenger CNG buses
are scheduled for delivery this Summer, twelve (12) twenty-two (22) passenger modified
CNG vans are being ordered the end of this month (May 26, 2008) for delivery within six (6)
months. Ten {10} additiona! twenty-two (22) passenger modified CNG vans may be ordered
following the adoption of this Budget. The net result will be a fleet that is nearly entirely
alternatively fueled for cleaner air. Thirteen (13) vehicles will continue to be operated on

"unleaded fuel” because the California Air Resources Board has deemed them to be “Ultra-Low
Emission Vehicles - ULEV",

Specifically, the "Operations" portion of our Expenditures Budget includes: drivers,
dispatchers, and their benefits; driver training, drug and alcohol testing; radio communications;

vehicle insurance and our twenty {20} subsystem service contracts, it reflects an increase of
$187,721, or 7%.

"Vehicle Maintenance and Repair” reflects an increase of $167,467, or 15%, for programmed
maintenance expenditures associated with our changing vehicle fleet.

" Administration” increased $60,112,067, or 14%. Local administrative expenditure increases
$27,217, or 34% 1o reflect adjustments to allowable expenditure by member agency staffs
(the City of Coalinga, the City of Kerman, the City of Reedley, and the City of Seima).
FCRTA's direct administration expenditures have increased $33,179, or 12%. Marketing
remained unchanged. The remaining administrative line-items for miscellaneous office
expenses decrease -$288, or -3%. The total administrative expenditures are 7.6% of the total
Budget, this represents a 14% increase over the previous year. The Local Administration
Budget represents 1.7% of the total Budget. The FCRTA Administration represents 4.9% of

the total Budget. The remaining identified administrative expenditures represents 1% of the
total Budget.

The net Operating Budget increased $415,300, or 10%, again reflecting programmed
expenditures for modification and adjusted overall service hours to reflect enhancements to
three (3} previously referenced transit operations (Dinuba Transit, Reedley Transit, and South
Sierra Transit) that are made possible through Measure - C funding. The 11.5% operating
contingency budget increased $40,622, or 8%.

The Revenue Budget reflects anticipated revenues by source and the programmed amount.
It is estimated that FCRTA will have Carryover funds totaling $544,545. Fresno County’s
Carryover share increased 99%, or $68,730 from $69,693 to $138,423. Farebox revenues
are anticipated to equal $684,244, $81,371, or 15% more than the previous year. The
resulting farebox recovery is 15% {minimum farebox recovery is 10%)}. The Budget
summarizes additional Transportation Development Act {TDA) funds to be set aside by
FCRTA's members in support of the transit services. The total amount is $3,165,370,
$163,579, or 5% more than the previous year. Fresno County's share decreased -8%, or
$47,018 from $616,208 to $569,190. Fresno County's total TDA contribution, including
2007-2008 Carryover funds, plus new 2008-2009 set aside funds increased 1.3%, or
$21,712 from $685,901 to $7076,613. The Revenue Budget also reflects the inclusion of
federal funding comprising 17.3% of the total revenue. The Federal Transit Administration

3



(FTA) has projected a 6% increase of $59,640 or from $1,039,000 to $1,098,640 in Section
5311 to the FCRTA for the coming fiscal year. Continuing next year, the FCRTA will be
receiving four percent (4%) of the local % cent sales tax Measure - C program. Next year we
anticipate receiving approximately $2,286,022. As previously noted $727,385 has been
programed for operating assistance, $2,325,947 has been programmed for capital assistance
and $862,596 has been set aside for future capital reserves.

The Revenues Budget equals the Expenditures Budget.

| continue to recommended the most reasonable service hours of operation for each of our
individual subsystems to ensure that service levels do not loose the perspective that our
incorporated cities need to offer what can best be termed “life-line”services both in their
respective City, between Cities and to Fresno.

Recap of Recommended Services - 2008-2009

FCRTA Subsystem

Auberry Transit, Intra-Community
Auberry Transit, Inter-City
Coalinga Transit, Intra-City
Coalinga Transit, Inter-City Fresno
Del Rey Transit

Dinuba Transit

Firebaugh Transit

Fowler Transit

Huron Transit, Intra-City

Huron Transit, Inter-City

Kerman Transit

Kingsburg Transit

Laton Transit, Inter-City

Mendota Transit

Orange Cove Transit, Intra-City
Orange Cove Transit, Inter-City
Parlier Transit

Reedley Transit

Sanger Transit, Demand Response
San Joaquin Transit

Selma Transit, Fixed Route

Southeast Transit
South Sierra Transit
Woestside Transit

Totat Maximum Service Hours

Services

6hrs - M-F

8hrs - Tu

8hrs - M-F

1thrs - M-Sa

8hrs-M-F

12hrs-M-F

2 x 9.5hrs - M-F

2 x 9.5hrs - M-F

2 x 11hrs - M-F

Bhrs - M-F

8hrs - M-F

2 x 8 hrs - M-F; 8hrs - Sa
1hrs - M-F; 8hrs - M, W, F

9.5hrs - M-F
9.5hrs - M-F
9.5hrs - M-F
8hrs - M-F

4 x 8hrs - M-F; 1 x 8hrs - Sa

1 x 8hrs - M-F; 1 x 10hrs -M-F, 8hrs -Sa
10hrs - M-F

1 x 8hrs - M-F; Demand Response 3 x
8hrs - M-F: 1 x 4hrs - M-F; 1 x 8hrs - Sa
8hrs - M-F

8hrs - M-F

8hrs - M-F

74,318.00 (increase of 4,656)

Specifically the recommended services, at this time, include:

Auberry Transit: Despite expressed interest and reported need, ridership on both the intra-
community and inter-city services to Fresno continues to be very marginal. Staff continues
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to recommend reduced services. The mountain area service continues to specifically address
the primary usage by seniors attending the Hot Meal Nutrition Programs and minimal general
public ridership for local shopping and medical trips during a six (6) hour period Monday
through Friday. The limited ridership on the inter-city service through Friant to Fresno

warrants continuation of the life-line service one (1) day a week to address primarily medical
1rips.

Coalinga Transit: Coalinga Transit’s intra-city services are to be provided eight (8) hours per
week day; inter-city service through Pleasant Valley Prison, Huron, Five-Points, Lanare,
Riverdale, Caruthers, Raisin City, and Easton to Fresno is to be provided eleven (11) hours per
day, Monday through Saturday.

Del Rey: The Del Rey Transit service should continue to be provided eight (8} hours per week
day to the general public. The Rural CTSA should continue to fund four (4) hours per service
day. The other four (4) hours of service is a Transportation Development Act (TDA) funding
responsibility of Fresno County. The demand responsive service transports passengers on a
shared ride basis; arranges passenger groupings for trips to Sanger; and transfers in Sanger
to Orange Cove Transit for service to Fresno or Parlier, Reedley and Orange Cove. The

operations maintains priority service to seniors attending the mid-day Hot Meal Nutrition
Program.

Dinuba Transit Last month in April, the General Manager reported to the Board of Directors
that City of Dinuba had approached staff with a proposal. They explained that last year during
their “unmet transit needs process” that they had received requests for service to the City
of Reedley in Fresno County. They had hired a consultant to conduct a possible feasibility
study for such a service. Following their passage of Measure R, the Tulare County’s % cent
Transportation Tax, they are now interested in pursuing the idea. We too have had requests
over the years for such a connection. Following our passage of Measure C, we too can
consider the potential service connection. | noted that as a service expansion that we could
access a portion of our Measure C funds to share in the cost of operations, if it were fully
coordinated with our services provided as Reedley Transit and the inter-city services of Orange
Cove Transit (connecting with Fresno, Sanger, Parlier, Reedley, and Orange Cove). They have
a need to transport clients from a Tulare County Vocational Training Program in Dinuba to the
Reedley Hospital (for on-the-job nurse training) and course work at Reedley College. We have
patrons who have expressed interest in accessing goods and services in Dinuba. A tentative
agreement for the demonstration service has been reached. This draft budget reflects an
equal cost sharing of expenses to implement this service in mid- August, when the College
starts their new academic year.

Firebaugh Transit: This service has attracted a significant and consistent ridership base. The
operation of a second vehicle, funded by Measure - C, was introduced last year to enhance
the service. The service expansion has been very successful. The service continues to be

recommended for operation from 7:00am to 5:30pm with a mid-day lunch hour for the driver,
Monday through Friday.

Fowler Transit: This service continues to be recommended to operate from 7:00am to 5:30pm
with a mid-day lunch hour for the driver, Monday through Friday. The operation of a second

vehicle was introduced last year. With funding by Measure - C it has proven to be very
successful.




Huron Transit: The ridership on this service has consistently produced the highest passenger
counts per hour. Staff continues to recommend service implementation from 6:00am to
6:00pm, with a mid-day tunch hour for the driver, Monday through Friday. The operation of
a second vehicle was funded by Measure - C, last year. The service expansion has been well
received.

The City of Huron continues to provide funding for an inter-city “life-line” service to Coalinga.
Two (2) round trips are provided during a five (5) hour period, Monday through Friday.

Kerman Transit: Ridership continues to indicate that this service shouid be operated from
7:00am to 4:00pm, Monday through Friday.

Kingshurg Transit: Last year the operation of a second vehicle, funded by Measure - C, was
introduced to enhance the service of Kingsburg Transit. It has been well received. The
service should continue to be operated ten (10) hours from 7:30am to 6:00pm Monday
through Friday, and with a single (1) vehicle on Saturdays from 8:00am to 5:00pm.

Laton Transit: This route service extension contract with Kings Area Rural Transit {KART) is
the most effective solution to address transit needs of Laton area residents, needing service
between Laton and Hanford. Last year a cost sharing agreement was reached with KART to
expand their Tuesday and Thursday Inter-City service from Hanford (in Kings County} through
Selma and the Kaiser Hospital Clinic to Northern Fresno Medical Offices and Hospitals with
service to Children’s Hospitat (Madera County} to include Monday, Wednesday and Friday.

Mendota Transit: The ridership levels and pattern of this service should continue to be

operated from 7:00am to 5:30pm with a mid-day lunch hour for the driver, Monday through
Friday.

Orange Cove Transit: Both the intra-city and inter-city service ridership levels warrant service
continuation from 7:00am to 5:30pm, with a mid-day lunch hour for the drivers, Monday
through Friday.

Parlier Transit: Ridership indicates that this service should be operated from 7:00am to
4:00pm, Monday through Friday.

Reedley Transit: This service continues to attracted a large ridership base. Four {4) vehicles
can no longer address the increasing demands for additional service. An additional {fifth van)
is being recommended for Measure - C funding for the coming year. Service should continue
to be operated eight (8) hours each on a staggered basis from 7:00am to 5:30pm Monday

through Friday, with one (1) vehicles operated on Saturdays from 8:00am to 5:00pm, with
a mid-day lunch hour for the drivers

Sanger Transit: Last year, both (2) vehicles began operating on a demand responsive basis to
better serve the expanded population areas of the community. The services should continue
to be provided on a demand responsive basis from 7:00am to 5:30pm, Monday through
Friday. Demand responsive service would also continue to be provided on Saturday from
8:00am to 5:00pm, with a mid-day lunch hour for the driver. A third (3 4y vehicle shoulid be
considered in the near future, perhaps when new vehicles arrive. The service expansion
should be financed by Measure-C funds.




San Joaquin Transit; Last yvear Measure-C funding allowed service expansion two (2)
additional hours per service day. Mid-year a larger service vehicle was introduced in order to
address the increasing needs for parents taking their children to local day care centers.
Ridership has increased significantiy. Ten (10} hours of service should continue Monday
through Friday. A second {2nd) vehicle may become necessary in the future, after new
vehicles are delivered.

Selma Transit: Service has been provided weekdays primarily by three (3) dermand responsive
vehicles, operated eight (8) hours each per weekday, on a staggered basis from 7:00am to
5:30pm. One (1) on a fixed route vehicle has been operated during an eight (8) hour period,
Monday through Friday from 8:00am to 5:00pm, with a mid-day lunch hour for the driver.
A fifth {5th) vehicle has been operated for four (4) hours to cover the other drivers lunch
periods. Saturday service has been contracted to the FCEOC to operate one vehicle from

8:00am to 5:00pm, with a mid-day lunch hour for the driver. Ridership in Seima continues to
grow.

Staff was interested in working with the City Staff and Seima City Council on a suggested
proposal to consider operating three (3) vehicles on a fixed route basis and the fourth (4th)
vehicle to be on a demand responsive basis to address the needs of frail elderly and disabled
patrons who may not be able to access the accessible fixed route vehicles. A common lunch
hours could be observed. The ramification of such a change appear to be mixed. Service on
Saturdays would probably continue to be provided on a demand responsive basis with one (1)
vehicle from 8am to 5pm, with a mid-day lunch period for the driver.

On December 3, 2007, the Selma City Council voted to unanimously to declare its intent to
withdraw from the Joint Powers Agency, effective July 1, 2008. They stated their desire to
explore whether provisions of transit service by a private entity under contract with the City
of Selma may prove better, more efficient and less costly transit service. A meeting took
place mid-March to address some issues. An option to coniract the service through the
Fresno County Economic Opportunities Commission (FCEOC) as the Rural Consolidated
Transportation Service Agency {CTSA} (similar to the arrange with 13 other subsystems) was
discussed. Financial savings were estimated and provided for City consideration.

The City review a proposal submitted by MV Transportation at a May 5 ™ City Council
Workshop. A number of questions resulted. The Council requested that FCRTA submit its
option for providing the service. The initial, May 2 " 45 Day Review Draft of this Budget
reflected FCRTA proposal for the FCEQOC to assume the Selma Transit service.

On June 2, 2008, the Selma City Council unanimously approved a subsequent Resolution to
rescind the previous Resolution. They expressed a desire to maintain the status quo with
regards to its status with the Joint Powers Agency and its current services. This updated
draft Budget refiects those changes for the coming Fiscal Year.

Southeast Transit: This service continues to be recommended to operate from 7:00am to

5:30pm with a mid-day hour and a half {1-1/2) lunch period for the driver, Monday through
Friday.

Westside Transit; This service continues to be recommended to operate from 7:00am to



5:30pm with a mid-day hour and a half (1-1/2) lunch period for the driver, Monday through
Friday

FCRTA Administration: No administrative changes are recommended at this time. The staffing
arrangements are accounted for in the same manner as in years past. Each Subsystem Budget
is allocated the proportionate share of the expense based on transit service populations
{Tables 3, page 58 and b, page 60}

SUPPORTIVE INFORMATION

The draft Budget has been prepared to address federal laws and regulations:

1. The Clean Air Act of 1990, with its numerous amendments and regulatory
guidelines continues to recommend consideration for implementing alternative fuel
programs.

—  The Americans with Disabilities Act {ADA) of 1990 mandates federal regulations
for public transit operators.

~  The Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 {ISTEA) and The
Transportation Equity Act for the Twenty-First Century (TEA-21) of 1998 mandates
that the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) implement federal regulations
mandating drug and alcohol testing program for every driver, supervisor, dispatcher,
and mechanic associated with our services.

In response, the draft Budget proposes to implement the recommendations contained in the
Fresno COG's Rural SRTP for the 2007-2012 Fiscal Years.

The FCRTA intends to provide the referenced twenty {20) subsystem services utilizing, a fleet

of predominately alternatively fueled vehicles that are all wheelchair accessible in conformance
with the ADA.

The Capital Budget reflects the programming of $6,406,467 in funds to support the purchase
of fixed assets including: sixty (60} electronic fareboxes for $800,000; twenty-seven (27)
twenty-two (22) passenger modified CNG vans for $2,908,200; four (4) thirty-five (35)
passenger modified CNG buses for $1,485,262; four {4} mini-vans and taxi equipment for
$181,005; thirty (30) FuelMakers, including installation for $480,000; On Board Vehicle
Video Surveillance Systems for $432,000 and other FCRTA Office Equipment for $10,000.

EORMAT

The inside cover of the Budget includes a “Table of Contents” to facilitate locating various
sub-system transit budgets and other supportive information.

The document has been prepared in accordance with policies previously adopted by the
FCRTA Board of Directors. Attached are preliminary summary tables (pages 12 & 13) which
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shouid help to illustrate the revenues and expenditures associated with FCRTA's twenty (20)
subsystems. The following discussion is intended to present the assumptions and
methodology used to prepare the Budget. The summary and each subsystem’s Budget is
reflected in six {6} columns per page, the even numbered {left} pages refiect the anticipated
"Revenues” and the odd numbered (right}) pages reflect the anticipated "Expenditures™:

The left - most column on each respective page enumerates the line item budget categories.
The next numerical column reflects the "Adopted 2007-20088 Budget”. Next is an additional
new column reflecting Actual Projected Revenues or Expenditures for 2007-2008. Beside it
is the proposed "Draft 2008-2009 Budget". The remaining two (2} columns to the right
reflect the change in dollars {$) and the percent (%]} difference.

In preparing the Draft 2008-2009 Budget, Staff reviewed actual Budget accounting for the
first six (6) months {July 1, 2007 through December 31, 2007} of the current fiscal year as
reported by each individual subsystem. Audited "2006-2007 Carryover” numbers are
combined with projected 2007-2008 carryover balances, anticipated farebox revenues from
patrons, and new additional Transportation Development Act / Local Transportation Funds
(TDA / LTF} and/or State Transit Assistance (STA) funds needed to support the transit
services by both a City and Fresno County, based upon the proportionate share of potential
service population. Where necessary, the draft Expenditures have been escalated to respond
to conservative inflationary increases. The draft Budget also includes Measure - C funding
towards operating and capital assistance projects to further expand and enhance FCRTA
operations beyond meeting the minimum transit needs of each Member Agency and its
jurisdiction. An Operating Contingency Account {11.5%} continues to be set aside to address
unprogrammed emergencies that may occur during the year.

Please note the Draft Budget has been prepared to reflect the January 1, 2007 population
information from the California Department of Finance and February 1, 2007 the Fresno
County Public Works and Developmental Services Department. Tables 1-6 {pages 56 to 61)
provide population data used to compute the percentage ratio and dollars spread for each
subsystem.

Table 7 (page 62) provides the line-item breakdown of FCRTA / CTSA administration costs
as reflected in an Inter-Agency Services Agreement with the COFCG. It referenced in their
2008-09 Overali Work Program as Work Element 920.

Table 8 (page 63) reports the Capital Reserve Budget for fixed asset purchases.

STATUS OF UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS IN THE RURAL AREA

As part of our expanded information gathering process, the Council of Fresno County
Governments’ (COFCG) Social Service Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) mailed over
500 letters to interested parties and held three (3) public meetings to seek additional
opportunities for Unmet Transit Needs comments from County-wide residents.

Staff from each of the four {4) transit agencies in Fresno County were present to give detailed
presentations about each of their respective services. The City of Fresno’s Transit Department
staff were prepared to described the services of Fresno Area Express (FAX) and Handy Ride.
The City of Clovis’ Transit Department staff were present to described the services of Round-
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Up and Stage Lines. The staff of the Fresno County Rural Transit Agency (FCRTA) were
present to described the existing eighteen (18) individual transit subsystems operated in each
of the rural incorporated communities, between communities, and to the Fresno-Clovis
Metropolitan Area {FCMA). The staff of the Fresno County Economic Opportunities
Commission (FCEQC) were also prepared to described its Urban and Rural Services to
participating social service agencies as the Consolidated Transportation Service Agencies
(CTSA}. Handout materials were also distributed. Most of the comments pertained to

operational concerns. All together, approximately a couple of dozen persons attended the
meetings.

The meetings, and rural comment summaries, and staff responses are summarized as follows:

-  Western Fresno County, in the City of Mendota at the City Hall in the City Council
Room on February 12, 2008 at 6:00pm. The location was selected to facilitate
comments from the residents of Western Fresno county including: Coalinga,
Firebaugh, Huron, Kerman, Mendota, San Joaquin, and the surrounding
unincorporated communities.

Two (2) dozen people were in attendance for the regular City Council Meeting. All
comments were complimentary.

— Eastern Fresno County, in the City of Selma at the Senior Center on February 20,
2008 at 2:30 p.m.. The meeting location was set to facilitate comments from the
residents of Eastern Fresno County including: Fowiler, Kingsburg, Orange Cove,
Parlier, Reedley, Sanger, Selma, and the surrounding unincorporated communities.

No one from Selma or the Eastside communities were in attendance. An individual
from Fresno representing Empowerment Institute, Inc. Was in attendance to ask
questions regarding access by Southeast Asians who may need services in Fresno
County. Several follow-up conversation and meetings have been held to coordinate
future outreach efforts to their constituents.

—Fresno-Clovis Metropolitan Area, in the City of Fresno at the Manchester Center -
Caltrans Office Conference Room on February 21, 2008 at 1:00pm. The meeting
location was selected to facilitate comments from the residents of the Fresno-Clovis
Metropolitan Area (FCMA)} and surrounding unincorporated communities.

One Citizen from Clovis expressed comments regarding connectivity between Clovis

Transit and Fresno Area Express. No comments expressed regarding the rural
services.

Of the written comments received by the SSTAC, none pertained to the Fresno County
Rural Area.

Other specific Fresno and Clovis comments and responses are contained in the COFCG's
“Unmet Transit Needs” staff report that is forwarded to their SSTAC for review, comment
and recommendations.

The COFCG's Social Service Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) will continue to be
involved in determining appropriate staff responses. Other proposals may yet be presented
at the COFCG's Annual Unmet Transit Needs Public Hearing scheduled for 7:00pm on
Thursday, June 26, 2008. After adoption, other amendments may be funded with
available contingency funds.
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FIFTH EDITION OF THE FRESNO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION GUIDE

The COFCG’'s Fifth {5th} Edition of the "Fresno County Transportation Guide" was
distributed in the Spring of 2007. The document reflects implemented changed in
services. The document was distributed on the Transit Vehicles, at City Halls, Libraries,
Senior Centers, Medical Offices, and other locations throughout the County. The document
will also be available over the Internet by accessing the COFCG's Home Page at
"http://www.fresnocog.org” or the FCRTA's Home Page at "http://www.ruraltransit.org”.
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FRESNG COUNTY AURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT |
+ + + +
FCRTA SUMMARY | 2007/08 | 2007/08 { 2008/09 |
| Budge! | Projected | Budget |
+ - + + +
“““““ + = -+ R + e T +
REVENUES i CHANGE PERCENT |
- - + + +
[PAST CARRYCVER/(SHORTFALL)L } | | | |
1 CITIES SUMMARY | 380,662 402,742 406,122 25,460 T%
2 Fresno County | 69,693 | 88,637 | 138,423 | 68,730 99% 1}
TOTAL CARRYOVER | 450,355 | 481,379 | 544,545 | 94,180 21% |
i l | | l
[FARE RECEIPTS (002)] | | 1 ! i
401 Farebox | § | | |
1 Intra-Gity i 302,475 | 177,736 | 308,307 | 3,832 1% |
3 inter-City | 184,239 | 194,400 234,347 | 40,108 21% |
2 Local Fare Augmentation | 95,508 | 95,508 | 95,508 | 0 0% |
4 Common Carrier ; 650 | 0 | 575 | (75) ~12% |
402/2 Spec. Fare - Measure G | 0| 46,125 | 47,506 | 47,506 0% |
404 Freight | 0| 0 0 0 0% |
405 Other ! 0 i 3,600 | 0| 0 0% |
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS 1 502,873 | 517,370 | 684,244 | 91,371 15% §
| ! I | i
IOPREATING REVENUE (003/)] i | t | |
407 Inierest } 45,215 | 54,208 | 45,268 | 53 0% |
409 LTF and/or STA Fund Revenues i | | | |
1 CITIES SUMMARY | 2,385,583 | 2,385,583 | 2,596,180 | 210,597 9% |
2 Fresno County | 616,208 | 616,208 | 568,180 | (47,018) 8% |
3 CTSA-Anicle 4.5 | 78,143 | 78,143 § 78,143 | 0 0% |
409/5 Measure "C" | 580,296 | 525,033 | 727,385 | 147,083 25% |
TOTAL OPER. REVENUES | 3,705,445 | 3,659,176 | 4,016,168 | 310,721 8% 1
I | | ! |
[STATE/FEDERAL GRANT REVENUE (005/)] ! i i | |
413 FTA | | | | |
1 Regional - Section 5311 ] 1,039,000 | 1,038,000 | 1,098,640 | 58,640 6% |
2 CMAQ | a | Q| 0| 0 0% |
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS | 1,039,000 | 1,039,000 | 1,098,640 § 59,640 6% }
I l - | |
[REVENUE SUMMARY} | i | | |
1. Carsryover | 450,355 | 491,379 | 544,545 | 94,190 21% |
2. Current Revenue i 5,337,318 | 5,215,546 | 5,799,050 | 461,732 9% |
+ + + -+ -+
weresr TOTAL REVENUES “*** | 5,787,673 | 5,706,925 | 6,343,595 | 555,922 10% |
mmm= + + + = +
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | ACGTUAL | ERAFT f
+ + + +
FCRTA SUMMARY b 2007/68 | 2007/08 i 2008/09 ]
i Budget I Projected | Budget |
| i + +
=== + + + + +
EXPENDITURES i | | | CHANGE PERCENT |
+ + + + +
fOPERATIONS (0107) } | i | |
501 Salaries & Wages | } } | |
1 Driver | 376,771 } 378,260 | 431,031 54,260 14% |
2 Dispatcher | 101,964 | 87,602 | 122,081 | 20,117 20% |
502 Fringe Benefits | | | i 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefits ! 7.561 | 2,776 | 8,106 | 545 7% |
1 FICA i 35,413 | 34,580 | 39,273 | 3,860 1% |
2 Workman's Compensation | 32,002 | 16,038 | 34,519 | 2,517 8% |
3 Retirement | 60,129 | 65,410 | 73,331 | 13,202 22% |
4 Medical Insurance j 134,483 | 135,352 | 153,686 | 19,103 14% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense | 0| 0 | 0| |
0 Training ; 6,500 | 246 | 6,500 | 0 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals i 16,667 | 7314 | 16,884 | 217 1% |
505 Telephone/Radio Dispatch Casts | 31,5800 | 14,992 | 31,884 | 384 1% |
506 Casuaity & Liability Costs | 283,500 | 254,772 | 283,500 | 0 0% |
507 Tickel Purchases/Expenses | 2,283 | 866 | 2,283 | 0 0% |
508 Contracted Services | 1,520,727 | 1,504,237 | 1,594,173 | 73,446 5% |
508 Miscellaneous Expenses | B,856 | 4,450 | 9,395 | 539 6% |
512 Vehicle Leases & Rentals } 12,277 | 8,300 | 11,808 | {469} -4% }
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES | 2,630,633 | 2,515,195 | 2,818,354 | 187,721 7% |
I I ! | f
[VEHICLE MAINTENANCE/REPAIR {0411)] | | ] | :
504 Vehicle Expenses | | | | 0% }
0 Fuel | 356,040 | 266,589 | 396,117 | 40,077 1% 1
1 Lubricants {Oi/Grease/Fiuids) | o | 0| 0| 0 0% |
2 Tires, Batteries } 67,000 | 37,488 | 66,203 | (797) ~1% |
3 Maintenance/Repair i 720,090 | 823,765 | 846,583 | 126,493 18% §
509 Miscellangous | 1,734 | 3,040 | 3,428 | 1,694 98% |
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES | 1,144,864 | 1,130,882 | 1,312,331 | 167,467 15% |
I I I I !
[ADMINISTRATION {160/)] | | | | !
501 Local Salaries & Wages | | f | f
2 Administration | 47,574 | 63,830 | 87,127 | 19,553 41% }
502 Local Fringe Benefits ; | ] | 0% }
@ Other Fringe Benefits i 425 | 298 | 433 | 8 2% }
1 FICA | 3,370 | 4,522 | 4,819 | 1,448 43% |
2 Workman's Compensation | 1,682 | 878 | 1,893 | 211 13% |
3 Retirement | 9,821 | 12,006 | 12,365 | 2,544 26% |
4 Medical insurance | 10,250 | 10,340 | 13,380 | 3,130 3% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense } 0} 0| 0| 0% |
1 FGRTA Administration i 277,879 | 277,879 | 311,088 | 83,179 12% |
2 CTSA Administration i 89,996 | 9,996 | 10,000 | 4 0% |
3 Marketing | 44,475 | 30,980 | 44,475 | 0 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicais | 0| 0| 0| 0 0% |
505 Utilities | 7,280 | 2,254 | 7,652 | 322 4% |
509 Miscellansous Office Expenses | 10,438 | 1,498 | 10,150 | (288} -3% |
512 Adminisirative Leases & Rentals | 100 | 0| 100 | 0 0% |
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES | 423,240 | 414,281 | 483,352 | 60,112 14% |
+ + + + +
TOTAL CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 4,198,737 | 4,058,368 | 4,614,037 | 415,300 10%
I I | I
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: | | | |
170/520/0 Operator Acguired Asset | 0| g | 1
(00/101/5 Addition to Capital Reserve f 1,100,600 | 1,128,480 | 1,200,000 | 100,060 %%
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 1,100,000 | 1,128,480 |§ 1,200,000 | 100,000 9%
I | ! i
Operating Contingency +/{-} | 488,936 | 520,077 | 529,558 | 40,622 8%
+ + + +
s TOTAL EXPENDITURES #=# i 5,787,673 | 5,706,925 | 6,343,595 | 555,922 10%
mem== + 4 e +
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED { ACTUAL | DRAFT |
+ + + e +
Auberry Transit | 200708 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 [
| Budget | Projected I Budget }
+ + + +
EEES mmamr smE + maes o+ = + = 4 mEEITTEDR SEEW +
BEVENUES | CHANGE PERCENT |
»»»»» e . + -+ +
[PAST CARRYOVER/(SHORTFALL)] ! ! ! | i
1 Auberry i Q| 8| 0 | 0 0% |
2 Fresno County i 18,573 1 18,188 | 32,489 | 13,918 75% |
TOTAL CARRYOVER | 18,573 | 18,188 | 32,489 | 13,916 75% |
| I | | i
[FARE RECEIPTS (002/)] | i | | i
431 Farebox i | | | |
1 Intra-City | 7167 | 88 | 7107 | o 0% |
3 Inter-City | 1,720 | 1,040 | 1,720 | 0 0% |
2 Local Fare Augmentation | 5500 | 5,500 } 5,500 | 0 0% |
4 Common Carrier i 0] | | 0 0% |
402/2 Spec. Fare - Measure "C* | | 1,230 | 1,267 } 1,267 0% |
404 Freight | 0 | | 4 0% 1§
405 Other { 0| { | 0 0% 1
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS | 14,327 | 7.858 | 15,694 | 1,267 9% §
| I | [ i
[OPREATING REVENUE {003/)] | } | i |
407 Interest i 104 | 1,124 | 157 | 53 51% |
408 LTF and/or STA Fund Revenues | | i | ]
1 Auberry | | | 0| o] 0% |
2 Fresno County | 119,552 } 118,552 | 107,985 | {11,567) -10% |
3 CTSA-Article 4.5 i 4,500 | 4,500 | 4,500 0 0% |
409/5 Measure "C" | 0| § | 0 0% |
TOTAL OPER. REVENUES | 124,156 | 125,176 | 112,642 | (11,514) 9% |
i ! ! I i
[STATE/FEDERAL GRANT REVENUE {0057 | | | | i
413 FTA | | | i H
1 Regional - Section 5311 | G | i | 4] 0% |
2 CMAQ i o | | 0 0% |
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS | [V 0 | Q| QO 0% |
| | I I I
[REVENUE SUMMARY] | | | | |
1. Carryover i 18,573 | 18,188 32,489 | 13,916 75% |
2. Current Revenue | 138,483 | 133,034 | 128,236 | (10,247} 7% |
+ + + + +
armerr TOTAL REVENUES ***** | 157,056 | 151,222 | 160,725 | 3,669 2% |
s = + womm + mEmzm= +

1+
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED i ACTUAL | DRAET ;
+ + s +
Auberry Transit | 20G7/08 | 2007/08 i 2008/09 j
I Budget { Projected | Budget |
| | + +
"""""""""""" == + = wmmIET 4 EET 4 mmmmomoomminniE 4 = EmmmsEmESImT 4
EXPENDITURES i { i | CHANGE PERCENT |
. 3 + + + +
IOPERATIONS (0100)] | | | i |
501 Salaries & Wages | | ; i |
1 Driver | 0 j | | 0 0% |
2 Dispatcher i 0| i | 0 0% |
502 Fringe Benefiis i | ! ! 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefits ! 01 i i 0 0% |
1 FICA i 0| 1 | 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation | G| | | o 0% |
3 Retirement ! 0! ! | 0 0% |
4 Medical Insurance i 0| | | 0 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense | | | | |
0 Training | 300 | | 300 | G 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals t 1,000 1} 434 | 1,000 | ] 0% i
508 Teiephone/Radio Dispatch Costs | 1,500 | 1,142 | 1,500 | o 0% {
506 Casualty & Liability Costs | 13,500 | 12,132 | 13,500 § 4] 0% |
507 Ticket Purchases/Expenses | o | | i 0 0% |
508 Contracted Services i 58,623 | 58,623 | 60,635 | 2,012 3% |
509 Miscellaneous Expenses | 614 | { 814 | 0 0% |
512 Vehicle Leases & Rentals | 1,866 | i 1,866 | 0 0% |
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES | 77,403 | 72,331 | 79.415 | 2,012 3% |
I ! | i |
[VEHICLE MAINTENANCE/REPAIR {0411)] | | | | |
504 Vehicle Expenses | | H | 0% |
0 Fue! i 10,000 | 7,554 | 10,000 | 0 0% ]
1 Lubricants (Oil/Grease/Fiuids) | 0 | | 0 0% |
2 Tires, Batteries I 3,000 | 1,146 | 3,000 | 0 0% |
3 Maintenance/Repair : 30,000 | 16,176 | 30,000 | 0 0% |
509 Miscellaneous | 100 | 202 |} 208 | 108 108% |
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES | 43,100 | 25,078 | 43,208 | 108 0% |
I i ! | !
IADMINISTRATION (180/] } | j | |
501 Local Salaries & Wages | | | i |
2 Administration | 0| H i o 0% |
502 Local Fringe Benefits | i | i 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefits i 0| | | 0 0% 1
1 FICA | 0} | | 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation | ¢ | | | 0 0% |
3 Retirement | 0 H | 0 0% |
4 Medical Insurance i 0] | ; 0 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense | | | } 0% |
1 FCRTA Administration | 18,192 | 18,189 | 15,445 | 1,246 7% |
2 CTSA Administration | 655 | 655 | 625 | {30) -5% |
3 Markeling i 3,000 2,470 | 3,000 | 0 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals | 0| i i 0 0% |
505 Uilities | 0 | | | ] 0% |
509 Miscellaneous Office Expenses ! 421 | | 421 4 1 0% |
512 Administrative Leases & Renials i ! | i o 0% §
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES | 22,275 | 21,324 | 23,491 | 1,216 5% 1
+ + + + +
TOTAL CURRENT CPERATING EXPENDITURES | 142,778 | 118,733 | 146,114 | 3,336 2%
I i ! I
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: ] i i i
170/520/0 Operator Acquired Asset | | ! |
000/101/5 Addition to Capital Reserve } ¢ | 0 i 0| ¢ 0%
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES | o | 0| [} 0 0%
1 i | !
Operating Contingency +/(-) | 14,278 | 32,488 | 14,611 | 333 2%
+ + + +
s+ TOTAL EXPENDITURES *** [ 157,056 | 151,222 | 160,725 | 3,669 2%
e + = P ] + i
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT |
- + -+ + +
Coalinga Transil | 2007/08 i 2007/08 { 2008/09 |
| Budget | Projecied | Budget |
+ + -4 +
= + EEmECDEEEm LTS 4 mmm momm smor & SrEEITDImImIT mEEIOSEIIE +
REVENUES | CHANGE PERCENT |
- - + + +
[PAST CARRYOVERASHORTFALLY i | i | |
1 Goalinga | 12,737 | 18,860 | 37,221 | 24,484 192% |
2 Fresno County | 17,037 | 24,032 | 47,430 | 30,393 178% |
TOTAL CARRYOVER i 20,774 | 42,892 84,651 | 54,877 184% |
| I { ! i
iFARE RECEIPTS (002/)] | H | | |
401 Farebox i | i i |
1 intra-City | 5,358 | 1,806 | 5,358 | 0 0% |
3 Inter-City | 60,653 | 83,284 | 85,783 | 25,130 419% }
2 Locat Fare Augmentation | 2,750 | 2,750 | 2,750 | 0 0% |
4 Common Carrier i G| | | 0 0% |
402/2 Spec. Fare - Measure "C" } 0} 983 | 1,012 | 1,012 0% |
404 Freight | 0| i | 0 0% |
405 Cther | ¢ | | : G 0% §
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS H 68,761 | 88,823 | 94,903 | 26,142 38% |
| i ! ! |
{OPREATING REVENUE [Lelecht | | i | |
407 Interest | 2,834 | 3,784 | 2,854 | ) 0% |
408 LTF and/or 8TA Fund Revenues | ; | | ’
1 Coalinga ! 105,453 | 105,453 | 81,200 |  (24,253) -23% |
2 Fresno Gounty | 141,048 | 141,048 | 103,471 | (37.577) -27% |
3 GTSA-Article 4.5 i 2,250 | 2250 | 2,250 | 0 0% |
409/5 Measure "C" | 0 i ¢ | 0 | ¢ 0% |
TOTAL OPER. REVENUES | 251,585 | 252,535 | 189,755 | (61,830) -25% |
i ! | | ]
[STATE/FEDERAL GRANT REVENUE (005/)] | i | ! |
473 FTA i | : | |
1 Regional - Section 5311 i [ 0| 0| 0 0% |
2 CMAQ | 0| 0| Q| 0 0% |
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS | 0 i g | (el 0 0% |
! ! ! | |
[REVENUE SUMMARY) | | | | :
1. Carryover | 28,774 | 42,892 | 84,651 | 54,877 184% |
2. Current Revenue ! 320,346 | 341,358 | 284,658 | {35,688) -11% |
+ + + + +
s TOTAL REVENUES **** | 350,120 | 384,250 | 369,309 | 19,188 5% |
+ Zm= 4 S=== B = + +
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT |
+ + + +
Coalinga Transit | 2007/08 | 2007K08 | 2008/09 !
| Budget | Projecied | Budget i
1 | + +
mmmmmm z== + = 4 = + + +
EXPENDITURES | [ I | CHANGE PERCENT |
+ + + e o+
[OPERATIONS (910/)] | i ! | i
501 Salaries & Wages | i i | |
1 Driver ! 94,247 | 93,170 | 95,965 | 1,718 2% }
2 Dispatcher | 2,598 | | 2,508 | 0 0% §
502 Fringe Benefits | j : i 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefits H 4,015 | 496 | 4,015 | 0 0% |
t FICA | 8,863 | 6,670 | 6,963 | 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation | 7417 | 6,848 | 7117 | 0 0% |
3 Retirement | 12,453 | 11,696 | 12,453 | 0 0% |
4 Medical insurance i 20,079 | 19,918 | 20,079 | Y 0% }
503 FCRTA Direct Expense ] | | | i
0 Training | 400 i 246 | 400 | ¢] 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals i 1,000 | 1,182 | 1,217 | 217 22% |
505 Felephone/Radio Dispatch Costs | 2,000 | 1,710 | 2,000 1§ 0 0% |
506 Casuzlty & Liability Costs I 18,000 | 16,176 | 18,000 | 0 0% |
507 Ticket Purchases/Expenses l 191 |} | 191 | Rt 0% |
508 Contracted Services | 0| | | 0 0% |
508 Miscelaneous Expenses | 1,165 | i 1,185 | o] 0% |
512 Vehicie Leases & Rentals | 760 | | 768 1 0 0% |
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES § 170,997 | 158,112 | 172,932 | 1,935 1% }
| i | I i
[VEHICLE MANTENANCE/REPAIR (0417 ! ! l | i
504 Vehicle Expenses | | | | 0% |
& Fuel i 20,000 | 10,730 | 20,000 | 0 0% |
1 Lubricants (Oil/Grease/Fiuids) | 0 i | i 0 0% |
2 Tires, Batteries | 4,000 | 2,500 | 4,000 | 0 0% |
3 Maintenance/Repair | 60,000 | 59,594 i 60,000 | 0 0% |
508 Miscellanecus i 100 | 552 | 569 | 469 469% |
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES | 84,100 1 73,376 | 84,569 | 468 1% |
! 1 | | |
[ADMINISTRATION (160/] | | | ! |
501 Local Salaries & Wages § j H i !
2 Administration | 1,187 | 9,030 | 9,301 | 8,114 684% i
502 Local Fringe Benefits | i | ] 0% }
© Other Fringe Benefits | 0| i | 0 0% {
1 FICA i a1 | 686 | 707 | 616 677% |
2 Workman's Compensation | 0| H } 0 0% |
3 Retirement | 128 } 1,248 | 1,285 1§ 1,157 904% |
4 Medical Insurance | 41 | 850 | 979 | 938 2288% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense i | j | 0% |
1 FCRTA Adminisiration | 43,636 | 49,636 | 53,904 | 4,268 9% |
2 CTSA Administration | 1,786 | 1,786 | 1,733 | {53) -3% |
3 Marketing | 6,326 | 4716 | 6,326 | 0 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals } 0| | | 0 0% |
505 Utilities | 249 | ! 249 | 0 0% |
508 Miscelianeous Office Expenses | 3,750 | 80 | 3,750 | 0 0% |
512 Administrative Leases & Rentals | 0| | | 0 0% |
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES | 63,194 i 68,112 | 78,234 | 15,040 24% |
+ + + + +
TOTAL CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 318,291 | 299,600 | 335,735 | 17,444 5%
| I I i
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: i i ! E
170/520/0 Operator Acquired Asset | | ] |
000/101/5 Addition to Capital Reserve | | | | 0 0%
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 0| 0 | 0] 4] 0%
i ! | |
Operating Contingency +/{-) | 31,829 | 84,650 | 33,574 | 1,745 5%
+ + + +
s TOTAL EXPENDITURES ™ | 350,120 | 384,250 | 369,308 i 16,185 5%
2 mmmm== 4 + w o+ i
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Fresno County Rura! Transit Agency

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT |
+ + + +
Det Rey Transit | 2007/08 i 2007/08 j 2008/0% i
| Budget | Projected | Budget |
+ + + +
- + + + + +
BEVENUES | CHANGE PERCENT §
- - + + +
[PAST CARRYOVER/(SHORTFALL)] i | i i !
1 Det Rey i 0| 0| o | 0 0% |
2 Fresno County | 9,308 | 17,748 | 28,466 | 19,158 206% |
TOTAL CARRYOVER | 2,308 | 17,748 | 28,466 !} 19,158 206% §
| i | | |
{FARE RECEIPTS (G020 | H | ] i
401 Farebox ! | i ! |
1 intra-City | 5,000 | 130 | 5,000 | 3] 0% ¢
3 Inter-City | 5,000 | 2,196 | 5,000 | 0 0% |}
2 Local Fare Augmentation | 17,354 | 17,354 } 17,354 | 0 0% |
4 Common Cartier | g | | H 0 0% |
402/2 Spec. Fare - Measure "C* | [ 975 | 1,004 | 1,004 0% |
404 Freight H 0| H j 0 0% |
405 Other | 0| I | 0 0% }
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS | 27,354 | 20,655 | 28,358 i 1,004 4% |
i | [ | |
IOPREATING REVENUE (D037] | | H ] |
407 Interest i 229 | 1,068 | 229 | 0 0% |
409 L. TF and/or $TA Fund Revenues ! i i i |
1 Det Rey | 0 i | 0| 0 0% }
2 Ergsno County | 89,510 | 89,510 | 72,448 | {17,062) -19% |
3 CTSA-Article 4.5 | 14,198 |§ 14,198 | 14,198 | 0 0% |
409/5 Measure “C* i 0| | H Q 0% |
TOTAL OPER, REVENUES | 103,937 | 104,776 1 86,875 | {17,062} -16% |
| ! | | |
ISTATE/FEDERAL GRANT REVENUE (005/] i 1 i | ¢
413FTA | | ! i ]
1 Regional - Section 5311 | 0| i | 0 0% |
2 CMAG i o | i 0 0% |
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS | 0| [ 0 | 4 6% |
i | : j |
[REVENUE SUMMARY] ! | 1 | |
1. Carryover | 9,308 j 17,748 | 28,466 | 19,1658 206% |
2, Current Hevenue | 131,291 | 125,431 | 115,233 | {16,058} -12% §
+ + + + +
wesses TOTAL REVENUES ™ | 140,589 | 143,179 | 143,698 | 3,100 2% |
+ + + + +
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Fresno Gounty Rurat Transit Agency

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT |
+ + + +
Del Rey Transit | 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 |
| Budgset | Projected | Budget |
} | + +
+ + + = +
EXPENDITURES i | i | CHANGE PERCENT
+ + + +
[OPERATIONS {0107)] i | i !
501 Salaries & Wages | i | i
1 Driver | ¢ | | | 0 0%
2 Dispatcher H 0 i | 0 0%
502 Fringe Benefits | 0| | ] 0%
0 Other Fringe Benefits | 0 i | 0 0%
1 FICA | o | I i 0 0%
2 Workman's Compensation : [V | i 0 0%
3 Retirernent | g | | 0 C%
4 Medical Insurance i 0! | | 0 0%
503 FCRTA Direct Expense | i i |
0 Fraining | 300 | | 300 | G 0%
4 Drug Testing/Physicals | 500 | 30 | 500 i 0 %
505 Telephone/Radic Dispatch Cosis | 1,500 | 6 | 1,500 | 0 0%
506 Casuaity & Liability Costs I 13,500 | 12,132 | 13,500 | 0 0%
507 Ticket Purchases/Expenses | | ¢ | o 0%
508 Contracted Services | 61,086 | 61,086 j 62,918 | 1,832 3%
508 Miscellaneous Expenses | 500 | | 500 | 0 0%
512 Vehicle Leases & Rentals : 84 | | 64 | 0 0%
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES | 77,450 1} 73,264 | 79,282 | 1,832 2%
. | 1 | }
IVEHICLE MAINTENANCE/REPAIR (0414)] i | i i
504 Vehicle Expenses | | | I 0%
0 Fuel § 15,000 | 14,116 | 15,000 | 0 0%
1 Lubricants (Qil/Grease/Fluids) | 0} | | 0 0%
2 Tires, Batteries | 3,000 | 2,000 | 3,000 | 4] 0%
3 Maintenance/Repair | 30,600 | 23,374 | 30,000 | 4] 0%
500 Miscellaneous ! 100 | 14} 100 |} 0 0%
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES | 48,100 | 39,504 j 48,100 i 0 0%
! | | i
[ADMINISTRATION (160/] ] H | |
501 Local Salaries & Wages | | | |
2 Administration 1 0| | | G 0%
502 Local Fringe Benefits 1 0| | | 0%
0 Gther Fringe Benefits | 0| t i 0 0%
t FICA | 0| ] | 0 0%
2 Workman's Compensation | ¢} | | 0 0%
3 Aetirement H o] 1 | 0 0%
4 Medical Insurance | 0| ] i 0 0%
503 FCRTA Direct Expense i 0| | } %
1 FCRTA Administration | 1,225 | 1,225 | 1,924 | 99 8%
2 CTSA Administration ] 42 | 42 i a3 | 1 2%
3 Marketing i 1,000 | 678 i 1,000 | o 0%
4 Drug Testing/Physicals | 0] | | 0 0%
505 Utilities i 0| | i 0 0%
509 Miscellaneous Office Expenses | g | | | o] 0%
512 Administrative Leases & Rentals H 0| | | G 0%
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES | 2,267 | 1,045 | 2,367 | 100 4%
+ + + +
TOTAL CURSBENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 127,817 § 114,713 | 129,749 | 1,632 2%
| | | i
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: i { I I
170/520/0 Operator Acquired Asset [ | | I
000/101/5 Adcition 1o Capital Reserve | a | 0 [ Q 0%
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES | o i 0| o | 0 0%
! | } i
Operating Contingency +4-) i 12,782 | 28,486 |} 13,950 | 1,168 9%
+ + + +
=+ TOTAL EXPENDITURES " | 140,599 | 143,179 | 143,699 | 3,100 2%
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| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT |
+ + + +
Dinuba Transit | 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 |
| Budget | Projected | Budget i
+ + + +
wwwww + = 4 mze 4 = + +
REVENUES j CHANGE PERCENT |
- s + + +
[PAST CARRYOVER/(SHORTFALL)] | | ! | |
1 Dinuba | 0| 0 | 0| 0 0% |
2 Fresno County i 0} 0 | 0| 0 0% |
TOTAL CARRYOVER [ 0| 0! 0 | 0 0% |
! | | I I
[FARE RECEIPTS (002/)] | i | i |
401 Farebox | | | | i
1 Intra-City : | i | 0 0% |
3 Inter-City | 0] 0 | 4,693 | 4,693 0% |
2 Local Fare Augmeniation | | | | 0 0% |
4 Common Carrier i | i | 0 0% |
40272 Spec. Fare - Measure *C* . | H | | 0 0% i
404 Freight | | | | 0 0% |
405 Other ! | | i 0 0% |
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS | 0| 0] 4,693 | 4,693 0% |
| | | J !
[OPREATING REVENUE {003h7] i | | | |
407 Interest | | : i 0 0% !
4089 LTF and/or STA Fund Revenues | ; i | i
1 Dinuba - i 0| | 0 | 0 0% |
2 Fresno County | [ | 0| o 0% |
3 CTSA-Article 4.5 | 0! : 0! 0 0% |
409/5 Measure *C" i 0] | 46,925 | 46,825 0% |
TOTAL OPER, REVENUES | g | 0 | 46,925 | 46,925 0% !
l [ | f i
[STATEFEDERAL GRANT REVENUE (005/) i i P | |
413 FTA . | | | i |
1 Regional - Section 5311 | | 01} - | 0 0% |
2 CMAQ § | o | 0 0% |
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS | 0 ol 0| o 0% |
| | | | ]
[REVENUE SUMMARY} H | | i i
1. Carryover | 0l 0 | 0| g 0% |
2. Current Revenue | 0| 0l 51,618 | 51,618 0% |
+ + + + +
vos TOTAL REVENUES ** | 0| 0| 51,618 | 51,618 0% |
————— + + + + +
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| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT [
4

+ + +
Dinuba Transit | 2007/08 i 2007/08 | 2008/09 i
! Budget | Projected | Budget |
i | + +
o T e S A S A S + memmm + + = +
EXPENDITURES } | | | CHANGE PERCENT |
+ + + + -+
[OPERATIONS (0107} [ ! i ! |
501 Salaries & Wages i ! | i |
1 Driver | i | | 0 0% |
2 Dispatcher i i t | ¢ 0% |
502 Fringe Benefits | | | : 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefits | | | | 0 0% |
1 FICA | i [ | 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation | | | | 0 0% |
3 Retirernent : | | ; o 0% |
4 Medical Insurance | H | | 0 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense | | i | |
0 Training } | | | Q 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals | | ! { ¢ 0% |
506 Telephone/Radio Dispatch Costs | i | | 0 0% |
506 Casualty & Liability Costs | | ; | 0 0% |
507 TFicket Purchases/Expenses i i i i 0 0% |
508 Contracted Services | : | 46,925 | 46,925 0% |
500 Miscellaneous Expenses | | | i 0 0% |
512 Vehicle Leases & Rentals ; | ! | 0 0% |
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES | g 0 46,925 | 46,925 0% |
| ! ! | {
[VEHICLE MAINTENANCE/REPAIR (041N} | | | ! |
504 Vehicie Expenses | | ! i 0% |
0 Fuel | | ! | 0 0% |
1 Lubricants (Ci/Grease/Fluids) | } | | 0 0% |
2 Tires, Batteries i | | | 0 0% |
3 Maintenance/Hepair | | | ! 0 0% |
509 Miscelianeous i | ; i 0 0% |
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES | 0! 0 | 0| 0 0% |
i 1 ! ! I
[ADMINISTRATION {160/ | | | | |
501 Local Salaries & Wages | | t H |
2 Administration | } | i 0 0% |
502 Locat Fringe Benefits | | | | 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefits | | | | 0 0% |
1 FICA | | | | 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation | H H t 1] 0% |
3 Retirement | | | | o 0% |
4 Medical Insurance | | | | 0 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense ' ! | I | 0% |
1 FCRTA Administration ] } } | 0 0% |
2 CTSA Administration | | i | 0 0% }
3 Marketing | | | t o] 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals j | | | 0 0% |
505 Utilities | 1 | | 0 0% |
509 Miscellaneous Office Expenses j i t | o 0% |
512 Administrative Leases & Rentals ! ! ] | 0 0% |
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES | 0| 0| 0! 0 0% |
+ + + + +
TOTAL CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 0| 0! 46,925 | 46,925 0%
i | i j
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: | | | |
170/520/0 Operalor Acquired Asset i § i ¢
D00/101/5 Addition 1o Cagpital Reserve | | | i 0 0%
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 0 | [ 0| Q 0%
| | j !
Operating Contingency +/{-} ] 0! 0| 4,693 | 4,693 %
+ + + +
==+ TOTAL EXPENDITURES = i a | 0| 51,618 | 51,618 %
+ s + + i
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT |
+ + + +
Firebaugh Transit | 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 |
{ Budget | Projected i Budget ;
+ + + +
+ + + + +
REVENUES | CHANGE PERCENT |
- - + + +
{PAST CARRYOVER/(SHORTFALL)] | H i H }
1 Firebaugh } 6,478 | 828 | 42,288 | 35,810 553% |
2 Fresno County | 319 | 41 | 2,086 | 1,767 554% |
TOTAL CARRYOVER | B,797 | 888 | 44374 | 37,577 553% |
| | ! ! !
[FARE RECEIPTS (002/)] ! i i | :
401 Farebox | | | t |
1 Intra-Gity | 21,852 | 9,876 | 21,552 | 0 0% |
3 Inter-Gity | | | | 0 0% |
2 Local Fare Augmentation } 2,750 i 2,750 2,750 | 0 0% |
4 Common Carrier | 25 | | 25 | a 0% |
402/2 Spec. Fare - Measure "C* | 0| 4,757 | 4,859 | 4,809 0% |
404 Freight | g | i | i 0 0% |
405 Other | 0! } | ¢ 0% §
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS i 24,327 | 17,383 | 28,226 | 4,898 20% i{
! | I ! I
[OPREATING REVENUE {003/)] | | | | |
407 Interest | 315 | 68 | 315 | 0 0% |
409 LTF and/or STA Fund Revenues H | | | |
1 Firebaugh | 109,531 | 109,531 | 79,264 1 (30,267) 28% |
2 Fresno County | 5,390 | 5,390 | 3,909 | {1,481) -27% |
3 CTSA-Adticle 4.5 | 2,250 | 2,250 | 2,250 | 0 0% |
409/5 Measure “C" | 118,982 | 118,882 | 122,551 | 3,569 3% |
TOTAL OPER. REVENUES | 236,468 | 236,221 | 208,289 | {28,179) “12% |
| i I | i
ISTATE/FEDERAL GRANT REVENUE (005/)] | | } | }
413 FTA i | j ! |
1 Regionai - Section 5311 | 0 | 0 0 i 0 0% |
2 CMAQ ! 0| 0 | 01 0 0% |
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS | 0| 0| o 0 0% |
| | | | {
{REVENUE SUMMARY} | | | | |
1. Carryover | 6,797 | 869 | 44,374 | 37,577 553% |
2. Gurrent Revenue | 260,795 | 253,604 | 237,516 | (23,280} -9% |
+ + + + +
e TOTAL REVENUES ™ | 267,592 | 254,473 | 281,889 | 14,297 5% |
+ == + + e + +
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FRESNG COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL { DRAFT ]
+ + + +
Firebaugh Transit | 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 |
| Budget { Projected | Budget |
¢ | + +
+ ST=mmmEEEETS o+ == 4 + +
EXPENDITURES j | | { CHANGE PERCENT |
+ + + + +
[{OPERATIONS (0100] | | ] | |
50% Salaries & Wages | | | | |
1 Driver | } | | o} 0% |
2 Dispatcher | 0| | H Q 0% |
502 Fringe Benefits | | j | 0% }
0 Other Fringe Benefits | 01 | | 4] 0% |
1 FICA i Qi | | 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation | 0| | ; o} 0% |
3 Retirernent | | § j 0 0% |
4 Medical Insurance i ! | | 0 0% |
503 FCHTA Direct Expense | | | | !
€ Training | 400 | | 400 | 0 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals { 1,000 | 208 i 1,000 | 0 0% |
505 Telephone/Radio Dispatch Cosls | 2,000 | 736 | 2,000 | 0 0% |
506 Casualty & Liability Costs ] 18,000 | 16,176 | 18,000 ] G 0% |
507 Ticket Purchases/Expenses | 50 | | 50 | o] 0% |
508 Contracted Services : 136,612 | 136,612 | 140,710 | 4,008 3% |
509 Miscellaneous Expenses | 25 | | 25 | 0 0% |
512 Vehicle Leases & Rentals | 142 | i 142 | 0 0% |
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES | 158,229 | 153,732 | 162,327 | 4,098 3% |
! | I | |
[VEHICLE MAINTENANCE/REPAIR (041/)] | | | ] !
504 Vehicle Expenses | | | | 0% §
0 Fuet | 30,000 | 12,940 | 30,000 | 0 0% |
1 Lubricants (Oil/Grease/Fluids) § 0 | | | ¢ 0% |
2 Tires, Batteries | 4,000 | 2,000 | 4,000 | 0 0% |
3 Maintenance/Repair ] 40,000 | 30,894 | 40,000 | 0 0% |
509 Miscellaneous | 100 |} 96 | 100 0 0% |
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES | 74,500 | 46,030 74,100 | 0 0% |
| [ | [ I
[ADMEINISTRATION {160/} i i | | |
501 Local Salaries & Wages | | i | t
2 Administration i } | | 0 0% |
502 Local Fringe Benefits | | f } 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefits i | i ; 0 0% |
1 FICA ! | | | a 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation i | | | 0 0% |
3 Retirement | } ] | 0 0% |
4 Medical insurance | | | | 0 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense | | § ] 0% |
1 FCRTA Administration § 8,719 | 8,719 | 9,214 | 495 6% |
2 CTSA Administration | 314 | 314 | 296 | (18) 8% |
3 Marketing i 1,815 | 1,304 | 1,815 | 0 0%}
4 Drug Testing/Physicals | 0| | | 0 0% }
505 Utilities i | ; | 0 0% 1}
508 Miscellaneous Office Expenses | 288 | | 288 | 0 0% |
512 Administrative Leases & Rentals i 0 i | | 0 0% |
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES | 10,936 | 10,337 | 11,413 | 477 4% |
+ + + + +
TOTAL CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 243,265 | 210,009 | 247,840 | 4875 2%
I ! | |
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: | | | |
170/520/0 Operator Acquired Assel | | | G|
000/101/5 Addition to Capital Reserve i | ; ! 0 0%
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 0! 0| 0| o 0%
| i ! I
Operating Contingency +/(-} | 24,327 | 44,374 | 34,049 | 9,722 40%
+ + + +
wse TOTAL EXPENDITURES | 267,592 | 254,473 | 281,889 | 14,297 5%
+ = + : + mmm |
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

{ ADOPTED | ACTUAL I DRAFT |
+ + * +
Fowler Transit | 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 l
| Budgel | Projected | Budget i
+ + + +
mIm 4 SIS + -+ + +
REVENUES | CHANGE PERCENT |
- - + + +
[PAST CARRYOVER/(SHORTFALL)} | i | i H
1 Fowter | 2,501 | 5556 | 22,223 | 19,632 758% |
2 Fresno County | 219 | 430 | 1,722 } 1,503 686% |
TOTAL CARRYOVER | 2,810 | 5,986 | 23,945 | 21,135 752% |
| ! | ! |
[FARE RECEIPTS (002/)] i | { | !
401 Farebox | | | i i
1 Intra-City I 20,488 | 8,990 | 20,488 | 0 0% |
3 inter-City ! i | | 0 0% |
2 Local Fare Augmentation | 1,680 i 1,650 i 1,650 | 0 0% |
4 Common Carrier | 25 | | 25 i 0% |
4062/2 Spec. Fare - Measure “C” ! g | 1,614 | 1,662 | 1,662 0% }
404 Freight | 0! ; | 0 0% |
405 Other | 0| | | 0 0% |
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS | 22,163 | 12,254 | 23,825 | 1,662 7% |
i | I i !
[OPREATING REVENUE (003/)] | { t | |
407 interesi i 245 | 344 | 245 | 0 0% |
~ 409 LTF and/or 8TA Fund Revenues l | | | i
1 Fowler | 91,760 | 91,760 | 72,699 |} (19,061) ~21% |
2 Fresno County | 7.753 | 7,753 | 5632 | {(2.121) ~27% |
3 CTSA-Article 4.5 | 1,350 | 1,350 | 1,350 | [t} 0% |
408/5 Measure “C" : 116,090 | 116,090 | 119,573 | 3,483 3% |
TOTAL OPER. REVENUES | 217,198 | 217,297 | 199,489 | {17,699} -8% |
! i ! i i
[STATE/FEDERAL GRANT REVENUE {0051} | | i | |
A13FTA | J | ! |
1 Regional - Section 5311 | 0|l G| 0 0 0% |
2 CMAQ | 0 j 0| ¢ | 0 0% |
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS | 0| 0 i (VI Q 0% |
1 | I I t
[REVENUE SUMMARY] | | | | i
1. Carryover | 2,810 j 5,986 | 23,845 | 21,135 752% |
. 2. Current Revenue i 239,361 | 229,551 |} 223,324 | (16,037} “T% |
+ + + + +
reeres TOTAL REVENUES ™ | 242,171 | 235,537 | 247,269 | 5,098 2% |
4z + 4o 4 mompmmos= +
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

i ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT i
+ + + +
Fowler Transit } 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 |
| Budget | Proiected j Budget H
| i + *
= ==4 = + + + R
EXPENDITURES | | | t CHANGE PERCENT
+ + + +
[OPERATIONS (0104] | | | x
50t Sajaries & Wages | Q| | |
1 Driver | 0 i i 0 %
2 Dispatcher | 0| : | 0] 0%
502 Fringe Benefits i | | | 0%
0 Other Fringe Benefits | 0| | : 0 0%
1 FiCA ! 0| ; | 0 0%
2 Workman's Compensation | 0! | | 0 0%
3 Retirement i 0| | | 0 0%
4 Medical Insurance i 0 | ! i 0 0%
503 FCRTA Direct Expense | } | |
0 Training | 400 | [ 400 | 0 0%
4 Drug Testing/Physicals i 1,000 | 156 | 1,000 | 0 0%
505 Telephone/Radio Dispalch Costs | 2,000 | 1,126 | 2,000 | o 0%
506 Casualty & Liability Costs | 18,000 | 16,176 | 18,000 | 0 0%
507 Ticket Purchases/Expenses i 50 | | 50 | 0 0%
508 Contracted Services § 122,172 | 122,172 |} 125,837 | 3,665 3%
508 Miscellaneous Expenses | 25 | | 25 1 0 0%
512 Vehicle Leases & Rentals | 19 | i 119 | 0 %
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES | 143,766 | 139,830 | 147,431 | 3,665 3%
| i i |
{VEHICLE MAINTENANCE/REFAIR (041] | | | !
504 Vehicle Expenses j | | ] 0%
0 Fuel | 24,000 | 19,152 | 24,000 | 0 0%
1 Lubricants {OGrease/Fiuids) | | | 4 0 0%
2 Tires, Batieries i 4,000 | 2,000 | 4,000 | 0 0%
3 Maintenance/Repair | 40,000 | 42,918 | 40,000 i} 0 0%
500 Miscellaneous | 100 | 72 1 100 g 0%
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES | 68,100 | 64,142 | 68,100 | 0 0%
| ¢ ! |
TADMINISTRATION (1600)] | i | ]
501 Local Salaries & Wages i 0| ! ;
2 Administration | 0| | ] 0 0%
502 Local Fringe Benefits | j } | 0%
0 Other Fringe Benefits i 0| | i o 0%
1 FICA | 0| i [ 0 0%
2 Workman's Compensation | 0 | t 0 0%
3 Retirement i 0| j i 0 0%
4 Medical insurance | 0 | | | 0 0%
503 FCRTA Direct Expense | I § | 0%
1 FCRTA Administration t 6,520 j 6,520 | 7.484 | 964 15%
2 CTSA Administration | 235 | 235 | 241 | 6 3%
3 Marketing i 1,246 | 1,066 | 1,246 | 0 0%
4 Drug Testing/Physicals ; 04 j | 0 0%
505 Utilities | | | | 0 0%
508 MisceHaneous Office Expenses i 288 | | 288 | 0 0%
512 Administrative Leases & Rentals $ 0! | } 0 0%
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES | 8,289 | 7821 | 8,259 | 970 12%
+ + + +
TOTAL CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 220,155 | 211,593 | 224,790 | 4,635 2%
| i | |
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: | | | }
170/520/0 Operator Acquired Asset i | | 0]
000/101/5 Addition to Capital Reserve | i | | 0 0%
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 0| 0} Q| 0 0%
] ! 1 |
Operating Contingency +/(-) | 22,016 | 23,944 | 22,479 | 463 2%
+ + + +
= TOTAL EXPENDITURES i 242,171 | 235,537 | 247,269 | 5,008 2%
+ + * |
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT |
+ + + *
Huron Transit | 2007/08 | 2607/08 | 2008/09 ;
i | Projected ! Budget |
+ + + +
smmmmm——me + + + mmmmmmEmE mommmme== 4
REVENUES ! CHANGE PERCENT |
- - - + + +
[PAST CARRYOVERN{SHORTFALL)} | i | | |
1 Huron | 20,301 | 33,768 | 69,907 | 49,606 244% |
2 Fresno County ; 10 | 17 | 35 | 25 250% |
TOTAL CARRYOVER | 20,311 1§ 33,782 | 69,042 | 49,631 244% |
| | | I |
[FARE RECEIPTS (002N} i | i | §
401 Farebox | | ! | |
1 Intra-City i 28,700 | 31,584 | 32,532 | 3,832 13% |
3 inter-Gity | 23,001 | 16,094 | 23,081 | 0 0% |
2 Local Fare Augmentation | 2,750 | 2,750 | 2,750 | 0 0% |
4 Common Carrier i 01 i | 0 0% |
402/2 Spec. Fare - Measure *C” | 0| 2,254 | 2,322 | 2,322 0% |
404 Freight | 0 | | | 4] 0% |
405 Other ! g | ] { 4] 0% |
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS | 54,541 1} 52,682 | 60,695 j 6,154 1% |
| I ! I !
[OPREATING REVENUE (003/)] [ | i [ |
407 Interest | 911 | 1,276 | 811 | 0 0% |
409 LTF and/or STA Fund Revenues ] ! | | |
1 Huron | 168,652 | 168,652 | 116626 | (52,026) -31% |
2 Fresno County i 84 | 84 | 58 | (26) -31% |
3 CTSA-Article 4.5 | 2,250 | 2,250 | 2,250 | O 0% |
409/5 Measure "C" | 105,944 | 105,944 | 109,122 | 3,178 3% |
TOTAL QPER. REVENUES | 277,841 | 278,206 | 228,967 | {48,874) 18% |
I | I | i
[STATE/FEDERAL GRANT REVENUE (005/)] i | : | |
413 FTA | | i i |
1 Regional - Section 5311 | ot | g | 0 0% |
2 CMAG | 0 | 0| g 0% |
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS |} 0| G| 0 | 0 0% |
| I | ! |
[REVENUE SUMMARY] | | | | |
1. Carrvover | 20,311 | 33,782 | 69,942 | 48,631 244% |
2. Current Revenue : 332,382 | 330,888 | 289,662 | (42,720) ~13% |
+ + + + +
wezrrs TOTAL REVENUES "™ | 352,693 | 364,670 | 359,604 | 6,911 2% |
+ + + mm + +
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FRESNQ COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT |
+ + + +
Huron Transit | 2007/08 | 2007/08 i 2008/09 ;
| Budget | Prejected | Budget |
i j + +
wwwwww + + + + mEEmemmm—— b
EXPENDITURES H | | i CHANGE PERCENT |
+ + + + +
[OPERATIONS (010/)] | | ! | |
501 Salaries & Wages | i | | |
1 Driver | 0 i | i ¢ 0% |
2 Dispalcher i 0| | | 0 0% |
502 Fringe Benefits | | i | 0% |
0 Cther Fringe Benefits ! 0 i ! § 0 0% |
1 FiCA i o | | i ¢ 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation | 0 | | | 0 0% |
3 Retirement ! o i i 0 0% |
4 Medical Insurance | 0 | | ! 0 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense | | | | i
0 Training | 500 | H 500 | 0 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals i 1,600 § 216 | 1,500 | 0 0% |
505 Telephone/Radio Dispatch Costs | 2,500 | 220 | 2,500 | 0 0% |
506 Casualty & Liability Costs I 22,500 | 20,220 | 22,500 | 0 0% |
507 Ticket Purchases/Expenses H 50 | : 50 0 0% |
508 Contracted Services | 185,043 | 185,043 | 190,594 | 5,551 3% |
509 Miscellaneous Expenses | 69 | } 68 | 0 0% |
512 Vehicle Leases & Rentals | 135 | i 135 | 0 0% |
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES { 212,207 | 205,689 | 217,848 | 5,551 3% |
! i i i !
[VEHICLE MAINTENANCE/REPAIR (0411)] | | | | j
504 Vehicle Expenses i | | | 0% |
0 Fuel | 42,000 ! 30,114 | 42,000 | 0 0% |
1 Lubricants (Oi/Grease/Fluids) | | ; H 0 0% |
2 Tires, Batteries } 5,000 | 2,328 | 5,000 | 4] 0% |
3 Maintenance/Repair i 50,000 | 45724 | 50,000 | 4] 0% |
509 Miscellaneous | 100 | 102 | 1086 | 5 5% |
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES | 97,100 | 78,268 | 97,105 | 5 0% |
] | i | |
[ADMINISTRATION {160/ | | | i |
501 Local Salaries & Wages | o | | | 0 I
2 Administration | 0 i | | 0 0% |
502 Local Fringe Benefits i | ! | 0% §
0 Other Fringe Benefits | 0| | | 0 0% |
1 FICA | ¢ | | i 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation | o | | 0 0% |
3 Retirermnent | o | | | 0 0% |
4 Medical Insurance | 0} ; | 0 0% |
503 FCHTA Direct Expense | | | i 0% |
1 FCRTA Administzation ! 9,100 | 9,100 | 9,838 | 738 8% |
2 CTSA Administration | 327 | 327 | 316 | (i) -3% |
3 Marketing | 1,518 | 1,334 | 1,518 | 0 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals | a | } | 0 0% |
505 Utilities H | | | G 0% |
509 Misceflaneous Office Expenses | 288 | | 288 | 0 0% |
512 Administrative Leases & Rentals | 0| i } 0 0% |
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES | 11,233 | 10,761 | 11,960 |} 127 6% |
+ + + + +
TOTAL CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 320,630 | 204,728 | 326,913 | 6,283 2%
| | ! !
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: i j | |
170/520/0 Operator Acquired Asset | | ! 4 :
000/101/5 Addition to Capital Reserve i ; ] | 0 0%
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 0| 0| 0| 0 0%
i ! ! {
Operating Contingency +/{-) | 32,083 | 69,942 | 32,691 | 628 2%
+ + + +
= TOTAL EXPENDITURES »** ! 352,693 | 364,670 | 358,604 | 6,911 2%
+ + + |
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT |
+ + * +
Kerman Transit i 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 i
! Budget ! Projected { Budget |
+ ¥ + +
+ = = + = + mE=soommn GRSREEmSS +
REVENUES | CHANGE PERCENT |}
.- - + + ¥
[PAST CARRYQVER/(SHORTFALL)] ! | | | |
1 Kermaf | 8,870 | 6,415 | 24,390 | 15,520 175% |
2 Fresno County | 269 | 180 | 685 | 416 155% }
TOTAL CARRYOVER t 9,139 | 6,595 | 25,075 | 15,936 174% |
| I i ! !
[FARE RECEIPTS {002/)] | i | | |
401 Farehox i { ! | |
1 Intra-City ! 12,233 | 8,566 | 12,233 | 0 0% |
3 Inter-City | | | | 0 0% |
2 Local Fare Augmentation | 3,300 !} 3.300 | 3,300 j§ 0 0% |
4 Common Catrier | 25 | i 25 | o 0% |
402/2 Spec. Fare - Measure "C” ! Q| 1,548 | 1,585 | 1,595 0% |
404 Freight | 0} | i 0 0% |
405 Other i 0| i | 0 0% }
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS | 15,558 | 13,415 | 17,183 | 1,586 10% |
| ! | | [
[OPREATING REVENUE (003N} | i H i |
447 interest ! 424 | 620 | 420 | 0 0% |
408 LTF and/or STA Fund Revenues | | i | ]
1 Kerman j 137,871 137,871 | 138,647 1§ 776 1% |
2 Fresno County | 4,176 | 4176 | 3,892 | (284) 7% |
3 CTSA-Articie 4.5 | 2,700 | 2,700 | 2,700 | 0 0% |
409/5 Measure "C" | 0! | | 0 0% ¢
TOTAL OPER. REVENUES | 145,167 | 145,367 § 145,689 | 492 0% ]
| | | ! !
[STATE/FEDERAL GRANT REVENUE (0051 | { | | |
413 FTA [ I i i t
1 Regionat - Section 5311 i Q| 0 | 0| 0 0% §
2 CMAQ l 0| 0| 0 | 0 0% |
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS | 0} 0| 0| 0 0% |
i | i i |
[REVENUE SUMMARY] | ] | | }
1. Carryover | 9,139 | 6,595 | 25,075 | 15,938 174% ]
2. Current Revenue j 160,725 | 158,782 | 162,812 | 2,087 1% |
B T Y + + + +
seem TOTAL REVENUES »*** | 168,864 | 165,377 | 187,887 | 18,023 1% |
+ === + + + +
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED i ACTUAL | DRAFT i
* + -+ +
Kerman Transit | 2007/68 | 2007/08 | 2008/0% |
j Budget | Projected | Budget i
i I + +
==z = + = + + Smmmm==== +
EXPENDITURES | | | ! CHANGE PERCENT |
+ + + + +
[OPERATIONS (G101} i | | [ |
501 Salaries & Wages | | | | |
1 Driver ! 34,812 | 34,816 | 35,860 | 1,048 3% |
2 Dispatcher | 2,500 | 2,066 | 2,500 | 0 0% |
502 Fringe Benefits | i I ! 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefits i 500 i 222 | 500 | 0 0% |
1 FICA | 2,820 | 2,768 | 2,851 | 31 1% |
2 Workman's Compensation | 2,871 | 1,422 | 2,571 | 4] 0% |
3 Retirement | 4,314 | 4,934 | 5,082 | 768 18% |
4 Medical Insurance | 8,359 | 8,560 | 8,817 | 458 5% |
503 FCRTA Birect Expense } | | | !
0 Training | 300 i ! 300 | ¢ 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicais | 500 | 572 | 500 | 0 0% |
505 Telephone/Radio Dispatch Gosts } 1,500 | 1,122 | 1,500 | 0 0% |
506 Casuaity & Liability Costs | 13,500 |} 12,132 | 13,500 | 0 0% |
507 Ticket Purchases/Expenses | 50 | } 50 | 0 0% |
508 Contracted Services i 0| | i 4] 0% |
509 Miscelianeous Expenses | 84 | | 84 | 0 0% |
512 Vehicle Leases & Renlals | 214 | | 214 | 0 0% |
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES § 72,024 | 68,614 | 74,329 | 2,305 3%}
! | ! i i
(VEHICLE MAINTENANCE/REPAIR (0417 | | | | ]
504 Vehicle Expenses i | | ] 0% |
0 Fuel | 12,000 | 3,498 | 12,000 | 0 0% |
1 Lubricants (Oi/Grease/Fluids} | 0 i | ! 0 0% |
2 Tires, Batteries i 3,000 | 1,500 | 3,000 | la; 0% |
3 Maintenance/Repair | 30,000 | 22,030 | 30,000 | 0 0% |
509 Miscellaneous | 100 |} 180 | 185 | 85 85% |
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES § 45,100 | 27,208 | 45185 | 85 C% |
| ! | i |
[ADMINISTRATION (1607] [ | ! | |
501 Local Salaries & Wages ! | | | |
2 Administration | 10,739 | 18,158 | 18,703 | 7,564 74% |
502 Locat Fringe Benefits | i : j 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefils § 225 | 108 j 225 | 0 0% |
1 FICA | 822 | 1,354 | 1,395 | 573 70% |
2 Workman's Compensation | 169 | 288 | 207 | 128 76% |
3 Retirement H 1,537 | 2,376 | 2,447 | 810 59% |
4 Medical Insurance ] 1,421 | 3,508 | 3,613 | 2,192 154% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense j | | | 0% |
1 FCRTA Administration | 16,118 | 16,118 | 18,336 | 2,218 14% |
2 CTSA Administration i 580 | 580 | 589 | 9 2% |
3 Marketing | 2,723 1,344 § 2,723 | ¢ 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals | 0| | ] 0 0%}
505 Utilities i 2.264 | | 2,264 | 0 0% §
508 Miscellaneous Office Expenses | 700 | 646 | 700 | 0 0% |
512 Administrative Leases & Rentals | 0 i | 0 0% |
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES | 37,298 | 44,480 | 51,282 13,894 38% |
+ + + & +
TOTAL CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 154,422 140,302 | 170,806 | 16,384 1%
i ! | I
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: | | } i
170/520/0 Operator Acquired Asset | ! | 0|
000/101/5 Addition to Capiat Reserve j | } | 0 0%
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 0 | 01 0| 0 0%
| | | |
Operating Contingency +/{-} } 15,442 | 25,075 | 17,081 | 1,639 11%
+ + + +
seos FOTAL EXPENDITURES i 168,864 l 165,377 1 187,887 I 18,023 1%
=4 + + |
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FRESNO COUNTY BURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED t ACTUAL | DRAFT !
+ + + +
Kingshurg Transit | 2007/08 | 200708 j 2008/09 |
| Budget t Projecied | Budget |
+ + + +
= + + + + memnemm== +
REVENUES | GCHANGE PERCENT |
- - + + +
[PAST CARRYQVERASHORTFALL)] ; | | i |
1 Kingshurg | (9,2886) | (11,837) ¢ 34381 | 43,667 ~470% |
2 Fresno County ] (329) § (427} | 1,229 | 1,558 -474% |
TOTAL CARRYOVER | {9,615} | {12,364} | 35,610 | 45,225 -470% |
| | | ! i
[FARE RECEIPTS (002/) | H I { H
401 Farebox | | | | |
1 intra-City i 25,464 | 7.942 | 25,464 | 0 0% |
3 Inter-City | 0| | | 0 0% |
2 Local Fare Augmentation | 6,050 § 6,050 i 6,050 § g 0% |
4 Common Carrier i 25 | | 25 | 0 0% |
402/2 Spec. Fare - Measure *C” | 0 i 6,082 | 6,264 | 6,264 0% |
404 Freight | G| H | 0 0% |
405 Other H 0| | { 0 0% |
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS | 31,639 | 20,074 | 37,803 | 6,264 20% |
! | | | I
{OPREATING REVENUE (003/] | | | | |
407 interest H 85 | H 85 | ¢ 0% |
409 LTF andfor STA Fund Revenues | | | | i
1 Kingsburg i 161,225 | 161,225 | 113,038 | (48,187) -30% |
2 Fresno County | 5,710 | 5710 | 4,040 | (1.671) -29% |
3 CTSA-Ardicle 4.5 i 4950 i 4,950 | 4,950 | Q 0% |
409/5 Measure "C” | 151,890 | 151,890 | 156,447 | 4557 3% |
TOTAL QPER. REVENUES | 323,860 | 323,775 | 278,560 | {45,301) -14% |
| | I | !
{STATE/FEDERAL GRANT REVENUE (005)] i H | | |
413 FTA | [ ] | ]
1 Hegional - Section 5311 | 0| | ] 0 0% §
2 CMAQ | 0| | | Y 0% |
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS | 0 o | 0} ° 0% 1
{ | ! i I
[REVENUE SUMMARY} | | i | |
1. Carryover 5 (9,615) | {12,364) | 35,610 | 45,225 0% |
2. Curmrent Revenue i 355,399 | 343,849 | 316,363 | {39,037) ~11% |
+ + + + +
seee TOTAL REVENUES = | 345,784 | 331,485 | 351,973 | 6,189 2% |
=+ = + + mummy b SSSwmommS o +
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

{ ADOPTED | ACTUAL i DRAFT |
+ + + +
Kingsburg Transit | 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/02 |
| Budget | Projected } Budget |
| H + +
e - + + ES == +
EXPENDITURES i | ! | CHANGE PERCENT |
+ + + + +
[OPERATIONS (0100)] | | | i ]
501 Salaries & Wages | | | | |
1 Driver i 0] i | 0 0% |
2 Dispatcher | (U] | t 0 0% §
502 Fringe Benefits | | | i 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefits | | i | 0 0% |
1FICA i 0| | | 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation H 0! i t "] 0% |
3 Retirement | 0| ! i 0 0% |
4 Medical insurance | 0 | | O 0% |
503 FCATA Direct Expense | ; | | |
0 Training - 400 | | 400 i 0 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicails | 1,000 | 344 1,000 | Q 0% |
505 Telephone/Radic Dispatch Costs | 2,000 | 1,124 | 2000 | 0 0% |
506 Casualty & Liability Costs ! 18,000 § 16,176 | 18,600 | 0 0% |
507 Ticket Purchases/Expenses | 50 | | 50 | 0 0% }
508 Contracted Services i 206,779 | 208,779 | 212,982 | 6,203 3% §
509 Miscelianeous Expenses | 643 | 1,748 | 1,182 | 539 84% |
512 Vehicie Leases & Rentals | 239 | | 239 | o 0% |
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES | 229,111 | 225571 | 235,853 | 6,742 3% |
! { { | |
[VEHICLE MAINTENANCE/REPAIR 410} | i i i 1
504 Venicle Expenses ] | | | 0% §
0 Fuel H 24,000 | 7,114 | 24,000 | ] 0% |
1 Lubricants (Oil'Grease/Fluids) | 01 H | 0 0% {
2 Tires, Batteries | 4,000 | 2,000 | 2,000 | {2,000) -50% |
3 Maintenance/Repair i 46,000 | 44,312 | 40,000 | 0 0% |
509 Misceilaneous | 100 ¢ 180 | 165 | 65 65% |
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES | 68,100 | 53,586 | 66,165 | - {1,935} -3% |
: ] ! | | |
[ADMINISTRATION {160/} | l | { !
501 Local Salaries & Wages | i | | 0 i
2 Administration | 0| | | Q 0% 1
502 Local Fringe Benefits | ] H | 0% |
6 Other Fringe Benefits | Ql | | 0 0% |
1 FICA } o | : 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation i 0| | | 0 0% |
3 RAetirement | 0| H | 0 0% |
4 Medical insurance | 0} i | 0 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense i | | | 0% {
% FCRTA Administration | 14,421 | 14,421 | 15,268 | B47 6% |
2 CTSA Administration | 519 | 519 | 497 | (28) -5% |
3 Marketing i 1,948 | 1,778 1,948 | 0 0% |
4 Drug Festing/Physicals | 0| | | 0 0% |
505 Utilities | i | i ) 0% |
509 Miscellanecus Office Expenses § 250 | ] 250 | ¢ 0% |
512 Administrative Leases & Rentals | G | H 0 0% |
TOTAL ADMUNISTRATION EXPENDITURES | 17,138 | - 16,718 | 17,957 | 819 5% |
+ + + + +
TOTAL CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 314,349 | 295,875 | 319,875 | 5,626 2%
| | | |
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: H | i |
170/520/0 Operator Acquired Asset | | | o |
000/101/8 Addition to Capital Beserve | i | | 0 0%
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 0| 0| 0 | 0 0%
| I ! |
Operating Confingency +/(-) | 31,435 | 35,610 | 31,9988 | 563 2%
+ + + +
=== TOTAL EXPENDITURES ****" i 345,784 | 331,485 | 351,973 | €188 2%
+ + = +
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ERESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADCPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT |
+ + + -+
Laton Transit | 2067/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 |
| Budget | Projected | Budget |
+ + + +
+ + == & 4 SomsmEmmE= +
REVENUES . | CHANGE PERCENT !
o - - + + +
[PAST CARRYOVER/(SHORTFALL)] | | 1 | |
1 Laton | G | 0| 0| 0 0% |
2 Fresno County i (3,432) | 2,667 | 10,235 | 13,667 -398% |
TOTAL CARRYOVER | {3,432} | 2,667 | 10,235 | 13,667 -398% |
! | ! | ;
[FARE RECEIPTS (002] | i | ! i
401 Farebox | | i | |
1 Intra-City i G| | i 0 0% |
3 Inter-City | 2,505 1 0] 3,656 | 1,151 46% |
2 Local Fare Augmentation | 1,705 | 1,708 | 1,705 | 0 0% |
4 Commeon Carrier i (U | | 0 0% |
402/2 Spec. Fare - Measure "C" | 0 j | i 0 0% §
404 Freight | 0] | | 0 0% |
405 Other i ¢ | i | 0 0% |
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS | 4,210 | 1,705 | 5,361 | 1,151 27% |
| | ! t |
[OPREATING REVENUE (003/] ! i | ] |
407 Interest | 0} i | g 0% |
409 LTF and/ior STA Fund Revenues i | | | }
1 Laton ! o | i ¢ | 0 0% }
2 Fresno County | 45,829 | 45829 | 45,640 | (189) 0% |
3 CTSA-Atticle 4.5 ; 1,395 § 1,385 { 1,395 | 0 0% 1
409/5 Measure "C" | 0| | | 0 0% |
TOTAL OPER. REVENUES | 47,224 | 47,204 | 47,085 | {189) 0% |
! ! | { ]
[STATE/FEDERAL GRANT REVENUE (005/] | | i | |
413 FTA | | | | I
1 Regional - Section 5311 | o | | i y; 0% §
2 CMAQ i 0} | | o 0% ]
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS | 0| 0 i 0} 0 0% |
| ! | I |
[REVENUE SUMMARY] : | | | |
1. Carryover | {3,432) } 2,667 | 10,235 | 13,667 0% |
2. Current Revenue | 51,434 | 48,929 ¢ 52,396 | 962 2% |
) . . ¥ 4 . s -
=eeeex TOYTAL REVENUES **** | 48,002 | 51,596 | 62,631 | 14,628 30% |
+ = + = + + +
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ERESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED i ACTUAL t DRAFT |
+ + + +
Laton Transit j 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 ;
| Budget { Projected | Budget |
| | + +
———————————— == 4 =i + === -+ =+ o === +
EXPENDITURES i i | | CHANGE PERCENT |
+ + + * +
[OPERATIONS (010/)] 1 | ! i |
501 Salaries & Wages i ! | | ]
1 Driver H 0| i 0} 0 0% |
2 Dispaicher | G | 0 | a | ¢ 0% |
502 Fringe Benefits | | i | 0% }
0 Cther Fringe Benefits i 0| 04 0| ‘0 0% |
1 FICA 1 o | o 0} 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation | o | 0 | 0| 0 0% |
3 Retirement ; 0} g | 0| ¢ 0% |
4 Medical Insurance | g | 0} 01 0 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense | | | j i
0 Training ! 0! 0] 0| 4] 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals | 0] ¢ | 0| 0 0% |
505 Teiephone/Radio Dispatch Costs | g | 0| 0| ] 0% |
506 Casually & Liability Costs | 0| 0| 0} 0 0% |
507 Ticket Purchases/Expenses i 0l 0| 0 j 0 0% |
508 Contracted Services | 37,260 | 37,260 | 49,278 | 12,018 32% |
509 Miscellaneous Expenses | g | [l (O 0 0% §
512 Vehicle Leases & Rentals | 0| 0] 0| ¢ 0% |
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES | 37,260 | 37,260 | 49,278 | 12,018 32% |
! i | i |
[VEHICLE MAINTENANGE/REPAIR {0411 | | | | ]
504 Vehicie Expenses | | | | 0% |
0 Fuel | 0} 0| o | 0 0% |
1 Lubricants (Oi/Grease/Fluids) i 0] 0 o ! 0 0% ¢
2 Tires, Batieries | o | g | 0 j 0 0% §
2 Maintenance/Repair | 0| 0} 0 | 1) 0% ]
509 Miscelianeous | 0! 0 0| 0 0% |
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES | 0 i 0| Q| ¢} 0% |
| | ! | |
[ADMINISTRATION (160/)] ] | | § |
501 Local Salaries & Wages ; | i | |
2 Administration | 0} 0| 0| 0 0% |
502 Local Fringe Benefits | 0| 0| 0| 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefits } 0| 0| o | o 0% |
1 FICA i 0| 0| 0! 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation | 0} 0 i 0 i 0 0% |
3 Retirement | 0] 0| 0| 0 0% |
4 Medical Insurance | ¢ | 0| 0| o 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense i | i | 0% |
1 FCRTA Administration | 3,959 | 3,959 | 4,201 | 242 6% |
2 CTSA Administration | 142 | 142 | 135 | N -5% |
3 Markeling ! g | [ 0§ 0 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals i 0| 0 | 0 i 0% |
505 Utilities | 0| g | 1081 0 0% |
509 Miscellaneous Office Expenses | 0 i 0| 0| 0 0% |
512 Administrative Leases & Rentals i Q| 0 i 0! 0 0% |
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES | 4,101 | 4,101 | 4,336 | 2358 6% |
+ + + + +
TOTAL CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 41,381 | 41,361 | 53,614 | 12,253 30%
| [ i |
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: ] ] | }
170/520/0 Operator Acquired Asset | | | i
000/101/5 Addition 1o Capital Reserve | 0} [ o | 0 0%
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 0| 0| 0| 4] 0%
| ! i !
Cperating Contingency +/(-} | 6,641 | 10,235 | 9,017 | 2,376 36%
+ + + +
s+« TOTAL EXPENDITURES ***** | 48,002 | 51,596 | 62,631 | 14,629 30%
+ ¥ + = mmm= |
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL t DRAFT |
+ + + +
Mendola Transii | 2007/G8 t 2007/08 | 2008/08 |
| Budget | Projected | Budget !
+ + + +
=4 + + } EommmTmmEI RS +
REVENUES ] CHANGE PERCENT |
- - + + +
[PAST CABRYQVER/(SHORTFALL)] ! ] | i |
1 Mendotia | 34225 | 34,032 | 5,147 | {29,078) -85% |
2 Fresno County i 283 | 278 | 42 (241) -85% |
TOTAL CARRYOVER } 34,508 | 34,310 § 5,189 | (29,319) -85% |
| I I | !
[FARE RECEIPTS (002/] | | i | i
401 Farebox ! | | i |
1 Intra-City | 13,664 | 10,536 | 13,664 | 4] 0% |
3 Inter-City | 0| | | Ly 0% |
2 Local Fare Augmentalion | 3,300 | 3,300 | 3,300 | g 0% |
4 Cornmon Carrier i 50 |} | H {50) ~100% |
40272 Spec. Fare - Measure "G" | 0| 1,661 | 1,711 | 1,71 0% §
404 Freight | 0| | | o 0% |
405 Other } 0| | ] ¢ 0% |
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS | 17,014 } 15,497 | 18,675 | 1,661 10% |
! I { l |
{OPREATING REVENUE {003/} | | | j |
407 Interest H 818 | 982 | 818 | 0 0% |
409 LTF and/or STA Fund Revenues | i | i }
1 Mendota | 110,187 | 110,187 | 169,655 | 50,468 54% |
2 Fresno County | 912 | 912 | 1,385 | 473 52% |
3 CTSA-Article 4.5 i 2,700 | 2,700 | 2,700 § [+ 0% ]
409/5 Measure "C" | [E° 0 | [ 0 0% |
TOTAL OPER. REVENUES | 114,617 | 114,781 | 174,558 | 59,941 52% |
l ! ] ! !
[STATE/FEDERAL GRANT REVENUE (005} i | | | |
413 FTA : | | | i I
1 Regional - Section 5311 | 0 | | | 0 0% 1
2 CMAQ ! 0| | | 0 0% ]
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS | Qi 0 0 | 4 0% |
| [ | | |
[REVENUE SUMMARY] ] § | | |
1. Carryover l 34,508 | 34,310 | 5,189 | {29,319) -85% |
2. Current Revenue I 131,831 | 130,278 | 193,233 | 61,602 47% |
& + + + +
ek TOTAL REVENUES ~* | 166,139 | 164,588 | 198,422 | 32,283 19% |
+ mn + fmmmmminmmmeE—= 4 +
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

35

| ADGPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT ;
+ + + +
Mendota Transit | 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/00 i
i Budget t Projected | Budget |
l | + +
==+ + + + +
EXPENDITURES i | | | CHANGE PERCENT |
+ + + + +
[OPERATIONS (0109] | | [ | |
501 Salaries & Wages ! | } | i
1 Driver | 0} | | 0 0% |
2 Dispatcher i 0 | | 0 0% |
502 Fringe Benefits } | | i 0% }
0 Other Fringe Benefits | o | } | ¢ 0% §
1 FICA I 01 ! | o 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation | 0 | | | 0 0% |
3 Retirement ] 0| j | 0 0% |
4 Medicat Insurance ! o | | j 0 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense | i § | |
0 Training ! 300 | | 300 | 0 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals | 500 | 262 | 500 | 0 0% |
505 Tetephone/Radio Dispatch Costs | 1,500 | 196 | 1,500 | 4] 0% |
506 Casualty & Liability Costs 1 13,500 | 12,132 | 13,500 | 0 0% |
507 Ticketl Purchases/Expenses | 100 | ; 100 !} 0 0% |
508 Contracted Services i 76,357 | 76,357 | 78,865 | 2,608 3% |
500 Misceilaneous Expenses | 67 | | 67 | o 0% |
512 Vehicle Leases & Rentals i 189 | | 169 | 0 0% |
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES | 92,493 |} 88,947 | 95,101 | 2,608 3% |
i I l | |
[VEHICLE MAINTENANCE/REPAIR (041/)] | | § I }
504 Vehicle Expenses | | | i 0% {
o Fuel | 12,000 | 1,898 | 12,000 | 0 0% |
1 Lubricants (QilfGrease/Fluids) | 0] | | o 0% |
2 Tires, Batteries | 3,000 | 2,000 | 3,060 | o] 0% §
3 Maintenance/Repair i 30,000 | 53,590 | 55,198 | 25,198 84% §
509 Miscelianeous | 100 | 122 |} 126 | 26 26% §
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES | 45100 | 57,608 | 70,324 | 25,224 56% |
| i I ! |
[ADMINISTRATION (160/)] } | | H |
...501 Local Salaries & Wages | 0| ] | o |
2 Adminisiration | g | | | 0 0% |
502 Loca! Fringe Benefits | : : | 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benelits ! 0] i i 0 0% |
1 FICA i 0| | | 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation | 0 | | | 0 0% |
3 Retirement | o | | ! 0 0% |
4 Medical Insurance | ol | ; 0 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense ! i | ! 0% |
1 FCRTA Administration | 10,960 | 10,960 i 12,470 | 1,510 14% |
2 CTSA Administration | 394 | 394 | 401 | 7 2% |
3 Marketing | 1,800 | 1,480 | 1,800 | 0 0% |
4 {Drug Testing/Physicals | 0| ! | ¢ 0% |
505 Utitities i } ] | o 0% |
509 Miscelianeous Office Expenses | 288 | | 288 | 0 0% |
512 Administrative Leases & Rentals i 0 | ! o - 0% |
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES | 13,442 | 12,844 | 14,959 | 1,517 1% |
+ + + + +
TOTAL CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 151,035 i 159,399 | 180,384 | 28,349 19%
! | ! !
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: | | | |
170/520/0 Operator Acquired Asset i | ! o |
000/401/5 Addition 1o Capital Reserve | | i } ¢ 0%
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 0t 0| 0} o 0%
| | | I
Operating Contingency +/{-) I 15,104 | 5,189 | 18,038 | 2,934 19%
+ + + +
* TOTAL EXPENDITURES ™ | 166,139 | 164,588 | 198,422 | 32,283 19%
+ + + |



FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT |
+ + + +
COrange Cove Transil | 2007/08 { 2007/08 | 2008/08 i
! Budgel | Projected | Budget |
+ + + +
= + = + = + + S
AEVENUES | CHANGE PERCENT |
- - + + +
[PAST CARRYOVERASHORTFALL)] | { | [ {
1 Orange Cove, Parlier, Reedley,Sange i 31,658 | 22,093 | (8,629) { {40,287) -127% |
2 Fresno County | 11,918 | 7,643 | (2.885)|  (14,909) -125% |
TOTAL CARRYOVER | 43,576 | 29,736 | {11,614} | (55,190) -127% |
[ | ! | !
IFARE RECEIPTS (002] i j | i |
401 Farebox ; | i | |
1 intra-City | 13,500 | 3,770 | 13,500 | 9] 0%}
3 Imer-City i 49,564 | 36,770 | 49,564 | o 0% ]
2 Local Fare Augmentation i 6,080 | 6,050 i 6,050 0 0% |
4 Common Carrier l 0 | ] 0 0% |
402/2 Spec. Fare - Measure “C* | 0| 3,158 | 3,253 | 3,253 0% |
404 Freight i | | ! o 0% |
406 Other | ! i i Q 0% |
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS i 69,114 | 49,748 | 72,367 | 3,253 5% |
! ! | ! !
[OPREATING REVENUE (00311 | | | | i
407 Interest j 785 | 1,286 § 798 | 4] 0% |
408 LTF and/or STA Fund Revenues | | | | |
1 Orange Cave, Pariier, Reediey,Sanger | 141,377 | 141,377 | 208,447 | 68,070 48% |
2 Fresno County H 53,223 | 53,223 | 72,447 | 19,224 36% |
3 CTSA-Aticle 4.5 [ 4,950 | 4950 | 4950 | 0 0% |
408/5 Measure “C* i 0 | | ! 0 0% |
TOTAL OPER, REVENUES | 200,345 | 200,836 | 287,639 | 87,294 44% |
| ; | ! i
[STATEFEDERAL GRANT REVENUE (0084] | | i | |
413 FTA | | | | |
1 Regional - Section 5311 i 0| i { 4] 0% |
2 CMAQ } 0t | | 0 0% |
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS | 0| 04 0| 0 0% |
! ! | I |
[REVENUE SUMMARY] | | | | |
1. Carryover | 43,576 ! 29,736 | (11.614) ¢ {55,190} ~127% |
2. Current Revenue | 269,459 | 250,584 | 360,006 90,547 34% |
+ + + + +
+weess TOTAL REVENUES ** | 313,035 | 280,320 | 348,392 | 35,357 11% |
+ == + 4 + +
LTF Contribution
Crange Cove 184,447
Parlier 5,209
Reediey 10,001
Sanger 9,780
Total 200,447
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT |
+ + + +
Orange Cove Transit | 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 |
| Budget | Projected i Budget I
i | + +
~~~~~~~~~~ =+ + = + + mmmsman== +
EXPENDITURES | ! | | CHANGE PERCENT |
+ + + + +
[OPERATIONS (010 | | | | |
501 Salaries & Wages | | | | |
1 Driver i 0 i | | 0 0% |
2 Dispatcher | 0| H | 0 0% |
502 Fringe Benefits | | | t 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefils i 0t | i 0 0% |
1 FICA | Q| | | 8] 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation i 0| ! | 17 0% |
3 Retirement i Q| i | Q 0% |
4 Medical Insurance | 0 | | 0 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense ; | | | i
0 Training | 400 | | 400 | 0 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals | 1,000 | 392 | 1,000 0 0% |
505 Telephone/Radio Dispatch Costs | 2,000 | 512 2,000 | 0 0% |
506 Casuaity & Liability Costs i 18,000 | 16,176 | 18,000 | 4] 0% 1
507 Tickel Purchases/Expenses | 0| | | g 0% }
508 Contracted Services | 153,484 | 153,484 | 158,089 | 4,605 3% i
508 Miscellaneous Expenses | 45 | | 45 | 0 0% {
512 Vehicie Leases & Rentals t 251 | ; 251 | 0 0% 1
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES | 175,180 | 170,564 | 179,785 | 4,605 3% {
! [ | i i
VEHICLE MAINTENANCE/REPAIR (0417 | | | | |
504 Vehicle Expenses } | | | 0% |
0 Fuel | 24,000 } 17,452 | 24,000 | 0 0% |
1 Lubricants {Oil'Grease/Fluids) | 0| ; | & 0% |
2 Tires, Batteries | 5,000 | 2,000 ] 5,000 | o 0% |
3 Maintenance/Mepair ] 60,000 | 82,768 | 85,251 | 25,251 42% |
509 Miscelianeous [ 100 | 182 | 187 | 87 87% |
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES | 89,100 | 102,402 | 114,438 | 25,338 28% |
| i I i |
[ADMINISTRATION (160/] ¢ | | i |
501 Local Salaries & Wages i 0| j | 0 [
2 Administrafion | g | | | 0 0% |
502 Local Fringe Benefits | t | | 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefils H 0 i | | o 0% |
1 FICA i 0| | | ¢ 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation | 0 | | | 0 0% |
3 Retirement | Q| ! | 0 0% |
4 Medical Insurance | 0| i | 0 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense i ; | ! 0% |
1 FCRTA Administration | 16,431 }§ 16,431 | 18,623 | 2,192 13% §
2 CTSA Adminisiration | 591 | 591 | 589 | 8 1% §
3 Marketing | 3,000 | 1,946 | 3,000 | 0 0% |
4 Prug Testing/Physicals ; e | | | 0 0% §
505 Utilities | 0| ! | 0 0%
508 Miscellaneous Office Expenses i 275 j 275 | 0 0% }
512 Administrative Leases & Rentals | 0| | | 0 0% }
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES § 20,297 | 18,968 | 22,497 | 2,200 11% |
+ + + + +
TOTAL CURRENT OPERATING EXPENGITURES | 284,577 | 291,934 | 316,720 | 32,143 11%
| i | ]
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: | I i !
170/520/0 Operaior Acquired Asset | 0| | |
000/101/5 Addition to Capital Reserve | ] | | 0%
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES | o | 0| 0| 0 0%
! ; | [
Operating Contingency +/(-} { 28,458 | (11,614 | 31,672 | 3,214 11%
+ + + +
e TOTAL EXPENDITURES ™ | 313,035 | 280,320 |} 348,382 | 35,367 11%
+ + + |
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | AGTUAL | DRAFT |
+ e -+ +
Parlier Transit | 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 |
| Budget | Projected i Budgst |
§ mmmmememomoeannmnems + +
=4 = =z + + +
REVENUES | CHANGE PERCENT |
- - . o + +
[PAST CARRYOVER/{SHORTFALL)] | | | ! i
1 Parlier i 11,853 | 15,975 | 23,103 | 11,250 95% |
2 Fresno County | 236 | 315 | 455 | 218 93% |
TOTAL CARRYOVER { 12,089 | 16,290 | 23,558 | 11,469 95% |
| ! i | |
{FARE RECEIPTS {002/)] | | | | i
401 Farebox i | | i |
1 Intra-Gity i 14,901 | 3,406 | 14,901 | 0 0% |
3 inter-City ! 0| | | 1] 0% |
2 Local Fare Augmentation | 2,750 | 2,750 | 2,750 | 0 0% |
4 Common Carrier | 25 | i | (25) -100% §
402/2 Spec. Fare - Measure "C* i o | 1,839 | 1,894 | 1,894 0% |
404 Freight ! 0| | | o 0% |
405 Other | ¢! } | 4] 0% |
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS H 17,676 | 7,995 | 19,545 | 1,869 11% |
| J ! } |
[OPREATING REVENUE (0037) i | | | H
407 Interest i 208 | 604 | 208 | 0 0% |
409 LTF and/or STA Fund Revenues | | | | |
1 Parlier i 124,082 | 124,082 | 115,433 | (8,649) 7% |
2 Fresno County | 2,468 |} 2,468 | 2272 | {197) -8% |
3 CTSA-Articie 4.5 | 2,250 | 2250 | 2,250 | 0 0% |
408/5 Measure "C" i 0| | | Q 0% |
TOTAL OPER. REVENUES | 129,008 |} 120,404 | 120,253 i {8,846) -T% |
| | i | |
[STATE/FEDERAL GRANT REVENUE (005)} i i | | |
413 FTA _ ! [ I | !
1 Fegional - Section 5311 i 0| ! i ] 0% |
2 CMAQ } 0| | | 0 0% |
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS | 0| 0 | 0 | 0 0% i
' | | I I !
[REVENUE SUMMARY] | | ! t i
1. Carryover i 12,089 | 16,290 | 23,558 | 11,469 95% |
2. Current Revenue | 146,774 | 137,399 | 138,798 | 6,977) -5% |
: : . + + + + +
»sees TOTAL REVENUES **™* | 158,863 | 153,689 } 163,356 | 4,493 3% |
S =+ wwmm= 4 = 4 mmmSSmmmm wmmmeLes +
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT |
- + + + +
Parlier Transit | 2007/08 | 2607/08 | 2008/09 :
! Budget | Projected | Budget i
l l + +
TERE I mE I + + + + SmmmmmEims=s o+
EXPENDITURES | i | | CHANGE PERCENT |
+ + + + +
[OPERATIONS (0107 i | [ | !
501 Salaries & Wages | i | i i
1 Driver i g i | : 0 0% |
2 Dispaicher | 0| ; | 0 0% |
502 Fringe Benefits | i | | 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benelits } ({38} i | 0 0% |
1 FICA | o | I | v 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation | 0 | i H ) 0% |
3 Retirement | 0| | | 4] 0% |
4 Medical Insurance | 0| | | 0 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense ; | ; | !
0 Training | 300 | i 300 | 0 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals i 500 | 388 | 500 | 0 0%}
505 Telephone/Radio Dispatch Costs | 1,500 | 214 | 1,500 | 0 0% |
506 Casualty & Liability Costs | 13,500 | 12,132 | 13,500 | 0 0% |
507 Ticket Purchases/Expenses j 50 | i 50 | a 0% |
508 Contracted Services | 61,578 | 61,578 | 63,426 | 1,848 3% |
500 Miscellaneous Expenses i 25 | i 25 ] 0% |
512 Vehicle Leases & Rentals § 243 | | 243 | o 0% |
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES | 77,696 ¢ 74,312 |} 79,544 | 1,848 2% |
I [ | I |
[VEHICLE MAINTENANCE/REPAIR (041/)] i I I | [
504 Vehicle Expenses | | | { 0% |
0 Fuel | 12,000 | 4,406 | 12,000 | 0 0% |
1 Lubricants {QOil/Grease/Fluids) H 0l | | 0 0%}
2 Tires, Batterias | 5000 | 2,000 | 5,000 | 0 0% |
3 Maintenance/Repair | 30,090 | 30,426 | 31,339 | 1,249 4% |
509 Miscellaneous ! 100 | 180 | 185 | 8s 85% |
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES | 47,180 | 37,012 | 48,524 | 1,334 3% |
! | I | |
[ADMINISTRATION (160/) : ; i | |
501 Local Salaries & Wages ] 0 0 | 0 | 4] |
2 Administration | 0 | 01 0| 0 0% |
502 lLocal Fringe Benefits | | | | 0% |
0 Qther Fringe Benelits | 0 i ¢ | Q| 0 0% |
1 FICA | 0| 0| 0 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation | 0| ot 0 | 0 0% {
3 Retirement i o | 0 | 0| 4] 0% |
4 Medical insurance | 0 0| 0| ¢ 0% i
503 FCRTA Direct Expense | | i | 0%}
1 FCRTA Administration { 16,288 | 16,288 | 17,501 | 1,213 7% |
2 CTSA Administration [ 586 | 586 | 563 | 23) 4% |
3 Marketing | 2,373 § 1,834 | 2,373 | 0 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals } 0| | | 0 0% |
505 Utilities i o | | { 0 0% |
500 Miscelianeous Office Expenses | 288 | | | (288) «100% |
512 Administrative L.eases & Renlals | 0 i i } 0 0% |
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES | 19,535 | 18,308 | 20,437 | 902 5% |
* + + + +
TOTAL CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 144,421 | 130,132 | 148,505 | 4,084 %
i i i !
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: | | | |
170/520/0 Operator Acquired Asset | i | 0
000/ 01/5 Addition to Capital Reserve ; ! | i 0 0%
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 0 i 0l 0| 0 0%
! | i |
Operating Contingency +/(-) | 14,442 | 23,557 | 14,851 | 409 3%
+ + + +
e TOTAL EXPENDITURES " | 158,863 | 153,689 | 163,356 | 4,493 3%
4 a - + H
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT |
+ + - +
Reedley Transit | 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 i
t  Budget | Projected { Budget |
+ + 4o mmemmen e +
= + = + = = + +
REVENUES | CHANGE PERCENT j
- -- -+ + -~ -+
[PAST CARRYOVER/SHORTFALL)] | i | i |
1 Reediey | 95,540 | 76,073 | 26450 |  (70,000) 73% |
2 Fresno County I 2772 | 2,071 | 693 | {2,079) T5% |
TOTAL CARRYOVER H 98,312 78,144 | 26,143 | (72,169} -73% |
| } ] i !
[FARE RECEIPTS (0029] | | | | |
401 Farebox I i | | i
1 Intra-Gity i 48,381 | 44,600 | 48,381 | 0 0% |
3 Inter-City ! Q| | | 0 0% |
2 Local Fare Augmentation | 7.150 | 7,150 | 7,150 | 0 0% |
4 Common Carrier | 26 | | 25 i 0 0% !
AQ2/2 Spec. Fare - Measure "c* { ¢ | 4,571 | 4,708 | 4,708 0% |
404 Freight | 0} | | 0 0% |
405 Other | 0 | | | 0 0% |
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS i 55,556 | 56,321 1 60,264 1} 4,708 8% |
| ! | | !
{OPREATING REVENUE {00311 | | | | i
407 interest { 2,898 | 5,426 | 2,808 | 0 0% |
409 LTF andfor STA Fund Revenues | ! i : |
1 Heediey | 326,439 | 326,439 | 457,270 | 130,831 40% |
2 Fresno County | 9,473 | 9,473 | 12,447 | 2,974 3%}
3 CTSA-Article 4.5 | 5,850 | 5850 | 5,850 | 0 0% |
409/5 Measure "C" | 0 i i 98,300 | 98,300 0% |
TOTAL OPER. REVENUES | 344,660 | 347,188 | 576,765 | 232,105 67% |
I | | ! I
ISTATE/FEDERAL GRANT REVENUE (0057] | { } | H
413 FTA | | | i |
1 Regional - Section 5311 i 0 | | 0 0% |
2 CMAQ | 0| ! | 0 0% |
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS | 0j 0 | 0| 8] 0% |
i ! ! i §
[REVENUE SUMMARY] | | | | i
1. Carryover i 98,312 ¢ 78,144 | 26,143 | {72,169) -73% |
2. Current Revenue } 400,216 | 403,509 | 637,029 | 236,813 59% |
+ + + + +
s TOTAL REVENUES **** | 498,528 | 484,653 | 663,172 | 164,644 33% |
+ + = 4+ = + e +
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT I
----- + + + +
Reedley Transit | 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 |
| Budget { Projected | Budget ;
| | + +
= sz 4 =+ + + mmmmmm—— = +
EXPENDITURES | | i | CHANGE PERCENT |
+ + + + +
[OPERATIONS (010)] 1 i 1 | |
501 Salaries & Wages | | | | I
1 Driver | 138,754 |} 128,174 173,443 | 34,689 25% |
2 Dispatcher i 32,222 | 32,574 | 52,339 | 20,117 62% |
502 Fringe Benefits | | | i 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefits | 1,663 | 954 | 2,454 | 491 25% |
1 FICA i 12,984 12,298 | 16,230 | 3,246 25% |
2 Workman's Compensation | 10,066 | 7,768 | 12,583 | 2.517 25% |
3 Retirement | 20,188 | 21,560 | 27,759 7.571 38% |
4 Medicat Insurance { 54,720 | 56,736 | 73,048 | 18,328 33% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense i I | | |
0 Training | 500 | | 506 | ; 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals | 2,000 | 964 | 2,000 | o 0% |
505 Telephone/Radic Dispatch Costs { 2,500 | 2,800 | 2,884 } 384 15% |
506 Casualty & Liability Costs i 22,500 | 20,220 22,500 | 0 0% |
507 Ticket Purchases/Expenses | 61 | | 81 | 0 0% |
508 Contracled Services | 0| | | 4] 0% |
509 Misceilaneous Expsnses i 1,627 | 800 | 1,827 | 0 0% |
512 Vehicle Leases & Rentals i 437 § | 437 1§ ] 0% |
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES | 300,522 | 284,848 387,865 | 87,343 29% |
I ! | I I
[VERICLE MAINTENANCE/REPAIR (G41/)] i | | | |
504 Vehicle Expenses i i I | 0% |
0 Fuel | 30,000 | 35,180 | 45,000 | 15,000 50% |
1 Lubricants (OilGrease/Fluids) | 0| i { o] 0% |
2 Tuwes, Balleries H 5,000 | 6,022 | 6,203 | 1,203 24% |
3 Maintenance/Repair | 60,000 | 77,670 | 100,000 | 40,000 67% |
509 Miscellaneous | 100 § 330 | 340 | 240 240% |
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES | 95,100 | 119,262 | 151,543 | 56,443 59% |
i ! ! | i
[ADMINISTRATION {160/) i | | ! ;
501 Local Salaries & Wages | ; | i |
2 Administration | 10,858 | 13,916 | 14,333 | 3,475 32% |
502 Local Fringe Benefits : | ! | 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefits | 76 | 8z | 84 | 8 1% |
1 FICA | 830 | 1,058 | 1,090 | 260 31% |
2 Workman's Compensation | 319 | 390 | 402 | 83 26% |
3 Retirernent H 1,774 | | I (1,774) -100% |
4 Medical Insurance i 4,623 | 1,998 | 4,623 | a 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense | | i | % |
1 FCRTA Administration | 29,746 | 29,746 | 33,576 | 3,830 13% |
2 CTSA Administration | 1,070 | 1,070 | 1,079 | 9 1% |
3 Marketing i 4,040 | 3,186 | 4,040 | 0 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals | (U | i 0 0% |
505 Utilities | 2,717 | i 2,717 | 0 0% 1
509 Miscellanecus Office Expenses | 1,632 | 14 | 1,532 | ¢ 0% |
512 Administrative Leases & Rentals i | | | 0 0% |
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES | 57,585 | 51,460 | 63,476 | 5,891 10% |
+ + + + +
TOTAL CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 453,207 | 455,510 | §02,884 | 149,677 33%
I I ! !
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: | | | |
176/620/0 Operator Acguired Asset | | | 0|
000/101/5 Addition to Capital Reserve ! ! : § 0 0%
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 0 i 0| 0 | 0 0%
! | | !
Operating Contingency +/(-) | 45,321 | 26,143 | 60,288 | 14,967 33%
+ + + +
s TOTAL EXPENDITURES | 498,528 | 481,853 | 863,172 | 164,644 33%
+ = + === + SEmEmEEREREES }
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FRESNC COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

i ADOPTED { ACTUAL | DRAFT |
+ + + +
Sanger Transit | 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/08 |
| Budget i Projected | Budgel |
+ -+ + +
= + o= + cmssmnnmE + sozmmmmms S=sRmER—— +
REVENUES ! CHANGE PERCENT |
- - + + +
{PAST CARRYOQVER/(SHORTFALL)] | | | | |
1 Sanger i (7,741 | (28,763) } {20,707} | {12,966} 167% |
2 Fresno County : {287) | {1,015) | (73N | (444} 155% |
TOTAL CARRYOVER | (8,028) | (29,778} | {21,438) | (13.410) 167% |
! [ | | !
[FARE RECEIPTS (002/)] ! i | | |
401 Farebox | | | | |
1 Intra-City ] 21,652 | 13,000 | 21,652 | 0 0% |
3 inter-City | 0} ! i 0 0% |
2 Local Fare Augmentation i 12,650 | 12,650 | 12,850 | Y] 0% }
4 Common Carrier | 0 | | ¢ 0% §
402/2 Spec. Fare - Measure "C" | 0| 7,633 | 7,862 | 7,862 0% |
404 Freight § o | ! 0 0% |
405 Other | o | § | 0 0% |
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS | 34,302 | 33,283 | 42,164 | 7,862 23% |
[ | ! ! |
[OPREATING REVENUE (0031 i ! | [ |
407 Interest | 45 | | 45 | 0 0% |
404 LTF and/or STA Fund Revenues | | j ! |
1 Sanget | 253,193 | 253163 | 301,347 | 48,154 19% |
2 Fresno County i 9,401 | 9,401 | 10,639 | 1,238 13% |
A CTSA-Aricie 4.6 | 10,350 | 10,350 | 10,350 | D 0% |
409/5 Measure "C" | 0| | | 0 0% |
TOTAL QPER. REVENUES | 272,089 | 272,944 } 322,381 | 49,382 18% |
| I | i I
[STATE/FEDERAL GRANT REVENUE (005/)] | i | | |
413 FTA | | ] | |
1 Regionat - Section 5311 ! 0 | | ] 0 0% |
2 CMAQ ) | 0 | ; | o 0% |
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS | 0! 0] 0| 0 0% |
| I | | |
[REVENUE SUMMARY] } | i i }
1. Carryover | (8,028) | (29,778} | (21,438) | (13,410} 0% |
2. Current Revenue | 307,291 | 306,227 | 364,545 | 57,254 19% |
+ + + + +
wwors TOTAL REVENUES *™* | 209,263 | 276,448 | 343,107 | 43,844 15% |
+ + + + i +
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ERESNGO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADCPTED i ACTUAL | DRAFT |
+ . + + +
Sanger Transit { 2007/08 | 2007/08 i 2008/08 |
| Budget ¢ Projected | Budget ]
| | + ¥
R T S S R R R TS S R S S S S + memm 4 + = ¢ s +
EXPENDITURES | | ! I CHANGE PERCENT |
+ + + + +
[OPERATIONS (010/] | | | | |
501 Sataries & Wages i j | | }
1 Driver ! o | { | 0 0% |
2 Dispatcher | 0 i t 0 0% |
502 Fringe Benefits i | | | 0% |
0 Qther Fringe Benefits | Q| i | o] 0% |
1 FICA | 0| | | 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation ! 0| j | 0 0% |
3 Fetirement | 0} | | 0 0% |
4 Medical insurance i Q| } } g 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense | ! | | |
0 Training i 400 | | 400 | ¢ 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals | 1,000 | 714} 1,000 | ] 0% |
505 Telephone/fadio Dispatch Costs I 2,000 | 1,788 | 2,000 | 0 0% |
506 Casualty & Liability Costs | 18,000 | 16,176 | 18,000 | 0 0% |
507 Ticket Purchases/Expenses i ! | | 0 0% }
508 Contracted Services | 156,145 | 156,145 | 160,820 | 4,684 3% |
509 Miscellanecus Expenses | 264 | | 264 | 0 0% ]
512 Vehicle Leases & Renials | 6,842 | 6,300 | 6,842 | 0 0% |
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES | 184,651 | 181,123 | 189,335 | 4,684 3% |
| i | ! |
IVEHICLE MAINTENANCE/REPAIR (041} | | | | |
504 Vehicle Expenses | | | | 0% |
0 Fuel i 24,000 | 37,750 | 38,883 | 14,883 62% |
1 Lubricants (Oi¥Grease/Fluids) | 0| H H o 0% |
2 Tires, Batteries | 4,000 | 2,000 | 4,000 | 0 0% |
3 Maintenance/Repair | 40,000 | 42,548 | 40,000 | 0 0% |
509 Miscelianeous ! 100 | 332 | 342 | 242 242% |
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES | 68,100 | 82,630 | 83,225 | 15,1256 22% |
! I | f |
[ADMINISTRATION (1604 ] H | | |
501 Local Salaries & Wages | 0| i | 0 |
2 Administration i 0| | | 0 0% |
502 Local Fringe Benefits | i | i 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefits | o | | i 4] 0% |
1 FICA | 0 | | 0 C%
2 Workman's Compensation i 0 | | 0 0% |
3 Hetirement | 0| ; | 0 0% |
4 Medical Insurance | 0| § | 0 0% 1}
503 FCRTA Direct Expense | | | | 0%}
1 FCRTA Administration ; 29,954 | 29,954 | 33,795 | 3,841 13% §
2 CTSA Administration | 1,078 | 1,078 | 1,086 | 8 1% 1
3 Marketing t 3,805 | 3,102 | 3,895 | 0 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals ] 0 | | ! 0 0% §
505 Utilities ! i | i 0 0% |
509 Miscellaneous Qffice Expenses | 579 | ! 579 | 0 0% |
512 Administrative Leases & Rentals } 0t | | 0 0% |
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES | 35,506 | 34,134 | 39,355 | 3,849 11% |
+ + + + +
TOTAL CURRBENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 288,257 | 297,887 | 311,915 | 23,658 8%
i | I |
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: | ! : |
170/520/0 Operator Acquired Asset i | i 0}
000/101/5 Addition to Capital Reserve | | | ! 0%
TOTAL NON OPEBRATING EXPENDITURES | ¢ | 0 | 0| ] 0%
| | | |
Operating Contingency +/(-} | 11,006 | {21,438} | 31,192 | 20,186 183%
+ + + +
o TOTAL EXPENDITURES *** ; 299,263 276,448 | 343,107 | 43,844 15%
+ + + |
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FRESNCG COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT i
+ + + +
San Joaguin Transil | 2007/08 i 2007/08 | 2008/09 i
| Budget | Projected ! Budget |
+ + + +
=5 + = + + ==m + +
REVENUES j CHANGE PERCENT |
- - * + +
[PAST CARRYOVER{SHORTFALL)] 1 { i i |
1 San Joaguin | 1,886 | 5,451 | 7,525 | 5,639 209% |
2 Fresno County | 2,505 | 7.011 ] 9,678 | 7,173 286% |
TOTAL CARRYOVER | 4391 | 12,462 | 17,203 | 12,812 292% {
i I I ! I
[FARE RECEIPTS (002/)} I | { I l
401 Farebox | | | ! |
1 Intra-City i 12,154 | 3,946 | 12,154 | 4] 0% |
3 Inier-City | Q| | | 0 0% |
2 Local Fare Augmentation I 3,300 | 3,300 |} 3,300 | 0 0% |
4 Common Carrier i 0| | | 0 0% |
402/2 Spec. Fare - Measure "C" | 0| 410 | 422 |} 422 0% |
404 Freight | o | | | 0 0% §
405 Other i 0! § | 0 0% 1
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS | 15,454 | 7,656 | 15,876 | 422 3% |
i | { I |
[OPREATING REVENUE (003/) | | | ! |
407 Interest | 202 } 574 | 202 | 0 0% |
408 LTF and/or STA Fund Revenues | | | | |
1 San Joaguin | 54,505 | 54,505 | 51,463 | (3,042} -6% |
2 Fresno County i 72,369 | 72,369 | 66,193 | (6,176) 9% |
3 CT8A-Anicie 4.5 | 2,700 ¢ 2,700 | 2,700 | o 0% |
409/5 Measure "C" | 20,302 | 20,302 | 30,000 | 9,698 48% |
TOTAL OPER. REVENUES | 150,078 | 150,450 | 150,558 | 480 0% |
| | ! ! !
[STATE/FEDERAL GRANT REVENUE (005/)] | ; | | i
413 FTA | | i | |
1 Regional - Section 5311 i o | | } 0 0% |
2 CMAQ i 0| | i 0 0% |
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS | 0 i 0| 0| 0 0% |
| | | ! I
[REVENUE SUMMARY] | j i | |
1. Carryover i 4,391 | 12,462 | 17,203 | 12,812 292% |
2. Current Revenue | 165,632 | 158,106 | 166,434 | 902 1% |
e = + + + + +
s TOTAL REVENUES ™ | 169,923 | 170,568 | 183,637 | 13,714 8% |
+ + + + +
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FAESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED i ACTUAL | DRAFT i
+ + + +
San Joaquin Transit i 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 i
| Budget ¢ Projected i Budget |
| | + +
———————————— + + e + + mmmnemEm +
EXPENDITURES | | t ! CHANGE PERCENT |
+ + + + +
[OPERATIONS (010/)] i [ | | |
501 Salaries & Wages | | | | i
1 Driver | 0 i | 0 0% |
2 Dispatcher § 0 | | i Q 0% |
502 Fringe Benefits | i | | 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefits | G| | | 0 0% |
1 FICA ! 0] ! | 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation | 0| | ! 0 0% |
3 Retirement | o | | i Q 0% |
4 Medical Insurance l 0} ! | 0 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense i | i | |
0 Training | 300 | | 300 | 0 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals | 500 | 258 | 500 | 0 0% |
505 Teiephone/Radio Dispatch Costs | 1,500 | 142 | 1,500 } o] 0% |
506 Casually & Liability Costs | 13,500 i 12,132 | 13,500 | 0 0% |
507 Ticket Purchases/Expenses | 0 | i | 0 0% |
508 Contracted Services | 77,281 | 77,281 | 79,599 | 2,318 3% |
509 Miscellaneous Expenses t 29 | | 29 | 0 0% {
512 Vehicie Leases & Rentals | 165 ! | 185 | 0 0% |
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES | 93,275 | 89,613 | 95,593 | 2,318 2% i
[ | i i i
[VEHICLE MAINTENANCE/REPAIR (041 i | | | i
504 Vehicle Expenses | | | | 0% |
0 Fuel i 15,040 | 11,648 | 15,040 | 0 0% |
1 Lubricants (QitGrease/Fiuids) | 0| ! | 0 0% |
2 Tires, Batteries | 3,000 | 1150 | 3,000 | 0 0% |
3 Maintenance/Repair } 30,000 | 38,186 | 39,332 | 9,332 31% |
509 Miscellaneous i 100 ! 120 | 124 | 24 24% |
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES | 48,140 | 51,104 | 57,496 | 9,356 19% |
J [ [ ! |
[ADMINISTRATION {160/} | i { | |
501 Local Salaries & Wages i | | | |
2 Administration | 0! | | v] 0% |
502 Local Fringe Benefits | 0] | j 0 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefits : ] | | 0% |
1 FICA i 0| | | 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation | 0| ] | 0 0% |
3 Retirernent i 0] | | 0 0% |
4 Medical Insurance | 0| ] | g 0% |
603 FCRTA Direct Expense i o | | 0% |
i FCRTA Administration | 10,799 | 10,799 | 11,608 | 810 8% |
2 CTSA Administration 5 389 | 389 | 373 | (16) -4% |
3 Marketing | 1,584 j 1,260 | 1,584 | 0 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals i 0| | | 0 0% |
505 Utilities | g | | | 0 0% |
508 Miscellaneous Office Expenses | 288 | | 288 | 0 0% |
512 Administrative Leases & Renlals | 0} | | 0 0% |
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES | 13,060 | 12,448 | 13,854 | 794 6% |
+ + + + +
TOTAL CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 154,475 | 153,365 | 166,943 | 12,468 8%
I t I !
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: i i | |
170/520/0 Operator Acquired Asset | | i |
000/101/5 Addition to Capital Reserve | | 0] 0| ] 0%
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES | o | 0| 0! a 0%
. ! ! ! i
Operating Contingency +/(-} i 15,448 | 17,203 | 16,694 | 1,246 8%
+ + + +
+s++ TOTAL EXPENDITURES **™** | 169,923 | 170,568 | 183,637 | 13,714 8%
+ + + |
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

ADOPTED | ACTUAL i DRAFT }
+ + +
Seima Transit 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 |
Budget | Projected | Budget i
+ + +
w= = = + m== + w4 SmaswEEEE +
REVENUES | CHANGE PERCENT |
- + + +
IPAST CARRYOVER/{SHORTFALL)Y | | | |
1 Selma 75,952 i 67,013 | 49,868 | {26,084) -34% |
2 Fresno County 7,908 | 6,896 | 5132 | {2,776) -35% |
TOTAL CARRYOVER 83,860 | 73,909 i 55,000 | (28,860} -34% |
! | I |
[FARE RECEIPTS (002/] | i ; i
401 Farebox ] ; | |
1 Intra-City 51,152 | 28,496 | 51,152 | 4] 0% |
3 inter-City 0 i | | 0 0% |
2 Local Fare Augmentation 8,600 | 8,800 | 8,800 |} 4] 0% |
4 Gommon Carrier 450 | : 450 | o 0% |
402/2 Spec. Fare - Measure “C” i 7408 | 7.631 | 7,631 0% |
404 Freight 0| | | 0 0% |
405 Other 0 | I | 0 0% |
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS 60,402 | 45,705 | 68,033 | 7,631 13% |
! i J |
[OPREATING REVENUE (00311 i | | |
407 Interest 1,269 | 5,888 | 1,269 | e] 0% |
408 LTF andfor STA Fund Revenues | | i |
1 Selma 368,847 | 368,847 | 418,629 | 49,782 13% i
2 Fresno County 38,403 | 38,403 | 43,077 | 4,674 12% |
3 CTSA-Article 4.5 7,200 | 7,200 | 7,200 0 0% |
409/5 Measure "C” 0| | | 0 0% |
TOTAL OPER. REVENUES 415,719 | 420,438 | 470,175 | 54,456 13% |
! | | |
[STATE/FEDERAL GRANT REVENUE (005/)] | | t |
413 FTA | | | i
1 Regional - Section 5311 0| | | 0 0% |
2 CMAQ ot ; | 0 0% |
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS 0 | 0| 0 | 0 0% |
! | ! |
[REVENUE SUMMARY] | | i ]
1. Carryover 83,860 | 73,909 | 55,000 | {28,860} -34% |
2. Current Revenue 476,121 | 466,143 § 538,208 | 62,087 13% |
+ + + +
«wesrn TOTAL REVENUES ™ 559,981 | 540,052 | 593,208 | 33227 6% 1
= + + + ==mammEEE T
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

ADQPTED { ACTUAL | DRAFT !
- - +
Selma Transit 2007/08 | 2007/08 i 2008/00 ]
Budgel | Projected | Budget i
| + +
= + = + = 4 = e ot
EXPENDITURES i | | CHANGE PERCENT |
+ + + - +
[OPERATIONS (0107 i i i |
501 Salaries & Wages | H | i
1 Driver 108,958 122,100 | 125,763 | 16,805 15% }
2 Dispatcher 64,644 | 52,962 | 64,644 | 0 0% |
502 Fringe Benefits ! | i 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefits 1,083 | 1,104 | 1,137 | 54 5% |
1 FICA 12,646 | 12,844 |} 13,229 | 583 5% |
2 Workman's Compensation 12,248 | | 12,248 | 0 0% |
3 Retirement 23,174 | 27,220 | 28,037 | 4,863 21% |
4 Medical Insurance 51,325 | 50,138 } 51,842 | 317 1% 4
503 FORTA Direct Expense | | | |
0 Training 600 | ! 800 | 0 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals 2,500 | 1,088 | 2,500 | 0 0% }
505 Tetephone/Radio Dispatch Costs 3,000 | 1,636 | 3,000 | g 0% |
506 Casuatty & Liability Costs 27,000 i 24,264 } 27,000 | 0 0% |
507 Ticket Purchases/Expenses 1,597 | 866 | 1,597 | 0 0% |
508 Contracted Services 12,808 | 12,808 | 13,193 | 385 3% §
508 Miscellaneous Expenses 3,130 j 2,502 | 3,130 | 0 0% |
512 Vehicle Leases & RBentals 469 | | 0| {469) ~100% |
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES 325,182 | 309,432 | 347,720 | 22,538 T% |
I i I I
[VEHIGLE MAINTENANCE/REPAIR {041/)] i | | |
504 Vehicle Expenses ! ! | 0% |
0 Fuel 30,000 | 24,802 | 30,000 | o 0% }
1 Lubricants {Oil/Grease/Fluids} 0| i | 0 0% |
2 Tires, Batteries 8,000 | 4,874 1 6,000 | 0 0% |
3 Maintenance/Repair 70,000 | 70,556 | 72,673 | 2,673 4% |
509 Miscellaneous 100 | 348 | 358 | 258 258% |
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES 106,100 | 100,580 | 109,031 | 2.931 3% |
! | i {
[ADMINISTRATION (1601] ; | | i
501 Locai Salaries & Wages | H | {
2 Administration 24,790 | 22,726 | 24,790 | 0 0% |
502 Locat Fringe Benefits i | | 0% |
0 Otner Fringe Benefits 124 | 108 124 | 0 0% |
1 FICA 1,627 | 1,424 | 1,627 | 0 0% }
2 Workman's Compensation 1,194 | I 1,194 | o 0% |
3 Rstirernent 6,382 | 8,382 | 8,633 | 2,251 35% |
4 Medical Insurance 4,165 | 3,884 4,165 | 0 0% }
503 FCRTA Direct Expense | : i 0% |
1 FCHTA Administration 31,356 | 31,356 | 33,569 | 2,213 7% |
2 CTSA Administration 1,128 1,128 | 1,079 | 49) -4% |
3 Marketing 4,073 | 3,000 | 4073 | o 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals 0| | | 0 0% |
505 Utilities 2,000 | 2,254 | 2,322 | 322 16% |
509 Miscetianeous Office Expenses 953 | 778 § 953 | 0 0% |
512 Administrative Leases & Rentals 0! | : 0 0% |
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES 77.792 | 75,040 | 82,528 | 4,737 8% |
+ + + +
TOTAL CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES 500,074 1} 485,052 | 539,280 | 30,208 8%
! | I
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: | | |
170/520/0 Operator Acquired Asset | [ 0t
£00/101/5 Addition lo Capital Reserve 0| ; 0 | 0 0%
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES 0} 0| 0| 0 0%
| | |
Operating Contingency +(-) 50,907 | 55,000 ] 53,928 | 3,021 6%
+ + +
weeer TOTAL EXPENDITURES ™~ 559,981 | 540,052 | 593,208 § 33,227 6%
= = + = + = |
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FRESNG COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY -

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT |
+ + + +
Southeast Transi | 2007/08 j 2007/08 i 2008/09 |
| Budge! | Projected | Budget ]
+ + + +
== 4+ == + + =+ sumEmwEEs 4
REVENUES i CHANGE PERCENT |
- - + + +
[PAST CARRYOVER/(SHORTFALL)] | | H | |
1 Southeast - Fowter, Kingsburg, Seima, i 21,799 | 25815 | 16,761 | (5,038) -23% }
2 Fresno County | 580 | 687 | 448 | (134) -23% |
TOTAL CARRYOVER | 22,379 26,502 | 17.207 | {5,172} -23% |
i | | | I
[FARE BECEIPTS (002/)] i | 1 { |
4011 Farebox } i | | j
1 Intra-City | | I | 0 0% |
3 Inter-Gity | 18,468 | 26,798 | 27,602 | 9,134 49% |
2 Local Fare Augmentation ; 3,850 1} 3,850 | 3,850 | 0 0% |
4 Common Carrier | 0| i | ] 0% |
402/2 Spec. Fare - Measure "C" | 0| | | 0 0% |
404 Freight § 0} ] | 0 0% |
405 Qther | 0| ; H ¢ 0% |
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS | 22318 | 30,648 | 31,452 | 9,134 41% |
! [ | | |
[OPREATING REVENUE (003/)] | ! | | |
407 Interest i 441 | 1,344 | 441 | 0 0% |
408 L.TF andfor STA Fund Revenues ! | | | i
1 Southeast - Fowler, Kingsburg, Selma, | 85,618 | 85,615 | 101,753 | 16,138 19% |
2 Fresno County | 2,276 | 2,276 | 2,705 | 429 19% |
3 CTSA-Aricle 4.5 | 3,150 | 3,150 |} 3,150 | 0 0% |
40975 Measure "C* i ¢ | | ; 0 0% |
TOTAL OPER, REVENUES | 91,482 | 92,385 | 108,049 | 16,567 18% |
| | [ ! ]
[STATE/FEDERAL GRANT REVENUE (005/)] { i i | i
413 FTA | | | } i
1 Regional - Section 5311 | 0} | i 0 0% |
2 CMAQ ! 0| | | o 0% |
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS | g | 0 0 | o 0% |
{ | I I !
[REVENUE SUMMARY} | i | | |
1. Carryaver { 22,379 | 26,502 | 17,207 | {5.172) -23% |
2. Current Revenue | 113,800 | 123,033 | 130,501 | 25,701 23% |
: + + + + +
weer TOTAL REVENUES ™ | 136,179 | 149,535 | 156,708 | 20,529 15% |
+ + + + +
LTF City Contribution
Fowler 14,134
Kingsburg 28,555
Selma 59,084
Total 101,753
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FAESNC COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | AGTUAL | DRAFY |
+ + 4+ +
Southeast Transit | 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 ]
| Budgst | Projected } Budget |
i ] + +
T S S T R S R + + + SoSsEEREEEET + EETSEEmEmES 4
EXPENDITURES | | | | CHANGE PERCENT |
+ + + + +
[OPERATIONS {0104)] I t ! I [
501 Salaries & Wages ! | | | |
1 Driver | 0} ; § 0 0% |
2 Pispatcher | e | | | 0 0% |
502 Fringe Benefits ; | | } 0% |
0 Oiher Fringe Benefits | 0| | | 0 0% |
1 FICA i g | ! | 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation | 0| | i a 0% i
3 Retirement | 0| i | 0 0%}
4 Medica! Insurance | o | | | 0 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense | | ; | |
0 Training i 300 } | 300 | ] 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals | 500 | 28 | 500 j it 0% |
505 Telephone/Radio Dispatch Costs | 1,000 | 268 | 1,000 | g 0% |
506 Casuaity & Liability Costs ! 9,000 | 8,088 | 9,000 | 0 0% |
507 Ticket Purchases/Expenses | } j ] 0 0% |
508 Contracted Services | 64,904 ] 64,904 | 66,851 | 1,947 3% |
509 Miscellaneous Expenses | 500 | i 500 | 1] 0% |
512 Vehicle Leases & Rentals } 85 | | 85 | 0 0% |
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES | 76,259 | 73,288 | 78,206 | 1,947 3% |
! i i [ i
[VEHICLE MAINTENANCE/REPAIR (041/)] } | 1 | i
504 Vehicle Expenses | | j | 0% |
0 Fuel | 12,000 | 21,548 | 22,194 10,194 85% |
1 Lubricants {Oil/Grease/Fluids) | 0 i H i 1] 0% |
2 Tires, Batteries ! 2,000 | 814 | 2,000 | o] 0% |
3 Maintenance/Repair | 30,000 | 35,380 | 36,441 | 6,441 21% |
509 Miscellaneous | 100 | 12 | 100 | ¢ 0% |
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES | 44,100 | 57,754 | 60,735 | 16,635 38% |
| i ! I !
[ADMINISTRATION {16001 | | i ! |
501 Local Salaries & Wages | | | i ]
2 Administration | 0| | | 0 0% |
502 Local Fringe Benefits i ; | b 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefits | 0| | | o 0% |
1 FICA i 0| H | 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation | o | | | 0 0% |
3 Retirement i 0| | ; 0 0% 1
4 Medical Insurance | 0} | i 0 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense i | | | 0% §
1 FCRTA Administration | 1,149 | 1,149 | 1,231 | 82 7% |
2 CTSA Administration i 41 | 41 | 40 | 4] -2% |
3 Marketing ! 2,000 | a8 | 2,000 | 0 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals i 0 i ] | 0 0% |
505 Utilities | g | | | 0 0% |
509 Miscellaneous Office Expenses | 250 | | 250 | 0 0% |
512 Administrative |eases & Rentals ! | § | 0 0% |
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES | 3,440 1§ 1,286 | 3,521 | 81 2% |
* + + + +
TOTAL CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 123,799 | 132,328 | 142,462 | 18,663 15%
i | [ [
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: | i i }
170/520/0 Qperator Acquired Asset | | 0| 0 j
000/101/5 Addition to Capital Reserve | 0| g | | 0 0%
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 0] [V g | 0 0%
I o I !
Operating Contingency +/(-} | 12,380 | 17,207 | 14,246 | 1,866 15%
+ + + +
=+ TOTAL EXPENDITURES *** ! 136,179 | 149,538 | 156,708 |} 20,528 15%
+ = + + i
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | AGTUAL | DRAFT |
+ + + +
South Sierra Transit | 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 |
| Budget | Projected | Budget |
+ + - + +
s @+ = 4 = + mo== 4 == SmmmmEEE 4
REVENUES | CHANGE PERCENT |
- - - + - + +
IPAST CABRYOVERASHORTFALLY i | | i |
1 South Sierra | 0| 0| 0| 0 0% |
2 Fresno County | 0 i 0 | 0| 0 0% |
TOTAL CARRYCVER | 0| {535} | 0 i 0 0% |
! ! | ! §
[FARE RECEIPTS (002/)] | [ | | |
401 Farebox | i | i i
1 Intra-Gity I 1,169 | 0| 1,169 | 0 0% |
3 Inter-City i 3,508 | 0| 3,508 | 0 0% |
2 L ocal Fare Augmentation | Qi Gl 0 i 0 0% |
4 Commaon Carriey | 0! 0 i 0| g 0% |
402/2 Spec. Fare - Measure "C" i 0| 0} 0] 0 0% §
404 Freight ! 0| 0l 04 0 0% |
405 Other - | 0 0| 0| 9 0% |
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS i 4,677 | 0| 4,677 | 0 0% |
| ! | ! i
IOPREATING REVENUE (0031)] | | | i |
407 Interest ! 0 i 0] Q| G 0% |
409 LTF and/or STA Fund Revenues | | | | |
1 South Sierra i 0| | 0| Q 0%}
2 Fresno County | ! 0} [( 0 0% |
3 CTSA-Article 45 i 0 0| 0| 0 0% |
409/5 Measure *C" | 42,088 | 11,825 | 44 467 | 2,379 6% |
TOTAL OFER. REVENUES | 42,088 | 11,825 | 44,467 | 2,379 6% |
i i I i i
ISTATE/FEDERAL GRANT REVENUE (0057 | | | | |
413 FTA | | | | |
1 Regional - Section 5311 } 0! 0] G i 0 0% }
2 CMAQ | 0 | 0 | 0| 0 0% |
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS | 0| o | 0 | 0 0% |
| | | ! |
[REVENUE SUMMARY) | i | | H
1. Carryover | 0| {535} | 0| 0 0% |
2. Current Revenue ! 46,765 | 11,825 | 49,144 | 2,379 5% |
+ + + + +
serees TOTAL REVENUES "™ | 48,765 | 11,290 | 49,144 | 2,379 5% |
+ + + + = =+
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT |
- + + - + - +
South Sierra Transit | 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 1
{ Budget | Projected | Budget |
1 | + +
= + == + = 4 = === 4 +
EXPENDITURES ! [ | | CHANGE PERCENT |
+ + -+ + - -
[OPERATIONS (310/)] ! ! [ ! i
501 Sataries & Wages i : | R |
1 Driver i 0| | ! 0 0% |
2 Dispatcher i 0! | | a 0% |
502 Fringe Benefits | | | i 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefits i 0} i | 0 0% |
1 FICA | 0| | i 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation } 01 i | 0 0% |
3 Retirement | 0 | | ! 0 0% |
4 Medical Insurance ; [t H | 0 0%}
503 FCRTA Direct Expense | | | | |
{0 Training : 100 | | 100 | o 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals | 167 | | 167 | 0 0%}
505 Telephone/Radio Dispatch Costs | 500 | | 500 | 0 0% |
506 Casualty & Liabifity Costs | 4,500 i 4,044 i 4,500 | 0 0% |
507 Ticket Purchases/Expenses | 34 | | 34 | 0 0% |
508 Contracted Services i 20,681 | 4201 | 16,491 | {4,200) -20%
509 Miscellaneous Expenses | 20 | | 20 | 0 0% |
512 Vehicie Leases & Renials i 34 | | 34 | 0 0% |
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES | 28,046 | 8,245 | 21,846 | (4,200) -16% |
i I I ! I
[VEHICLE MAINTENANCE/REPAIR (041/)] | i H i |
504 Vehicie Expenses ; | | | 0% |
g Fusl ! 5,000 | 1,015 | 5,000 | 0 0% 1
1 Lubricants (OilfGrease/Fluids) ! Q| | 0 i 0 0% |
2 Tires, Batteries | 1,000 | | 1,000 | G 0% |
3 Maintenance/Repair | 10,000 | 2,030 i 10,000 | 0 0% |
509 Miscellaneous i 34 | | 34 0 0% |
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES | 18,034 | 3,045 | 16,034 | 4 0% |
i | ] ! !
[ADMINESTRATEON {160M | | | | |
801 Local Salaries & Wages | | i i ;
2 Adrinistration | 0| | 04 0 0% |
502 Loca! Fringe Benefits | ; : | % |
0 Other Fringe Benefils i G| | g 0 0% |
1 FICA | 0} | o 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation i G | i 0| 0 0% |
3 Retirement i 0! i [Vl o 0% |
4 Medical Insurance ; 0| H 0| 0 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense | | | i 0% |
1 FCRTA Administration | 0| | 6,164 | 6,164 0% |
2 CTSA Administration | 0| | 198 | 198 0% |
3 Marketing | 334 ] 334 | o 0% |
4 Drug Testing/Physicals | 0| : 0 0 0% §
505 Utikities | 0! | 0l 0 0% |
500 Miscellaneous Office Expenses i 0] | 0| o 0% |
512 Administrative Leases & Rentals | 100 | i 100 s} 0% |
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES { 434 j 0| 6,796 | 6,362 1466% |
- + + - + -+
TOTAL CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 42514 11,290 | 44,676 | 2,162 5%
| | | |
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: t | | i
170/520/0 Operator Acquired Asset | | | |
000£101/5 Addition 1o Capital Reserve | | | ! G 0%
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 0| Q| 0| 0 0%
| I ! |
Operating Contingency +{-) | 4,251 j§ o | 4,468 217 8%
+ 4 + = +
«eser TOTAL EXPENDITURES “* | 48,765 | 11,280 | 49,144 | 2,379 5%
== F =+ + = |
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | AGTUAL | DRAFT |
+ + + +
Westside Transil | 2007/08 i 2007/08 | 2008/09 §
| | Projected | Budget |
+ + + +
== 4 + = + 4 mmEmEmmms= Ememre
REVENUES i CHANGE PERCENT |
e - + + +
[PAST CARRYOVER/{SHORTFALL)] | ! i i |
1 Westside Firebaugh, Kerman, Mendota, San Joaqu | 18,267 | 18,977 | 13,323 | {4,944) -27% §
2 Fresno County ! 1,804 | 1,874 | 1,316 |} {488) -27% |
TOTAL CARRYOVER | 20,071 | 20,851 | 14,639 | {5,432) -27% |
| I [ ! |
IFARE RECEIPTS (0029)] i i i | |
401 Farebox | | | ! I
1 intra-City | i i | 0 0% {
3 Inter-City | 29,730 | 28,218 | 29,730 | 0 0% |
2 Locat Fare Augmentation | 3,850 | 3,850 | 3,850 | 0 0% |
4 Comraon Carrier i 0 i | ! 0 0% |
402/2 Spec. Fare - Measure "C" | 0| i i 0 0% |
404 Freight | o | | | 0 0% |
405 Other | 0! | | 0 0% |
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS | 33,580 | 32,068 | 33,580 | o 0% |
i ! ! [ ]
[OPREATING REVENUE (003)] [ I | i i
407 Interest i 424 | 1,240 | 424 | 0 0% |
404 LTF and/or STA Fund Fevenues ; | | | |
1 Westside Firebaugh, Kerman, Mendota, San Joaq | 87,384 | 87,384 | 110,845 | 23,481 27% |
2 Fresno County } 8,632 | 8,632 | 10,850 | 2,318 27% |
3 CTSA-Articie 4.5 | 3,150 | 3,150 | 3,150 | ] 0% |
4009/5 Measure "C" | 0| ] j 0 0%}
TOTAL OPER. REVENUES | 99,580 | 100,406 | 125,369 | 25,779 26% |
i | i ! |
[STATEFEDERAL GRANT REVENUE (0054] | ! | | |
H3FTA | | | | |
1 Regional - Section 5311 H [ | H 0 0% |
2 CMAQ | ol : ] ¢l 0% |
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS | 0} 0] 0| 0 0% |
I I [ | i
{REVENUE SUMMARY] i i | i §
1. Carryaver | 20,071 | 20,851 | 14,639 | (5.432) 27% |
2. Current Revenue | 133,170 | 132,474 |} 158,949 | 25,779 19% |
T Y . + é +
= TOTAL REVENUES ™ § 153,241 | 153,325 | 173,588 | 20,347 13% |
+ wrmE== o+ + + +
LTF City Contribution
Firebaugh 21,572
Kerman 43,955
Mendota 30,998
San Joaquin 14,320
Total 110,845
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT i
+ + + +
Westside Transit | 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 |
| Budget | Projected | Budget i
i : + +
= = + R + = +
EXPENDITURES { | | i CHANGE PERCENT |
+ * + + +
[OPERATIONS (0104} | | | 1 !
501 Salaries & Wages | | i } i
1 Driver ] 0| : | 0 0% }
2 Dispatcher ] 0 | i 0 0% |
502 Fringe Benefits | ; | | 0% }
€ Other Fringe Benefits | 0| § | 0 0% |
1 FICA i o | | ! 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation i 0} | | 0 0% |
3 Retirement : 0| } ; 0 0% !
4 Medical Insurance | 0| | | 0 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense | i | i |
0 Training i 300 | ! 300 | o] 0% |
4 Prug Testing/Physicals | 500 | 78 | 500 i o 0% |
505 Telephone/Radio Dispatch Costs | 1,000 | 340 | 1,000 | 0 0% |
506 Casualty & Liability Costs ! 9,000 | 8,088 | 9,000 | 0 0% ]
507 Ticket Purchases/Expenses | i } | 0 0% |
508 Contracted Services | 64,904 | 64,904 | 66,851 | 1,847 3% |
509 Miscelfaneous Expenses | 24 | | 24 | 0 0% |
512 Vehicie Leases & Rentals | 84 | | 64 | 0 0% |
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES | 78,792 | 73,410 | 77,739 | 1,947 3% !}
] i | i |
[VEHICLE MAINTENANCE/REPAIR (041/)] | | I | |
504 Vehicle Expenses ; | ; | 0% |
o Fuel | 15,000 | 5,674 | 15,000 | 0 0% |
1 Lubricants {OW/Grease/Fluids) i 0| | } 0 0% i
2 Tires, Batteries ! 3,000 | 1,164 | 3,000 | 0 0% |
3 Maintenance/Repair | 40,000 | 54,708 | 56,349 | 16,349 41% |
509 Miscellaneous H 100 i 36 | 100 | 0 0% |
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES | 58,100 | 61,582 | 74,449 | 16,349 28% |
| | | i l
[ADMINISTRATION (1607] i H i | i
501 Local Salaries & Wages | ] | | i
2 Administration | Q| ] | 0 0% |
502 Locatl Fringe Benefits § : l ! 0% |
0 Other Fringe Benefits | 0| | | 0 0% |
1 FICA | 0| | | 0 0% |
2 Workman's Compensation H o | i ] 0 0% §
3 Retirement | 0} | | 0 0% |
4 Medical Insurance | 0| i i 0 0% |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense i | | | 0% |
1 FCRTA Administration | 3,299 | 3,289 | 3,506 | 207 6% |
2 CTSA Administration i 119 119 | 113 | (6) -5% |
3 Marketing t 2,600 | 276 2,000 | ] 0% }
4 Drug Testing/Physicals | o | i 0 0% |
505 Lititities | ol | | 0 0% |
500 Miscellaneous Office Expenses | 01 } ! o 0% |
512 Administrative Leases & Rentals | 0| | | ] 0% |
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES | 5418 | 3,694 | 5,619 | 201 4% |
+ + + + +
TOTAL CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 139,310 | 138,886 | 157,807 | 18,497 13%
| | I !
NON OPERATING EXPENSES: ! | ! |
170/520/0 Operator Acquired Asset | | | 0!
000/101/5 Addition 1o Capital Reserve i 0| 0} 0| 0 0%
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 0| 0| 0] o 0%
i i ! f
Operating Contingency +/(-) | 13,831 | 14,639 | 15,781 | 1,850 13%
+ + + +
#+eer TOTAL EXPENDITURES ™ i 153,241 | 153,325 | 173,588 | 20,347 13%
+ + + |
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED | ACTUAL | DRAFT j
+ + + +
FCRTA | 2007/08 | 2007/08 | 2008/09 !
| Budget | Projected | Budgst |
+ * + +
= Z= 4+ mmmme + + === + e
AEVENUES | CHANGE PERCENT |
- - + + +
[PAST CARRYOVERASHORTFALLY | | | H |
1 FCRTA | 55,532 | 112,590 | 63,871 | 8,339 15% |
2 Fresno County | g | 0 | 0| 0 0% |
TOTAL CARRYOVER i 55,532 | 112,590 | 63,871 | 8,339 15% |
i | | | !
[FARE REGEIPTS (002/)] | ( | | !
40% Farebox I | ! : i
1 Intra-City | 0 i i | 0 0% |
3 Inter-City ! 0| | ] ] 0% |
2 Local Fare Augmentation | 0| ! | 0 0% |
4 Common Carrier | 0] | | 0 0% |
402/2 Spec. Fare - Measure "C" § 0j | | g 0%
404 Freight | 0! t | 0 0% |
405 Other | 0| 3,600 | i 0 0% |
TOTAL FARE RECEIPTS i 0| 3,800 | 0 | Q 0% |
| l | I |
[OPREATING REVENUE {00311 | | i ; j
407 Interest i 32,882 | 28,480 | 32,882 | 0 0% 1
409 LTF andfor STA Fund Revenues | | ] | |
i FCRTA | 58,462 | 59,462 | 58,864 | (598) -1% |
2 Fresno County | 0| | i ¢ 0% |
3 CTSA-Article 4.5 | g | | | 4] 0% |
409/5 Measure "C* | 25,000 j§ 25,000 | | {25,000) -100% |
TOTAL OPER. REVENUES § 117,344 | 112,942 | 91,746 | {25,598) -22% |
! | ! | |
[STATE/FEDERAL GRANT REVENUE (005/)] | H | i |
413 FTA ! | i | t
1 Regional - Sections 5311 | 1,039,000 | 1,039,000 | 1,088,640 } 58,640 6% i
2 CMAQ i ¢! | | 0 0% |
TOTAL STATE & FEDERAL GRANTS | 1,039,000 | 1,039,000 | 1,098,640 | 59,640 6% |
[ ! 1 l !
[REVENUE SUMMARY} | | | j |
1. Carryover t 55,632 112,590 | 63.871 | 8,339 15% |
2. Current Revenue ] 1,156,344 | 1,155,542 | 1,190,386 | 34,042 3% |
+ + + + +
+rsres TOTAL REVENUES **** | 1,211,876 | 1,266,132 | 1,254,257 | 42,381 3% |
& + + + ==mmmmmmm +
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FRESND COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

| ADOPTED

| ACTUAL

| DRAFT

+
FCRTA j 2007/08
| Budget

+
i 2007/08
| Proiected

+
| 2008/09
Budget

!

l
+

EXPENDITURES

3 wemm

l

+

I
+

[OPERATIONS (0100] |
501 Salaries & Wages |
1 Driver |

2 Dispatcher i
502 Fringe Benefits i
0 Otner Fringe Benefits |

1 FICA |

2 Workman's Compensation i
|

!

|

|

i

|

|

!
l

i

!

oo

3 Retirement

cL oo

4 Medical Insurance
503 FCATA Direct Expense

0 Training

4 Drug Testing/Physicals
505 Telephone/Radio Dispatch Costs
506 Casualty & Liability Costs

SO OoCO

507 Ticket Purchases/Expenses
508 Contracted Services 25,000
500 Miscelianeous Expenses
512 Vehicle Leases & Rentals
TOTAL OPERATIONS EXPENDITURES | 25,000
i
[VEHICLE MAINTENANCE/REPAIR (041/)] |
504 Vehicle Expenses |
0 Fuel i
1 Lubricanis (QilGrease/Fluids) |
2 Tires, Batiefies |
3 Maintenance/Repair i
509 Miscellaneous |
TOTAL MAINTENANCE/REPAIR EXPENDITURES |
i
|
|

[ B B e B R

[ADMINISTRATION (160/)]
501 Local Salaries & Wages
2 Administration :
502 Local Fringe Benefits |
0 Other Fringe Benetits |
1 FICA !
2 Workman's Compensation |
3 Retirement ]
4 Medical Insurance |
503 FCRTA Direct Expense i
!
I
|
!
|
!
|
|

OO0 0O0O00

1 FCATA Administration
2 CTSA Administration
3 Marketing
4 Drug Testing/Physicals
505 Utilities
509 Miscellaneous Office Expenses
512 Administrative Leases & Rentals
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION EXPENDITURES
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TOTAL CURRENT OPERATING EXPENDITURES

NON OPERATING EXPENSES:
170/520/0 Operator Acquired Asset
000/101/5 Addition to Capital Reserve 1,100,000

Operating Contingency +/{-) 86,876

75,781

1,128,480

63,871

o

1,200,000
1,200,000

54,257

=+ TOTAL EXPENDITURES =***

+
|
l
|
I
!
TOTAL NON OPERATING EXPENDITURES | 1,100,000
i
!
+
i 1,211,876
N

+
|

|

i

I

[

| 1,128,480
i

|

+

|

o+

+
[ 1,254,257
+
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FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

Table 1
Proporiional Relationship of Incorporated and Unincorporated - County Population
within FCRTA Service (Intra- and Inter-City) Areas for 2008-2009

2008-2009
FCRTA Transit City S0I Inter - City Total % of Total
Subsystems Popuiation Population Population  Population Population
01/01/07  o31/87 0131107
Auberry Transit 0 0 14,818 14,8148 8.25%
Coalinga Transit 18,061 15 23,002 41,078 17.33%
Del Rey Transit 0 it 1,008 1,008 0.43%
Firebaugh Transit 6,692 281 49 7,022 2.96%
Fowier Transit 5,293 440 0 5,703 241%
Huron Transit 7,493 4 0 7.497 3.16%
Kearman Transit 13,591 382 0 13,973 5.89%
Kingsburg Transit 41,234 401 0 11,635 4.91%
Laton Transit 0 0 3,201 3,201 1.35%
Mendota Transit 9,426 77 0 89,5603 4.01%
Orange Cove Transit 10,544 78 3,570 14,192 5.99%
Parlier Transit 13,080 257 0 13,337 5.63%
Reedley Transit 24,909 678 ¢ 25,587 10.79%
Sanger Transit 24 B77 877 0 25,754 10.86%
San Jeaquin Transit 3,870 37 4,940 8,847 3.73%
Selma Transit 23,194 2,388 4] 25,582 10.79%
Southeast Transit 0 G 938 938 0.40%
South Sierra Transit 0 0 4,887 4,697 1.98%
Westside Transit 0 0 2,672 2,672 1.13%
FCRTA 0 0 0 0 0.00%
Totat 172,264 5,885 58,896 237,045  100.00%

237,045  100.00%

Proportional Relationship of Incorporated and Unincorporated - County Population
within FCRTA Service {Intra- and Inter-City) Areas for 2007-2008

2007-2008
FCRTA Transit City 801 Inter - City Total % of Total
Subsystems Population Population Population Population Population
0101706 O1/31/106  O1/21/06

Auberry Transit 0 0 14,695 14,695 6.55%
Coalinga Transit 17,147 16 22,917 40,079 17.86%
Del Rey Transit 0 0 989 989 0.44%
Firebaugh Transit 6710 281 49 7.040 3.14%
Fowler Transit 4,855 410 o 5,265 2.35%
Huron Transit 7,344 4 0 7,348 3.27%
Kerman Transit 12,833 382 0 13,015 5.80%
Kingsburg Transit 11,246 398 0 11,644 5.19%
Laton Transit 0 0 3,197 3,197 1.42%
Mendota Transit 8,777 73 0 8.850 3.94%
Orange Cove Transit 9,639 78 3,550 13,267 591%
Parlier Transit 12,895 257 0 13,152 5.86%
Reedley Transit 23,341 678 0 24,019 10.70%
Sanger Transit 23,322 865 ¢ 24,187 10.78%
San Joaquin Transit 3,746 37 4,937 8,720 3.89%
Setma Transit 22,931 2,388 0 25,319 11.28%
Southeast Transit g 0 928 928 0.41%
Westside Transit i 0 2,664 2,664 1.19%
FCRTA 0 0 0 4] 0.00%
Total 164,586 5,866 53,926 224,378 100.00%

224378  100.00%
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Table 2
Proportional Relationship of incorporated and Unincorporated - County Poputation
within FCRTA Service {Intra- and Inter-City) Areas for 2008-20089

2008-2009
FCRTA Transit City County Total % of Total
Subsystems Population Population Population  Population
Sphit % Split Yo
04/01/07 01/31/07

Auberry Transit 0 0.00% 14,818 106.060% 14,818 6.25%
Coalinga Transit 18,061 43.87% 23,017 56.03% 41,078 17.23%
Del Rey Transit 0 0.00% 1,009 100.00% 1,009 0.43%
Firebaugh Transit 6,692 9530% 330 4.70% 7,022 2.96%
Fowler Transit 5293 92.81% 410 7.19% 5,703 241%
Huron Transit 7,493  99.95% 4 0.05% 7,497 3.16%
Kerman Transit 13,591 97.27% 382 2.73% 13,973 5.89%
Kingsburg Transit 11,234  96.55% 401 3.45% 11,635 4.91%
Laton Transit g 0.00% 3,201 100.00% 3,201 1.28%
Mendota Transit 9426 99.19% 77 0.81% 9,503 4.01%
Qrange Cove Transit 10,544  74.30% 3,648 25.70% 14,182 5.99%
Parlier Transit 13,080 98.07% 257 1.93% 13,337 5.63%
Reedley Transit 24,809 97.35% 678 2.65% 25,687 10.79%
Sanger Transit 24 877 96.59% 877 3.41% 25,754 10.86%
San Joaquin Transit 3,870 43.74% 4,977 56.26% 8,847 373%
Seima Transit 23,194 90.67% 2,388 8.33% 25,582 10.79%
Southeast Transit 0 0.00% 838 100.00% 938 0.40%
South Sierra Transit 0 0.00% 4,697 100.00% 4,697 1.898%
Waestside Transit g 0.00% 2,672 100.00% 2,672 1.13%
FCRTA G 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 6.00%

Total 172,264 72.67% 64,781 27.33% 237,045  100.00%

237,045  100.00%

Proportionat Relationship of Incorporated and Unincorporated - County Poputation
within FCRTA Service {Intra- and Inter-City) Areas for 2007-2008

2007-2008
FCRTA Transit City County Total % of Total
Subsystems Population Populstion Poputation  Population
Split % Split %
01/01/06 01/31/06

Auberry Transit 0 0.00% 14,695 100.00% 14,695 8.55%
Cogtinga Transit 17,347 44.17% 22,932 55.83% 40,079 17.86%
De! Rey Transit 0 0.00% 989 100.00% 989 0.44%
Firebaugh Transit 6,710 95.31% 330 4.69% 7,040 3.14%
Fowler Transit 4,855 092.21% 410 7.79% 5,265 2.35%
Huron Transit 7,344  99.95% 4 0.05% 7.348 3.27%
Kerman Transit 12,633 97.06% 382 2.94% 13,015 5.80%
Kingsburg Transit 11,246  96.58% 398 342% 11,644 5.18%
Laton Transit 0 0.00% 3,197 100.00% 3,187 1.42%
Mendota Transit 8,777 99.18% 73 0.82% 8,850 3.94%
Qrange Cove Transit 9,639 72.65% 3,628 27.35% 13.267 591%
Partier Transit 12,805 98.05% 257 1.95% 13,152 5.86%
Reedley Transit 23,341 97.18% 678 2.82% 24,019 10.70%
Sanger Transit 23,322 9642% 865 3.58% 24,187 10.78%
San Joaguin Transit 3,746 42.968% 4,974 57.04% 8,720 3.80%
Selma Transit 22931 90.57% 2,388 9.43% 25318 11.28%
Southeast Transit 0 0.00% 928 100.00% az8 0.41%
Westside Transit 0 0.00% 2,664 100.00% 2,664 1.18%
FCRTA 0 8.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%

Total 164,586 73.35% 59,782 26.65% 224,378  100.00%

224,378 100.00%
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Table 3

FCRTA Administrative and Fiscal Services Costs are Distributed by
Relative Population Served.

2008-2009
FCRTA Transit
Subsystems

Auberry Transit
Coalinga Transit
Del Rey Transit
Firebaugh Transit
Fowiler Transit
Huron Transit
Kerman Transit
Kingsburg Transit
Laton Transit
Mendota Transit
Qrange Cove Transit
Parier Transit
Reedley Transit
Sanger Transit

San Joaquin Teansit
Selma Transit
Southeast Transit
South Sierra Transit
Westside Transit
FCRTA

Total

% of Total
Popuiation

6.25%
17.33%
0.43%
2.96%
2.A41%
3.16%
5.89%
4.91%
1.35%
4.01%
5.99%
5.63%
10.78%
10.86%
3.73%
10.78%
0.40%
1.88%
1.13%
0.00%

100.00%
100.00%

Proportionate Share of
Adminisirative & Fiscal
Service Costs

$19,445
$53,904
$1.,324
$9,214
$7.484
$9,838
$18,336
$15,268
$4,201
$12,470
318,623
$17,501
$33,576
$33,795
$11,600
$33,569
$1,231
$6,164
$3,506
$0

$311,058
$311,058

FCRTA Administrative and Fiscal Services Costs are Distributed by
Relative Population Served.

2007-2008
FCRTA Transit
Subsystemns

Auberry Transit
Coalinga Transit
Del Rey Transit
Firebaugh Transit
Fowler Transit
Huron Transit
Kerman Transit
Kingsburg Transit
Laton Transit
Mendota Transit
Orange Cove Transit
Parlier Transi{
Reedley Transit
Sanger Transit

San Joaquin Transit
Selma Transit
Southeast Transit
Woestside Transit
FCRTA

Total

% of Total
Population

6.55%
17.86%
0.44%
3.14%
2.35%
3.27%
5.80%
5.19%
1.42%
3.84%
5.91%
5.86%
10.70%
10.78%
3.89%
11.28%
0.41%
119%
0.00%

100.00%
100.00%
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Proportionate Share of
Administrative & Fiscal
Service Costs

$18,199
$49,636
$1,225
$8,719
$6,520
$9,100
$16,118
$14,421
$3,959
$10,960
$16,431
$16,288
$29,746
$29,954
$10,799
$31,356
$1,149
$3,209
$0

$277,881
$277.881
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2008-2009
FCRTA Transit City
Subsystems Share
$
01/01/07
Auberry Transit 50
Coalinga Transit $24,464
Del Rey Transit $0
Firebaugh Transit $9,064
Fowter Transit $7,169
Huron Transit $10,148
Kerman Transit $18,408
Kingsburg Transit 315,215
Laton Transit $0
Mendota Transit $12,767
Orange Cove Transit  $14,282
Parlier Transit 17,715
Reediey Transit $33,738
Sanger Transit $33,693
San Jeaquin Transit $5.242
Setma Transit $31,416
Southeast Transit $0
South Sierra Transit 30
Westside Transit $0
FCRTA 50
Total $233,313

Table 4
Proportional Share Distribution of FCRTA Administrative and Fiscal Service
Costs by Participating Agency to Individual Transit System,

%

0.00%
43.97%
0.00%
95.30%
02.81%
99.95%
97.27%
96.55%
0.00%
93.19%
74.30%
98.07%
97.35%
96.59%
43.14%
90.67%
0.00%
0.00%
3.00%
0.00%

72.67%

County
Share
$

01/31/07
$20,070
$31,173
$1,367
$447
$555
%5
$517
$544
$4,336
$104
$4,940
$349
$918
$1,189
$6,741
$3,233
$1,270
$6.362
$3,619
%0

$87,745

%

100.00%
56.03%
100.00%
4,70%
7.19%
0.05%
2.73%
3.45%
100.00%
0.81%
25.70%
1.93%
2.65%
341%
56.26%
9.33%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
0.00%

27.33%

Total
$

$20,070
$55,637
$1,367
$9.511
$7,724
$10,154
$18,925
$15,759
$4,336
$12,871
$19,222
$18,064
$34,656
$34,882
$11,983
$34,649
$1,270
$6,362
$3,619
30

$321,058
321,068
321,058

Yo

100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.60%
100.60%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%

0.00%

100.00%

Praportienal Share Distribution of FCRTA Administrative and Fiscal Service
Costs by Participating Agency fo Individual Transit System.

2007-2008
FCRTA Transit City
Subsystems Share
$
01/01/06
Auberry Transit 0
Coalinga Transit $24.464
Del Rey Transit $0
Firebaugh Transit $8,310
Fowler Transit $6,012
Huron Transit $9,095
Kerman Transit $15,644
Kingsburg Transit $13,928
{ aton Fransit 50
Mendota Transit $10,870
Orange Cove Transit  $11,937
Parlier Transit $15,870
Reedley Transit $28.007
Sanger Transit 528,882
San Joaguin Transit $4,639
Selma Transit $28,399
Southeast Transit $0
Westside Transit $0
FCRTA $0
Total $203,826

%

0.00%
44.17%
0.00%
95.31%
92.21%
99.95%
97.06%
96.58%
0.00%
99.18%
72.65%
98.05%
97.18%
96.42%
42.96%
90.57%
0.00%
0.00%
0.00%

73.35%

County
Share
3

01/31106
$18,199
§27. 712
$1,225
$408
$508
5
$474
$493
$3,959
$90
£4,494
$318
$839
$1,072
$6,160
$2.957
$1,149
$3,298
$0

§74,055
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%

100.00%
55.83%
100.00%
4.69%
7.79%
0.05%
2.94%
3.42%
100.00%
0.82%
27.35%
1.95%
2.82%
3.58%
57.04%
9.43%
100.00%
100.00%
0.00%

268.65%

Total
$

$18,199
549,636
$1,225
$8,719
$6,520
$9,100
$16,118
$14.421
$3,959
$10,960
$16,431
$16,288
$29,746
$29,954
$10,799
$31,356
$1,149
$3,289
30

$277.881
277.881

%

100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%

0.00%

100.00%



FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY

Table &

Rural CTSA Administrative and Fiscal Service Costs Distributed by

Relative Population Served.

2008-2009 Proportionate Share of
FCRTA Transit % of Total Administrative & Fiscal
Subsystems Population Service Costs

Auberry Transit 8.25% $625
Coalinga Transit 17.33% $1,733
Del Rey Transit 0.43% $43
Firebaugh Transit 2.96% $298
Fowler Transit 2.41% $241
Huron Transit 3.16% 3316
Kerman Transit 5.89% $589
Kingsburg Transit 4.91% $491
Laton Transit 1.35% §135
Mendota Transit 4.01% $401
Orange Cove Transit 5.99% $599
Parlier Transit 5.63% $563
Reedley Transit 10.79% 31,079
Sanger Transit 10.86% $1,088
San Joaquin Transit 3.73% $373
Selma Transit 10.79% $1,079
Southeast Transit 0.40% $40
South Sierra Transit 1.88% 5198
Westside Transit 1.13% $113
FCRTA 0.00% $0
Total 100.00% $10,060

100.00% $10,000

Rural CTSA Administrative and Fiscal Service Costs Distributed by

Relative Population Served.

2007-2008 Proportionate Share of
FCRTA Transit % of Total Administrative & Fiscal
Subsystems Population Service Costs

Auberry Transit 6.55% $655
Coalinga Transit 17.86% $4,786
Del Rey Transit 0.44% $44
Firebaugh Transit 3.14% $314
Fowler Transit 2.35% $235
Huron Transit 3.27% $327
Kerman Transit 5.80% 8580
Kingsburg Transit 5.19% $519
Laton Transit 1.42% $142
Mendota Transit 3.94% $394
Orange Cove Transit 591% $591
Parlier Transit 5.86% $586
Reedley Transit 10.70% $1,070
Sanger Transit 10.78% $1,078
8an Joaguin Transit 3.89% $389
Selma Transit 11.28% $1,128
Southeast Transit 0.41% $41
Westside Transit 1.19% $119
FCRTA 0.00% %0
Total 100.00% $10,000

100.00% $10,000
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Table 6
Proportional Share Distribution of Rural CTSA Administrative and Fiscal Service Costs
by Participating Agency to individual Transit System.

2008-2009
FCRTA Transit City County
Subsystems Share Share Total
$ % $ Yo 3 %
o1/01/07 01131107

Auberry Transit $0  0.00% $625 100.00% $625 100.00%
Coalinga Transit $762 43.97% $971 58.03%  $1,733 100.00%
Det Rey Transit %0 0.00% $43  100.00% $43 100.00%
Firebaugh Transit $282 95.30% 514 4.70% $296 100.00%
Fowler Transit 224 92.81% $17 7.19% $241 100.00%
Huron Transit $316 99.95% 30 0.05% $316 100.00%
Kerman Transit $573 97.27T% $16 2.73% $589 100.00%
Kingsburg Transit $474 96.55% $17 3.45% $491 100.60%
Laton Transit $0 0.00% 135 100.00% $135 100.00%
Mendota Transit 3308 99.19% $3 0.81% $401 100.00%
Crange Cove Transit $445 T4.30% $154  25.70% $599 100.00%
Parlier Transit $552 98.07% 311 1.93% $563 100.00%
Reediey Transit 31,050 97.35% $29 2.65% $1,079 100.00%
Sanger Transit $1,049 96.59% $37 341%  $1,086 100.00%
San Joaguin Transi{ $163 43.74% $210 56.26% $373 100.00%
Seima Transit $978 90.67% $101 9.33%  $1,079 100.00%
Southeast Transit 30 0.00% $40  100.00% $40 100.00%
South Sierra Transit 36 0.00% $198 100.00% 8198 100.00%
Westside Transit 80 0.00% $113  100.00% $113 100.00%
FCRTA $0 0.00% $0 0.00% $0 0.00%

Total §7,267 T72.67% $2,733  27.33% $10,000 100.00%

$10,000
$10,000

Proportional Share Distribution of Rural CTSA Administrative and Fiscal Service Costs
by Participating Agency 1o Individuat Transit System.

2007-2008
FCRTA Transit City County
Subsystems Share Share Total
5 % $ % S %
01/01/06 01/31/06

Auberry Transit %0 0.00% $655 100.00% $655 100.00%
Coalinga Transit $789 44.17% $997 55.83%  $1.,786 100.00%
Del Rey Transit 50 G.00% $44 100.00% $44 100.00%
Firebaugh Transit $289 95.31% 315 4.69% $314 100.00%
Fowier Transit $217 9221% $18 7.79% $235 100.00%
Huron Transit $327 99.95% 30 0.05% $327 100.00%
Kerman Transit 3563 97.06% $17 2.94% $580 100.00%
Kingsburg Transit $501 96.58% $18 342% $519 100.00%
Laton Transit 50  0.00% $142 100.00% $142 100.00%
Mendota Transit $391 99.18% $3  0.82% $394 100.00%
Orange Cove Transit $429 72.85% $162  27.35% $591 100.00%
Parlier Transit $575 98.05% $11 1.95% 3586 100.00%
Reedley Transit $1,040 97.18% $30 2.82%  $1,070 100.00%
Sanger Transit $1,038 96.42% $39 3.58%  $1,078 100.00%
San Joaguin Transit $167 42.96% $222 57.04% $389 100.00%
Selma Transit $1,022 90.57% $106 9.43% $1,128 100.00%
Southeast Transit $0  0.00% $41  100.00% $41 100.00%
Westside Transit 30 0.00% $119 100.00% $119 100.00%
FCRTA $0  0.00% $0 0.00% 30 0.00%

Total $7,335 73.35%  $2,665 26.65% $10,000 100.00%

810,000
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Table 7
FCRTA and Rural CTSA Administrative and Fiscal Service Costs as per
inter-Agency Services Agreement, Work Element 920 of the Council of
Fresno County Government's 2008-2009 Overall Work Program,

2008-2009
FCRTA / Rural CTSA
Administration

Salaries and Benefits $259,137
COFCG Administrative Services $20,000
Office Expense $5,459
Qffice Rent $13,062
Audit $7.800
County Counsel §2,500
Board Renumeration $3,300
Travel $10,000
Total $321,058

FCRTA and Rural CTSA Administrative and Fiscal Service Costs as per
tnter-Agency Services Agreement, Work Element 820 of the Councit of
Frasno County Government's 2007-2008 Overall Work Program,

20072008
FCRTA / Rural CTSA
Administration

Salaries and Benefils $227,960
COFCG Adminisirative Services $18,000
Office Expense $5.459
Office Rent $13,062
Audit $7,600
County Counsel $2,500
Board Renumeration $3,300
Travet $10,000
Total $287,881
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Table 8
2008-2009
Capitat Reserve Budget

FTA FTA CMAQ TOA PTMISEA CTAF Measure
531 5317 *c* Total
Begin Reserve 07/01/2008 2.003,749.00  1,664,542.00 1,623,326.00 5,291,617.00
!

FTA Section 5311 Capital Assistance ©96,000.00 ' 996,000.00
CMAG Grant 1,1606,625.60 1,108,625.00
2008-69 TDA Claim 1,200,600.00 1,200,000.00
Measure "C" 1,565,217.00 1,665,217.00
PTMISEA 0.00
CTAF 168,687 00 169,697.00
FTA Section 5316 New Freedom 144,804.0G Y 144,804.00
Interest Earnings 32,882.60 32,882.00
Subiotal Funds Available 996,000.00  144,804.00 1,106,62500 3,235631.00 1,664,542.00 168,697.00 3,188,543.00 10,506,842.00
Additions to Fixed Assets:

$0 - Electronic Fareboxes 480,000.60 0.00 420,600.00 800,000.90
7 - 22 Passenger Modified CNG Vans 476,000.00 0.00 432,650.00 D08, 950.0G
§ -« FuelMakers 40,000.00 0.00 0.00 20,000.00 650,006.00
4 - MMinl Vans $34,460.00 33,600.00 168,000.00
4- Taxt Equipment 10,404.00 2,601.00 13,005.00
4 . 35 passenger Modified CNG Buses 1,062,366.00 200 422,902.00 1,485,262.00
5 - FuelMakers 44, 265,00 .60 0.00 15,735.00 60,000.00
5 « 22 Passenger Modified ONG Vans 377,542.00 271,708.00 648,250.00
10 - 22 Passenger Modified CNG Vans 1,35¢.,000.0¢ 1,350.000.00

On Board Yeh. Video Surveillance 169,697.00 262,303.00 432.800.00

20- FuelMakers . 220,000.0C 220,900.00

Install FuelMakers 150,000.00 150,0C0.00

FCRTA Office Equipment 10,000.00 10,800.00

Total 2008-0% Expendliures 096,000.00  144,804.00 1,106,625 60 10,0600.00 1,653,394.00 168,697.00 2,325,947.00 6,406,467 .00

End Reserve 06/30/2008 0.00 .00 000 3,226,631.00 11,148.00 000 862,586.00 4,100,375.00

2007-2008

Capital Reserve Budget

FTA FTA CMAQ TDA PTMISEA CTAF Measure

831 5317 e Total
Begin Reserve 07/01/2007 875,269.00 ‘ B75,268.00
FTA Section 5311 Caplial Assistance 996,000.00 - 996,000.00
CMAG Grant 1,106,625.00 1,106,825.00
2007-2008 TDA Clalm 1,100,000,08 1,100,000.60
Measure “C* ’ 2,000,000.00 2,000,000.00
PTMISEA 1,696,542.00 1,696,542.00
Interest Earnings 28,480,00 28,480.00
Subtotal Funds Avallable 996,000.00 400 1,186,625.00 2,003,748.00 1,895,54200 0.00 2,000,000.00 7.802,916.00
Additions o Fixed Asseis:
80 - Electronic Fareboxes 480,800.00 ' 0.00 420,000.00 9006,000,00
7 - 22 Passenger Modiied CNG Vans 476,000.60 0.00 432,850.00 908.$50.06
5 - FuelMakers 40,000.60 0.00 Q.00 20,000.00 66,000.06
4 - 35 passenger Moditied GNG Buses 1,062,360.00 Q.00 422,902.00 1,485,262,
5 - FuelMakers 44,265.00 0.06 0.00 15,735.00 66,000.0¢
4 - FuaiMakers 0.00 43,348.00 4,852.00 48,000.00
5 - 22 Passenger Modified CNG Vans 377.542.00 271,708.00 §45,250.00
£0 - GPS Radio Units 65,000.60 65,000.00
FTA = Faderal Transk Administration T0A = Transporiation Development Act
5311 = Rurai Capitai Assistance PTMISEA = Public Transportation Motiernization, improvement and Service Enhancement Account
5317 = New Freedoms (beyond ADA) CTAF = California Transt Assistance Funds
CMAG = Congestion Mitigation / Air Quality Measure » C = Fresnc County 1/2 cant sales tax
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BEFORE THE
FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY
RESCLUTION NC. 2008-08

In the Matter of: ) RESCLUTION ADOPTING THE
2008-2009 Budget ) BUDGET FCOR FY 2008-2009

WHEREAS, the Fresno County Rural Transit Agency (FCRTA) has
prepared a comprehensive Draft Budget reflecting anticipated
revenues and expenditures for both capital and operations

associated with the Agency's twenty (20) sub-system service
providers; and

WHEREAS, the Draft Budget was subjected to a forty-five (45}
day review process; and

WHEREAS, each Member Agency's Policy Board has had the
opportunity to specifically review the Budget; and

WHEREAS, each Member Agency supports the Budget, and has
agreed to set-aside negotiated Transportation Development Act
(TDA) funds for stipulated purpcses; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors has invited the general
public to comment on the Budget, and

WHEREAS, the Budget must be adopted in order to continue

providing the necessary financial support to the rural public
transit system.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESCLVED, that the Fresno County Rural
Transit Agency does hereby adept its Budget for 2008-200%
totaling six million, three hundred and forty-three thousand,
five hundred and ninety-five dollars ($6,343,5395).

THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION was passed and adopted by the
Fresno County Rural Transit Agency this 26th day of June, 2008.



(RESOLUTION NO. 2008-08, Continued)

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

Signed:

Trinidad Rodriguez Chairman

I hereby certify that the foregoing
ig a true copy of a resolution of
the Fresnc County Rural Transit
Agency duly adopted at a meeting
thereof held on the Z6th day of
June, 2008.

Signed:
Jeffrey D. Webster, General Manager
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County of Fresno

Department of Public Works and Planning

Alan Weaver
Director

Jeff Webster

From: Lerwill, Margo [MLerwill@co.fresno.ca.us]
Sent: Tuesday, February 26, 2008 9:24 AM

To: Jeff Webster

Subject: Population Updates for Routes and SOls 2008

Attachments: Comb route & sphere pop REV 2008.xls

Good morning, Jeff

To assist you in preparing an accurate reflection of associated costs for your budget for each

route and city served, | have attached a table with updated population figures for all routes and
spheres of influence (S0ls).

Between February 1, 2007 and January 31, 2008, along the routes served by the FCRTA,

there was a population increase of 294, and for the SOls, there was a population increase of
44.

If you have questions about the table or require additional information, please call me at 262-
4881.

Thanks,
Margo Lerwill

TRANSPORTATER! DIVISION
2220 Tulare Street, Sixth Floor / Fresno, California 83721 | Phone (550} 262-4091 / FAX (559) 262-4485
Equal Empioyment Opporiunity Affirmative Action « Disabled Employer



Fresno County Rural Transit Agency
2006 Population of Route Segments and City Spheres of influence

Route popuistion i based on Census 2000 Average
Household Population for Census Designated Places

and Rancherias, and 1/1/07 State Department of

Finance Persons Per Household for Cities along routes,
times the number of new residential permits between
February 2007 and February 2008, on parceis within 3/4

of a mite of either side of each route segment.

67
Data: Fresno County Assessor, Census 2000 and California Department of Finance

Tabie: Margo Lerwill, Transportation Planner
Fresno County Department of Public Works and Planning

02 140 4 144} JCOALINGA 15 0 15
04 470 0 470] JFIREBAUGH 281 0 281
05 104 Y 101] [FOWLER 410 ] 410
08 21 0 21) |HURON 4 0 4
o7 49 0 49 {KERMAN 382 4 386
09 222 1] 2221 IKINGSBURG 401 0 401
11 351 8] 351] IMENDOTA 77 4 81
12 1,043 3 1,046] JORANGE COVE 78 0 78
13 2,852 7 2,850} |PARLIER 257 0 257
14 2,581 0 2581} {REEDLEY 678 4 682
15 718 -4 714] ISAN JOAQUIN 37 8] 37
16 819 4 823] ISANGER 877 11 888
17 538 4 542} |SELMA 2388 21 2,4094
18 739 0 735] [Total S of | Population 5,885 44 5,929]
15 288 0 288 R
21 93 0 93| [Total Route Population 39,467 294 30,761]
22 919 4 923} [Total S of | ?fpu!ation 5,885 44 5,929
23 548 0 5491 {Grand Total Popuiation 45,352 338 45,690
27 514 0 514
28 918 4 923] Population for Cities based on 1/1/07 State Department of Finance .
30 119 0 719} Persons per Household, times the number of new residential permits
31 260 10 270] on parcels within incorporated cities' Spheres of Influence, between
34 92 Y] 02} February 1, 2007 and January 31, 2008.
38 697 0 697
39 1,105 12 1,117
44 140 0 140
44 5,699 15 5,714
45 443 5 448
46 1,029 16 1,045
47 2,991 43 3,034
48 2,449 14 2,463
49 1,571 42 1,613
50 2,021 24 2,045
52 1,965 4 1,969
53 641 0 641
54 3,326 83 3,389
56 993 20 1,013

Total 39,467 294 39,761

Comb route sphere pop REV 2008



Finated Average Sphere of Additior}al

. Household population Total

. permits . Influence . .
City Poputation . since last ; Population

2.06to - Population
4.07 mulitiplier for February 2006 year-as of 2007
2006 Feb 2007

COALINGA 317 18 0 15
FIREBAUGH 4,10 281 0 281
FOWLER 3.23 407 0 407
HURON 4.58 4 0 4
KERMAN 3.65 a78 0 378
KINGSBURG 1 2.89 398 3 401
MENDOTA 4.20 73 0 73
ORANGE COVE 4,67 78 0 78
PARLIER 4.62 257 0 257
REEDLEY 3.62 678 0 678
SAN JOAQUIN 4.76 37 0 37
SANGER 1 3.69 861 4 865
SELMA 3.54 2381 0 2,381
Total S of | Population 5,848 7 5,855
Total Route Population 39,234 155 39,389
Total S of | Population 5,848 7 5,855
Grand Total Population 45,082 162 45,244
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Finaled Average F-’opu!ation of | Additional
. Household Residential population Total
Route Segment | permits . . . .
Number 206 to Pop_ul?tton Par.ceis wlin 3/4 § since last | Population
1.07 multiplier for Mile of Route | year-as of 2007
Route Name ’ 2006 February 2006 | Feb 2007
Westside 02 3.08 140 0 140
San Joagquin 04 424 470 0 470
San Joaguin 05 4.24 101 0 101
San Joaguin 05 4.24 21 0 21
Firebaugh 07 4.10 49 0 49
Coalinga 08 3.72 222 0 222
Coalinga 11 3.72 351 0 351
San Joaquin 12 424 1,043 0 1,043
Coalinga 13 3.72 2,852 0 2,852
Coalinga 14 2 3.72 2,568 7 2,575
Coalinga 15 3.72 718 0 718
Westside 16 3.98 818 0 819
Westside 17 3.98 538 0 538
Westside 18 3.88 739 0 7399
Westside 19 3.88 288 0 288
Orange Cove 21 4.15 93 0 93
Orange Cove 22 -1 4.15 923 -4 919
Southeast 23 3.22 543 0 543
Orange Cove 27 4.15 514 0 514
Orange Cove 28 4.15 919 0 919
Southeast 30 3.22 119 0 119
Southeast 31 3.22 257 0 257
San Joaquin 34 4.24 92 0 92
San Joaquin 38 4.24 697 0 697
Orange Cove 39 3 4.15 1,093 12 1,105
Westside 41 3.98 140 0 140
Coalinga 44 3.72 5,686 0 5,686
South Sierra 45 1 2.62 437 3 4401
South Sierra 46 2 2.62 1,011 5 1,018
Auberry 47 2 3.47 2,970 7 2,977
Auberry 48 4 3.47 2,414 14 2,428
Auberry 49 3 347 1,637 10 1,547
Auberry 50 1 3.47 2,015 3 2,018
Laton 52 3.72 1,965 0 1,965
Wesiside 53 3.98 641 0 641
Coalinga 54 11 3.72 3,275 41 3,316
Coalinga 56 15 3.72 974 56 1,030
Total 39,234 155 39,389
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ADA
Caltrans
CARB
CHP
CMAQ
CNG
COFCG
CTC
CTSA
EPA
FAX
Fresno COG
FCEQC
FCMA
FCRTA
FCTA
FHWA
FTA

FY

GIS
GPS
HOV
ISTEA
ITS
JARC
LTF
LNG
Measure “C”"
MOU
MPO
Owp
PAC
Propane
RSTP
RTiP
RTP
RTPA
SAFETEA

Section 16{b}{2)

Section 5310
Section 18
Section 6311

Section 5311{f)

Section 5316
Section 5317
sip
SJVAPCD
50V

SRTP

SSTAC

STA

STIP
SAFETEALU
TCM

TDA

TP

TTC

VMT

LIST OF ACRONYMS
Americans with Disabilities Act
California Department of Transportation
California Air Resources Board
California Highway Patrot
Congestion Mitigation / Air Quality program
Compressed Natural Gas
Council of Fresno County Governments
California Transportation Commission
Consolidated Transportation Service Agency
Environmental Protection Agency
Fresno Area Express
Council of Fresno County Governments
Fresno County Economic Opportunities Commission
Fresno-Clovis Metropolitan Area
Fresno County Rural Transit Agency
Fresno County Transportation Authority
Federal Highway Administration
Federal Transit Administration
Fiscal Year
Geographic Information Systems
Global Positioning Satellite
High Occupancy Vehicle
Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act
Intelligent Transportation System
Job Access [/ Reverse Commute
Local Transportation Fund
Liquid Natural Gas
Fresno County’s self imposed 1/2% sales tax
Memorandum of Understanding
Metropolitan Planning Organization
Overall Work Program
Policy Advisory Committee
Liguid Petroleum Gas
Regional Surface Transportation Program
Regional Transportation improvement Program
Regional Transportation Plan
Regional Transportation Planning Agency
Safe, Accountable, Flexible & Efficient, Transportation Equity Act
Former Federal Transit Administration Non-Profit Elder & Disabled Capital Fund Program
Current Federal Transit Administration Non-Profit Elderiy & Disabled Capital Fund Program
Former Federal Transit Administration Rural Capital & Operating Fund Program
Current Federal Transit Administration Rural Capital & Operating Fund Program
Current Federal Transit Administration inter-City Bus Funding Program
Job Access / Reverse Commute
New Freedoms {beyond ADA)
State implementation Plan
San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Poliution Control District)
Single Occupant Vehicle
Short Range Transit Plan
Social Services Transportation Advisory Council
State Transit Assistance
State Transportation Improvement Program
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, & Efficient Transportation Efficiency Act, A Legacy for Users
Transportation Control Measure
Transportation Development Act
Transportation improvement Program
Transportation Technical Committee
Vehicle Miles Traveled






FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY
2100 Tulare Street, Suite 619 Fresno, CA 93721
Phone: 589 - 233 - 6789 Fax: b59 - 233 - 9645

s
. ﬁT@
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&

U

&) Webpage: www.ruraltransit.org Email: jwebster@ruraltransit.org

May 28, 2008

MEMORANDUM

TO: FCRTA Board of Directors;
COFCG / FCRTA Policy Advisory Committee;
COFCG Transportation Technical Committee; and
The General Public.

S §
FROM%Jeffrey D. Webster, General Manager

SUBRJECT: Approve 2008-2009 Federal Transit Administration Section 5311 Grant
Application, Resolution 2008-12.

ACTION ITEM

Staff is preparing the 2008-2009 Federal Transit Administration {(FTA) Section 5311
Capital and Operating Assistance Grant Application for submittal to COFCG and Caltrans.

Qur 2008-2009 FCRTA Budget is scheduled for adoption on June 26, 2008. It expressly
reflected the Fresno County Regional Apportionment to be $1,098,640. This amount is
formally reflected in the Fresno COG’s updated draft of the 2008 Federal Transportation
improvement Program (FTIP} that is scheduled for adoption on July 31, 2008.

Federal Regulations require a separate authorization Resolution to proceed with the actual
Application submittals. Resolution 2008-12 is available for Board action, following an
apportunity for public comment.

RECOMMENDATION

The General Manager recommends approval of the Application by adopting Resolution
2008-12.

Attachment

A JOINT POWERS AGENCY TO PROVIDE A COORDINATED TRANSIT SYSTEM FOR RURAL FRESNO COUNTY
THE CITIES OF COALINGA, FIREBAUGH, FOWLER, HURON, KERMAN, KINGSBURG, MENDUTA, ORANGE COVE, PARLIER, REEDLEY, SANGER, SAN JOACUIN, SELMA & FRESNO COUNTY



BEFORE THE
FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY
RESOLUTION 2008-~12

RESCLUTION SUPPORTING

In the Matter of ) CLAIM AND SUBSEQUENT ACTIONS
Federal Transit ) TO RECEIVE FY 2008-2009
Administration Grant) FThA SECTION 5311 FUNDS

WHEREAS, Title 21 of the California Administrative Code,
Section 1666 requires that the Council of Fresno County Governments
(COFC@), as the Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) for
Fresno County plan and program projects of local significance for
which funds are requested by applicants of the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) Section 5311 program and submit such programs
of projects to the State of California, Department  of
Transportation, (Caltrans); and

WHEREAS, the Fresno County Rural Transit Agency (FCRTA)
is an eligible applicant for such funds; and

WHEREAS, FCRTA has participated in the on-going rural
public transportation process with the COFCG; and

WHEREAS, the FCRTA does approve the contents and intent
of an "operating assistance" application for Section 5311 funds for
2008-2009, for submittal to the COFCG for their action; and

WHEREAS, the COFCG, at its June 26, 2008 Meeting acted to
include ECRTA’s 2008-09 Federal Transit Administration (FTA)
Operating Grant Application in its 2008-09 Federal Transportation
Improvement Program (FTIP) including reference to the Caltrans
“Program of Projects” (POP} Cycle 29 as “Appendix-E”; and

WHEREAS, the COFCG shall transmit Certification and
Assurance of the recommended Application directly to the Caltrans
District 06 Office by their stipulated deadline; and

WHEREAS, the Application Process requires that the FCRTA
Board of Directors affirm by Resolution its policy {as contained in
the Bgency's official and legal Joint Powers Agreement) to seek,
support, and enter into grant agreements or contracts for and in
behalf of its Member Agencies, and enter into the necessary FTA
Section 5311 Assurances to be the recipient of said funds for the



Page 2 of Resolution 2008-12

purpose expressged in its submitted Grant Application; and

WHEREAS, the FCRTA Board of Directors does hereby
authorize its General Manager to execute any and all said

Agreements and Contracts pertaining to the aforementioned Grant
program.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESCOLVED, that the FCRTA does affirm
its intent to be the sole (thus not requiring each Member Agency's
policy board to act individually in the matter) recipient and
contracting authority for its 2008-2009 FTA Section 5311 funds.

THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION was passed and adopted by the
Fresno County Rural Transit Agency this 26th day of June, 2008.

AYES:

NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

Signed:
Trinidad Rodriguez, Chairman

ATTEST:

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a
true copy of a resoclution of the Fresno
County Rural Transit Agency duly adopted at
a regular meeting thereof held on the 26th
day of June, 2008,

Signed:
Jeffrey D. Webster, General Manager







BEFORE THE
FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY
RESOCLUTION NO. 2008-13

In the Matter of: H RESOLUTION OF APPROVAL

) MEASURE "C" FUNDING CLAIM
MEASURE “C” ) FOR THE FRESNO COUNTY
TRANSPORTATION } RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY, 2008-09
PLANNING CLAIM )

WHEREAS, The Fresno County Transportation Authority (Authority) is the administrator of Retail
Transactions and Use Tax (1/2 cent) Funds collected pursuant to the Fresno County Transportation
Improvement Act as provided by Part 1.6 {commencing with Section 7251} of Division 2 of the Revenue and
Taxation Code and Public Utilittes Code Sections 14200, et seq, and

WHEREAS, The Fresno County Rural Transit Agency (“claimant”) is an eligible claimant of funds for
local transportation program pursuant to California Public Utilities Code Section 142257, and

WHEREAS, The Fresno County Transportation Authority has adopted a Resolution of Apportionment
for Fiscal Year 2008-09’s estimated revenue setting 3.99% of $58,000,000 for the Regional Public Transit
Program, Public Transit Agencies - FCRTA sub program funds available to claimant, and

WHEREAS, the Regional Public Transit Program, Public Transit Agencies - FCRTA are not being
used to substitute for property tax funds which claimant had previously used for local transportation purposes.
Such substitution of property tax funds is prohibited by California Public Utilities Code Section 142257, and

WHEREAS, claimant has segregated property tax revenues from claimant’s other general fund
revenues used o support the Regional Public Transit Program, Public Transit Agencies - FCRTA sub program
funds so that verification of non-substitution can be proved through audit or that the non-substitution of funds
shall apply to claimant’s general fund, and

WHEREAS, claimant shall account for the Regional Public Transit Program, Public Transit Agencies -
FCRTA sub program funds received pursuant to Public Utilities Cope Section 142257, Claimant shall maintain
current records in accordance with generally accepted accounting principles, and shall separately record

expenditures for each type of eligible purpose. Claimant shall make such records available to the Authority for
inspection or audit at any time.

NOW, THEREFCRE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Fresno County Rural Transit Agency hereby adopts
the Regional Public Transit Program, Public Transit Agencies - FCRTA sub program funds Claim and
authorizes the General Manager to sign the Certification and Claim Form.

THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION was passed and adopted by the Council of Fresno County
Governments this 26" day of June, 2008.

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:
Signed:
ATTEST: Trinidad M. Rodriguez, Chairman

| hereby certify that the foregoing is a frue copy of a
resolution of the Fresno County Rural Transit Agency
duly adopted at a regular meeting thereof held on the
26th day of June, 2008.

Signed;

Jeffrey D, Webster, FCRTA General Manager






BEFORE THE
FRESNO COUNTY RURAL TRANSIT AGENCY
RESOLUTION 2008-14

In the Matter of

Yehicle Procurement ) RESOLUTION TC PURCHASE
FIFTEEN TWENTY-TWO PASSENGER
EXPANSION VEHICLES

WEEREAS, the Fresno County Rural Transit Agency (FCRTA) has
adopted its 2008-09 Budget which includes the programed purchase of
fifteen (15) additional twenty-two (22) passenger expansion
vehicles to be purchased with budgeted Measure-C funds and Public
Transportation Modernization, Improvements, and Service BEnhancement
(PTMISEA) funds; and

WEEREAS, the FCRTA has an option to purchase additional vans
through an existing Bid Award; and

WHEREAS, the FCRTA shall exercise its option to purchase
fifteen (15) twenty-two (22) passenger vans; in accordance with
previously stipulated specifications and purchase order for a total
purchase price of $1,846,423.20 ($123,094.88 each), including
applicable sales taxes, less possible stipulated penalty fee
agssessments for unwarranted delivery delays.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the FCRTA Board of
Director, following an expressed opportunity for additional public
comment, does hereby exercise its option for fifteen (15)
additional vehicles for the agreed purchase price.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the FCRTA Board of Directors does
hereby direct its General Manager to execute binding agreements, in

accordance with previocusly stipulated Contract Stipulations and
Agreements.

THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION was passed and adopted by the Fresno
County Rural Transit Agency this 26th day of June 2008.
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AYES:

NCES:

ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

Signed:

Trinidad Rodriguez, Chairman
ATTEST:

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a
true copy of a resolution of the Fresno
County Rural Transit Agency duly adopted at
a regular meeting thereof held on the 26th
day of June, 2008.

Signed:
Jeffrey D. Webster, General Manager




Social Services Transportation Advisory Council
Membership List

Updated April 2007
Potential Transit User 60 Years of Age or Older (minimum of 1)

Terri Staples Fresno/Fresno County Caucasian

Representatives of the Local Social Service Providers for Seniors (minimum of 2)

[inda Descoteaux, FMAAA  [Fresno/Fresno County 3-2009 Caucasian
Phyllis Baltierra, Firebaugh  [Firebaugh/Fresno County 3-2009 Hispanic
Sr.Site Coordinator

Potential Transit User Who Is Disabled (minimum of 1}

Jan Kafton, NFB Fresno/Fresno County 3-2009 Cauc;cisaan
Carlos Duarte, FAX Fresno/Fresno County 3-2009 Hispanic
Bill Sheen Clovis/Fresno County 4-2009 Caucasian

Representative of the Local Social Service Provider for Disabled (minimum of 2)

ﬁ&att, CVRC Fresno/Fresno County Caucasian




Representative of a Local Social Service Provider for Persons of Limited Means (minimum of 1)

Bob Hand, Ctr. for Independent Fresno/Fresno County 6-09 Caucasian
Living

Representatives from the Local Consolidated Transportation Service Agency (minimum of 2)

Shonna Halterman, Clovis Transit [Clovis/Fresno County 6—2009 au;:at.s.ia‘n |
Gary Joseph, FCEOC/CTSA Fresno/Fresno County 6-2009 Caucasian
Jeffrey Webster, FCRTA Fresno/Fresno County 6-2009 Caucasian
Judith Nishi, FAX Sanger/Fresno County 6-2009 Asian American

Representatives of General Public




Council of Fresno Cougtyi_(jg'i)vernments
" Third Quarter Progress Report for FY. 2007-08
" Ending March31,2008 = =

REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLANNING
WE 110 - Regional Streets and Highways

Objective: To maintain a continuing, cooperative, and coordinated regional streets and highways planning
process that is responsive to local needs as well as state and federal requirements.

Accomplishments:

« Continued participation in the Statewide California Federal Programming Group (CFPG) established to
provide a linkage between State, Federal, and Regional Transportation Planning Agencies involved in
transportation programming activities,

e Continued use of the California Transportation Improvement Program System (CTIPS) and involvement
in program updates.

o Continued participation in the San Joaquin Valley COG Directors Association Model Coordinating
Committee (MCC) and Programming Coordination Group (PCG)

{DEVERE]

WE 111 - Regional Transportation Modeling

Objective: To maintain a continuing, cooperative, and coordinated regional transportation modeling process
that is responsive to local needs as well as state and federal requirements.

Accomplishments:

e Provided various model data to consultants, member agencies, and Caltrans.

o Continued participation in the Caltrans led Statewide Modeling/Information Sharing Group. Helped
coordinate the San Joaquin Valley Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs) Modeling/Air
Quality Coordinating Committee. This committee was established to provide interagency transportation
conformity consultation. The meetings are attended by representatives of the eight Valley RTPAs; the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA); Caltrans; the California Air Resources Board (CARB), the San
Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (SJVUAPCD); and the United States Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA).

e COG staff is chair of the San Joaquin Valley TP+/Cube Model Users Group.

e Kept the road network database up-to-date. The database is used for modeling and other reporting
purposes.

e Participated in the Valley-wide Truck Model Steering Committee, and coordinated grant application for
Valley-wide truck model - Phase IIl. Awarded the contract for Phase III to Cambridge Systematics.
Attended truck mode! training as project nears completion.

» Continuing the land use update for traffic model to year 2003 conditions by updating land use information
utilizing 2000 Census data and local data. Reviewed final land use and validated network. The Model
Steering Committee adopted the validated 2003 base year model.

¢ Participated in the Freeway Deficiency Study Modeling effort. Awarded the contract for Phase II to Fehr
and Peers transportation consultants, Project is expected to be completed in August.

» Participated in the San Joaquin River Crossing study.

{BITNER]




WE 112 - Regional Traffic Monitoring

Objective: ' To maintain the Fresno Regional Traffic Monitoring Program as a source of current traffic

information for use by member agencies and the public, and as a validation tool for the Countywide Traffic
Model.

Accomplishmenis:

e Coordinated the Traffic Counts Program and provided technical assistance to member agencies.

¢ Provided traffic counts in response to public requests.

o  Selected Omni-Means for the Traffic Monitoring Program Review and Update Project. Work on the project

commenced in June. Reviewed initial contract reports. Project completion by July 2008.
[BITNER]

WE 113 ~ Regional Transportation Planning Studies

Objective: The Regional Transportation Planning Studies work element is intended to provide resources to
conduct focused transportation studies for the Fresno County region.

Accomplishments: To date, Fresno COG has not received any requests for funding to conduct regional
transportation planning studies although based on conversations with member agencies it appears that several
may be forthcoming in the next quarter.

[BOREN]

WE 114 — Fresno-Madera County Freeway Interchange Deficiency Study

Objective: Through a Caltrans Partnership Planning Grant, the Council of Fresno County Governments and the
Madera County Transportation Commission are joining the cities of Fresno, Clovis, Madera, Selma, Kingsburg,
Chowchilla and the counties of Fresno and Madera in an assessment of the current freeway systems and
interchanges within Fresno and Madera counties. The purpose of the Fresno-Madera County Freeway
Interchange Deficiency Study is to determine, based on projected population growth and build out of existing
general plans, if a regional transportation impact fee will be required from future development in Fresno County
in order to keep the metropolitan transportation system functioning properly.

Accomplishments:

Released the Request for Proposal for the Freeway Deficiency Study Phase II.

e Interviewed consultants for the Phase Il deficiency study. Fehr and Peers was selected for the study.

e TInitial kick off meeting was held and consultant team is progressing in development of the deficiency study
traffic mode! and delivering a fee study technical document.

o Additional traffic counts were taken to aid in validation of freeway ramps.

e Reviewed initial deficiency study findings.

» Consultant is finalizing final project costs.

[BITNER]

WE 115 — Regional Transportation Mitigation Plan

Objective: The primary objective of this project is to develop a Regional Transportation Mitigation Fee
Program.

Council of Fresno County Governments Third Quarter Progress Report FY 2007-08
Page 2



Accomplishments: To date, four meetings of the Measure C Regional Transportation Mitigation Fee Study
Subcommittee have been held. Issues covered in the first four meetings include:

= Study Approach

=  Guiding Policies

»  Study Needs

* Rational Nexus

= Impacts and Benefits

»  Fair Share

*  Indirect and Cumulative Impacts

» Review/update of Project Cost Estimates

The consultants (PB Americas) on the study, continue to work with project sponsors to refine project cost
estimates. The next meeting of the RTMF Subcommittee is scheduled for April 22, 2008.
[BOREN]

WE 120 - Regional Public Transportation Planning - Urban

Objective: To carry on the continuing urban area public transportation planning process to satisfy the
requirements of the Federal Transit Administration under TEA-21 (1997}, the Alquist-Ingalls Act (AB-402,
1977) and AB-120 (Statutes of 1979); the Social Service Improvement Act (SB-826, 1988); the Federal Clean
Air Act Amendments; the 1988 California Clean Air Act and the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990
(Public Law 101-336).

Accomplishmenis:

Demand-Responsive Service Evaluation: Staff continues to monitor the system for productivity, cost
effectiveness, contract compliance, as well as compliance with ADA regulations.

Management Information Systems: Staff continues to develop and maintain various MIS programs and
services. Major work included updating the passenger data collection and reporting database.

National Transit Database Report: National Transit Data Base (NTDB) annual operating statistics for
FY2006-07 have been completed and submitted to Federal Transit Administration for their review. NTDB
data collection is an ongoing process.

Coordinate with Air District: Staff reviews Air District’s plans and rule making and attends workshops on
topics related to transit planning. Staff also works closely in developing funding request strategies from the
SIVUAPCD for related TCM’s such as alternative fuels funding and transit pass subsidy funding.

Review Development Proposals: Staff continues to work closely with the development community in order
to promote pedestrian and transit-friendly development through review and comment on development
proposals.

Community Qutreach and Public information: FAX information continues to be maintained on the World
Wide Web at htip//www fresno.gov/index.html. Staff continues to work with major employers to promote
public transit, and to find creative ways to increase transit’s market share. Staff has participated in several
community outreach activities with various local agencies.

Social Service Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC): The SSTAC initiated the Annual Unmet Transit
Needs process in January 2006. Three public information-gathering meetings were held during this quarter
and the process in nearly complete.

Clean Air Express Vanpool Program: Staff continues to oversee the downtown Fresno commuter vanpool

program that operates eighteen vanpools. The program is expected to reduce emissions by more than % ton
annually.

Council of Fresno County Governments Third Quarter Progress Report FY 2007-08
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o Service Coordination: The Clovis/FAX Metro pass continues to be a success, and FAX continues to
include transit service schedules and information for Clovis Stageline in the FAX Schedule Guide.

e Long-Range Master Transit Plan: the Draft Bus Rapid Transit Plan has been posted on the FAX and COG
websites, and the consulting team is evaluating possible ‘Urban Growth Management Transit District’ for
Fresno.

o Fresno Downiown Transportation Infrastructure Study (DTIS): The DTIS is a City of Fresno planning
effort that is being managed by COG/FAX staff. Although the study is complete, the technical advisory
committee and the consultant are pursuing a more detailed way of finding a planning process with
remaining funds.

o Public Transportation and Infrastructure Study (PTIS): Staff prepared an RFP for the next phase of the
PTIS. The RFP is scheduled for release in early April.

»  Regional Farebox: Staff continues to work on the regional farebox initiative.

[DOWNS)

WE 121 ~ Public Transit -Human Services Transportation (JARC)

Objective: The Human Services Transportation Coordination work element’s aim is to improve transportation
services for persons with disabilities, older adults, and individuals with lower incomes by ensuring that public
and non-profit agencies coordinate transportation resources provided through multiple federal programs
including the Formula Program for Elderly Persons and Persons with Disabilities; the Job Access and Reverse
Commute Program and the New Freedom Program.

On August 10, 2005, President Bush signed the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation
Equity Act — A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). This new legislation included human services
transportation coordination provisions which aim to improve transportation services for persons with
disabilities, older adults, and individuals with lower incomes by ensuring that communities coordinate
transportation resources provided through multiple federal programs. Coordination will enhance transportation
access, minimize duplication of services, and facilitate the most appropriate cost-effective transportation

The human services transportation coordination provisions include the following activities:

¢ Requires the establishment of a locally developed, Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services
Transportation Plan for all FTA human service transportation programs: Section 5310 Elderly
‘ndividuals and individuals with disabilities program, Section 5316 Jobs Access and Reverse Commute
Program and Section 5317 New Freedom Program.

¢ Requires the plan to be developed by a process that includes representatives of public, private and
nonprofit transportation and human services providers and participation by the public.

Accomplishments:

s Conducted public outreach to stakeholders to solicit their input into the implementation process.

e Wrote up a report based upon findings gathered during the development process of the Human
Transportation Services Provider Consolidated Plan.

o Completed the draft Human Services Transportation Provider Consolidated Plan for Fresno County and
submitted it to the Fresno COG Policy Board for adoption. Plan was adopted January 2008.

e Released a call for project for 2006, 2007, and 2008 apportionments for the urban component of the JARC
Section 5316 grant.

¢ Developed a process to grade grant applications received for the JARC Section 5316 program.
[SOBRADO]
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WE 122 — Public Transit — Human Services Transportation (New Freedom)

Objective: The Human Services Transportation Coordination work element’s aim is to improve transportation
services for persons with disabilities, older adults, and individuals with lower incomes by ensuring that public
and non-profit agencies coordinate transportation resources provided through multiple federal programs
including the Formula Program for Elderly Persons and Persons with Disabilities; the Job Access and Reverse
Commute Program and the New Freedom Program.

On August 10, 2005, President Bush signed the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation
Equity Act - A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). This new legislation included human services
transportation coordination provisions which aim to improve transportation services for persons with
disabilities, older adults, and individuals with Jower incomes by ensuring that comimunities coordinate
transportation resources provided through multiple federal programs. Coordination will enhance transportation
access, minimize duplication of services, and facilitate the most appropriate cost-effective transportation

The human services transportation coordination provisions include the following activities:

» Requires the establishment of a locally developed, Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services
Transportation Plan for all FTA human service tramsportation programs: Section 5310 Elderly
individuals and individuals with disabilities program, Section 5316 Jobs Access and Reverse Commute
Program and Section 5317 New Freedom Program.

e Requires the plan to be developed by a process that includes representatives of public, private and
nonprofit transportation and human services providers and participation by the public.

Accomplishments:

« Conducted public outreach to stakeholders to solicit their input into the implementation process.

e Wrote up a report based upon findings gathered during the development process of the Human
Transportation Services Provider Consolidated Plan.

o Completed the draft Fresno County Human Services Transportation Provider Consolidated Plan and
submitted it to the Fresno COG Policy Board for adoption. Plan was adopted January 2008.

o Released a call for projects for the rural component of the 2006, 2007 and 2008 apportionments of the New
Freedom Section 5317 grant program.

e Developed a program to grade grant applications received for the New Freedom Section 5317 program.
[SOBRADO]

WE 130 - Regional Public Transportation Planning - Rural

Objective: To carry on the continuing rural public transportation planning process to satisfy the requirements
of the Alquist-Ingalls Act (AB-402, 1977); the Social Service Improvement Act (AB-120, 1979); the Mello Act
(SB-157, 1985); the Specialized Transportation Services Act (SB-826, 1988) the Federal Clean Air Act
Amendments (1990); the 1988 California Clean Air Act and the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990
(Public Law 101-336).

Accomplishments:

e The staff of the Fresno County Rural Transit Agency and the Rural Consolidated Transportation Service
Agency prepared and completed their respective sections of the 2006-07 Transportation Productivity
Evaluation Report. The Fresno COG’s Social Service Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) and the
Policy Board approved report during the Third Quarter

e The Fresno COG’s Social Service Transportation Advisory Council conducted its annual “Unmet Transit
Needs” outreach process during the Third Quarter. Mass mailings were sent to nearly 600 interested
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individuals and parties of record. Three community outreach meetings were conducted in February in
Mendota for the Western, in Selma for the Fastern, and in Fresno for the Central areas. The Council will
review the staff’s analysis during the Fourth Quarter before reaching a finding recommendation regarding
that transit needs will be reasonably met. For the coming fiscal year.

FCRTA staff circulated the final analysis report towards a Demonstration Service for the South Sierra
Foothill Communities of Dunlap, Miramonte, Pinehurst, and Squaw Valley. The Board of Directors
authorized a three month program to begin after March 1*. Four attempts to hire a local driver have
delayed implementation into the Fourth Quarter.

[WEBSTER]

WE 150 - Other Modes - Aviation & Rail

Objective: To maintain a continuing, coordinated planning process in the aviation, non-motorized, and rail
modes.

Accomplishments/Aviation:

Monitored aviation issues and legislation important to Fresno County.

Accomplishments/Rail:

Monitored rail issues and legislation important to Fresno County.

Monitored activities of the California High-Speed Rail Authority and other activities related to high-speed
rail in California. Attended a meeting of the High-Speed Rail Authority in Sacramento on February 6,
2008, at which the preferred alignment between the San Francisco Bay Area and the San Joaquin Valley
was selected and alternative alignments and station locations for a potential station in the Visalia, Tulare,
Hanford area were discussed.

Attended a meeting of the San Joaquin Valley Rail Committee in Fresno on March 27, 2008. In addition to
regular agenda items (marketing, train and bus operations, budgets, legislation, etc.), special agenda item
included a presentation, discussion and approval of the San Joaquin Corridor Strategic Business Plan.
Also, a new chair and vice-chair were selected, a new video regarding Amtrak rail service in California was
previewed, and a presentation was given on intercity rail day at the State Capital on February 21.

Conducted a meeting of the COG Rail Committee on March 28, 2008. Agenda items included a discussion
of rail abandonment in Tulare County and its implications for Fresno County. The Chairman of the
Committee sent a letter supporting Tulare County’s objection to the abandonment. Other items included
the potential for a joint high-speed rail/rail consolidation study and a presentation by the city of Fresno and
discussion regarding a major development project on both sides of the Union Pacific Corridor in northwest
Fresno.

Continued efforts with Fresno Area Residents for Rail Consolidation (FARRC) and other interested citizens
and organizations regarding the potential rail consolidation project in Fresno and other projects.
[THOMPSON]

WE 151 — Bicycle and Pedestrian

Objective: To maintain a continuing, coordinated planning process in the bicycle and pedestrian transportation
modes.

Accomplishments:

»

Monitored bikeway issues and legislation important to Fresno County.

Staff sits as a voting member representing the San Joaquin Valley on Caltrans Bicycle Advisory Committee
(CBAC). The purpose of the CBAC is to advise Caltrans on technical issues related to bikeways planning and
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implementation. Attended a meeting of the CBAC on February 7, 2008. Agenda items included various status

reports and discussions of side paths, parking in bicycle lanes, and the preferred pedestrian direction on paths.
[THOMPSON]

WE 170 - Regional Transportation Plan

Objective: To develop and publish on a four-year basis the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) for Fresno
County which addresses at a minimum a twenty year planning horizon. The plan shall include both long-range
and short-range strategies and actions for implementing an integrated intermodal transportation system. The
plan will address the federally required Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A
Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) planning factors. The final rule for SAFETEA-LU implementation was
released in February 2007 with an effective date of March 16, 2007.

Accomplishmenis:
e  Worked with local agency representatives to ensure accurate information continues to be included in RTP

updates.
{PAUKOVITS]

WE 172 - Congestion Management Planning

Objective: To respond to federal congestion management planning requirements.

Accomplishments:

¢ Continued work on update of congestion management process to be compliant with SAFETEA-LU.
[PAUKOVITS]

WE 180 - Air Quality Transportation Planning

Objective: To maintain a coordinated transportation/air quality planning process consistent with the goal of
attaining and maintaining federal and state air quality standards.

Accomplishments:
¢  Worked on an on-going basis with local, State, and Federal agencies regarding air quality and transportation
issues.

« Continued participation in the Statewide Air Quality/Conformity Working Group.

e Continued to participate with the other seven Valley TPAs in the San Joaquin Valley Modeling and Air
Quality Committees to address pertinent transportation, modeling, air quality, and conformity analysis
issues.

e Continued contract administration for the Valley-wide Air Quality Planning and Coordination consultant.

Managed the efforts of the air quality consultant (including strategy and review of all materials) on behalf
of the eight Valley TPAs.

¢ Managed the contract for the Valley-Wide Air Quality Policy Services consuitant.

e Participated in conference calls with staff from ARB, EPA, FHWA, Caltrans, and various members of the
other San Joaquin Valley TPAs.

¢ Attended and participated in San Joaquin Valley Clean Cities Coalition Board Meetings.
¢ Attended Air District Board meetings and workshops.

o Presented air quality updates to the San Joaquin Valley TPA Director’s Association and Regional Policy
Council.
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Reviewed relevant information for the PM2.5 State Implementation Plan (SIP).

Drafted procedures to analyze air quality impacts from the San Joaquin Valley Blueprint process.
Developed procedures for the conformity analysis related to the 2009 FTIP.

Developed board resolution to adopt greenhouse gas policies, including voluntary measures to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions suggested by the CA Attorney General.

Developed final draft of the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the Air District.

Developed and distributed the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) 2009 Federal
Transportation Act Cycle 1 Call for Projects. Hosted workshop in February for eligible agencies.
Reviewed 45 applications totaling over $25 million that were submitted for consideration (approximately
$11 million was available for project funding)..

Analyzed air quality impacts of Fresno County Green Commute program.

[PAUKOVITS]

TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT

WE 210 — Measure C Reauthorization

Objective: To provide the organizational structure and staffing for development of an Expenditure Plan that
will guide the utilization of a proposed Y cent sales tax measure that is tentatively scheduled for the November
2006 ballot. The Reauthorization process is being guided by a Regional Steering Committee consisting of
elected officials, interested regional stakeholders and the general public. Staffing is provided by COG.

Accomplishments:

o Obtained 78% voter approval for Measure “C” Reauthorization which went to voters on November 7,
2006.

e Reconvened Measure “C” Steering Committee to begin process of developing Strategic Plan for
expenditure of Measure “C” revenues cotlected after July 1, 2007.

+ Began meeting with Measure “C” Implementing subcommittees and project sponsors for regional
projects.

e  2007-2027 Measure C Expenditure Implementation Plan, Part 1 — Local Agency Pass-Through Fund
Handbook completed and submitted for approval by COG Board

e Selected consultant for Regional Transportation Mitigation Fee Program, July 2007.

e Development of the Measure “C” Strategic Implementation Plan is underway, with a number of
Subcommittees performing work and establishing policies and guidelines for the various “C”
programs. Subcommittees that have met to date including;
¢ Local Transportation Subcommittee
o Public Transit Subcommittee
¢ Regional Program Subcommittee
» Regional Transportation Mitigation Fee Subcommittee
s New Technology Reserve Subcommittee

» To date, only the Local Transportation Program component of the Measure “C” Strategic
Implementation Plan has been adopted by the Fresno COG Policy Board. It is anticipated that the
Public Transit, New Technology, & Alternative Transportation Program will be adopted by the Policy
Board at their February, 2008 meeting

» To date, the following Measure “C’ programs have been adopted by the Fresno COG and the Fresno
County Transportation Authority: Public Transportation Infrastructure Study/Transit Consolidation
Subprogram, ADA/Seniors/Paratransit Subprogram, Farmworker/Car/Vanpools Program,  New
Technology Reserve Subprogram, Rail Consolidation Subprogram. [BOREN]
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WE-220 — Transportation Program Development

Objective: To identify transportation improvements proposed for implementation within a short-range period
of compliance with federal and state requirements.

Accomplishments:

COG staff continues to work with its member agencies in an effort to develop/maintain a financially
constrained transportation improvement program.
Correspondence with Agency staff and Caltrans regarding delivery/preparation of the Obligation Plan for
FFY 2007/08.
Development and posting of the Annual listing of projects.
The Fresno COG SAFETEA-LU Programming Subcommittee met in January to determine details and
funding breakdowns for the 2008 Call for Projects dealing with FFY 2009/10 and FFY 2010/11
apportionments of both CMAQ and RSTP.
The Fresno COG Policy Board approved and released the 2008 Call for Projects on February 29, 2008.
COG staff accepted applications for new projects between February 29" and March 28", 2008.
The 2007 FTIP was adopted by the COG Policy Board July 20, 2006 and approved by the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) on October 2, 2006. COG staff continues intergovernmental coordination and
public notification for all formal amendments to the FTIP. COG staff also continues to conduct
administrative amendments to the FTIP as needed.

o Formal Amendment 1 to the FTIP was approved on November 30, 2006 by FHWA.

o Formal Amendment 2 to the FTIP was approved on February 5, 2007 by FHWA,

o Formal Amendment 5 to the FTIP was approved on April 12, 2007 by FHWA

o Formal Amendment 7, SAFETEA-LU compliance, was adopted by the COG Policy Board on
May 31, 2007 and was approved on June 29, 2007 by FHWA.
Formal Amendment 10 to the FTIP was approved on by FHWA on January 16, 2008.
[BOREN/DEVERE]

o]

SERVICES AND GENERAL COORDINATION ACTIVITIES

WE 310 - Intergovernmental Coordination

Objectives: 1) To promote coordination, cooperation and communication on administrative and planning
matters among local agencies, the COG, federal and state agencies. To enable various agencies, including
Native Americans, to participate in and review the regional planning process; 2) To provide the public with
information on activities, meetings, planning documents and reports, and to seek advice from the public on
COG’s planning activities; and 3) To provide local agencies and the public the opportunity to review and
comment upon federal grant proposals through the Local Clearinghouse Process.

Accomplishments:

Continued to provide staff support to the Association for the Beautification of State Route 99. Organized
bimonthly meetings for the Association, assisted with correspondence, conducted research, and prepared
staff reports.

Continued efforts towards implementing the 2000 Highway 99 Beautification Plan by recommending the
adoption of a draft Highway Beautification Overlay Zoning District by the Cities of Kingsburg, Seima,
Fowler, Fresno, and Fresno County.

Continued monitoring other SR 99 beautification efforts such as the Great Valley Center’s Highway 99
Project and Caltrans’ Highway 99 Plan.

Council of Fresno County Governments Third Quarter Progress Report FY 2007-08
Page 9



Provided ongoing support to member agencies of the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Service Authority in
the establishment of this new program in Fresno County. Issues discussed over the course of the quarter
include election of Chair and Vice-Chair of the Authority and a determination of time standards and
personnel costs for use in calculating program costs.

Staff continues to outreach to the Native American Tribal governments, both federally and non-federally
recognized, in Fresno County to solicit their input and to seek their participation in COG activities. Staff
continues to provide all of the tribes with ongoing meeting notifications and any other pertinent information
that may be of interest to the tribes.

Called for Washington D.C. “One Voice” projects from member agencies and community organizations.
{dentified selection committee that will meet to recommend top priorities to COG Board for approval
during second quarter.

Accomplished third annual Sacramento One Voice trip on March 10" and 11™. Led a delegation of 33
members including elected officials, city managers, local agency staff, and members representing local
business interests and education to Sacramento to meet with representatives from the state legislature and
state agencies to advocate for a list of legislative issues of importance 1o Fresno County.

Accomplished first ever Valley Voices advocacy trip to Sacramento with the San Joaquin Valley Regional
Policy Council. The Policy Council went to Sacramento on Wednesday, March 12" to meet with our state
legislative representatives, the Governor’s office, the California Transportation Commission, and key staff
from State agencies to advocate for four legislative issues of importance to the San Joaquin Valley

Staff participated in the first two meetings of the Caltrans SR 99 Business Plan committee in January and
March. The commitice includes Caltrans employees and staff from the eight Valley COG’s working
together to update the Caltrans SR 99 Business Plan.

Begin process of member agency outreach to provide update on the SIV Regional Blueprint Planning
Process.

Continued outreach with staff and administrators of member agencies to gather input for the Blueprint.
Provide ongoing updates to member agencies on progress with Blueprint activities.

Hired marketing firm to assist with intensive Phase 3 outreach on Blueprint scenarios.

Continue to work with eight Valley COGs on project management of SIV Blueprint.

Worked with Merced County Association of Governments (MCAG) to provide information needed for
request for third year funding of Blueprint funding.

Assisted MCAG with hiring marketing firm that will develop Valleywide Blueprint materials.

Engage in second round of meetings with all member agencies at their policy board meetings.

Staff continues invelvement/collaboration on Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) projects of local,
valley-wide, and State interest.

Continued involvement, participation and monitoring of monthly California Transportation Commission
meetings, Regional Transportation Planning Agency meetings, and Self-Help County Coalition meetings.
[BOREN/DEVERE/STECK/DANSBY]

WE 311 - Public Information and Participation

Objective: To provide the public with information on activities, meetings, planning documents and reports, and
to seek advice from the public on COG's planning activities. This work element is intended to highlight the
COG's desire to encourage more public participation in the transportation planning process, consistent with
TEA 21 requirements. This will include public involvement in the development stages of plans and programs
as well as throughout the adoption process. COG’s Public Involvement Procedures will be consulted and
followed during each phase of plan or program development.

It is Fresno COG’s desire that the citizens of Fresno County and its cities assist in delineating values, goals, and
objectives of transportation-related services and planning documents. Further, it is Fresno COG’s intent that
those same citizens, charged with the responsibility of providing feedback on a continuous basis, will
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participate in the selection of transportation facilities and programs for planning and programming under Fresno
COG’s authority. Finally, it is the goal of Fresno COG to adequately provide information to and solicit input

from historically underserved community of Fresno County (i.e. elderly, minority groups, youth, disabled, and
lower income people).

Accompliishments:

« Prepared agenda packages, reports, and notices for COG’s three monthly public meetings
 Filled requests for information about Fresno COG and/or their member agencies and updated various
listings
» Designed and printed graphic design materials for Fresno COG staff as requested
¢ Developed agendas for and siaffed two Measure C Citizen Oversight Committee (COC) meetings
»  Pursued media coverage to publicize the Blueprint Scenarios release and two One Voice trips
e Continued updating Fresno COG’s website with a variety of graphics and material
¢ Continued involvement in the Valley Blueprint process:
o Participated on the Valleywide media committee
o Sent out a What’s New in Blueprint email to all contacts
o Interviewed Marketing/Communications firms and began developing outreach materials,
scheduling public workshops in each incorporated city in Fresno County, and forming a
Blueprint public information plan for April 2008
» Reprinted the 2007 Fresno County Transportation Guide
[LAUCHNER]

WE 312 - COGView Internet Home Page

Objective: To create a source that provides easy access to government and other information for Fresno County
residents, member agencies, and perspective business interests using the latest technology of the World Wide
Web. Additional objectives include enhancing potential economic development and increasing public
knowledge and involvement of COG activities as well as reduce costs..

Accomplishmenis:

e The Fresno COG website maintains minutes and agendas for the Fresno COG Technical Advisory
Committee, the Policy Advisory Committee and Policy Board. Committee members have the choice of
continuing to receive agenda by mail or they can sign up to receive links to the agendas online by email.

e  Air quality and transportation modeling data is updated regularly on the website.

o Updated and added reports and publications put out by the Fresno COG .

e Calendar, Announcement and Meeting sections are continuously updated and kept current on the Fresno
COG website. Meeting agenda/handout links are included on the online calendar.

» Requirements for a planned road closure website for Fresno County have been designed. Construction of
this new functionality is underway.

e Provided support and ongoing maintenance of the COGView website.
[LAUCHNER/SOBRADO}

WE 313 - Environmental Justice Activities

Objectives: Devise ways to ensure that Fresno County’s disadvantaged and minority populations are being
included in the transportation process. The COG’s Environmental Justice Task Force, whose members include
representatives from community based organizations that represent low-income, minority, elderly, disabled,
Native American, and farmworker communities as well as representatives from local government agencies,
Caltrans, and FHWA, met on a monthly basis from March of 2004 through spring of 2005.
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In response to Federal and State emphasis on Title VI and Environmental Justice an effort has been added to
this work element that will involve establishing an Environmental Justice Task Force to develop a process with
which to assess and ensure compliance of Fresno COG’s transportation planning efforts with environmental
justice requirements and Title VI. The Task Force will play a key role in evaluating COG’s current
Environmental Justice and Public Participation efforts and provide guidance on how to achieve the desired
results. The Task Force will also help define the target population within Fresno County, identify the needs of
the target population and develop appropriate performance measures for gauging the regional benefit and
burdens of transportation system investments on the target population.

An Environmental Justice Report will be prepared, which will include the Environmental Justice Task Force
efforts and recommendations, as well as the analysis used to evaluate the Regional Transportation Plan to
ensure that the programs, policies, and activities outlined in the plan serve all segments of the region without
generating disproportionately high adverse impacts upon target populations.

Caltrans has developed an Environmental Justice Desk Guide that will serve as a resource for COG staff to
better understand Environmental Justice issues and provide guidelines for the implementation of Environmental
Justice in the planning process. Fresno COG staff has reviewed the Caltrans Desk Guide and plans to use the
recommendations provided by incorporating them, as applicable, in our Environmental Justice efforts.

Fresno COG staff is completing the Environmental Justice Report. When completed, the report will be
circulated to Environmental Justice Task Force members for review and comment. Once all comments from the
task force has been received and incorporated into the Plan, the document will be released for public comment
and subsequent adoption by the Fresno COG Policy Board. Itis expected that this process will be completed in
the Fourth Quarter of 07-08.

As a result, of the Fresno County Environmental Justice Plan, the Environmental Justice Task Force has plans
to begin meeting on a quarterly basis. The purpose of these meetings is to review the activities being
undertaken by COG and examine the impacts that they may be having upon the environmental justice
populations identified in the Fresno County Environmental Justice Plan. The populations identified in the plan
include minority, low-income, elderly, and special needs communities throughout Fresno County.

Accomplishments:

e The Fresno County Environmental Justice Plan will be completed and circulated to members of the
Environmental Justice Task Force for review and comment.

e Discussion has taken place with members of the Environmental Justice Task Force on how to reconvene the
task force going forward.

[SOBRADO]

WE 320 - Technical Assistance to Members

Objective: To provide member governments with specialized technical assistance services. It is intended that
the major beneficiaries of this service be the smaller cities with limited technical staff resources.

Accomplishments:

o Rural Communities Collaborative of Fresno County (RCCFC): Served on RCCFC Steering and General
Committees. The RCCFC is a volunteer organization geared toward helping rural communities to become
self-sufficient through increased social and economic development. The Collaborative acts as a catalyst in
identifying available federal, state, and local resources available to serve local community needs and
provides access to and dissemination of those resources. Fresno COG staff also continues to participate in
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I-5 Business Development Committee activities, which focus on identifying economic development
opportunities on the westside of Fresno County .
oI5 Business Development Corridor: COG staff continues to participate in this work activity which focuses

attention on planning, growth and economic issues facing the communities in western Fresno County.
[BOREN]

WE 330 - Outside Technical Assistance

Objective: To provide traffic modeling information to outside agencies on a cost reimbursement basis. Also, to

provide program support functions for microcomputer applications (accounting, utility billing, etc.) to
interested parties on a cost reimbursement basis.

Accomplishments:
o No activity this quarter. [BITNER]

WE 340 - Traffic Demand Management Program

Objective: Transportation Demand Management (TDM) includes a wide variety of transportation control
measures having a goal of reducing overall motor vehicle usage. In prior years, the predominate effort of this
activity has been promotion of ridesharing. Declining state and federal revenue to support this effort in recent
years has resulted in a less ambitious Program beginning in 1996/97.

Accomplishments:

Ridematching:

o Currently have over 1,000 registered users in the Carpool/Vanpool Online Maichlist program at
www.Vallevrides.com. Maintained this current and active database of commuters, referring callers to the
online system or inputting information for clients

e  Worked with other TDM agencies, employers and vanpool agencies to facilitate matches and refer clients.
These agencies include: CSU Fresno, South Valley Rideshare, San Joaquin Commute Connection, Fresno
Area Express, KART, VPSI and Enterprise Rideshare

e Continued assisting the city of Fresno’s Downtown Vanpool Program. Staff receives calls and emails
requesting information on available seats on one or more of the 18 available vanpools, and either refers
commuters to an appropriate vanpool or places them on the waiting list for upcoming vanpool opportunities

Information Services:

» Filled requests for transit referrals and information; park and ride lot information; vanpool subsidies and
referrals; transportation guides; bikeway maps; and additional bikeway information

e Updated the Valleyrides.com website with current information

s Mailed out copies of the Fresno Clovis Bikeways Map and the city of Kingsburg Bikeway Map as

requested

e Developed and presented an implementation strategy for the Measure C Commuter Vanpool/Carpool
program

Administration:

e Prepared and maintained program records, invoices, budget and Quarterly Report
s Attended Fresno COG Committee meetings as appropriate.
[LAUCHNER]
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WE 350 - Fresno Regional Data Center

Objectives: To perform the duties as an Affiliate State Census Data Center and provide assistance to member
agencies and the general public in obtaining, analyzing and utilizing census and other demographic data in
support of the area-wide planning process. Also to provide continuing support to the internal data needs for
traffic simulation modeling requirements including the updating and development of alternative socio-economic
scenarios and providing data support for COG prepared reports and plans.

Accomplishments:

o Assisted 50 individuals from governmental agencies, businesses, and the public, in their information needs.

+ Monitored, prepared and distributed Census 2000, State of California Department of Finance, and other
data to member agencies and the public.

o Collected data for the calculation of transit service population for Transportation Development Act funding
purposes.

e Developed socio-economic data for alternative land use scenarios for consultants” traffic impact studies and
special studies.

e Provided demographic information for COG-prepared documents and presentations including Measure C,
Blueprint Planning Process, One Voice, and the Regional Housing Needs Study.

e Coordinated and assisted the member agencies in their participation in the 2010 U.S. Census Local Update
of Census Addresses (LUCA) program.
Worked on update of socio-economic model data for transportation model.

» Prepared Affiliate State Census Data Center activity report as required, and State of California Department
of Finance population surveys.

[CHUNG]

REGIONAL COORDINATION OF TRANSPORTATION, LAND USE AND
HOUSING

WE 410 - San Joaquin Valley Regional Blueprint Planning Process

Objective: The San Joaquin Valley Regional Blueprint Planning Process is a two-year planning effort
envisioned to support long range regional planning through comprehensive development of regional consensus.
The goal of the San Joaquin Valley Blueprint Planning Process is to develop a preferred future growth vision
for the region through the use of scenario planning.

Accomplishments:

e Entered into a Memorandum of Understanding with the eight Valley COG’s outlining our relationship as
we move forward with the Blueprint.

e Utilizing the System Development of Informed Consent, Potentially Affected Interests were identified by
category and level of priority for the successful implementation of the San Joaquin Valley Regional
Blueprint Project.

e A Citizen Participation Plan has been developed and adopted by the eight San Joaquin Valley Councils of
Governments (COGs).

s The institutional structure of a San Joaquin Valley Blueprint Regional Advisory Committee (BRAC) has
been developed. BRAC membership applications are being accepted at this time. The BRAC will advise

and interface both the San Joaquin Valley Blueprint products and the San Joaquin Valley Partnership
products.
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Local Blueprint Roundtable is being established according to guidelines in the Citizen’s Participation plan.
San Joaquin Valley COGs are in the process of assessing San Joaquin Regional Modeling capability and
possible Modeling enhancements.

Circulated an RFP to solicit proposals for a Community Participation Facilitator to assist Fresno COG with
outreach and modeling tasks associated with the Blueprint

Participated in Valleywide Blueprint Summit with approximately 700 community members in attendance.
Entered into contract with VRPA Technologies to engage in community outreach activities with
stakeholder groups and general public.

Attended two Blueprint Learning Network sessions (one in Sacramento and one in Oakland) with 3 COG
staff, an elected official and 2 community stakeholders.

Conducted 2 Blueprint Roundtable meetings with excellent turnout and member participation.

Forwarded BRAC recommendations for Fresno County to Valley COG Directors for final selection and
approval.

Continued presentations and interviews with community members to elicit information on values and
vision,

Met with Fresno Bee editorial board to inform them of SJV Blueprint planning process.

Filmed two promotional spots at Comcast Cable Television.

Conducted approximately 20 meetings with stakeholder groups, held “Road Show™ at the Big Fresno Fair,
held outreach efforts at shopping centers, community colleges, and with community groups resulting in the
collection of over 1500 survey responses.

Made presentations to all COG member agencies (15 cities and County of Fresno) providing update on
Blueprint progress and encouraging participation in community workshop.

Formed Steering Committee for Blueprint Roundtable to address pressing tasks

Attended Blueprint Learning Network in Anaheim with 6 member team.

Attended Lincoln Institute workshop at Cal Poly regarding Blueprint outreach activities.

Worked with planning director to establish a Valleywide Blueprint Professional Review Panel that will
interface with the BRAC and Valleywide Blueprint Coordinating Committee

Attended the first meeting of the BRAC in Modesto.

Coordinated with the STV Partnership staff to define the interface of the Partnership, the Blueprint and the
BRAC.

Coordinated Community Workshop to develop Fresno County’s Values and Vision for the Blueprint.
Nearly 200 participants attended.

Modeling staff worked with 16 member agencies as well as Valley COGs to develop the base case “status
quo” growth scenario.

Conducted 3 monthly meetings of the Fresno COG Blueprint Roundtable (32 member advisory committee.)
Conducted Blueprint Steering Committee and Outreach Committee meetings

Presented Blueprint update to a joint meeting of the planning commissions of the City of Clovis, the City of
Fresno, the County of Fresno, the City of Madera and the County of Madera.

Met twice monthly with the Blueprint project managers from each of the eight Valley COGs.

Provided ongoing project management for Fresno Blueprint activities.

Continued monthly Blueprint Roundtable meetings with stakeholder groups

Continued twice monthly meetings with STV Blueprint Coordinating Committee

Continue working with Great Valley Center, both on BRAC and on two Partnership working groups
(Transportation and Land Use, Housing and Agriculture).

Made Blueprint presentation to CSUF’s Campus Planning Committee.

Staffed Blueprint booth with Earth Day students at CSUF’s annual Vintage Days.

Convened Blueprint Environmental Issues group to hear input on environmental issues to include in
document.

Convened local agency planners to participate in Blueprint Planners Workshop aimed at defining Phase II
tasks - goals, objectives and measurable outcomes.

Council of Fresno County Governments Third Quarter Progress Report FY 2007-08
Page 15



*

Met with Partnership Secretariat to ensure connection of two projects

Met with Farmland Conservation Model Program folks to coordinate modeling tasks between two projects.
Fresno COG’s team continues to attend statewide Blueprint Learning Network (BLN)

Assist CCRL to plan BLN programs around the state

Continue to meet with Valley COG project managers on a bi-weekly basis to coordinate progress on project
Continue to meet with Blueprint Roundtable, the advisory committee to COG Policy Board, on a menthly
basis

Submitted final Values/Vision report for approval by COG Policy Board

Continue to coordinate with modeling staff in development of status quo and single focus model runs

Continue to coordinate with Blueprint Regional Advisory Committee (BRAC) which is staffed by Great
Valley Center

Continue outreach to member agency staff and community partners on Blueprint progress.

Continue to work with California Center for Regional Leadership (CCRL)on steering committee for
Blueprint Learning Network

Continue to work with CCRL on California Regional Progress Report

Assist and facilitate Valleywide Blueprint Planners group to ensure that “end users”™ of the Blueprint have a
part in its development.

Continue to work with SJV Partaership and its working groups to coordinate activities and assist with
continuity on progress.

Worked with Local Government Commission to advise on Water Symposium for the San Joaquin Valley.
Attended Blueprint Learning Network meeting in Oakland with 4 member COG Blueprint team.

Continued activities with Valleywide Blueprint coordinating committee, modeling committee and media
committee,

Attended BRAC meeting at UC Merced with 6 members of the Fresno BRAC contingent.

Met with media to tell story of base case scenario and set the stage for upcoming alternatives analysis.

Worked with MCAG to develop Request for Bids for Valleywide Vision and other aspects of Valley
components

+ Developed Request for Bids for Fresno activities pertaining to advertising and marketing

» Made presentations to Fresno COG’s 16 member agencies at city council and board of supervisor meetings

e Made presentations to several community organizations on Blueprint progress.

e Continued coordination with modeling staff on Blueprint scenarios

o Continued facilitating Blueprint Roundtable activities and met with sub-committees as necessary

e Met with Fresno Bee Editorial Board on Blueprint

o Made presentations on preliminary Blueprint scenarios to all member agencies as well as community
organizations.

e Developed outreach strategy for Phase 3 community outreach

e Hired marketing firm to assist with intensive Phase 3 outreach at Fresno County level.

e Continued bi-monthly meetings with valley project managers (coordinating committee)

e Assisted MCAG with efforts to hire consultant to develop Valleywide Blueprint materials

e Continued efforts as project manager for Fresno COG Blueprint efforts

[STECK]

WE 411 — Farmland Conservation Model Program

Objective: Develop a plan, strategy, and program to conserve prime agricultural lands in the Central Valley.
The Program will build upon initial activities to identify farmlands of strategic importance, and to develop a
program to protect farmlands that is consistent with fong term planning goals that maintain agriculture as a key
economic and cultural force in the region. The program is first intended for the benefit of Fresno County and
subsequently, the other counties making up the San Joaquin Valley.

Council of Fresno County Governments Third Quarter Progress Report FY 2007-08
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Farmland Conservation Model Program Steering Committee members first met in June of 2007. Comprised of
key stakeholders in Fresno County, steering committee members include Fresno County, the City of Fresno, the
City of Clovis, the Fresno County Farm Bureau, and others. The purpose of the Fresno County Farm Bureau is
to oversee the daily activities for implementing the Farmland Conversation Model Program. Also involved in
the development of the plan will be an advisory board that will be made up of stakeholders involved in

agriculture on a daily basis that will advise the steering committee on issues of importance to the industry in
Fresno County.

Initially, the Farmland Conservation Model Program had a sixteen month deadline but it was shortened to
thirteen months in order to ensure that the information from the program can be integrated into the San Joaquin
Valley Blueprint.

The deliverables for the Farmland Conservation Model Program include:

Devise an approach to identifying “strategic” farmland

Public Input

Document factors affecting the conversion of farmlands

Create a toolbox for decision makers to implement farmland conservation in Fresno County
Provide a series of recommendations based upon the finding of this process

» Prepare a final report.

Accomplishments:

s A detailed work plan has been completed.

» Fresno County Farmland Conservation Mode! Program Steering Committee members have been meeting on
a regular basis since June 2007.

e Key variables affecting agriculture have been identified and analyzed to determine the significance upon
agriculture in Fresno County.

e  The GIS or mapping component of the Farmland Conservation Model Program has been completed and a
definition of ‘strategic farmland’ has been created.

e The Fresno County Farmland Conservation Model Program Advisory committee has been defined and
convened to review and provide feedback on the development of the Farmland Conservation Model
Program. Advisory Committee meetings are scheduled to take place on an ongoing basis throughout the
duration of the development of the program.

¢ The public outreach component of the Farmland Conservation Model Program has been completed.
Members of the general public and the agricultural community were targeted in the outreach. Feedback and
comments from the outreach process have been incorporated into the program.

e Development of a ‘planner’s toolkit’ has begun. This is a large collection of best practices, trends,
methodologies and the like pertaining to farmland conservation that is catered to the unique needs of Fresno
County and the San Joaquin Valley.

[SOBRADO]

WE 420 — Fresno Regional Housing Needs Plan

Objective: To prepare the Fresno County Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Plan. The RHNA Plan
determines each jurisdiction’s existing and projected housing needs for all income levels. Local governments,
through their Housing Elements, are individually accountable for demonstrating capacity to accommodate these
housing needs for the S-year planning period from July 1, 2008 through June 30, 2013

Council of Fresna County Governments Third Quarter Progress Report FY 2007-08
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Accomplishmenis:

o During the month of October, 2007, staff initiated correspondence and conducted meetings to discuss and
resolve allocation revisions proposed by the City of Kingsburg and the County of Fresno. These efforts
were successfully concluded and the 2007 Fresno County Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan was
adopted by Council of Fresno County Governments on November 29, 2007.

« In response to comments made by the State Department of Housing and Community Development, staff
developed technical revisions to the RHNA Plan allocations and presented them to the Policy Advisory
Committee and Policy Board for adoption at the January 2008 cycle of meetings.

[THOMPSON]

VALLEYWIDE COORDINATED ACTIVITIES
WE 810 - Valley RTPA Coordination

Objective: To ensure a coordinated and comprehensive approach to transportation and air quality planning

among the eight San Joaquin Valley transportation planning agencies and the San Joaquin Valley Unified Air
Pollution Control District.

Accomplishments: COG staff and the Director continue to work with the other seven San Joaquin valley

RTPAs on issues that have valleywide significance including air quality, pursuit of Interstate designation for SR
99.

»  Worked with all Valley COGs to submit a proposal to Caltrans to develop a coordinated San Joaquin
Valley Regional Blueprint planning effort for third year funding.

e Continue intensive coordination with other Valley COGs to coordinate planning on the three year SIV
Blueprint planning project.

o Continued to participate in bi-weekly conference calls/face-to-face meetings with members of the Blueprint
Coordinating committee and Blueprint Modeling committee and Public Outreach committee.

e Attended Blueprint Learning Network meeting in Fresno with 6 member COG Blueprint team.
Continued activities with Valleywide Blueprint coordinating committee, modeling committee and media
committee.

{BOREN/DOWNS/’STECK}

WE 8§11 - San Joaquin Valley Goods Movement Study

Objective: The San Joaquin Valley (SJV) Goods Movement Study project is the third phase of goods
movement related studies in the valley. The proposed project will provide improvements to the 8-county (Kern,
Fresno, Tulare, Kings, Madera, San Joaquin, Stanislaus, and Merced) SJV truck model and integration with
local models. The mode! has been developed to provide an analytical basis for evaluating the benefits of
transportation investments that impact the movement of goods in the Valley. The first phase of the study
described the goods movement system and freight flows for the region and generated a list of key goods
movement issues and problems. Phase 11 of the study developed the San Joaquin Valley Truck model tool. In
Phase 111, the STV truck model will test modified scenarios from Phase II and other goods movement scenarios
in future years, such as: truck bypass in Fresno County, Shafter Intermodal Facility and “all truck”™ lanes on
South and West Beltway facilities around Bakersfield in Kern County, truck movements along the Route 132
Corridor in Stanislaus County, truck diversion potential (in several communities) in Merced County, CIRIS
truck related studies in San Joaquin County, and studies in other SJV counties. The completed model product
will be used by each of the county Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) and HQ Modeling and Travel
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Analysis Branch. The San Joaquin Valley region is one of the four major international trade regions in
California, designated in the 2002 Global Gateways Development Program.

Accomplishments:
» Updated demographic data for the truck model

¢  Merged all the county networks with the Statewide model network, and created a new network for the truck
model

e Validated [TMS data at an aggregate level, and applied the tool to create county-county trip tables

s Developed future year ITMS data

» Updated trip generation and distribution data

* Refined model validation.

¢ Developed future year model

s Final truck mode] to be completed in January with training for valley COGs to occur in February 2007.
e Draft San Joaquin Valley Regional Goods Movement Action Plan to be circulated July 2007.

» Phase Il of the San Joaquin Valley Goods Movement Study is anticipated to be completed by March 1,
2008.

[BOREN/BITNER/TWEBSTER]

ADMINISTRATIVE ACTIVIES
WE 910 - COG Administration

Objective; To effectively administer the planning program and fiscal operations of the COG.

Accomplishments:

e  Staff monitored funding levels, expenses and budgets. Development of the 2007/08 Overall Work Program
began in January.

¢ Supervised planning staff activities and progress on work assignments.

o Coordinated preparation of agendas, related materials and committee schedules.

¢ Conducted ongoing management team meetings to coordinate staff assignments and outcomes.
¢ Conducted staff evaluations as needed.

[BESHEARS/BOREN]

WE 911 — Overall Work Program and Budget Development

Objective: To develop an Overall Work Program (OWP) and Budget consistent with federal and state funding
priorities and local agency needs.

Accomplishmentis:

s+  Staff monitored funding levels, expenses and budgets. 2007/08 Overall Work Program was adopted May
2007.

Amendment #1 was approved June 28, 2007,
Development of the 2008/09 Overall Work Program began in January 2008.

2008/09 Overall Work Program will be adopted May 2008.
BESHEARS/BOREN]

e
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WE 912 - Local Transportation Funds Administration

Objective: To administer the Local Transportation Fund (L.TF) and State Transit Assistance (STA) Fund in
accordance with the California Transportation Development Act.

Accomplishments:

e Staff recorded sales tax deposits from the State Board of Equalization and STA allocations from the State
Controllers Office. Member Agency Claims were processed. Allocation Instructions were prepared and sent
to the Auditor Controllers Office. Changes in state regulations were monitored through the TDA Ad Hoc
committee chaired by the Division of Mass Transportation.

[BESHEARS]

WE 920 — Fresno County Rural Transit Agency Administration

Objective: To provide under contract, administrative and fiscal management services for the Fresno County
Rural Transit Agency (FCRTA).

Accomplishments:

o During the Third Quarter, Staff processed claim reimbursement for provided transit service.

o Staff executed Grant Contracts with Caltrans during the Third Quarter.

e FCRTA’s 2006-07 audit report was presented and accepted by the Board of Directors during the Third
Quarter.

o  Staff alse performed a variety of administrative functions concerning: general administration; accounting;
risk management; procurement; and statistical analysis.

e The FCRTA portion of the Transit Productivity Evaluation Report for 2006-07 was accepted by the Policy
Boards during the Third Quarter.

e  Staff completed the analysis of a Survey that was conducted in August of 2007 to determine if transit needs
to the unincorporated South Sierra Foothills communities of Dunlap, Miramontes, Pinehurst, and Squaw
Valley may be reasonable to meet. The report was circulated for review and implementation consideration
during the Third Quarter. The project will be implemented in the Fourth Quarter.

e  Staff submitted three (3) funding claims to Caltrans to implement programmed Capital Projects during the
remainder of the 2007-08 Fiscal Year. Staff hopes that the funds will remain available as per the States
adopted Budget.

[WEBSTER]

WE 930 — Fresno County Transportation Authority Administration

Objective: To provide personnel support services to the Fresno County Transportation Authority.

Accomplishments:
o Staff provided payroll and benefit administration for the Fresno County Transportation Authority.
[BESHEARS]
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WE 940 - Freeway Service Patrol

Objective: To continue the Freeway Service Patrol, in coordination with Caltrans and the California Highway
Patrol, in an effort to remove minor incidents rapidly, thereby reducing congestion, secondary accidents, and
vehicle emissions.

Accomplishments:

e Administered the FSP tow contracts. This primarily included reviewing and paying invoices for towing
services and radio use, both on a monthly basis, and paying for radio repairs and miscellancous supplies
(i.e. brochures) on an as-needed basis.

»  Ongoing coordination and communication with the Freeway Service Patrol Statewide Oversight Committee
and with Caltrans Traffic Operations, including annual program benefit/cost evaluations.

« Issued on February 5, 2008, a Request for Proposals for towing service for fiscal years 2008-09 through
2010-11. In response to the RFP, three proposals were submitted by the deadline of March 24, 2008.
[THOMPSON]

WE 950 - Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Program

Objective: To administer the activities and duties of the Fresno County Abandoned Vehicle Abatement (AVA)
Service Authority.

Accomplishments:

e Ongoing communication with AVA Service Authority members, particularly regarding eligible expenses
for reimbursement and reporting requirements.

¢ Calculated payment amounts to eligible local jurisdictions for AVA expenses.

s Conducted an AVA Working Group meeting on March 28, 2008 to discuss issues of mutual interest
regarding the program, including reporting requirements and clarifications/changes as the result of enacting
into law AB 4681

e Provided FY 2007-08 First and Second Quarter Summary Reports to the Fresno COG Policy Advisory
Committee and Policy Board at, respectively, the January and March cycle of meetings.

e Provided adjustments to the City of Sanger hourly rate and the standard hourly rate to the Fresno COG
Policy Advisory Committee and Policy Board for adoption at the March cycle of meetings.

[THOMPSON]

WE 960 - Fresno Yosemite Village Revitalization Implementation Plan

Objective: Through a Caltrans Environmental Justice: Context Sensitive Planning for Communities Grant, the
Council of Fresno County Governments and the Housing Authority of the City of Fresno will undertake the
following activities. This project will establish and promote guidelines that will make the Fresno Yosemite
Village Revitalization Implementation Plan an area that is inviting to people who are walking or taking transit;
fostering connectivity between a compatible mix of land uses and the creation of a traditional neighborhood
community. The street types and intersection designs envisioned by the West Fresno Community Vision Plan
are the basis of the traditional neighborhood design for this area. Pedestrian-friendly street designs can provide
equity between pedestrian comfort and automobile traffic. This project seeks to accomplish the following:

» Develop conceptual pedestrian-oriented street design guidelines for the project area and identify pedestrian
circulation paths, street trees and linkages to community services in accordance with the West Fresno
Community Vision plan and the adopted Fresno General Plan “Landscape of Choice” and the Ahwahnee

Council of Fresno County Governments Third Quarter Progress Report FY 2007-08
Page 21



Principles to improve mobility, access to services and equity in providing for an improved quality of life for
the project area.

Promote cooperation between the public agencies and resident community members in improving their
access to critical community services

Promote the development of Healthy Communities and Sustainable Sites in accordance with the West
Fresno Community Vision plan, the adopted Fresno General Plan “Landscape of Choice” and the
Ahwahnee Principles, and developing access to critical services

Promote the development of Healthy Communities and Sustainable Sites. Develop energy efficiency
strategies for the community’s transportation infrastructure and quantify the resulting energy savings and
air quality benefits

Promote adoption of these guidelines within the community and among Fresno regulatory agencies (City of
Fresno and Fresno Redevelopment Agency)

Accomplishments:

Staff is working with Caltrans and the Housing Authority of the City of Fresno staff to facilitate contract
agreement on this Environmental Justice Grant. Work on the project cannot commence until this is
accomplished.

Staff continues to work with Caltrans to pursue Fund Transfer Agreement. This project has been “in the
pipeline” for 9 months and we have yet to receive the papers necessary from Caltrans to move this forward.

Received Fund Transfer Agreement from Caltrans and entered into contract with Housing Authority of the
City of Fresno (sub-recipient) so that they can proceed with their project.

Consulted with sub-recipient regarding their progress and their billing procedures with COG.

Continue to work with sub-recipient to facilitate progress on their work program.

Worked with sub-recipient to extend contract to February 28, 2008.

Encouraged grant sub-recipient to move project forward in order to complete by new deadline.

The Housing Authority of the City of Fresno has completed approximately 75% of the project. Between
the months of October and December 2007, two meetings were conducted bringing the community together
with the sole purpose of gaining insight on future planning and development in southwest Fresno. The third
and final community meeting is scheduled for January 9, 2008. Output results from the three community
workshops/charettes, planning studies and proposals for improvement will be submitted to the City of
Fresno at the conclusion of the grant.

The Housing Authority of the City of Fresno is working with Fresno West Coalition for Economic
Development (FWCED) in the coordination and planning strategies for the community
workshops/charettes. FWCED is a local non-profit organization and is a growing community development
corporation committed to facilitating economic and social change in West Fresno. FWCED provides
services and programs that develop affordable housing opportunities and engage local residents and other
community organizations to promote self-sufficiency and stability.

The initial meeting held on October 17, 2007 brought together approximately 65 community members who
were willing to participate in an exercise designed to gain perspective on the existing community, opinions
on future development and input on what they would like to see in their neighborhood. Participants were
able to provide insight for the consultants who will be analyzing and preparing deliverables for the City of
Fresno. This first workshop proved invaluable and was a strong kick-off for the secondary meeting held in
November.

During the November meeting, approximately 80 participants (many of whom participated in the first
workshop) came together to assess the proposed plans created by the consultants based on the inputs from

the initial workshop. Three plans, each with a unique perspective, were presented to the participants with
the idea of creating a “preferred plan”. Participants were asked to vote on their favorite plan, and then to
modify the plan with any changes they felt may be necessary to suit their needs of the community and

present their preferred plan citing modifications that were incorporated. Upon completion of the secondary

meeting, design consultants will combine and produce the overall preferred plan. Upon completion of a

proposed preferred plan, the community will once again be engaged in a third and final workshop to review
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the plan. Any modifications will be incorporated into the preferred plan prior to submission to the City of
Fresno.

» The two workshops have proven consistent in attendance from the community and should hold true with
participation for the third and final meeting. The southwest Fresno community is full of optimism as they
are beginning to see growth and interest in their community. There is strong belief that the community has
really come forth and provided the necessary tools to assist in the development of their neighborhoods.

e Reviewed draft and final plan for project

e Processed final grant documents and requests for payment
[STECK]

Council of Fresno County Gevernments Third Quarter Progress Report FY 2607-08
Page 23



£TLIGGE  OTLLET LLe'ort
QTL LET
LLEOFT
£eL's0g
PZOTYS0 GPEOYRLE  (TIDISRGP
Bag spyIsnL (}3B808
COXTAUE a8

TGE 89 6TZ ' TLT
TSE 89
6IL'ZLT
{zZD}1980Y  LOES
{vzo 9809 I
TOWGd

Z9T'BIT  6LIC LS 6ZELL

G107 LS
Z51'81Y

6TE 4L

sjutxdentd vE00TeHg Butuuerd
T80 HIE Ieulaed

660712

660°1¢

LLOX
pants

fLE'871

8L9°0T

TLL'TIT

896'81

6E0°T
99607
816791

ELr's
21284
TG T

9L6'6

ZOT €€

£0¢€S
CdR ¥Ld

LIV BET’T

968°C

1e9 751

6E0°T
TSG 6%
£79°'09

gLy 00T
5L

ZpE'P2T
9LZ EE

L 69T

V0 "BET
058 6LT
GBZ'6ST
14
HHa

0ze’esY T

£98°%
659°8
STE'LE
860°E
86L'GHT
g5E 68
[1TR1
1967 CLT
ZE6’'s6
04E 07T
§90°¢L

B0y ‘CY
€19y
068 'Y
£69°2T
Tar’s
0Lz
19T
86479
6£8'10T
888 L
488 02T
SYE'YT
gty
G6LO'6T
TIE'?
211 20 49
z62'T

EETANE
486 1e
ZEECTET

699°sT

gL1’Te

BE9°0¢
seoancsaY
teno

g0 'If USIWW PODUE 193IRAD aYI Io0d
quaNEdxE ¥ QELYDOTIV 5aNnd 40 HI00dHIS
SINANNEEAOD ALNNOD ONSHME 40 TIODNAOD

665°T66°C

a
E£LS 20T
099’8
0L LLT
8BS0 'E
B6L'G8T
BYE’'6B
EEE’ST
T98°0LT
599 °T0E
L2ARE 441
§90° ¢
§10°LS
0LE'8LT
T 0T
[+{3: 344
£65 2T
TOT 6
VLT
Lge'eT
L9Z'6%
6E8°TOZ
76y 9¢l
g8z '0TL
96T ¥YEL
T99°¢
LEE’HTT
£8S'LE
07 'vE
892 11
0
660°TZ
601 'E6€
004161
19996
o
6OL"EZT
8z0‘TSL
86 76LT
Bauady
@3ed
o XeBi

SP0GBE L %08

LEFAS a1
g00 -’08
G056
GO0 LET
00s'Z
086 'SYE
Q00" LET
000’02
ZEG GET
GOeT09¢E
ope 98T
000'L
00008t
98L " 6HE
00y ‘1L
0sZ €9
000°5%
0006
9048’9
00857
95€°TET
o8 'YET
05’481
000 '8¢
9LE'S6T
L]}
0BG 'SST
000708
00T 'E¥
805’ 8¢
BE6LEE
Lo vey
£T6'£568
000" 008
000 00¢
500’008
OEL'6EE
£62'90€
L85 L8T

PETTICYARY  JUBLADI

I=abpng

®0
%18
%16
%09
%L
9L
BOL
L1
BPL
%vE
%59
%107
%6T
9P
%94
%99
®ET
3901
LY
%08
LEY)
58
BEL
HSL
L1 4]
HEL
R3%]
®SL
%E8
0¥
&0
£ 14
%9¥
%8E
BEE
%0
283
$Z8
%£9

SULICITUON DTIIBLL TeuoTSey
puyTepon -dsumxy eucTBey 11T

spung PSARIOTIY TEIOL

AITTENG A9IWM BOANGY T34 UON 196
2z TTRITASY BEETITA FITWOFOL (%6
jusweleqy SISTURA uopueqy

046
{0IZEd DDTAIDT AemBald (V6
CHTMPY CYanyg CSuexn 0€6
SUTEPY WIHOA 0TE

‘wpy Spung uwot3RlxedsuRIl ZT16

subprd ¥ 440 TTE
CUPWpY B2E0D 016

11T Sug Iuswesey Spood AS{iEA TI8

UOTARUTPIOOD ¥di¥ Aa1ieA 018
spasy bButsnol TRucTOSY G2V
agnil puerwIed TTY

JuTag anlg WIUISOITIR) OTP
Iajuen vivg TRUOTHBY 056
wexboxd axeusspid §re

cagsg [ROTUNIRL BPTIANG 0€F

sroquel CISTHSY TEIT{IRL 0IF

gopisnp fEIUswUOITAUY £TE
32uxa3IUT ABTA DOD TTE
-oyiaeg pue ‘ORI OTIANG TTE
unTIRUTPAOOD C4cSASIUT G1L

~abg -Boxd UOTIEIAOABURIL LT

WD BANSETSH 0TT
Aaprendy Ity 081

weTq auswbeuer uot3safuol 7.1

ueTd Cdyuery Teuctiay OLT
wer11soRAE A sToADTE 15T
sjuawetd TEPOW 19410 041

teany - CSURLL STIGNd OFT
wopaslg Mo 771

uvyL 1T

wegIn - CSUBAL JTTARI 0T

ssg ueTIElBIITH ‘dguery, -Bed GTT

saTouantTieq OTIIBTL PTT
s3TpPNAS -dsuex) "bBay (1T
eI

speoy ¥ S3I98X35 TeuCtbad OTT
sspung pa3ledsol (¥ 4M0 88/L007

SN VNLAYMAL



Fresno County Coordinated
Human Services Transportation Plan

Project Manageme

Council of Fresno County Governments
2035 Tulare Street, Suite 201

4148
233-9645 .







FRESNO URBANIZED AREA

JOB ACCESS & REVERSE COMMUTE and NEW FREEDOM
PROGRAM MANAGEMENT PLAN

BACKGROUND

With The passage of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity
Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU), (Pub. L. 109-059), the Job Access and
Reverse Commute program (JARC) [Section 5316] was changed from a discretionary
funding program to a formula program and the New Freedom Program (Section 5317)
was created. Congress has allocated JARC and New Freedom funds for use in the
Fresno Urbanized Area, which is identified in the map at Exhibit 1.

JARC SCOPE / Eligibility: JARC provides formula funding to state and designated
recipients to support the development and maintenance of projects designed to
transport welfare recipients and eligible low-income individuals to and from jobs and
activities related to employment. Reverse Commute projects provide transportation
services to transport residents of urbanized (over 200,000 in population and areas
under 200,000 in population) to suburban employment opportunities. JARC funds can
be used for capital, planning and operating costs.

New Freedom / Eligibility; The New Freedom Program provides for new public
transportation services beyond those required by the Americans with Disabilities Act of
1990 (ADA) and new public transportation alternatives beyond those required by ADA
that assists individuals with disabilities with transportation, including transportation to
and from jobs and employment support services. New Freedom funds can be used for
both capital and operating costs.

PROGRAM MANAGEMENT PLAN

The purpose of this program management plan is to document policies and procedures
for administrating the JARC and New Freedom Programs.

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Circulars allow the designated recipient to
establish arrangements to administer and conduct the competitive selection process.
Fresno Council of Governments (Fresno COG) will issue the call for projects. Fresno
COG has been designated by the State of California as the Designated Recipient for
FTA Section 5316 and 5317 grant programs. Because of Fresno COG's designated
recipient status and its desire to expedite the use of JARC and New Freedom funds,
Fresno COG will submit grant program applications, receive the resulting FTA
contracts, and manage both grant programs. Fresno COG may request reimbursement
for administrative costs resulting from their program participation. Successful applicants
will be subrecipient(s) to Fresno COG and will be subject to meeting the operational
and reporting requirements for each FTA funding program.



Fresno COG will use the Fresno COG Social Services Transportation Advisory Council
(SSTAC) to select projects for funding through a competitive process and recommend
funding levels from the JARC and New Freedom Programs. Beginning in FY 2008,
projects selected for funding must be included in the applicable metropolitan
Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP), Statewide Transportation improvement Plan
(STIP), and the Regional Coordinated Human Services Transportation Plan, locally
developed by Fresno COG in collaboration with public transportation stakeholders in
Fresno County.

JARC AND NEW FREEDOM PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION

Fresno COG will be responsible for:

« Developing a project selection criteria;

» lssuing the Call for Projects;

« Mobilizing the Fresno COG Social Services Transportation Advisory Council
(SSTAC) to review and select projects through a competitive selection
process,

 Certifying that each project is derived from the Fresno County Coordinated

Human Services Transportation Plan ;

Incorporating the selected projects into the TIP and STIP;

Notifying eligible recipients of program funding availability,

Ensuring the fair and equitable distribution of program funds;

Publishing a list of projects / sponsors selected for funding;

Applying for and receiving the FTA grants for these programs on behalf of

subrecipient(s) and performing on-going project management;

« Receiving, verifying, and submitting for reimbursement from FTA all eligible
project expenses;

¢ Passing through the reimbursements received from FTA for all eligible project
EXpenses;

« Receiving financial and progress reports from all subrecipients;

« Completing financial and progress status reports in the FTA’s transportation
electronic grants management system (TEAM); and

o Other such grant administrative actions as necessary to ensure project

completion in accordance with the appropriate Federal rules, regulations and
circulars.

s & & & o



PROGRAM GOALS

The goals of the Fresno Urbanized Area JARC and New Freedom grant programs
include but are not limited to:

» Fostering delivery of improved regional transportation services;

o Complementing or “filling-in” gaps in existing transportation services;

« Avoiding duplication of existing administrative or transportation services
provided within the region; and

« Funding eligible projects that provide service within the scope of both the JARC
and New Freedom program purposes.

Applications that do not support the above goals will be considered non-responsive and
will not be evaluated.

ELIGIBLE SUBRECIPIENTS

Any state or local government authority, private nonprofit organization, and / or
operator(s) of public transportation are eligible for grant funding. Applicants must
demonstrate and document committed availability and sources of local matching funds
as part of the application process.

ADMINISTRATION, PLANNING and TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE

Each subrecipient may include up to 10% (ten percent) of the net application project
amount to fund administrative costs including administration, planning, and technical
assistance (AP&TA). Administration cost may be funded at 100% Federal share.
Allowable administrative costs may include, but are not limited to, general
administrative and overhead costs, staff salaries, office supplies, and development of
specifications for vehicles and equipment. Guidance on eligible costs can be found in
the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) Circular A-87.

Applicants who choose to use the 10% AP&TA option must include separate
documentation for these costs in the application (as outlined). Applicants who request
reimbursement of allocated overhead must provide details on the overhead program’s
approval by the appropriate Federal agency.

LOCAL SHARE AND LOCAL FUNDING REQUIREMENTS

Federal funding for capital, planning and operating expenses that support the
development and maintenance of transportation services designed to transport Jow-
income individuals to and from jobs and activities related to employment is available in
the JARC program at no more than 80% of the net cost of capital and planning costs.
The Federal share of the eligible operating costs for the JARC program may not
exceed 50% of the net operating costs of the activity.



New Freedom funds may be used to finance capital and operating expenses to provide
new public transportation services beyond those required by the ADA. The Federal
share of eligible operating costs for the New Freedom program may not exceed 50% of
the net operating costs of the activity.

All of the local share must be provided from sources other than Federal Department of
Transportation (DOT) funds. Possible sources of eligible local matching funds include:
other non-DOT Federal funds, dedicated tax revenues, private donations, revenue from
human service contracts, net income generated from advertising, and concessions.
The non-cash share such as donations, volunteer services and in-kind contributions is
eligible to be counted toward the local match. The vaiue of any non-cash share should
be documented as representing a cost which would otherwise be eligible under the
program, and must be included in the net projects in the project budget.

Income from contracts to provide human service transportation may be used to reduce
the net project cost (treated as revenue) or to provide local match for either JARC or
New Freedom operating assistance, In case of either treatment, the cost of providing
the contract services should be included in the total project cost.

Local share documentation is required as part of the grant application.

APPLICATION PROCESS

At the time a call for projects is issued, Fresno COG will provide a grant application
form to any person or agency requesting the form. A copy of the application will be
available in an electronic format on Fresno COG’s website: www.fresnocog.org.

If project sponsors are unable to access the Internet, Fresno COG will mail a paper
copy to the potential applicant. In addition to the grant application, project selection
schedule, estimated available funds and this Program Management Plan will be posted
on Fresno COG’s website or forwarded to project sponsors, if requested.

Fresno COG staff will meet with applicants to explain program requirements,
application process, and project selection process, as well as to provide an opportunity
for project sponsors to ask questions about the application process. Fresno COG staff
will also make themselves available to answer questions via e-mail or telephone calls.

After applications have been received and the submission deadline passed, the Fresno
COG SSTAC will receive a copy of each application, the selection criteria, project
evaluation form, and this Program Management Plan. The SSTAC will have a
previously agreed upon amount of time to perform the technical evaluations, at the end
of which they will meet to decide on final project scores.



APPROVAL PROCESS

The Project Evaluation Team consists of members of Fresno COG’s Social Services
Transportation Advisory Council. Fresno COG SSTAC will determine project scores for
the competitive selection process that will distribute the available funds.

When the scoring process is complete, Fresno COG’s SSTAC will select projects for
funding.

APPLICATION CYCLE

Pursuant to directions in Section 5316 and Section 5317 circulars, Fresno COG will
conduct a competitive selection process for projects seeking FTA JARC or New
Freedom funds apportioned to the Fresno Urbanized Area. This competition wilt initially
select projects to receive funding from the FY2006/2007 appropriations. In subsequent
years, the competition will occur annually, with initiation of the application process
approximately one-two (1 to 2) months after the publication of the Fresno Urbanized
Area allocation in the Federal Register.

The competition selection process was developed by Fresno COG in cooperation with:
e Fresno County Transit Operators; and
o Fresno COG’s Social Services Transportation Advisory Council.

PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA AND METHODOLOGY

Project Selection Criteria

Projects will be scored on the following criteria.

1. Project Definition /implementation — 60 points

a. Does the project provide new/expanded services for a currently
unserved/underserved population (as defined in applicable FTA Circulars)?

b. Does the funding for existing activities expire on or before the end of the

application calendar year?

Does the project duplicate existing regional transportation services?

Does the project meet or exceed current service in the geographic area?

Does the project duplicate existing existing regional administrative activities?

Does the performance time scheduled look reasonable for the work to be done?

Does the project include activities coordinated with other groups and/or

transportation providers in the geographic area?

Are the activities supported by current grant funds scheduled to continue after

the grant funds are fully spent?

If vehicles are used, does the plan include other uses to serve special needs

populations to prevent idie down-time?
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2 Addresses in Area with Few or No providers and with existing Unmet
Needs — 20 points

a. Are the activities in the project new?

b. Does the proposed geographic service area have an existing similar service
available?

¢. Does the proposed project complement or expand existing services?

3. Part of Long-Range Strategy or Package of Projects — 10 points

a. Does the project meet one of the adopted goals and strategic objectives found in
the Fresno COG Coordinated Human Services Transportation Plan?

b Can the new fransit service or alternative(s) proposed be adopted by other
regional agencies?

c. Does the project have wide support as evidenced by matching financial
contributions from other local agencies?

4. Proposed Project is Cost Efficient — 10 points

The proposed project combines multiple existing services.

The new transit service or alternatives cost per person appear to be reasonable

for the type of service proposed.

c. The service can be sustained after JARC and/or New Freedom funds have been
fully expended.

T ®

PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION REQUIRMENTS

Subrecipients that are public or private providers of public transportation must follow
the requirements of 49 CFR Part 18 for management of grant funds awarded. Private
nonprofit organizations must follow 48 CFR Part 19 for management of grant funds
awarded.

Procurement Requirements

Quarterly reports are due to Fresno COG by the 15" of the month following calendar
quarters ending in December, March, June, and September.

Program Measures — The subrecipient is required to gather and submit quarterly
reports to Fresno COG on both guantitative and qualitative information on each of the
following indicators:

JARC

a. Increase in access to jobs to geographic coverage and/or service times
that impact the availability of transportation services for low-income
individuals as a result of the JARC project(s) implemented in the current
reporting period.



b. Increase in number of rides for reverse commute job access in the current
reporting period.

c. Number of rides for low-income individuals as a result of the JARC
project(s) implemented in the current reporting period.

New Freedom

a. Increases or enhances related to geographic coverage, service quality
and/or service times that impact availability of transportation services for
individuals with disabilities as a result of the New Freedom project(s)
implemented in the current reporting period.

b. Additions or changes to environmental infrastructure (e.g. transportation
facilities, side walks, etc.), technology, vehicles that impact availability of
transportation services as a result of the New Freedom project(s)
implemented in the current reporting period.

c. Number of rides provided for individuals for individuals with disabilities as
a result of the New Freedom project(s) implemented in the reporting
period.

Milestone Activity Reports — The subrecipient will notify Fresno COG of revised
project milestone completion dates as each revision is made. An explanation as to why
the date changes are necessary should be in the notification. The subrecipient will also
submit (in memo format) a report of activities completed for the quarter being reported
and activities scheduled for the next quarter, and contract modifications exercised
during the quarter.

Subrecipients who report no progress toward completing the grant funded activities in a
quarter will be cautioned to expedite progress/project implementation. A second
consecutive quarter of no activity (without sufficient justification) will subject the
subrecipient to forfeiture of the grant funds that will be re-awarded to the next highest
ranked, unfunded project for the application period.

Additionally, surplus funds resulting from projects that do not use the entire assigned
grant budget will be reprogrammed by Fresno COG SSTAC to qualified but unfunded
or under-funded projects received during the call for projects.

Reimbursement Requests - The subrecipient must submit requests for
reimbursement to Fresno COG no more often than monthly. Such requests shall
include sufficient documentation to support reimbursement of the expenditure, including
copies of vendor invoices and checks from the subrecipient for payments on the
invoices, employee time sheets, etc. Fresno COG staff shall review the reimbursement
request for compliance with the grant's scope, terms and conditions. If questions arise
regarding some portion of the reimbursement request, Fresno COG staff will contact




the appropriate subrecipient project manager for additional documentation. Upon
approval of the request for payment, Fresno COG will submit a reimbursement request
to FTA. Upon receipt of the reimbursement from FTA, Fresno COG shall transfer the
reimbursed funds to the subrecipient within three working days.

Financial Status Report — The subrecipient must submit to Fresno COG quarterly
Financial Status Reports (FSR) for each active grant using OMB Form 269 (see Exhibit
2). The FSR must include by project by activity (i.e., services, equipment purchase,
labor/fringes, allocated overhead, etc.) the following information:
e Total prior expenses;
Total expenses for the quarter being reported;
Total current period expenses;
Federal share of total current period expenses;
Matching share of total current period expenses;
Unpaid contract balances (aka Unliquidated Obligations);
Federal share of unpaid contract balances;
Matching share of unpaid contract balances;
Federal budget assigned; and
Remaining uncbligated federal funds.

A subrecipient that wishes to revise an activity’s budget should report such revision in
writing to Fresno COG with an explanation of the reason for the change and the
amount of the change identified.

FTA APPLICATION

As designated recipient for both JARC and New Freedom funds in the Fresno
Urbanized Area, Fresno COG will complete the FTA on-line application(s) as separate
grants, not as part of other FTA grant applications submitted by Fresno COG.

CIVIL RIGHTS

Subrecipients will certify compliance with the requirements of Title VI, Equal
Employment Opportunity (EEO), and Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) law
and regulations. Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 prohibits discrimination on the
basis of race, color and national origin for programs and activities receiving Federal
financial assistance. Six Federal laws enacted between 1964 and 1991 comprise the
Federal Equal Employment Opportunity (EEO) program; these laws prohibit job
discrimination based on race, color, religion, sex, national origin, age, disabilities and
provide monetary damages in cases of intentional employment discrimination. The
Department of Transportation's Disadvantaged Enterprise (DBE) program, authorized
by TEA-21 and continued in SAFETEA-LU, is intended to ensure nondiscrimination in
the award and administration of DT-assisted contract.

Further information regarding Civil Rights compliance, laws and regulations (49 CFR,
Part 21) is available at http://www fta dot.gov/.




DISCRIMINATION

Over time, the Federal government has enacted several pieces of legislation that
prohibit discrimination against people. Section 504 is a civil rights law that prohibits
discrimination against individuals with disabilities. The Americans with Disabilities Act
of July 1990, has five subsections to provide accommodations to protect the rights of
individuais with disabilities.

Subrecipients will be required to provide assurances to Fresno COG that certifies
compliance with Section 504 and ADA regulations. Fresno COG will also have the right
of subrecipient review for compliance with all Federal requirements associated with the
JARC and New Freedom grants.

DRUG & ALCOHOL PREVENTION PROGRAM

In compliance with certain DOT regulations, Fresno COG has a Zero Tolerance for
drug and alcohol use; subrecipients must also comply with the relevant DOT
regulations. Exhibit 3 provides information regarding Fresno COG compliance with
ETA's “Prevention of Alcohol Misuse and Prohibited Drug Use in Transit Operations.”

OTHER PROVISONS

The Federal Transit Administration has issued guidance circulars for both the New
Freedom and Job Access and Reverse Commute programs; these circulars are
available on its website at http://www.fta.dot.gov/. Chapter Eight of these circulars
summarizes applicable FTA and other Federal requirements.

Each subrecipient of either JARC or New Freedom funds is expected to be in full
compliance with these and other applicable Federal regulations.

DESIGNATED RECIPIENT COMPLIANCE

Subrecipients will be required to comply with all appropriate federal rules, reguiations
and circulars, including but not limited to the regulations listed above. Fresno COG has
policies and procedures in place and designated employees to confirm compliance with
the rules and regulations that are part of FTA funding requirements, and will provide
more detailed answers to any question(s) submitted regarding compliance with FTA or
DOT regulations.
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Exhibit 2

Financial Status Report
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Exhibit 3

DRUG & ALCOHOL PREVENTION PROGRAM

Fresno COG, in accordance with 49 CFR Part 655, has a drug and alcohol testing
program in place for all safety sensitive employees. The FTA-mandated drug and
alcohol testing program is separate from and in addition to the provision of the Drug-
Free Workplace Act (DFWA). Fresno COG must require its contractors and
subcontractors with safety sensitive employees to have a drug and aicohol testing
program.

Sub recipients will be required to submit their drug and alcohol policy to Fresno COG
upon receipt of a JARC or New Freedom Grant. This procedure will be reviewed and
approved by Fresno COG.

Fresno COG will monitor the sub recipient’s drug and alcohol program proactively over
the course of the sub recipient agreement. At a minimum, the FTA recommends that
each contractor be required to provide a copy of its policy, employee and supervisor
training documentation; name and location of the collection site, laboratory, MRO, SAP;
a description of its random selection process, quarterly management report
summarizing test results; and annual MIS reports. The information which Fresno COG
requires will be clearly defined in the contract documents issued by Fresno COG and a
conformed copy of the contract, including the specifications, maintained by Fresno
COG.
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Bill#
>:n30_.

Topic - Summary

m»mn:m\ Hearing

Fresno nom
Position

Other
vOm#mcn

legislative authorization . The bill would also ,wmommJ\ the
.calculation of the amount of funds deducted from the
‘apportionments of the fuel tax revenues, delete provisions

requiring the reduction of cost to a party to a grade
separation project when the National Railroad Passenger
Corporation (Amtrak) contributes towards a specified

amount of the project, and delete provisions authorizing a

focal agency to construct a grade separation project, and
retain eligibility for subsequent project priority lists, prior to
the time that the project reaches a high enough priority for

‘funding.

AB 842
Jones

'Regional plans: traffic reduction.
Existing law authorizes the California Transportation

Commission to establish guidelines for the preparation of
regional transportation plans. This bill would require the

commission to update its guidelines for the preparation of

regional transportation plans, including a requirement that
each regional transportation plan provide for a 10%

‘reduction in the growth increment of vehicle miles traveled.

This bill contains other related provisions and other existing
laws.

02/07/2008-Referred to Com.

onT. &H.

Watch

{CALCOG-

support

‘AB 901
Nunez

Transportation: Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air
Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006.

Existing law, the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air

Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006 (Proposition
1B), authorizes $19.925 billion of state general obligation

‘bonds for specified purposes, The act requires that, among

other things, $3.6 billion of the proceeds from those bonds
be deposited in the Public Transportation Modernization,
Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account for

‘allocation to public transit operators and transportation
‘planning agencies by formula. This bill would require the

Department of Transportation to provide the Department of

‘Finance and :Jm_, »mmm_ﬁc:\ and Senate budget committees

01/18/2008-In committee:
Hearing postponed by
committee, (Refers to
8/20/2007 hearing)

Watch
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Topic - Summary

Status/Hearing

Fresno COG
Position

Onrm.. ;
_ Position

AB 995
Nava

I.m:ém< mm.ﬂmnf Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and

‘Port Security Bond Act of 2006: trade corridors,
The Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port

.Security Bond Act of 2006, approved by the voters as

Proposition 1B in the November 2006 general election,
establishes the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air

‘Quality, and Port Security Fund of 2006 in the State

Treasury. Existing law requires specified moneys in the fund
to be deposited in the California Ports Infrastructure,

Security, and Air Quality Improvement Account to be
available upon appropriation by the Legislature, for certain

purposes. The act requires $1,000,000,000 from the
account to be made available to the State Air Resources
Board for emission reductions, not otherwise required by law
or regulation, from activities related to the movement of

freight along California’s trade corridors. The act requires

$2,000,000,000 to be transferred to the Trade Corridors
Improvement Fund for infrastructure improvements along

‘designated trade corridors. This bill would provide that

projects eligible for funding from the Trade Corridors
Improvement Fund would receive priority if they meet

specified requirements. The bill would require the Catifornia

Transportation Commission to coordinate with the state
board for technical assistance in evaluating project
applications.

02/13/2008-To inactive file on

motion of Senator Ducheny.

Watch

AB 1077
Lieber

State Air Resources Board: plug-in hybrid electric

-vehicles.

Existing law grants to the State Air Resources Board primary
authority for the control of air pollution from vehicular

‘sources. Existing law authorizes the state board to adopt
and implement motor vehicle emissions standards and
‘motor vehicle specifications. This bill would enact the

California Plug-In Hybrid Electric Vehicle Leadership Act of

12007. The bill would establish the California Plug-In Hybrid
Electric Vehicle Coordinating Councit, with specified

08/30/2007-In committee: Set,

first hearing. Held under
submission.

"Emﬂn:
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Position

.available, upon appropriation by the Legislature, to the
‘State Air Resources Board for emissions reductions, not
‘otherwise required by law or regulation, from activities
‘related to the movement of freight along California's trade
.corridors. This bill would require the state board to develop
.guidelines meeting specified requirements for the allocation
‘of the $1,000,000,000 in funding. The bill would, upon
‘appropriation by the Legislature, require the state board to
allocate funds on a competitive basis to projects and
‘measures that are shown to achieve the greatest emission
‘reductions from activities related to freight movement along

California's trade corridors. The projects and measures

.would be required to result in emission reductions not

otherwise required by law or regulation in effect at the time

‘the state board issues a notice of funding availability. The

bill would specify that the funds only be used to implement

strategies described in a required emissions reduction plan
included in funding applications. The bill would require the

state board to report annually to the appropriate fiscal and
policy committees of the Legislature on the status of the

‘projects and measures being funded. The bill would require

the administrative costs of the state board to be paid in an
appropriation in the annual Budget Act and limit those costs
te $15,000,000 for the duration of program funding.

i

AB 1221
‘Ma

Transit village developments: infrastructure financing.

Existing law authorizes a city or county to create a transit

village plan for a transit village development district.

Existing law requires a transit village plan to include all land
within not less than 1/4 mile of the exterior boundary of the
parcel on which is located a transit station, as defined.

‘Existing law authorizes a legistative body to create an
\infrastructure financing district, adopt an infrastructure

financing plan, and issue bonds, for which only the district is

liable, to finance specified public facilities, upon voter

approval, This bill would increase the area included in a

05/13/2008-Read second time,
amended, and re-referred to
Com. on T. & H.

06/10/08 1:30 p.m. - John L.
Burton Hearing Room (4203)
SEN TRANSPORTATION AND
HOUSING

Watch

CALCOG-

support




1oddns

Y23em

*Audyongg 103euas Jo co_uoE_

U0 3|y SAIRORUI 01-800Z/ET/C0

e mo,m>mn 40 LI Juesb ayy AJuen 10 Ayjdwie o3 ssugapinb

ydope 0 ‘6007 ‘T 1udy 24049G J0 uo Juawiiedsp au)

asinbai pue ‘syuelb Buipieme 104 UBILD 3} BSIARL pINOM.
111G B4 L 'S813HI0oe) UoIleRIDB] pue dled ou 40 JUSIIINSUY

sey AJUNWILIOD 243 1BY] UOIIRaIDY pue $Hled jo juswiledag
B3] 0} 2]RIISUCLIBP URD pue ’'pauladp se ‘AJluniuwiod
pabejueApesip e s} o sjuapisal Q00’1 4od pueplied

3|gesn JO SO £ Uey) SS9 YIm AJIUNWIWIOD B apnpul

01 pauljap aq pinom pue e ayj jo sasodind 1oy ,Ajuncd
paziueqdn Ajlaeay, Wiy ay) soejdal pinom  ANUNWUWIOD:
poAJosiapun AljRoRLD, wiiay eyl *sjuesb wesboid sduelsisse
1eo0j Joj Aldde 0} pazilouyine aq pinom ‘suoneziueblo
Jyosduou paypads 03 uolippe ut ‘Ajunod 1o ‘Ajuoyine:
siamod Juiol 1o1IsSIp “oMIsIp ded jeuoibal ‘Ao v 1£00¢2

JO 1Y uonezi|eiAsy Ajunwiwo) pue juswidopaaq dded
apIMBIEIS 33 03 198 B} Jo Sweu ay3 sbueyd pinom |jig siyl:
‘sjueib asewy Joj Ajdde 0] paziioyine ale S3IIUN0D paziuequn
AjlABSH "S21ljioR) pUE SEaJe |RUOIIE3IDDI pue syted uegan

10 ‘1304 10 ‘Jusdo|aAp 40 uonISINboe 3Y3 104 ‘pauUyapP.

se ‘suoneziueblo jcsduou pue s8RIIUS |BD0] SNOUEA 03}
‘siseq 2Anedwod B uo ‘syuesb 1ajjo 0} weiboid aouelsisse
|220] B ysijqeise 03 (Juswiedap) uoijealday pue s}Ied Jo
juswiledsq a2yl saanbai (30e) 9007 JO 1OV Med Ueqin Syl
*£00T JO PV uoljezijeHASY

Ajlununwo) pue judwdoaaq ied OE_,sw»mum,”

oJs|eqeD
TSZT av

-50271vD

-sabueyd sAljuURISONSUOL |edIUYD8)

oyew osje pinom |1 siyL ‘suoneindod sjgelaujna o1
a|geploye siyeyy Buisnoy amlasald pue ‘aacudul ‘9seaIDUI
0] pejedipap a4 JuswaLdul xel Ayadold syl Wold paasp:
SONUDABI J|B JO 9507 ISED| e 3L uoisirold e pue ‘Buisnoy
Buipiebad syyeuaq dygnd sjqeiisuowsp payneds apnpul

Aq pooueuy ueid abe|a Jsued] e 22inbaJ pinom [1ig siyl
‘uOIIEIS JISURI] B Pa1RD0| S| YdIyMm uo [pa4ed By Jo Aepunoq

01 UIsIp Bupueuy ainpnnseyur ue Ybnoayy panss] spuoq.

10L19)XD 243 jO Bjiw Z/T 0] dn apnjdul 0} ueid abejpa Nsues

- uopisod
SR To)

uoisod
5O Ousid

purieal /snieis

Adewnung - oido)

Joyiny
#ing




Bill#

Author

._,.m_umn ~ Summary

Status/Hearing

Fresno COG
Position

Position

procedural guide for the administration of the act and the
guidance of applicants. The department would be required
to offer technical assistance to all applicants and potential
applicants for both grant preparation and project
development to encourage full participation in the grant
program. This bill contains other related provisions.

‘AB 1350
‘Nunez

Transportation bond funds.
Existing law, the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air

‘Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006, approved by

‘the voters as Proposition 1B in the November 2006 general
‘election, establishes the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction,
Air Quality, and Port Security Fund of 2006 in the State
Treasury. Specified moneys in the fund are required to be
deposited in the Transit System Safety, Security, and
Disaster Response Account to be made available, upon
appropriation by the Legislature, for capital projects that
provide increased protection against a security and safety
‘threat, and for capital expenditures to increase the capacity
of transit operators to develop disaster response
transportation systems. This bill would require these funds
‘to be allocated to transit operators for eligible projects, as
defined, based on various formulas, and would require funds
to be allocated by the Office of Emergency Services in
consultation with the Office of Homeland Security. An
eligible applicant would be required to annually advise the
Office of Emergency Services of the applicant's need for
funding in the following fiscal year, and the office would
submit a request to the Department of Finance and to the
legislative budget committees in that regard. The bill would
enact other related provisions,

.oimmboomé: committee:

Hearing postponed by

icommittee. (Refers to

8/20/2007 hearing)

Watch
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Bill#

) Fresno COG Onrmn
}mna‘o.. . Topic - Summary Status/Hearing Position Position
current system of taxing road users through per-gallon fuel
‘taxes. The bill would make legislative findings and
‘deciarations in that regard. M,
‘AB 1845 memrim,‘-..mm:.oma grade separations. 05/22/2008-In Senate. Read Watch
Existing law provides for the Department of Transportation  first time. To Com. on RLS. for

Moc<m:

to include $15,000,000 in its annual proposed budget for

‘highway-railroad grade separation projects. Existing law

requires the Public Utilities Commission to establish an

‘annual priority list for expenditure of these funds, which are

allocated to specific projects by the California Transportation
Commission, Existing law, pursuant to Proposition 1B,
approved by the voters at the November 7, 2006 general
election, provides for the allocation of $250,000,000 in
general obligation bond funds to grade separation projects.
1t requires $150,000,000 of these funds to be available
pursuant to the above-described priority list process, with

certain exceptions, and the remaining $100,000,000 to be

available for allocation by the California Transportation
Commission to projects that are not part of that process.

“This bill would make inoperative the requirement for the

department to include $15,000,000 in its annual budget for

‘highway-railroad grade separation projects on the date that

the Director of Transportation notifies the Secretary of State

‘that all funds made available for grade separation projects

by the above-referenced bond act have been fully allocated
and expended, and all required expenditure reports have

‘been completed, and would repeal these provisions on

January 1 of the year commencing thereafter . The bill
would make inoperative and repeal various other related

provisions. The bill would also require notification of certain
legislative committees in that regard, and would provide for

the reversion of any unallocated State Highway Account

funds budgeted for grade separations to that account.

assignment.

i
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Bill#
Author

Topic - Summary

Status/Hearing

Fresno COG
Position

Other
Position

to include several elements, including, among others, _m:e.
use, open-space, safety, and conservation elements, which
‘are required to meet specified requirements. The Office of

Planning and Research is required to develop and adopt

‘guidelines for the preparation and content of the mandatory

elements required in city and county general plans. This bill,
on or before specified dates, would require to be included in

‘any mandatory element or combination of mandatory
‘elements consideration to policies that reduce the effects of

land use activities and general plan actions on the emission
of greenhouse gases in order to help meet the goals of the

‘California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, By adding

to the elements that local officials are required to include in

a general plan, this bill would impose a state- mandated local

program. This bill contains other related provisions and
other existing laws.

05/27/08 33 ASM SECOND
READING FILE

‘AB 2182
‘Caballero

‘Urban and Community Center Revitalization Program.

Existing taw, the Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and
Supply, Flood Control, River and Coastal Protection Bond Act

.of 2006, allocates $580,000,000 for revitalizing communities

and making them more sustainable and livable by investing
in sound land use planning, local parks, and urban greening,
and specifically authorizes $90,000,000 for ptanning grants
and incentives to encourage, among other things, the

development of specified regional and local land use plans.
The act also requires that these funds be made available

upon appropriation by the Legislature. This bill would
establish the Urban and Community Center Revitalization

Program within the Resources Agency , and would allocate
1$10,000,000 from the $90,000,000 made available under
‘the act to the Director of Conservation for distribution in the

form of grants to local governments that meet specified

criteria. The bill would authorize the director to award @_‘mswm,
for, among other things, specific plans, master

Amend, and do pass as
‘amended. (Ayes 12. Noes 5.)
(May 22). Read second time
and amended. Ordered
returned to second reading.

05/27/08 47 ASM SECOND
READING FILE

wom\mw\woom-ﬂwog committee:

Watch

LEAGUE OF
CITIES-
support in
concept
CALCOG-
support in
concept
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Bill#

Fresno COG Other
Author Topic - Summary Status/Hearing Position Position
that are expressly exempted under that code from the
‘payment of registration fees. Existing law also requires that
‘additional fees be paid upon registration or renewal of every
‘vehicle for specified purposes and, beginning July 1, 2008,
increases the basic registration by $3. This bill would
‘additionally impose for the registration of a passenger
ehicle (1) a weight fee for a vehicle operated with an
nladen vehicle weight of 10,000 pounds or less according
to a specified schedule and (2) a carbon dioxide (CO2) fee
based on the pounds of CO2 emitted by the vehicle. The bill
iwould apply these provisions to all original registrations on
or after July 1, 2010, and to renewal of registrations to
‘vehicles with expiration dates on or after October 1, 2010.
The bill would exempt specified persons who are eligible for |
: ‘public assistance from its provisions.
‘AB 2494 ‘Housing-Related Parks Program. '05/23/2008-From committee: Support
Caballero ‘The Housing and Emergency Shelter Trust Fund Act of 2006 Do pass. (Ayes 12. Noes 5.)

authorizes the issuance of bonds in the amount of

'$2,850,000,000 pursuant to the State General Obligation

Bond Law. Proceeds from the sale of these bonds are

reguired to be used to finance various existing housing

programs, capital outlay related to infill development,
brownfield cleanup that promotes infill development, and
housing-related parks. The act establishes the Housing and

‘Emergency Shelter Trust Fund of 2006 in the State

Treasury, requires the sum of $200,000,000 to be deposited
in the Housing Urban-Suburban-and-Rural Parks Account,
which the act establishes in the fund, and makes the money
in the account available, upon appropriation, for housing-

‘related parks grants in urban, suburban, and rural areas,

subject to the conditions and criteria that the Legislature

‘may provide in statute. This bill would establish the
‘Housing-Related Parks Program under the administration of
‘the Department of Housing and Community Development.
“The bill would require the department to use funds allocated |

(May 22). Read second time. To
third reading.

05/27/08 287 ASM THIRD
READING FILE
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 Bill® | Fresno COG Other

Author .,.qoumn - Summary Status/Hearing Position . Position
AB 2596 an_mmcz._mm Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006: 05/22/2008-In committee: Set, mémﬂns CSAC-
Jones cities and counties. second hearing. Held under concerned
m Existing law imposes various limitations on emissions of air submission, LEAGUE OF
‘contarninants for the controt of air pollution from vehicular | CITIES-oppose

and nonvehicular sources. Existing law, the California Global
Warming Solutions Act of 2006, designates the State Air
‘Resources Board as the state agency charged with
‘monitoring and regulating sources of emissions of
greenhouse gases that cause global warming in order to
reduce emissions of greenhouse gases. The act requires the
state board to adopt a statewide greenhouse gas emissions
limit equivalent to the statewide greenhouse gas emissions
levels in 1990 to be achieved by 2020, and requires the
state board to adopt rules and regulations in an open public
process to achieve the maximum technologically feasible
and cost-effective greenhouse gas emission reductions. This
bill would require the state board to quantify a baseline level
.of greenhouse gas emissions generated by tand use and
‘transportation activities in 2009 for each city and county
‘with a population of at least 50,000. The state board would
also be required to develop and make available to cities and
counties a model that cities and counties may use to
quantify the projected level of greenhouse gas emissions for
the period from January 1, 2011, through January 1, 2020,
that will be generated from land use and transportation
‘activities for each city and county. i

i

AB 2638 california Air Quality and Environmental Health Act of 04/14/2008-In committee: Set, Watch
.Coto 2008. first hearing. Hearing canceled
_ Existing law designates the State Air Resources Board as the lat the request of author.

state agency with the primary responsibility for the control
of vehicular air pollution. This bill would require the State
‘Board of Equalization to collect a fee in an amount
‘determined by the State Air Resources Board on the sale or
lease of a new passenger motor vehicle that, among other

16
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_ Bill#
Author

Topic - Summary

Status/Hearing

Fresno COG
Position

Other
Position

‘This bill would create the California Blueprint
Implementation Council, consisting of designated members,
that would, in part, facilitate implementation of regional
blueprint projects. The bill would also require the council to
report to the Legislature on state planning matters and
.specified regional performance measures. The bill would
‘authorize a municipal planning organization or council of
‘governments to adopt a resolution to impose a $1 motor
vehicle registration surcharge on vehicles registered in the
‘entity's jurisdiction that would be collected by the
Department of Motor Vehicles and, after deducting its
‘administrative costs, would be transmitted to the entity
.imposing the surcharge. The bill would require that the
surcharge revenue be expended to develop and implement a
regional blueprint plan and would specify that 5% of the
surcharge revenue be transmitted to the councii for
performance of its functions. The bill would not require the
counci! to perform these functions until the council received
sufficient revenue from this source.

AB 3005
Jones

‘Community development: mitigation fees.

The Mitigation Fee Act authorizes a local agency to charge a
variety of fees, dedications, reservations, or other exactions
in connection with the approval of a development project, as
defined. Existing law provides that when a local agency
imposes any fee or exaction as a condition of approval of a
proposed development, as defined, or development project,
‘those fees or exactions shall not exceed the estimated
‘reasonable cost of providing the service or facility for which
‘the fee or exaction is imposed. This bill would require a local

‘agency, when assessing an impact fee for mitigating traffic

impacts of a housing development, to establish the fee at a

‘rate that reflects a lower rate of automobile trip generation

if the housing development meets specified criteria.

05/19/2008-1n Senate. Read
first time. To Com. on RLS. for
assignment,

Watch

'LEAGUE OF

CITIES-oppose

18
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Bill#
Author

Topic - Summary

Status/Hearing

Fresno COG
Position

Other
Position

‘a construction contract for the segment. The bill would
‘require the authority to give priority in selecting segments
for construction to those segments that are expected to
‘require the least amount of bond funds as a percentage of
total cost of construction, among other considerations. This
bill contains other related provisions.

AB 3064
‘Committee on

Transportation.
The Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quatity, and Port

Transportation Security Bond Act of 2006 authorizes the issuance of

$19.925 billion in general obligation bonds for various
transportation improvements, of which $2 billion are to be
‘allocated to cities and counties for specified local street and
‘road improvements. Existing law requires a city or county to
reimburse the state for funds it receives if it fails to comply
with certain conditions applicable to the expenditure of the
‘bond funds. This bill would require any interest or other
return earned by a city or county from investment of bond
funds received under these provisions to be expended or
reimbursed under the same conditions as are applicable to
the bond funds themselves. This bill contains other related
provisions and other existing laws.

05/08/2008-Referred to Com.
onT, & H.

.émﬂnr

‘ACA 10
Feuer

Bonded indebtedness: local government:
transportation infrastructure.

The California Constitution prohibits any ad valorem tax on
real property from exceeding 1% of the full cash value of
the property, subject to certain exceptions. This measure
‘would create an additional exception to the 1% limit on ad
‘valorem tax on real property for a city, county, or city and
county to pay for bonded indebtedness, incurred to fund
specified transportation infrastructure, that is approved by
559% of the voters of the city, county, or city and county, as
‘appropriate. This bill contains other related provisions and
other existing laws.

01/08/2008-From printer. May

8.

Watch
be heard in committee February

20
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Bill#
Author

Topic - Summary

Status/Hearing

Fresno COG
Position

i

On_._m._e_.%_ .
Position

SB 286
Lowenthal

Wq_,m:mﬁo_,nmmo: enhancement funds: conservation
corps.

Existing federal law, as part of the comprehensive surface
transportation program, allocates transportation funds to
each state for transportation enhancement projects. This
bill, with respect to federal funds made available to the state

for transportation enhancement projects, would require

transportation planning agencies, county transportation
commissions or authorities, and congestion management

‘agencies to adopt criteria that give priority in the selection

of these projects to the sponsors of eligible projects that
partner with, or commit to employ the services of, a

‘community conservation corps, as defined, or the California
Conservation Corps to construct or undertake the project.

The bill would authorize these agencies and the Department

of Transportation to enter into cooperative agreements,

grant agreements, or procurement contracts with
community conservation corps pursuant to certain simplified
contract requirements. The bill would require the Caiifornia

‘Transportation Commission, when developing guidelines for

the state transportation improvement program and the state
highway operations and protection program, to include
guidance to encourage the allocation of funds for
transportation enhancement projects to community

.conservation corps and the California Conservation Corps as |

partners with applicants that commit to employ the services
of corps members in the construction of those projects. The
bill would make related legislative findings and declarations.

101/18/2008-From committee
iwith author's amendments.

Read second time. Amended.
Re-referred to Com, on APPR.

.émﬁns

MERCED COG-
support
LEAGUE OF
CITIES-
support
CSAC-support

SB 375
wmnmgwmﬁ

Transportation planning: travel demand models:
sustainable communities strategy: environmental

review,
Existing law requires certain transpaortation planning
‘activities by the Department of Transportation and by

designated regional transportation planning agencies,

including development of a regional transportation plan.

01/28/2008-From commitiee
with author's amendments.

Read second time. Amended.
Re-referred to Com. on APPR.

HOUvOmm Unless

Amended

'SIV REGIONAL
POLICY
COUNCIL-
oppose
LEAGUE OF :
CITIES-oppose .
unless

22
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Bill#
Author

HoEn - Summary

Status/Hearing

Fresno COG
_ Position

Onwm_. ,,
Position

SB 494
Kehoe

Vehicular air pollution control: clean alternative fuels.
'Existing law imposes various limitations on emissions of air
‘contaminants for the control of air pollution fram vehicular
and nonvehicular sources. Existing law generally designates
the State Air Resources Board as the state agency with the
primary responsibility for the control of vehicular air
pollution. Existing law requires the state board to establish,
by regulation, various standards for gasoline and motor
‘vehicle fuel. This bill would require the state board, by June
130, 2009, in consultation with the State Energy Resources
‘Conservation and Development Commission, the State
Water Resources Control Board, the Department of Food and
Agriculture, and other relevant state agencies, to develop
and adopt regulations that would become operative no later
‘than January 1, 2010, that will ensure that commencing
January 1, 2015, 25% of new passenger vehicles and light-

vehicles, as defined, and that commencing January 1, 2020,
'50% of new passenger vehicles and light-duty trucks sold in
California each year are clean alternative vehicles. The bill
would require the state board to submit a report to the
Legislature on the progress passenger vehicle and light-duty
‘truck manufacturers have made in meeting these
requirements, the progress the state has made in increasing
the use of alternative fuels and reducing the state's
‘dependence on imported petroleum and petroleum fuels,
and any improvements in public health and the environment
attributable to the use of clean alternative fuels, as
specified. This bill contains other related provisions and
other existing laws.

duty trucks sold in California each year are clean alternative :

02/14/2008-Hearing postponed
by committee. (Refers to
“u\w\woou hearing)

Watch

SB 974
mroémzwjm_

Ports: congestion relief: air pollution mitigation:
reguiatory fee.

Existing law regulates the operation of ports and harbors.
This bill would require the Ports of Los Angeles, Long Beach,

and Oakland to collect a user fee on the owner of container

02/26/2008-From inactive file

to third reading file.

05/27/08 335 ASM THIRD

'READING FILE

Support
w/Amendments
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Bill#
Author

Topic - Summary

Status/Hearing

Fresno COG
Position

Other
Position

SB 1363
Perata

‘Transportation projects: comprehensive development
lease agreements.

Existing law, until January 1, 2012, authorizes the
Department of Transportation and regional transportation
-agencies to enter into up to 4 comprehensive development
lease agreements with public and private entities for
‘transportation projects primarily designed for improvement

woﬁ goods movement that may charge users of those projects
‘tolls and user fees, subject to various terms and conditions.

This bill would extend that date to January 1, 2013. This bill
‘contains other related provisions.

04/09/2008-Set, first hearing.

of author.

Hearing canceled at the request !

Watch

\CALCOG-

support

SB 1507
Oropeza

.Iirim,\ construction: school boundaries.

Existing law creates the California Transportation

Commission and authorizes the commission to, among other
things, select, adopt, and determine the location for state
‘highways on routes authorized by law. Existing law gives the:

‘Department of Transportation full possession and control of
all state highways and authorizes the department to lay out

‘and construct all state highways between the termini

designated by law and on the locations as determined by
the California Transportation Commission. This bill would
prohibit the commission from authorizing the construction or
expansion of, and the department from constructing or
expanding, a state highway within 1/4 mile of a school

‘boundary, with exceptions for certain operational or safety

improvements and for high-occupancy vehicle lanes. The bill
would also prohibit a project subject to this restriction from

‘being included in a regional transportation improvement
‘program adopted by a transportation planning agency .

05/22/2008-Do pass as
amended.

i

i

‘Watch

SV REGIONAL
POLICY
COUNCIL-
oppose

SAN JOAQUIN
COG-oppose
KERN COG-
oppose

SB 1548
‘Florez

‘San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control
District: city selection committee.

Existing law establishes the San Joaquin Valley Unified Air
‘Pollution Control District formed by the Counties of Fresno,
Kern, Kings, Madera, Merced, San Joaquin, Stanislaus, and

105/22/2008-To Corm. on L.
GOV.

06/18/08 1:30 p.m. - Room
447 ASM LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Watch
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Bill#
Author

Topic - Summary

Status/Hearing

Fresno COG
Position

Other
Position

for the purposes of financing a safe drinking water, water
quality, and water reliability program, the issuance of bonds
in the amount of $3,440,000,000. This bill, with regard to
those bond funds, would appropriate $610,890,000 as
foliows: of the funds made available pursuant to the
Disaster Preparedness and Flood Prevention Bond Act of
12006, $50,000,000 to the Department of Water Resources
for essential emergency preparedness supplies and projects,
‘and $150,000,000 to the department for stormwater flood
management project grants; of the funds made available
pursuant to the Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and
‘Supply, Flood Control, River and Coastal Protection Bond Act
of 2006, $50,000,000 to the State Department of Public
Health for grants and loans for small community drinking
‘water systems infrastructure improvements and related
actions, $50,400,000 to the State Department of Public
Health for grants for projects to prevent or reduce the
contamination of groundwater that serves as a source of
drinking water, $40,000,000 to the department for
administrative costs, planning grants, and local groundwater
‘assistance grants, $50,000,000 to the department for
projects to relocate existing Sacramento-5an Joaquin Delta
water intake facilities, $60,000,000 to the department for
expenditures to increase the department’s ability to respond
to levee breaches and to reduce the potential for levee
failure, $100,000,000 to the department for the acquisition,
‘preservation, protection, and restoration of Sacramento-5an
Joaquin Delta islands, $12,000,000 to the department to
complete planning and feasibility studies associated with
new surface storage under the California Bay-Delta
Program, $15,000,000 to the department for planning and
‘feasibility studies to identify potential options for the
reoperation of the state's flood protection and water supply
systems , $10,000,000 to the department to update the
_California Water Plan, $10,000,000 to the department for

28
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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

Juné S, 2008

Senator Alan Lowenthal, Chairman

Senate Transportation and Housing Committee
State Capitol, Room 2209

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Senator Lowenthal,

Subject: Support Letter for AB 1129 and Amendments

On behalf of the Council of Fresno County Governments, I wish to express support for
Assembly Bill 1129 (Arambula) as amended. AB 1129 is important to Fresno County
and to the other counties in the San Joaquin Valley. The San Joaquin Valley Housing
Trust was established in 2008, with membership from counties and cities throughout the
eight-county region. A number of these counties are small, rural areas with fewer local
resources for planning and developing affordable housing. Several of these counties plan
to establish their own housing trusts. However, these counties face competitive

disadvantages in winning state grants, including the $17.5 million for newly established
trusts authorized by SB 586 (Dutton) in 2007.

AB 1129 as amended allows smaller, rural county housing trusts to better compete for
state housing trust grants. By creating flexibility for small, newly established housing
trusts, AB 1129 will enhance the provision of affordable housing in California’s rural

counties, including here in the San Joaquin Valley.

Again, I am pleased to offer the support of the Council of Fresno County Governments to
AB 1129 as amended. Please do not hesitate to contact me or COG staffperson Clark
Thompson should you have any questions.

Sincerely,
o s

Tony Boren, Executive Director
Coungil of Fresno County Governments

Cce:  Senate Transportation and Housing Committee Members
Les Spahnn, Office of Assemblymember Juan Arambula

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



AB 1129 —~HOUSING TRUST GRANT FUNDING
ASSEMBLY MEMBER JUAN ARAMBULA

Summary

AB 1129 allows smaller, rural county
housing trusts to better compete for state
housing trust grants. The measure lowers
the minimum grant amount for newly
established small county trusts, and changes
the way those trusts identify the
commitment of local matching funds. The
bill also changes the maximum population
that defines a small county trust,

Backeround

Housing trusts have become an increasingly
popular and important way of allocating
funds for the development of affordable
housing in many communities. Currently
there are over 30 trusts in California.

In 2007, $B 586 (Dutton), authorized $35
million in Proposition 1C funding for
housing trusts. Further, that legislation set
aside $17.5 million for newly established
trusts.

The San Joaquin Valley Housing Trust (SJV
Trust) was established in 2008, with
membership from counties and cities
throughout the 8 county region. A number
of those counties are small, rural areas with
fewer local resources for planning and
developing affordable housing. Several of
those counties plan to establish their own
housing trusts.

Prop 1C funding, in conjunction with city,
county contributions and private investment,
would be an important means of funding
affordable housing development and
generating a commitment of local resources
for SJV Trust county projects.

Purpose and Provisions

Housing trusts to be established in smaller,
rural counties such as those that are
members of the SIV Trust, face competitive
disadvantages in winning state grants.
Those disadvantages include difficulties in
raising local funding to match grants, doilar
for dollar, and obtaining those local funds
prior to the award of a state grant.

AB 1129 addresses those problems by
fowering the minimum grant amount for
smaller, newly established trusts, and
requiring documentation of a pledge of local
matching funds.

Currently, the minimum grant is $1 million,
which can be too high for new, small
county trusts to match. AB 1129 reduces
the minimum grant to $500,000, which is a
more realistic amount to match.

This measure also allows a new, small
county trust to provide documentation that
local matching funds have been pledged,
rather than having those funds "on deposit”
with the trust. This assists with generating
local match prior to the award of a grant.

Finally, this bill defines small county trusts
as being in counties with a population no
greater than 700,000, This more accurately
defines counties that face the competitive
disadvantages of small county trusts.

By creating flexibility for small, newly
established housing trusts, AB 1129 will
enhance the provision of affordable housing
in rural California's rural counties.

Supporters
San Joaguin Valley Housing Trust
Opposition
None on file

AB 1129 Contact: Les Spahnn (916-319-2031)
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BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION,
AND HOUSING

the Business, Transportation and Housing Agency oversees programs that
j promote the state’s business and economic climate, transportation infrastructure,
affordable housing, and patient’s rights. The Agency also promotes public safety through
the California Highway Patrol and the Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control.
The majority of funding is derived from special fund revenues, federal funds, and the
proceeds from Proposition 18, the“HEghway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quaiity,
and Port Security Bong Act of 2006.

TRANSPORTATION PROGRAMS
+  2007-08 No Change

+  2008-08 $126.1 million Other Funds

CAPITAL QUTLAY SUPPORT STAFFING

The Department of Transportation traditionally submits a zero-based request for Capital
Outlay workload as part of the May Revision. This request is based on anticipated
project allocations by the California Transportation Commission for the upcoming year
and associated workload. The May Revision reflects a decraase of $26.1 million in state
special funds and bond funds, reflecting a decrease in workicad due to declining gas tax
revenues, and being close to peak workload for bond-funded projects. Approximately
89 percent of the decrease will come from a reduction of 247 positions and 11 percent
will come from a reduction of 22 contract pesitiens,
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Gas Excise Tax REVENUE ~ EFFECT ON STATE HIGHWAY
OPERATION AND PROTECTION PROGRAM

Funding for the State Highway Operation and Protection Program {SHOPP) is $10C million
less than proposed in the Governor's Budget due to further declines in projections

for gascline excise tax (per gallon) revenues (gasoline usage year over year also

is down). Total excise tax revenues are projected to be $225 million lower in 2008-09,

but 125 million in carryover funds from 2007-08 will be available to offset part of

the shortfall, Tota! funding for the SHOPP will be approximately $2.5 bittion in 2008-09.

PuBLIC TRANSPORTATION ACCOUNT,
MAass TRANSPORTATION FUND

»  2007-08 No Change

. 2008-09-%528 million General Fund
-$437 million Qther Funds

A portion of the revenue in the Public Transportation Account {PTA) is derived from
“spillover” sales tax on gasoline. “Spillover” revenues occur when revenue derived from
gasoline sales taxes is proportionately higher to revenue derived from all taxable sales
pursuant to a statutory formula. These revenues generally reflect higher gas prices.

The Governor’s Budget projected $309 million in spillover revenues for 2608-03.

The May Revision reflects an increase of $268 million, for a totai of $1.177 billion.
Additionally, revenues from sales taxes on diesel fuel and Proposition 111 sales tax on
gasoline are projected to increase from $434 million to $568 million. Revenues under
Proposition 42 are projected to decrease from $1.49 bilion to $1.43 hillion.

Current law requires specified sales tax revenues on fuel go to the PTA, including hailf
of the spillover sales tax revenues. The remaining half of spillover revenues goes to the
Mass Transportation Fund to reimburse the General Fund for transportation-related debt
sarvice and loan repayments. The Governor's Budget did not propose any changes to
these formulas.

The May Revision proposes to amend current law by funding the State Transit Assistance
Program at $306 mitlion, the same level as the current year. increased revenus
orojections for diesel fuel taxes and spiltover totaling $828 milfion are proposed to offset
General Fund expenditures for K-12 home-to-school transportation (8593 million reflected

Ooveavors Bupert May Bevision 200809
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in the Education portion of the Budget) and debt service on current and prior year
transportation-related General Gbligation bonds {$235 miflion).

SECRETARY FOR BUSINESS, HOUSING AND TRANSPORTATION
- 2007-08 No Change

«  2008-09 $2.0 million General Fund

CALIFORNIA PARTNERSHIP FOR THE SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY

The May Revision proposes $2 miilion General Fund to be transferred to the California
Economic Development Fund, created by Chapter 631, Statutes of 2007, to continue
the implementation of the 10-Year San Joaguin Valley Strategic Action Proposal.
Funding will sustain a public-private partnership to promote economic development,
workforce development, education, transportation, land use and environmental issues.
The California Economic Development Fund will allow state funding to complement
potential federal, local, and private funds

HiGH-SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY
+  2007-08 No Change

«  2008-09 $41.2 million Other Funds

In November, voters will have the opportunity to approve a $9.9 billion bond for
high-speed rail. While the Authority’s current long-term plans could cost $40 billion, it is
expected that local and federal sources, as well as private investment, will provide the
rest of the funding for construction of high speed rail. The High-Speed Rail Authority
projects that once train service is operational, it will be self-supporting from fares.

«  The May Revision includes $10 million from the Public Transportation Account to
sustain current engineering and project management work and mobiiize contract
resources for all corridors, prior to the election. The May Revision also proposes to
appropriate $8.2 million from Proposition 116 for additional environmental studies and
engineering work on the Fresno-to-Sacramento segment. An additional $23 million is
proposed to be appropriated from the bond fund to continue work after the election.

The Administration will be proposing amendments to the Safe, Reliable High-Speed
Passenger Train Bond Act for the 21% Century to ensure an appropriate balance between
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assuring that expenditures of the bond funds will result in operational high-speed rail
services and providing the flexibility needed to attract federal and local government,

as well as private sector, participation in funding, constructing, and operating the system.
The following changes to the bond legislation are being proposed.

«  Limit the amount of bond funding that may be used for engineering work,
environmental studies needed to obtain permits, and preservation of right-of-way to
enable project costs to be more accurately determined and project risk to be reduced
before other parties’ funds are fully committed. This will help pave the way for public
and private partners to participate in the project, while limiting the amount of bond
funds at risk.

.+ Before any construction or equipment purchase contracts can be signed for a portion
of the system, there must be a complete funding plan that provides assurance that
all funding needed to provide service on that portion of the system is secured.

LOANS FROM SPECIAL FUNDS
«  2007-08 No Change

«  7D0B-09-%$288.7 miltion Generat Fund
$288.7 million Other Funds

The May Revision proposes loans from various special funds to provide one-time funding
+0 the General Fund to help close the budget gap. Loans from funds in the BTH Agency
total $288.7 million as noted below. The loans are proposed only from those funds in
which the loss of revenue will not result in any impact to the programs supported by

the fund, will not require fee increases, and will not need to be repaid prior to 2010-11.
Budget Trailer legislation is proposed to provide the State Highway Account authority to
porrow from the Pooled Money Investment Account to reduce the need to carry a large
cash balance.

TrRANSPORTATION LOoANS—$238.1

«  State Highway Account, State Transportation Fund—$200 million
« Local Airport Loan Account—$14.9 million

. Motor Vehicle Fuel Account— §8 million
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+  Bicycle Transpartation Account, State Transportation Fund-$6 million
«  Environmental Enhancement and Mitigation Program Fund—=3%4.4 million
+  Historic Property Maintenance Fund-—33 million

+  Pedestrian Safety Account, State Transportation Fund—$1.8 million

OTHER SPECIAL FUND LoANs — $50.6

«  Financial Institutions Fund — $1.5 million

+  State Corporations Fund - $1.5 million

«  Mobilehome Park Revolving Fund ~ $2.5 million

«  Mabiehome-Manufactured Home Revolving Fund — $1 million
+ Joe Serna, Jr. Farmworker Housing Grant Fund—$1.2 million
«  Housing Rehabilitation Loan Fund—$12.9 miilion

+  Real Estate Appraisers Regulation Fund—$16.6 million

+  Real Estate Fund-—$12.2 million

«  New Motor Vehicle Board Account~-$1.2 mitlion
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Highlights Proposed May Revision May 14, 2008

OVERVIEW .= -5

Today, the Governor released his May Revision to his proposed 2008-09 state
budget. In total, the updated proposed budget includes $104.7 billion in available
General Fund revenues, $101.8 billion in expenditures, and a reserve of $2
billion

Key aspects of the May Revision are as follows:

¢ Closes a projected shortfall of $17.2 billion. The components of this
number are as follows:

o $7.5 billion shortfall remaining from the January projection.

o $7.7 billion increase to the shortfall, consisting of revenue
projections being revised downward by $6 billion and various
workload increases to expenditures totaling about $1.7 billion.

o $2 billion proposed reserve.

+ The $17.2 billion shortfall is closed with the following rough estimate of
solutions:

o $4.3 billion in cuts to education, similar to what was proposed in the
January budget.

o $3.7 billion in other cuts contained in the January proposed budget.
The Governor has, however withdrawn his proposals to close state
parks and to release 22,000 prisoners early.

o $374 million diversion of sales tax on gasoline to General Fund
purposes (on top of the $454 million proposed in January for a total
diversion of $828 million).

o $627 million in major new cuts to health and human services
including:

¢ Cutting IHSS services and IHSS provider pay;

+ Intercepting federal SSI funds sent from Washington
intended for the benefit of aged and disabled Californians;

¢ Eliminating "SSi-like" benefits elderly and disabled legal
immigrants and limiting access to medical care to needy

Assembly Budget Committee 2
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+ Does

legal immigrants — all of whom have played by the
immigration rules; and

+ Making various CalWORKS cuts, including a 5 percent grant
reduction.

$5.1 billion in borrowing by securitizing state lottery payments.

$2 billion in accouniing changes.

$1 billion (approximately) in various other one-time revenues,
including special funds loans and transfers and the acceleration of

the LLC fee.

not propose suspending Proposition 98. As a result of declining

revenues projections in the budget year, the constitutional guarantee has
fallen to the level funded in the Governor's May Revision. It is important to
note that the while meeting the constitutional requirements, the Governor
still proposes an historic cut to K-12 and Community Colleges totaling $4.3

hillion.

+ Proposes securitizing the loftery to generate approximately $15 billion
over three years.

o

The lottery proposal is connected to the Governor's spending
cap/robo-cut proposal and would require voter approval.

The spending cap/robo-cut proposal would also create third reserve
fund (in addition to the existing Special Fund for Economic
Uncertainties and the Budget Stabilization Account) that in theory
the lottery revenues would be deposited. However, even before the
reserve fund has been established, the Governor already is
proposing to deplete it and transfer all its revenues to the General
Fund.

The Governor projects that the $15 billion can be achieved while
maintaining the lottery's current $1.2 billion support for schools.
However, the annual payment to schools would only occur once the
hond holders have been paid. This puts what has been a very
reliable funding source for schools into jeopardy.

In the event the voters reject the Governor's proposal to securitize
the lottery, the Governor proposes that such a rejection would
trigger a one cent sales tax increase to replace the funds that
otherwise would come from the lottery securitization.
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Some key questions facing the Assembly as it crafts its version of the budget
over the next couple of weeks are as follows:

+ Just because it is constitutionally permissible, does it make sense to cut
schools over $4 billion — the single greatest cut in the entire proposed
budget?

+ Since the Governor's own solutions clearly show that the budget can not
be balanced on cuts alone, should there be actual increases to revenues
and not just temporary risky borrowing and accrual proposals?

+ During tough economic times does it make sense to take money out of the
pockets of those that can least afford it with such proposals as cutting SSI
payments, increasing student fees, increasing costs for IHSS recipients,
and cutting the pay for IHSS workers to minimum wage while there is no
similar sacrifice from those that can afford it in a way that will not impact
the economy?

» With skyrocketing gas prices and an increasing number of middleclass
working families turning to public transit to get to work, does it make sense
to cut support for public transit by over $800 million?

+ ls it conscionable to eliminate critical benefits for needy aging and
disabled legal immigrants that have played by the immigration rules?

This report is intended to provide an immediate understanding of the Governor's
proposed May Revision in the limited timeframe available. More information will
come to light through the course of the budget subcommittee hearings that will
begin the week of May 19"
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@+ .. TRANSPORTATION -

CALTRANS

+ Reduces Proposition 42 projections by of $600 million, from $1.49 billion to
$1.43 billion as a result of lower gasoline consumption and the increased
share of sales tax on gas going to the Spillover (which is then sent to the
General Fund).

+ Loans over $200 miilion in transportation funds to the General Fund.

¢ Reduces funding for transportation work due to reduced gas tax revenues
(instead of backfilling these reduced funds with existing gas tax revenues,
those funds are loaned to the General Fund — see bullet above). The
reduced work results in the Governor proposing to reduce 247 state staff
positions and 22 contract positions for capital outlay support. This is contrary
to the annual claim that contract positions are desirable to state staff positions
because they can more easily be adjusted with fluctuating revenues.

State Transit Assistance (Local Public Transit)

¢ Reduces support for local public transit from the January proposal of $743
million to $306 million. This reduction allows for additional sales tax on
gasoline revenues to be diverted to General Fund purposes.

High Speed Rail Authority

+ Increases funding for the High Speed Rail Autherity by $41.2 million, with 310
million from the Public Transportation Account, $8.2 million from Proposition
116, and $23 million from bond funds that would be avaitable if the voters
pass a bond in November.

Assembly Budget Committee 13



Memorandum of Understanding
April 3, 2008

PARTIES

The following parties hereby enter into this Memorandum of Understanding (MOU),
which shall be effective the _ day of _ 2008:

The Council of Fresno County Governments, Kern Council of Governments, Kings
County Association of Governments, Madera County Transportation Commission,
Merced County Association of Governments, San Joaguin Council of Governments,
Stanislaus Council of Governments and Tulare County Association of Governments,
herein referred to as regional planning agencies or “RPAs”, are the Metropolitan
Planning Organizations from all eight San Joaquin Valley counties, and are responsible
for implementing the federal comprehensive transportation planning process, including
associated air quality responsibilities.

The San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (Valley APCD} is
responsible for air quality planning in the San Joaquin Valley. The District is made up of
eight counties: San Joaquin, Stanislaus, Merced, Madera, Fresno, Kings, Tulare and the
Valley portion of Kern.

BACKGROUND

Whereas, in September of 1992, the eight Valley RPAs entered into an agreement with
one another to ensure a coordinated regional approach to transportation and air quality
planning efforts. The agreement was revisited in 2006 to update and solidify the
partnership, and

Whereas, the San Joaquin Valley Regional Planning Agencies Policy Council was
formed in 2006 to represent the Valley RPAs at public forums, including before the
California Transportation Commission, the Governor and his/her administration, and
before State and Federal legislative bodies that require a common voice. The Policy
Council is comprised of elected officials from each of the eight Valley counties, and

Whereas, the Valley APCD is governed by a fifteen member Board that consists of
representatives from the Board of Supervisors of all eight counties, five council persons
from Valley cities and two appointed public members, and

Whereas, in 1992, the eight Valley RPAs and the Valley APCD entered into a
Memorandum of Understanding to ensure a coordinated transportation/air quality
planning approach. The parties agree that this agreement is in need of revision, and

Whereas, this Memorandum of Understanding supercedes and replaces the existing MOU
from 1992, and

Whereas, air pollution levels in the San Joaquin Valley exceed several national and state
ambient air quality standards causing the Valley to be designated “nonattainment” or
“attainment-maintenance” for planning purposes, and
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Whereas, the federal Clean Air Act requires the EPA and ARB to periodically review
ambient air quality standards, to revise existing standards or create new standards based
on their review, and to redesignate areas based on new or revised standards or upon
changes in air quality. This MOU will continue to apply as new air quality designations
become effective for the San Joaquin Valley, and

Whereas, the federal Clean Air Act requires states to adopt a “State Implementation Plan”
(SIP) to attain and maintain national ambient air quality standards, and

Whereas, the California Clean Air Act requires regional and local air pollution control
districts to develop and periodically update plans to attain state standards, and

Whereas, the cities and counties within the San Joaquin Valley are projected to have

significant increases in population, housing and employment during the next thirty years,
including consistent growth in vehicle miles traveled, and

Whereas, Section 176(c) of the federal Clean Air Act prohibits any metropolitan planning
organization, including the Valley RPAs, from approving any transportation project,
program, or plan which does not conform to the SIP, and

Whereas, the federal Clean Air Act also requires the SIP to contain all reasonably
available control measures, including Transportation Control Measures (TCMs), that are
needed to attain and maintain ozone, PM, 5 and PMpstandards. The Federal Act
provides a list of TCMs that must be considered, and

Whereas, the Valley RPAs have, with the Valley APCD’s concurrence, taken the lead in
analyzing TCMs and other transportation-related control measures to determine which
are reasonably available control measures to be included in the SIP, and

Whereas, interagency consultation provisions of the federal Clean Air Act and related
regulations and guidance require that transportation-related SIP development decisions be
made through interagency consultation. In the Valley the interagency consultation

process is being used to conduct regional emissions analyses and demonstrate conformity
for applicable pollutants, and,

Whereas, federal transportation regulations and guidance require that when multiple
metropolitan planning organizations exist within designated air quality nonattainment

areas they shall consult with each other and with the state in the coordination of plans,
and

Whereas, the Valley RPAs and the Valley APCD are supporting a Valley-wide mitiative
to develop more efficient and effective transportation system and land use patterns
through the integration of transportation, housing, land use, economic development and
environmental protection elements, and
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Whereas, federal and state initiatives to reduce greenhouse gas emissions are being
expanded, and

Whereas, it is important to coordinate planning efforts with the appropriate state and
federal agencies, including the California Air Resources Board (ARB), the California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans), the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA), the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), and the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) to insure good communication is maintained on issues important to
the San Joaquin Valley, and

Whereas, the Valley APCD from time to time adopts rules and regulations that affect
transportation plans, projects and Valley RPA priorities.

AGREEMENT
Therefore be it resolved that:

The formal relationship between the Valley RPAs and the Valley APCD is continued to
ensure the effectiveness of regional transportation plans, comply with the requirements of
State and federal law, and attain federal and State ambient air quality standards. This
Memorandum of Understanding constitutes a statement of the intentions, obligations and
policies of the parties.

The Valley APCD has the lead for air quality planning, but effective air quality strategies
require the cooperation and joint actions of the Valley RPAs, other local, regional, state
and federal government agencies, and the people of the San Joaquin Valley, and

The Valley RPAs will take the lead in developing the transportation control measure
component of air quality plans (SIPs) for formal consideration by the Valley APCD. The
Valley RPAs will coordinate among their member jurisdictions and seek to facilitate
consensus on implementing measures to reduce transportation emissions. The Valley
RPAs have limited legal authority to implement emission reduction measures directly,
but will seek commitments from member jurisdictions, as appropriate, for inclusion in air
quality plans, and

During SIP revisions, the Valley RPAs will take the lead in complying with Section 108
federal Clean Air Act requirements and other provisions addressing transportation
sources, The Valley RPAs will submit an analysis and recommendation concerning

which TCMs are reasonably available control measures for formal consideration by the
Valley APCD, and

The Valley RPAs will take the lead in establishing and maintaining transportation
conformity in the Valley as required by Section 176 (c) of the federal Clean Air Act. The
Valley RPAs will work to ensure that regulatory requirements are met, federal funding
and approval are given to highway and transit projects that are consistent with ("conform
to") the air quality goals established by the SIP, and transportation activities will not
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cause new air quality violations, worsen existing violations, or delay timely attainment of
the national ambient air quality standards, and

The Valley APCD will support the conformity process by ensuring interagency
involvement in SIP development, using the latest planning assumptions and emissions
factors, consulting with the Valley RPAs on the development of motor vehicle emissions
budgets, and adopt and forward required SIP revisions to the ARB/EPA. The Valley
RPAs will work with the Valley APCD in keeping its transportation conformity rule
current with federal requirements and guidance, as appropriate. The Valley APCD will

also assist the Valley RPAs in obtaining appropriate and timely technical assistance from
the ARB, and

The Valley RPAs will coordinate with the Valley APCD in preparing annual reports on

the status of implementing local agency emission control measures described in adopted
air quality plans, and

The Valley RPAs and Valley APCD will work jointly towards addressing state and
federal initiatives directed at reducing greenhouse gas emissions. Recognizing the
importance of this issue and the expertise necessary to develop comprehensive local and
regional approaches, all parties will dedicate staff resources as needed to cooperatively
address state and federal requirements for greenhouse gases, while still meeting

individual core mission elements such as protecting public health and delivering safe and
efficient transportation projects.

The Valley RPAs will determine the allocation of Congestion Management and Air
Quality (CMAQ) funds to projects in a manner consistent with Federal law and through
locally developed project selection criteria. The Valley RPAs will consult with the Valley
APCD on project selection, and

- The Valley RPAs will coordinate with the Valley APCD in development of the Valley
Blueprint to ensure continuity of air quality planning approaches throughout the Valley.

The Valley RPAs and the Valley APCD agree that it is in their interests to work closely
together and develop joint or consistent policy positions whenever possible when dealing
with the State and federal air quality and transportation agencies. Each party has the
responsibility to notify the other in a timely manner of anticipated or known policy issues
with State and federal agencies, and to coordinate their response in an effort to present a
common position. Toward that end, the Valley RPAs and the Valley APCD agree to
participate in regularly-scheduled conference calls with local, state and federal agencies
to discuss key issues related to air quality and delivery of transportation projects. If staff
level coordination is not adequate to achieve a commmon position, either party has the
option of bringing issues to senior management attention, and

In order to reduce and resolve conflicts that may arise between the Valley APCD and the
Valley RPAs in a timely manner, each party agrees to establish an issues resolution
coordination procedure within its own organization. Each party will designate a policy-
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level staff person as the point of contact and as “issues coordinator”. When either party
believes a conflict exists or is emerging, it is their responsibility to alert the other party
through their issues coordinators. Each party will choose its own manner of
communicating internally, but communications between the parties will be coordinated
through the issues coordinators. If staff level coordination is not adequate to achieve a

common position, either party has the option of bringing issues to senior management
attention.

The membership of the San Joaquin Valley Regional Planning Agencies Policy Council
will be increased by one to accommodate a representative of the Valley APCD governing

board. No member of the policy council shall simultaneously represent both the APCD
and a RPA.

Will add signature blocks after further discussion as to who will review and
sign the MOU.






2035 Tulare Street, Suite 201
Fresno, California 93721

Telephone (559} 233-4148 « FAX: (559 233-9645
Website Address: www.fresnocog.org

MEMORANDUM: R AR,
DaATE: June 26, 2008
To: Policy Advisory Committee
COG Policy Board
FrOM: Todd Sobrado, Planner
SUBJECT: Regional Clearinghouse Consent Calendar

RECOMMENDATION: Per Board procedure, unless an item is puifed from the Consent Calendar, tacit authorization is
given for staff to forward any commeni(s) received, or any Committee/Board comment(s) generated as a resutt of
this informational item, to the appropriate agency. Itis understood that if in the event any item should be pulled from
the consent calendar, discussion and comment by the Committee members and the public will be taken.

DiscussioN: The Regional Clearinghouse is a process of informing local agencies of federal grant requests,
providing an opportunity to comment, and potentially avoid duplication of effort. Clearinghouse items are brought
before the Policy Advisory Committee (PAC) and, if appropriate, the Transportation Technical Committee (TTC) for
review and comment. Any resuiting TTC/PAC comments, and any comments received from other agencies as a

result of the Clearinghouse notification process, are noted on a monthly report brought forward to the Fresno cOG
Policy Board.

COG Policy Board action would be to authorize staff to forward any comments received or any Board comments to
the State Clearinghouse and other appropriate agencies. The applicants have been notified of this meeting. While
participation by the agency is optional, they have been personally requested to attend the Policy Board meeting in
case there should be any questions. It should be noted that if in the event any of these items should be pulled from
the consent calendar, that discussion and comment by the Committee/Board members and the public will be taken.
Project Notification and Review Reports describing these projects are attached.

FUNDING: Proposed funding levels are as shown below:

N_Iember Agencies: The cities of Clovis, Coalinga, Firebaugh, Fowler, Fresno, Huron, Kerman,
Kingsburg, Mendata, Orange Cove, Parfier, Reedley, San Joaquin, Sanger, Selma & Fresno County



Project

Applicant

Federal
Funds

Cther/

Applicant
Funds

Totai
Funds

USDA Rural Development Grant for

training education in smail farm business

to Lao farmers in Fresno County

l.ao American Foundation

$26,200

$0

$26,200

Federal Aviation Administration - Airport
Improvernent Program: Rehabilitate
Taxiway B6-2/3 (Const); Rehabilitate
Service Road (Const #h. 2); Perimeter
Access Control (Const Ph, 2); Instail
Enhanced Taxiway Centerline Markings

City of Fresno - Airports

$3.505,683

$184 504

$3,690,087

U.S. Depariment of Housing and Urban
Development - Section 202 Supportive

Housing Capital Advance Grant Program.

Southern California
Presbyterian Homes

$8,728,954

$1,025,000

$9,753,854




PROJECT NOTIFICATION AND REVIEW REPORT
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Regicnat Clearinghouse Number;
Project Title:

Applicant Agency:
Contact Person:
Address:

Phone:

Federal Catalog #:
Status:

Area of impact:

Federal Funding Agency:

RCH # 05-2008-143

U.S. Department of Agriculture: Rural Develcpment Grant
— Provide outreach training education in small farm
business to Lao Farmers in Fresno County

Lao American Foundation

Frisco B. Hounviengkham

2155 N. Fresno Street, Fresno, CA 93703
559-228-2061

10-769

New

Fresna County

U.S. Department of Agricuiture

FUNDING:
$26,200 Federal
$0 Applicant
30 State
30 Local
Other
$26,200 TOTAL

USDA Rural Development Grant



PROJECT NOTIFICATION AND REVIEW REPORT
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Regionat Clearinghouse Number:
Project Title:

Applicant Agency:
Contact Person:
Address:

Phone;

Federal Catalog #:
Status:

Area of Impact:

Federal Funding Agency:

RCH # 05-2008-144

Federal Aviation Administration — Airport improvement
Program

City of Fresno — Airports

Kevin Meikle

4995 East Clinton Way, Fresno, Ca 93727
559-621-4536

20-106

New

Fresno, Madera, Kings, Tulare, Merced and Mariposa
Counties

Federal Aviation Administration

FUNDING:
$3,505,583 Federal
$184,504 Applicant
$0 State
$0 Local
Qther
$3,690,087 TOTAL

Federal Aviation Administration — Airport Improvements FProgram



PROJECT NQTIFICATION AND REVIEW REPORT
Regional Clearinghouse Number: RCH # 05-2008-145
Project Title:  U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development -~
Supportive Housing for the Elderly Grant
Applicant Agency:  Southern California Presbyterian Homes
Contact Person:  Jacqueline A. Seegobin
Address: 516 Burchett Street, Glendale, CA 91203
Phone: 818-247-0420
Federal Catalog #  714-157
Status:  New
Area of Impact:  City of Clovis, Fresno County, State of California
Federal Funding Agency: U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development

FUNDING:
$8,728,954 Federal
$25,000 Applicant

$0 State
$1.000,000 Local
Other

$0,753,954 TOTAL

U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development — Supportive Housing for the Elderly Grant






