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21900 Colorado Avenue « PO, Box 758 » San Joaquin, CA 93660

2591 693.4311 - 13501 6032193 (fax) » Www,cityo{saz1_j{mquin.urg

April 7, 2009

Mr. Tony Boren,

Executive Director

Fresno County

Council of Governments
2035 Tulare Street, Suite 201
Fresno, CA 93721

Dear Mr. Boren:

| am writing to call your attention to one of the ballot measures that will be before the
voters on May 19 — Proposition 1D

if passed, Prop 1D will divert more than 50% of ail future revenues for First 5
commissions for a five year period, beginning July 1, 2008. The "Big 5" agreed to a
five-year diversion of 50% of the revenues from the tobacco tex that funds the First 5
cormmissions, but unfortunately, poor drafting and the lack of public review resulted in a
measure that promises to cause much greater damage than that. Specifically,

»  Prop 1D diverts $268 million annually, through FY 2013-14, from First 5
commissions to the siate General Fund. $268 million is approximately 50% of
the currenf annual revenue generated by the tobacco tax, but that percentage will
quickly grow as tobacco sales decline over the next five years. Analysts expecta
continued decline in tobacco sales of 3% - 5% per year. The decline will intensify
significantly when the new 61 cent federal fobacco tax begins on Aprii 1. By
2012-13, First 5 commissions are likely 1o be left with as little as 35% - 40% of
their current revenues. This means that Fresno County will lose over $35
million for local children’s programs over the § year period.

»  Prop 1D changes what First 5 commissions can fund, threatening many of First
B's most significant investments. Prop 1D requires First 5 revenues to be used
for “direct services,” even though direct services are only one aspect of First 5's
investment in children -- and not necessarily the investment that promises the
greatest return. This new language in Prop 1D threatens:

» Childrer’s Health initintives, which provide the state’s largest and maost stable
source of health insurance 10 low income children ineligible for other
programs. Because of the Fresno County Healthy Kids program funded
by First 5 Fresno County, over 400 children per year - including
undocumented children that aren’t eligible for Medi-Cal or Healthy
Families, have obtained access to insurance and regular health care.

= Developing and renovating facilities for preschools and funding for parks and
playground equipment in underserved rural communities. First 5 Fresno
County provides one of the few sources of funding for these types of
capital projects. Yo date First § Fresno County has provided capital funding
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» o several rural communities including Coalinga, San Joaquin, Mendola,
Firebaugh, Sanger, and Del Rey.

= Training preschoot teachers and child care providers. First 5's investments in
quality preschool and child care have resulted in some of the highest quality
early education in the nation.

» School Readiness, if it 1D passes, it is very likely that ail the school readiness
programs will be cut by at least 50% if not cut completely, These programs are
located in Firebaugh, Raisin City, San Joaquin, and Del Rey. it would be devastating
to these communities {as vou well know) if that happens - especially since these
programs are the only thing of their kind in these communities.

Our local First 5 Commission has a strong commitment 1o supporting children and
families in the rural communifies since its inception in 2000 as demonstrated by the
commitment of millions of dollars in funding awards. First 5 Fresno County is an

excellent steward of precious dollars that meet the local needs of our young children
and families.

Good things take time to build and after one decade through its partners, First 5 Fresno
County has created one of the strongest systemns of support for children and famiiies in
California. The damage done by reaflocating these funds could not possibly be justified
by the smali dent it would make in the overall state budget deficit. infact, the
dismemberment of First 5 would actually have a much broader impact because not only
will children and families be harmed but also many jobs will be lost as a resulf of this
reallocation which will inevitably do more damage to our already struggling economy.

| am requesting that Proposition 10 be placed on the April agenda for discussion. A
representative from First 5 Fresno County is available to attend the meeting to share the
facts of the Proposition. Thank you very much for your attention 1o this matter.

Sincerely, P

LT . /} "
Cruz W Ramos
City Manager

Ce:  Hitary Baird, Regional PA Manager
League of California Cilies
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PROPOSITION

1D

HELPS BALANCE STATE BUDGET.

PROTECTS CHILDREN'S SERVICES FUNDING.

OFFICIAL TITLE AND SUMMARY

PROTECTS CHILDREN'S SERVICES FUNDING. HELPS BALANCE STATE BUDGET.

*  Provides more than $600 million to protect children’s programs in difficult economic times.

* Redirects existing tobacco tax money to protect health and human services for children, including
services for at-risk families, services for children with disabilities, and services for foster children.

* Temporarily allows the redirection of existing money to fund health and human service programs

for children 5 years old and under.

+ Ensures counties retain funding for local priorities.

* Helps balance state budget.

Summary of Legislative Analyst's Estimate of Net State and Local Government Fiscal impact:

o State General Fund savings of up to $608 million in 2009-10 and $268 million annually from
2010-11 through 2013-14, from temporarily redirecting a portion of funds from the California
Children and Families Program in place of state General Fund support of health and human

services programs for children up to age five.

* Corresponding reductions in funding for early childhood development programs provided by the

California Children and Families Program.

FINAL VOTES CAST BY THE LEGISLATURE ON AB 17 (PROPOSITION 1D)

Senate:

Ayes 37

Noes 0

Assembly:

Ayes 75

Noes 3

ANAILYSIS BY THE LEGISLATIVE ANALYST
BACKGROUND

First 5 Programs

Proposition 10, otherwise known as the
California Children and Families Act, was enacted
by the voters of California in the November 1998
election. The initiative created the California
Children and Families Program (now commonly
known as the First 5 program) to expand early
development programs for children up to age five.

First 5 Programs Funded With Tobacco Taxes.
The First 5 program is funded by revenues from
a state excise tax on cigarettes (50 cents per pack)
and other tobacco products. (An additional 37
cents per pack in state excise taxes is imposed

32 | Title and Summary / Analysis

for other state purposes unrelated to First 5.)
Revenues generated by the First 5 tax are deposited
into the California Children and Families Trust
Fund and are appropriated on an ongoing basis
for First 5 programs. Thus, none of these funds
are subject to appropriation by the Legislature.
Proposition 10 requires that these funds be added
to, rather than replace, the funding for existing
programs.

We estimate that Proposition 10 revenues in
2009-10 will be about $500 million. Based on
our analysis of trends in tobacco consumption, we
estimate Proposition 10 revenues will decrease by
about 3 percent annually in the future.
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ANALYSIS BY THE LEGISLATIVE ANALYST

State Commission. Proposition 10 established
a state commission—the California Children and
Families Commission—that is responsible for
state-level administration of the early childhood
development program. Twenty percent of available
Proposition 10 revenues is allocated to the state
commission, to be spent for the purposes detailed
in Figure 1. The state commission funds many
programs, including:

o School Readiness, which targets children up
to age five and their families in schools with a
low academic performance score.

e Health Access, which provides outreach
and enrollment services for existing state-
supported health programs, as well as
expanded coverage for those children who
lack health insurance but do not qualify for
state-supported health programs.

s Information Kit for New Parents, which
provides expecting and new parents with a
resource kit to improve their parenting skills.

County Commissions. The remaining
80 percent of Proposition 10 revenues is
allocated annually to 58 county commissions
(consisting of five to nine members appointed
by the county board of supervisors). The local
commissions implement programs in accordance
with local plans to support and improve early
childhood development in their county. While the
programs vary from county to county, each local
commission provides services in the following
three areas:

o Family Functioning, including adult
education for parents; behavioral, substance
abuse, and mental health services; and
the provision of basic family needs (food,
clothing, and housing).

For text of Propesition 1D, see page 53.

CONTINUED
Figure 1
Allocation of Proposition 16
Revenues to the State Commission
c Allocation
Mass media communications 6%
Education 5
Child care 3
Research 3
Administration 1
General program purposes 2
Total Allocation 20%

»  Child Development, including preschool
for three- and four-year olds, kindergarten
transition services, and targeted intensive
intervention for children identified with
special needs.

»  Child Health, including health coverage
and access services, home visitations for
newborns, and prenatal care.

Unspent Fund Balances. Proposition 10
provides that any revenues to the state and local
commissions not spent during a fiscal year are
carried over for use in subsequent fiscal years. As
of June 30, 2008, the local commissions had a
total of abour $2.1 billion in unspent funds, and
the state commission had about $400 million in
unspent funds.

Auditing and Reporting Requirements. The
state and local commissions conduct independent
annual audits of their expenditures and issue
reports on these audits. Local commissions
must submit these financial reports to the state
commission, while the state commission must

Analysis | 33
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submit its reports to the Governor, the Legislature,
and each county commission.

Other State Health and Human Services Programs
for Children

The state currently administers a variety of
health and human services programs that serve
children, many of whom are age five or younger.
Examples of these state-supported health and
human services programs include foster care,
health coverage services like Medi-Cal and Healthy
Families, state preschool, and child care. These
programs currently are largely operated separately
of the First 5 programs and are supported by the

state General Fund.

PROPOSAL

This measure temporarily redirects a significant
portion of Proposition 10 funds to achieve
budgetary savings and makes permanent changes
to state and local commission operations, as
discussed below.

Temporary Redirections of Funding to State
Programs for Children. This measure amends
the California Children and Families Act to
temporarily allow Proposition 10 revenues to be
used to fund other state health and human services
programs for children up to age five. In effect,
these Proposition 10 revenues would be used to
offset existing state General Fund costs, thereby
achieving savings to help address the state’s current
budgetary problem. The measure achieves these
state General Fund savings in two ways:

* By redirecting up to $340 million of
available unspent reserves held by the state
commission as of July 1, 2009.

* By temporarily redirecting a portion of
future Proposition 10 revenues. Specifically,

34 | Analysis

CONTINUED

from 200910 through 201314, this
measure would divert annually $268 million
in Proposition 10 funds. Of the redirecred
funds, $54 million would come from state
commission funds and $214 million from
local commission funds. During these five
years, the redirected funds would be subject
to appropriation by the Legislature.

Permanent Changes. This measure makes

various other changes:

*  New Requirements for Distribution
of Audits and Reports. The measure
requires that the county commissions also
submit their annual audits and reports of
their expenditures to the county board
of supervisors and the county auditor. In
addition, it requires that each county auditor
serve on the local First 5 commission.

¢ Changes in Allocation of State Commnission
Funds. This measure also amends the
allocation requirements for the state
commission’s 20 percent of Proposition 10
revenues. Specifically, it deletes the
allocation now provided for mass media
communications {now 6 percent) and
increases the allocation for general program
purposes (from 2 percent to § percent).
Under the measure, the state commission
must also ensure that every county
commission receives at least $400,000 each
year.

*  County Borrowing of First 5 Funds. Finally,
it allows a county controller to borrow local
commission funds for that county’s general
fund, unless the transfer would interfere with
local commission activities. Any borrowed
funds must be repaid with interest.
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FISCAL EFFECTS

The measure would have the following fiscal
effects on state and local governments.

Reduction in Funding Available for Existing
State and Local Commission Programs. This
measure would reduce state commission funding
by up to $340 million on a one-time basis in
200910 by redirecting the state commission’s
reserve funds. In addition, this measure would
reduce funding for the state and local commissions
by $268 million annually from 2009--10 through
2013-14.

State General Fund Savings. This measure
wotld achieve state savings of up to $608 million
in 2009-10 and $268 million annually from
2010-11 through 2013-14. This results from
using a portion of Proposition 10 funds in place of
state General Fund for state-supported health and

human services programs for children up to age
five.

For text of Proposition 1D, see page 53,

CONTINUED

Other Potential Fiscal Effects. The reduction in
state and local First 5 commission funding could
result in other costs to the state and local agencies
(primarily counties and schools). This would
occur to the extent that some children and families
rely on other health and human services programs
instead of those now provided under First 5.
However, absent this measure, other budget
reductions or revenue increases would be needed
to address the state’s severe fiscal problems. The
fiscal effects of these alternative budget-balancing
solutions on state and local programs and state
revenues are unknown.

Analysis | 35
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H.S. House of Representatives
Commuttee on Trangportation and Infrastructure

TFames L. Oberstar @Washington, DL 20515 Fohn L. Mica
Chairman Ranking Republican lember
Pavid Heymsfeld, Cidel of Sy *’\Pﬂl 23 2009 James W Coon H, Repablican Chief of Seaff

‘Ward W. McCarragher, Chief Coursel

The Honorable Daniel Lipmski
1717 Longworth HOB
Washington, DC 20515-1303

Dear Daniel:

-The Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure is crafting new surface transportation
authorization legislation to replace the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity
Act A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) (P.L. 109-59), which expires on September 30, 2009.

This legislation will transform our surface transportation programs by strengthening the
current Federal-state-Jocal partnership, ensuring that programs meet specific performance-based

metrics, and providing for greater transparency and accountability for Federal, state, and local
deasion-making.

Under current law, the U.S. Department of Transportation, States, Metropolitan Planning
Otrganizations, and public transit agencies are responsible for the vast majority of surface
transpottation investment decisions. Although the current Federal-state-local partnership has served

highway and transit systems well, not all communities aze treated equally in the decision-making
process.

To complement the work done by these agencies, and to ensure that the needs of the
communities that we represent are full partners in these important programs, a small percentage of
the overall investment of the authorization bill will be available for Member-designated, High
Priority Projects (“HPPs™). As elected Members of Congress, we ate uniquely responsible and
accountable to our constituents; as such, we must be responsive to them by investing in worthwhile
projects critical to our districts that may otherwise not be funded. The Commuttee will accept
requests from Members of Congress to designate funding for High Priority Projects to ensure that
the diverse transportation needs of our districts — urban, suburban, and rural — are addressed with
the investment provided in this legislation.

The new authorization legislation will include a strong focus on performance and :
accountability, and these same high standards will be applied throughout the High Priority Project
submission and selection process, To address concems that have been raised with the Member-
designated High Priority Project program authorized in SAFETEA-LU and prior surface
transpottation legislation, and to ensure that projects that receive funding in this surface
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transportation authorization act result in tangible transportation and safety benefits, the Committee

on Transportation and Infrastructure has adopted the following principles for Member-designated
High Priority Projects: '

“;’a

Y/

A7

A7

The Committee requires all projects to meet eligibility criteria under Tide 23
(Highways) or Chapter 53 of Title 49 (Public Transit) of the United States Code to ensure
that HPPs comply with highway and transit program objectives. In addidon, the
Committee specifically prohibits HPP funding for non-surface transportation
projects, such as funding of transportation museums, horse trails, historic
battlefields, and other non-transportation projects.

The Committee requires Members to provide specific information on the type,
location, total cost, percentage of total cost that the request would finance, and

benefits of the project, in order for the Committee to effectively analyze the merits of the
project request.

The Committee requites Members to specifically identify funding to finance at least
80 percent of the total cost of the phase or segment of the project requested by either
(1) the amount requested by the Member; or (2) the amount requested by the
Member and other specifically designated Federal, state, local, or private funding
sources, The intent of this provision is to increase the likelihood that construction of the
project will be underway during the term of the act.

To ensure that HPPs have significant state or local support, the Comumittee requires
Members to provide at least one letter of support for the project from the state
Department of Transportation or affected local government or governmental agency.

The Committee requires such government or agency to specify the process that will be
followed to provide an opportunity for public comment (such as the Environmental
Impact Statement or other permitting process that requires public review) on the project.

The Committee also requires such government or agency to identify other Federal, state,
local, or private funding sources that may be used to advance the project.

To ensure greater ttansparency and accountability for HPPs, the Committee establishes
the following transparency and accountability principles:

Members are required to certify that neither the Member nor his or her spouse
has any financial interest in a project requested;

Memberts are required to post tequests for projects on the Member’s website;
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" The Committee will afford the U.S. Departinent of Transportation at least 20
days to review all project requests to ensure that the projects meet program
cligibility criteria;

A list of all Member-designated High Priority Projects that are included in the
bill will be posted on the Committee website; and

A copy of all Member financial interest certifications for HPPs that are
included in the bill will be posted on the Committee website.

> The Committee intends to repeal pridt ISTEA and TEA 21 project designations that
have not proceeded to construction or have remaining unused funds to ensure the
effective usc of highway and transit funds.

The Committee will accept HPP requests that adhere to these specific principles
beginning on April 27, 2009, and ending on May 8, 2009. Members will have the opportunity to
subtnit project requests through the Committee’s online database, which will be located at
http:/ /hpp.transportation house.gov. Members will be required to submit both electronic and hard
copies of all High Prority Project requests. Online answers to the enclosed questionnaire will be
required for each project submission.

We strongly recommend that Members immediately begin to compile the
information and letters of support necessary to complete their project requests.

To assist Members in this process, the Committee will hold a series of staff boefings and
question-and-answer sessions for Congressional staff, as follows:

Date Time Location

Aprl 8, 2009 2:00 p.m. 2167 Raybumn HOB
Aprl 15, 2009 2:00 p.m. 2167 Rayburn HOB
April 24, 2009 10:00 a.m. 2167 Rayburm HOB
May 1, 2009 2:00 p.m. 2167 Rayburn HOB

1In addition, on April 28, 2009, in room 2167 of the Rayburn House Office Building, the
Subcommittee on Highways and Transit will hold a hearing to receive testimony from Members of
Congress regarding project requests. Although participating in the hearing will not impact the
inclusion of a requested project in this legislation, the heating will provide an opportunity for
Members to publicly discuss the needs of their district and the merits of their project requests. If

you are interested In participating in this hearing, please contact the Subcommittee on Highways and
Transit staff ar (202) 225-9989.
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If you have any questions about the High Prority Project submission process, please have
your seaff contact Jackie Schmitz of the Majority staff of the Subcommittee on Highways and
Transit at Jackie, Schmitz(@mailhouse.gov or (202) 225-9989, or Dan Veoni of the Republican staff

of the Subcommittee on Highways and Transit at Dan.Veoni@mail.house.gov or (202) 225-6715.

We believe that Member-designated projects can play an appropriate role in the upcoming
surface transportation authotization act, and that the High Prority Project reform principles will
ensure that projects that receive funding will result in rangible transportation and safety benefits.

We appreciate your willingness to work with us to ensure that this process meets the highest
standards of transparency and accountability.

Sincerely,

S T =

es L. Obetstar, M.C

Ranking Member

Peler A. DeFazid, M.C.
Chairman

anking Member
Subcommittee on Highways & Transit Subcommittee on Highways & Transit

Enclosure



Federal Transportation Authorization for 2009

(This list includes the costs fo complete work on projects during the duration of the next authorization period)
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San Joaquin Valley Tier | State Route 99
Goods Movement Projects. Cost: $909 Million

Project 1:

Project Sponsor:

Project Cost:

Near Lodi to Sacramento CL Widen from 4 lanes to 6 lanes
San Joaquin Council of Governments
$180 miltion

Project Z:

Project Sponsor:

Project Cost:

Near Modesto from Carpenter Rd to San Joaquin CL Widen from 6 lanes to 8 lanes
Stanislaus Council of Governmenis
$73 mifiion

Project 3:

Project Sponsor:

Near Modesio at Re-aligned SR 132 West Construct New Bridge Structure and Expressway from

SR 99 to Dakota Rd.
Stanislaus Council of Governments

Project Cost: §110 millicn
Project 4: North of Atwater from Hammet Ave 1o Stanislaus CL Widen from 4 lanes to 6 lanes
Project Cost: $80 mitlion

Project Sponsor:

Merced County Association of Governments

Project 5:

Project Sponsor:

Project Cost:

Near Madera from Ave 7 to Ave 12 widening to 6 tanes
Madera County Transportation Commission
$68 million

Project 6:

Project Sponsor:

Project Cost:

Ceder Ave./North Ave Interchange Modify interchanges
Council of Fresno County Governments
364 mitlion

Project 7:

Project Sponsor:

in Visalia at Betty Dr. Interchange Reconstruct/widen interchange
Tulare County Association of Governments

Project Cost: $56 million

Project 8: in Tulare from Prosperity to Goshen Widen from 4 lanes to 6 lanes

Project Sponsor: Tutare County Association of Governments

Project Cost: $2056 miflion

Project 9: In Bakersfield at Rte 99/58 Fwy to Fwy Interchange Widen Connector ramp

Project Sponsor:

Project Cost:

Kern Council of Governments
$15 million

Project 10:

Project Sponsor:

Project Cost:

In Bakersfield from SR 119 to Wilson Rd Widen from 6 lanes to 8 lanes
Kern Council of Governments
358 miliion

Note: Project numbers are NOT an indication of priority ranking. They are for identification purposes only and

generaily north fo south.
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2008/09
COUNCIL OF FRESNO COUNTY GOVERNMENTS

Federal Stimulus Target

Final Target
04/02/09

Estimated Gross Amount Available 37,051,187
TE Projects 1,137,202
Local Pass Thorugh 17,544,724
SR 180 - Temp. to Academy 18,369,261
CENSUS $160,000

POPULATION GROSS BASE PRORATA

MEMBER 01/01/08 PERCENT PERCENT AMOUNT Increment REDUCTION TARGET
Clovis 94,278 10.13% 10.13% 1,776,485 g (18,630) 1,757,855
Coalinga 19,063 2.05% 2.05% 359,205 g (3,767) 355,438
Firebaugh 6,811 0.73% 0.73% 128,340 31,660 0 160,000
Fowler 5,572 0.60% 0.60% 104,993 55,007 G 160,000
Fresno City 486,116 52.21% £52.21% 9,159,906 0 {56,059} 9,063,847
Huron 7,583 0.81% 0.81% 142,322 17,678 0 160,000
Kerman 13,878 1.49% 1.49% 261,504 0 {(2,742) 258,762
Kingsburg 11,257 1.21% 1.21% 212,116 0 {2,224) 209,892
Mendota 9,787 1.05% 1.05% 184,417 0 (1,934) 182,483
QOrange Cove 10,774 1.16% 1.16% 203,015 Q (2.129) 200,886
Parlier 13,325 1.43% 1.43% 251,084 ¢ {2,633} 248,451
Reedley 25584 2.75% 2.75% 482,081 0 {5,056) 477,025
Sanger 25,046 2.89% 2.89% 471,943 0 {4,949) 466,994
San Joaquin 4,521 0.49% 0.49% 85,189 74,811 o 166,000
Selma 23,284 2.50% 2.50% 438,742 0 (4.601) 434 141
Fresno Co. 174,249 18.71% 18.71% 3,283,382 0 (34,432) 3,248 950
TOTALS 931,098 100% 100% 17,544,724 175,156 (179,156) 17,544,724

17,544,724






Fresno COG Implementation of ARRA
Updated 4/7/09

Amendment 4: Adding ARRA revenue into the FTIP
Public Review-2/10/09-2/23/09

MPO Approval-2/25/09

Caltrans Approval-3/12/09

FHWA Approval-3/17/09

Amendment 5: Adding ARRA Transit Projects

FAX eligible to receive 5307-Self selection of projects
FCRTA eligible to receive 5311-Self selection of projects
List endorsed by COG Board on 3/26/09, routed through PAC

Public Review-3/9/09-3/23/09
MPO Approval-3/24/09
Caltrans Approval- pending
FHWA Approval- pending

Administrative Modification 6: Adding I ARRA Highway Maintenance and 1
ARRA Transit Project

Caltrans selection of HM project

FAX eligible to receive 5307-Self selection of projects

MPO Approval-3/19/09
Caltrans Approval-3/25/09

Amendment 7: Adding ARRA RSTP and STP Projects
List endorsed by COG Board on 3/26/09, routed through PAC
Public Review-3/20/09-4/3/09

MPO Approval-4/3/09

Caltrans Approval-pending

FHWA Approval-pending



2008/09
COUNCIL OF FRESNO COUNTY GOVERNMENTS

Federal Stimulus Target

Final Target
04/02/09

Estimated Gross Amount

Available 37,051,187
TE
Projects 1,137,202
Local Pass Thorugh 17,544,724
SR 180 - Temp. to Academy 18,369,261
CENSUS $160,000
POPULATION GROSS BASE PRORATA
MEMBER 01/01/08 PEACENT _ PERCENT AMOUNT Increment _REDUCTION TARGET
Clovis 94,278 10.13% 10.13% 1,776,485 0 (18,630} 1,757 855
Coalinga 18,063 2.05% 2.05% 358,205 0 (3,767} 365,438
Firebaugh 6,811 0.73% 0.73% 128,340 31,660 0 160,000
Fowler 5,572 0.60% 0.60% 104,983 55,007 0 160,000
Fresno
City 486,116 52.21% 52.21% 9,159,906 0 (96,059) 9,063,847
Huron 7,553 0.81% 0.81% 142,322 17,678 0 160,000
Kerman 13,878 1.49% 1.49% 261,504 0 {2,742) 258,762
Kingsburg 11,257 1.21% 1.21% 212,116 0 {2,224) 209,892
Mendota 9,787 1.05% 1.05% 184,417 0 {1,934) 182,483
QOrange
Cove 10,774 1.16% 1.16% 203,015 o {2,129) 200,886
Parlier 13,325 1.43% 1.43% 251,084 ¢ (2,633} 248,451
Reediey 25,584 2.75% 2.75% 482,081 y; {5,0586) 477,025
Sanger 25,046 2.69% 2.69% 471,943 ¢ {4,949) 466,994
San
Joaquin 4,521 0.49% ¢.49% 85,188 74,811 0 160,000
Setma 23,284 2.50% 2.50% 438,742 4 (4,801) 434,141
Fresno
Co. 174,249 18.71% 18.71% 3,283,382 0 {34,432) 3,248,950
TOTALS 931,008 1060% 100% 17,544,724 179,156  (179,156) 17,544,724

17,644,724



Clovis

FREQ82508

Combine

ts Within Local Federal Stimulus Target- ARRA RSTP

Temperance Avenue,
Canal

500,000

POf

Clovis

FREQS2606

new

Lump Sum Road Maintenance

Shaw Avenue, Minnewawa - Clovis

607,855

Buliard, Fowler - Armstrong

300,000

Nees Avenue, Peach - Minnewawa

A AR &3

350,000

[

Coalinga

FREQ20650

old FTIP

Eim Ave Beautification-Removal and
Replacement of existing curb/gutter.
Installation of Ornamentat Streetlights,
Landscaping, irigation and Street Furniture.

355,438

4|Firebaugh

FREQQ2607

new

Reconstruction of Downtown Sidewalks and
Ramps

Fowler

FREQ92608

new

160,000

AAANE AVE NETWESn VISTa ST, ang DEEANN
St.-Censtruct pavement section to match to
future curb, resurfacing entire pavement
section of Adams Ave, between Vista 5t.
and Dee Ann St in the City of Fowler.

160,000

I

Fresno

FREGS2609

new

Lump Sum Reconstruct/Resurfacing

Biackstone Avenue Resurfacing, Shaw
Avenue to Nees Avenue

1,700,000

Friant Road Reconstruction/Resurfacing, SR
41 to Shepherd Avenue

2,500,000

Divisadero Street Resurfacing, M Street to
Clark Street

700,000

Clovis Avenue Resurfacing, McKinley
Avenue to Kings Canyon Road

1,295,000

Shaw Avenue resurfacing, Marks Avenue to
Blythe Avenue

938,849

wt

Eresno

FREQS2610

naw

Lump Sum Traffic Signal

Instalf traffic signal at the intersection of
Milibrook Avenue & Shepherd Avenue

370,000

Tnstall traffic signal at the intersecfion of
Marks Avenue & Emerson Avenue

500,000

install frathic signal af the intersection of
Maple Avenue & Perrin Avenue

300,000

Tnstall traffic signal at ihe intersection of
Maple Avenue & Teague Avenue

400,000

Install fraffic signai at the intersection of
Mapie Avenue & Behymer Avenue

2 R [ (e8|

350,000

fa:)

Huron

FREQ92611

new

Railroad Avenue Street Improvements-
Street Improvements from Los Angeles to
tassen Ave. Overlay existing pavement and
construct new to widen narrow pavement.

160,000

le]

Kerman

FRED70610

supplement

Kearney Blvd, Del Norle to 3rd.-Median
island Improvements

258,762

10Kingsburg

FRE040113

old, supplemen|10th Avenue Sidewalks - Sietra to Stroud

50,000

11iKingsburg

FREO70113

supplement

Sierra Street Pedestrian Facilities

RS

£

139,892

12Kingsburg

FREQ41817

supplement

18th Avenue Median - Kamm to Solig-
Median Island Improvements

20,000

13{Mendota

FREQ70612

supplement

Oih Sireel Reconstruction - Marie St to Ofler
St. (SH-180)

182,483

14i0Orange Cove

FRE092612

new

Cenler Street Recanstruction South to
Adams

15| Parlier

FRED92613

new

9 ea  |eh

200,886

NRAAMING Ave. DIw. Academy Ave, and
Whitener Ave.-Spot repair, resurfacing and
restriping of Manning Ave. between
Academy Ave, and Whitener Ave. in the City
of Parlier,

&

248,451

16| Reedley

FREQ20633

sunplement

Roundabout at Dinuba and Buttonwillow

enles
&h

477025

171Sanger

FRED92614

new

Lump Sum Reconstruct/Resurfacing

Rehabilitation: Church Avenue — Bethel

Avenue fo Greenwood Avenue

233,497




Rehabilitation; Academy Avenue — California
18 Avenue to Church Avenue

1915an Joaquin  |FREQ70616  [supplement  |Main Street from Arizona to Placer
20|Selma FREG92615  inew Lump Sum Reconsiruct/Resurfacing
Reconstruction/rehabilitation of Mitchell from
21 Nebraska 1o Yerba

22{County FRED92816 |new L.ump Sum Reconstruct/Resurfacing

233,497
160,000

nlen
poil R

434,141
3,245 950

alen
A7

a CORNELIA AVENUE from Lincoin to Central
b HAYES AVENUE from Belmont to McKinley

c MC CALL AVENUE from SR 180 to Beimont

CEDAR AVENUE from Mt Whitney to

d Elkhom

LINCOIN AVENUE from Cornelia to

& Brawiey

ANNADALE AVENUE from Riverbend

f {South} to 1.33 mi. e/o Riverbend

g ADAMS AVENUE from Chestnut to Peach
BULLARD AVENULE from Newcomb

h Alignment to Douglas

i ADAMS AVENUE from Highland to Del Rey

i MT WHITNEY from Sonorma fo Stanislaus

k

]

m

n

ALTA from American io Sauth

ALTA from Manning to Dinuba

BELMONT from Fowler to Academy
JAYNE from Howard Alignment to Siskiyou

Total $ 17,544,726

supplementex]
FREQ211056 |change 18,369,261

Total 3 18,369,261

Harris Ranch, from [-5 to 1.7 miles
north of Harlan Avenue, and on
Route 198 near Huron from Route
268 to Madera Avenue and near
Lemoore from 2 miles west of
Jameson Avenue fo the Kings
Caltrans FREO71007 ijnew County line. 3 2,080,000

—

Total 5 2,080,000

TBD 3 1,137,202

Total $ 1,137,202
Overall Total for ARRA Highways 5 39,131,188



ARRA Transit Projects

Existing
or New
Project

. Agency

MPO
FTIPIRTP 1D

PROJECT THLE

FFY to he
Programmed

Phase

Fund Source

BESCRIPTION OF CHANGE

ARRA 5307

ARRA 5311

New

FAX

FREQ92601

Regional Automated Farehox Systern

08/C9

CON

ARRA

This is a new exempt project.
Adds: $2,300,000 of ARRA
funds o the CON phase of this
project in FFY 08/09,

$2,300,000

Existing

FAX

FREQ92403

CNG Replacement Buses

08/C9

CON

ARRA

Adds: $1,000,000 of ARRA
funds to the CON phase of this
proiect in FFY 08/09.

$1,000,000

New

FAX

FREQ92602

Remodel Existing Transit Facility

08/09

CON

ARRA

This is a rew exempt project.
Adds: $2,500,000 of ARRA
funds to the CON phase of this
project in FFY (8/09.

$2,500,000

New

FAX

FRE092603

Fleet-wide Automated Passenger
Counters

08/09

CON

ARRA

This is a new exempt project.
Adds: $1,000,000 of ARRA
funds to the CON phase of this
project in FFY 08/09.

$1,060,000

Existing

FAX

FREQC21510

Transit Enhancemenis

08/09

CON

ARRA

Adds: $2,250,000 of ARRA
funds to the CON phase of this
project in FFY 08/09.

$2,250,000

New

FAX

FREQ92604

Purchase CNG Oo_dun.wmmo«

08/09

CON

ARRA

This is a new exempt project.
Adds: $250,000 of ARRA funds
to the CON phase of this project
in FFY 08/08.

$250,000

Existing

FAX

FREQ21507

Purchase Support Vehicies

08/09

CON

ARRA

Adds; 112,685 of ARRA funds
to the CON phase of this project
in FFY 08/09.

$112,685

Existing

FAX

FRE021503

Preventive Maintenance

08/69

CON

ARRA

Adds: $1,850,000 of ARRA
funds to the CON phase of this
project in FFY 08/09.
Decrease FTA 5307 funds in
CON phase by $1,480,000 and
Locai fund in CON phase by
$370,000.

$1,850,000

New

FCRTA

FREQ92605

Preventative Maintenance

08/08

CON

ARRA

Adds: $1,719,500 of ARRA
funds to the CON phase of this
project in FEY C8/09.

$1,719,500

Existing

FAX

FRE022005

purchase of Revenue Vehicles (2 30°
CNG buses) to replace existing.

08/09

CON

ARRA

Adds: $800,000 of ARRA funds
to the CON phase of this project
in FFY 08/09.

800000

Total

$11,262,685

$1,719,500
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[ATE OF CALIFORNIA-~—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY

- DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DIVISION OF MASS TRANSPORTATION MS 39
1120 N STREET
P. 0. BOX 942874
SACRAMENTO, CA 94274-0001

ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor

" Flex your power!
PHONE (916) 634-8144 Be energy efficient!
FAX (916) 654-4818
TTY 711 -

March 11, 2009

CALL FOR PROJECTS ~ NON-AMERICAN RECOVERY AND REINVESTMENT ACT FUNDS

The California Department of Transportation’s (Department) Division of Mass Transportation is
pleased to announce a call for projects for the following Federal Transit Administration grant
programs for federal fiscal year 2009:

Section 5310 — Elderly and Disabled Specialized Transit Program

Estimated funding is $12.6 million

Website for additional information: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/MassTrans/53 10.html
Toll-free assistance line: 1-888-472-6816

Application due date to regional planning agency is June 5, 2009

Application due date to the Department on or before September 4, 2009

Section 5316 — Job Access and Reverse Commute Program for Small Urban.Proiects

» Estimated funding for small-urbanized projects is $3 million
» Application due date to regional planning agency with MOU is June 26, 2009
» Application due date to the Department on or before September 25, 2009

Section 5316 —Job Access and Reverse Commute Program for Rural Projects

* Estimated funding for rural projects is approximately $1.4 million
e Application due date to the Department on or before September 25, 2009
»  Website for additional information: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/MassTrans/5316.htmi

Section 5317 — New Freedom Program :.for anall Urban Projects
* Estimated funding for smali—ufb_aniz__ed projects is $1.6 million

e Application due date to regional planning agency with MOU is June 26, 2009
o Application due date to the Department on or before September 25, 2009

“Caltrans improves-mobility across Califorria™ .




March 11, 2009
Page 2

Section 5317 - New Freedom Program for Rural Projects

-

» EBstimated funding for raral projects is $.7 million
» Application due date to the Department on or before September 25, 2009
s Website for additional information: http.//www.dot.ca.gov/hg/MassTrans/5317 html

A fact sheet for each funding program is enclosed as well as a contact listing of the regional
transportation planning agencies. This information is available in alternate formats by request. We

look forward to working with you in this series of application cycles.

Sincerely,

OMBERLY A. GAYLE
Office Chief
Federal Transit Grants Programs

Enclosure

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”




CALL FOR PROJECTS FACT SHEET Federal Fiscal Year 2009

SECTION 5310-Elderly & Disabled Specialized Transit Program

Program Purpose:

To provide capital grants to assist private
nonprofit corporations and under certain
conditions public agencies to provide safe,
efficient and coordinated transportation
services for elderly individuals and individuals
with disabilities for whom public transportation
is otherwise unavailable, insufficient, or
inappropriate.

Coordinated Planning:

All projects selected for funding must be
derived from a coordinated public transit-
human services transportation plan. Contact
your Region Transportation Planning
Agency for guidance. See also:

hitp:ffwww. dot.ca. gov/ibg/Mass Trans/Coord-
Plan-Res.himl

Eligible Applicants:

»  Private non-profit organizations

s Governmental authorities that certify no
non-profit corporations or associations are
readily available in an area to provide the
service

»  Governmental authorities approved by the
State to coordinate services for elderly
individuals and individuals with disabilities

Applicant Ability:

Agency must be able to document the ability to:

» Provide an efficient and effective paratransit
service

»  Ongoing driver training program

*  Vehicle maintenance program (maintenance
costs can vary from as low as $3,000 to
$14,000 annually)

» Identify the source of the 11.47% local
match

Eligible Equipment:

»  Accessible vans and buses (sedans and
SUVs ineligible)

Radios and communication equipment

Computer hardware and software

Transit related ITS systems

Introduction of new technology through

innovative and improved products

Funding Selection Process:

Competitive applications are scored using
California Transportation Commission’s
(CTC) adopted Quantitative Scoring Criteria.
Scored projects are ranked and compiled into
a statewide-prioritized list using all of Federal
apportioned grant dollars. The prioritized list
is submitted to the CTC for adoption.

Program Requirements:

Successful applicants will enter into a Standard
Agreement with Caltrans that stipulates the
terms and conditions under which the equipment
must be procured and operated (including timely
submittal of Quarterly Reports and biennial
onsite inspections.) The Agreement will remain
in effect until the project is terminated and
formal disposition of the equipment has been
made.

Application Workshops:

Statewide workshops have been scheduled to
assist applicants in completing the competitive
funding application, understanding the scoring
worksheet, and receiving procurement
information. Check our website or call our toll
free phone number for location information or
registration assistance. Register for a workshop
through CalACT at: hittp;//www calact.org.

Projected Timeline for FFY 2009

» February -CTC adopted Scoring
Worksheets

= March - Call for Projects, Application
documents posted on website

» March through April — Application
workshops

= Tune 5 - Applications due to RTPA

= September 4 — Application due to Caltrans

»  September through November — Scoring
review and draft prioritized list established

»  December 2009 — Prioritized list adopted by

CTC

Section 5310 website:
hitp:/iwww.dot.ca gov/ha/MassTrans/5310. il

For questions call our toll free number at:
1-888-472-6816

Rev 3-9-200%




PROGRAM PURPOSE
The JARC program provides funding to support
projects designed to transport welfare recipients and
eligible low-income mdividuals to and from
employment activities and employment related
activities and to transport residents of urbanized
areas and non-urbanized areas to suburban
employment opportunities.

FTA FUNDING:
JARC program funding is available in two
categories:

e Approximately $ 3 million for JARC
small-urban projects.

e Approximately $1.4 million for JARC
rural projects.

ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS:
e Private non-profit organizations.
« State or local government authority.
o Operators of public transportation
services, including private operators of
public transportation services.

s Tribal Governments.

LOCAL MATCHING REQUIREMENTS:
- Federal share of eligible capital and planning costs
may not exceed 80 percent of the net cost activity.

The Federal share of the eligible operating costs
may not exceed 50 percent of the net operating costs
- of the activity.

COORDINATED PLANNING:

All projects selected for funding must be derived
from & coordinated public transit-human services
transportation plan as required by federal guidance.
Grant applications must include a Coordinated Plan
Certification.

PROJECT SELECTION PROCESS:

Projects will be awarded through a statewide
competitive selection process. The Division of
Mass Transportation (DMT) will evaluate all JARC
project applications through a JARC/New Freedom
review committee to determine the extent to which
the proposed projects

'SECTION 5316 — Job Access and Reverse Commute (JARC) Program
FACT SHEET Federal Fiscal Year 2008-09

meet the overall program goals and objectives.

However, a Local Agency (LA) with a recognized
small-urban area may choose to enter into a
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) agreement
with the DMT, to conduct its own regional
competitive selection process for those small-urban
JARC grant applications. A final list of selected
projects will be published and submitted to the FTA
for funding.

PLANNING REQUIREMENTS:

To be eligible for funding, JARC projects in
urbanized areas must be included in the
Metropolitan Transportation Plan prepared and
approved by the metropolitan planning organization
(MPQ), the Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP), and the Statewide Transportation _
Improvement Program (STIP) developed by the
State and jointly approved by the Federal Highway
Administration and the Federal Transit
Administration.

Projects outside the urbanized areas must be
included in, or consistent with, a long-range
transportation plan and be included in the STIP.

APPLICATION WORKSHOPS:

Statewide workshops are to assist applicants in
completing the funding application, understanding
the scoring worksheet, and receiving procurement
information. Please check our website for farther
information.

Section 5316 website:
http://www.dot,ca.gov/hg/MassTrans/5316.html

ADDITIONAL REFERNCE SOURCES:
Section 5317 website:
hitpy/fwww.dot.ca.gov/hg/Mass Trans/5317 htm!

DMT Coordinated Plan Reéources Center:

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/MassTrans/Coord-Plan-
Res.html




SECTION 5317 — New Freedom Program FACT SHEET
Federal Fiscal Year 2008-09

PROGRAM PURPOSE

The New Freedom program provides funding to
assist transit operators and public agencies provide
“new” transportation services for individuals with
disabilities above and beyond the minimum
currently required by the Americans with
Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101, et esq.).

FTA FUNDING:
New Freedom program funding is available in two
categories:

« Approximately $ 1.6 million for New
Freedom small-urban projects.

Approximately $ .7 million for New
Freedom rural projects.

ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS:
Private non-profit organizations.
State or local government authority.
Operators of public transportation
services, including private operators of
public transportation services.

Tribal Governments
LOCAL MATCHING REQUIREMENTS:

|| Federal share of eligible capital and planning costs

may not exceed 80 percent of the net cost activity.

The Federal share of the eligible operating costs
may not exceed 50 percent of the net operating costs
of the activity.

I COORDINATED PLANNING:

All projects selected for funding must be derived
from a coordinated public transit-human services
transportation plan as required by federal guidance.
- Grant applications must include a Coordinated Plan
Certification,

- PROJECT SELECTION PROCESS:

Projects will be awarded through a statewide
competitive selection process. The Division of
Mass Transportation (DMT) will evaluate all New
- Freedom project applications through a JARC/New
-~ Freedom review committee to determine the extent

to which the proposed projects meets the overall
program goals and objectives of the programs.

However, a Local Agency (LA) with a recognized
small-urban area may choose to. enter into a
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) agreement
with the DMT, to conduct its own regional
competitive selection process for those small-urban
New Freedom grant applications. A final list of
selected projects will be published and submitted to
the FTA for funding.

PLANNING REQUIREMENTS:

To be eligible for funding, New Freedom projects in
urbanized areas must be included in the
Metropolitan Transportation Plan prepared and
approved by the metropolitan planning organization.
(MPO), the Transportation Improvement Program
(T1P), and the Statewide Transportation '
Improvement Program (STIP) developed by the
State and jointly approved by the Feral Highway
Administration and the Federal Transit
Administration.

Projects outside the urbanized areas must be
included in, or consistent with, a long-range
transportation plan and be included in the STIP.

APPLICATION WORKSHOPS:

Statewide workshops are to assist applicants in
completing the funding application, understanding
the scoring worksheet, and receiving procurement
information. Please check our website for further
nformation.

Section 5317 website:

hitp://www.dot.ca,gov/hg/MassTrans/3317 . html

ADDITIONAL REFERNCE SOURC‘ES
Section 5316 website:
http://www.dot.ca,goviha/MassTrans/5316,html

. DMT Coordinated Plan Resources Center:

hitp:/fwww.dot.ca. gov/thassTrans/Coord—PIan—

Res. html
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SiMON AND COMPANY
[NCORPORATED

Intergovernmental Relations and Federal Affairs

1660 L. Street. NW » Suite 301 » Washington. D.C. 20036
(2023 659-2229 « Fax (202) 659-5234 ¢ e-mail: len simon@ simoncompany.com

MEMORANDUM

TO: Tony Boren
Marla Day
Barbara Steck
FROM: Len Simon
SUBJECT: 2009 Fresno COG “One Voice”: Observations and Recommendations

DATE: April 8, 2009

Thank you again for the opportunity to work with the 2009 Fresno COG “One
Voice” delegation. As with previous “One Voice” efforts, 2009 was very productive and
the caliber of projects, presentations and meetings continue to improve each year. It was
also a unique opportunity to have the group in town the very week that Congress was
wrapping up its historic work on the Recovery Act. Discussions on that subject helped to
inform and enrich all of our meetings.

In preparation for next year’s “One Voice” meetings in Washington, we wanted to
provide recommendations that you may wish to incorporate into the 2010 visit.

2009 “One Voice” Recommendations

1. Format - We sought many Obama Administration officials for 2009, but with
“One Voice occurring only 18 days after the inaugural, it was just not practical for them
to participate. Our Congressional representatives and Committee staff were, of course,
excellent and very informative. We recommend that the “One Voice™ effort in 2010 focus
at least 50% on White House and Obama administration appointees. One year from now
the Administration will be fully staffed and they will have much to say about new
initiatives impacting the One Voice participants.

As with past years, the joint congressional briefing worked well and as you will
recall, the congressional staff were thoroughly engaged in the discussion of projects,
which continued among them subsequent to the “One Voice” visit. However, with two
out of the four “One Voice” House members not accepting earmark requests, it is
important they we continue to balance our time with them to include mmportant policy
issues as well as earmark requests.



Although attendance at our Congressional reception was not what we would have
hoped for, we recommend trying that approach one more time. Knowing the distractions
which typically occur in a normal Congressional week, we will try a more focused
approach in making sure that House and Senate members and staff participate in the
reception. We also recommend that every speaker who participates in “One Voice”
throughout the three days be invited to the reception in the evening. Providing awards to
delegation members throughout the day continues to be a good idea. We were pleased
that both Senatoers Feinstein and Boxer, who have even more demanding schedules this
year, were able to participate. The meetings this year with both senators were excellent
and we will work to repeat similar meetings next year.

We also recommend trying to end each day’s events around 4:00 p.m., although
scheduling with key members of Congress does require us to extend meeting times
beyond that targeted time. We would also be pleased to work with you on arranging
group dinners each night if the delegation chooses to have arranged dinners each evening.

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

3. Materials ~ By late this year, there will be a full plate of policy issues on the
table impacting the region — transportation reauthorization, climate change and many
others. As a group we should be prepared to address each of these and engage on them
with Congressional and Administration officials in a detailed way. In addition, COG
briefing materials should reflect background and positions on these policy issues as they
have in the last several years. The materials that the COG staff provided each member of
the delegation and their staffs was quite impressive and we would advise that same
general package be used next year. The materials should also include the details of both
federal and non-federal funding sources for all projects.

4. Presentations — We recommend that the COG provide its “Briefing Book” to
congressional staff and others on a CD or flash stick in addition to hard copy so that it is
easier for the congressional staff to utilize them in for subsequent purposes.

5. Grants — As earmarks decline in number and value (Congressional intent 1s for
this to occur) COG should continue to look for grant opportunities that could be
applicable to the “One Voice” funding requests. We believe that grant opportunities will
grow under the Obama Administration. Beyond the “One Voice” requests, COG
members may find that there are funding opportunities available for a number of projects
in their respective jurisdictions for which they may wish to seek funding.

6. Recovery Act — By the time of the 2010 “One Voice” most of the funding for the
Recovery Act will have been received and implemented. We recommend that COG



prepare a “Special Report: The Region and the Recovery Act” to show Washington how
funds have been effectively utilized.

7. Future Appropriations. As with this year, we suggest COG carefully choose
projects that are regional in scope, but remain within the $2 — 3 million request range.

We would also urge you to consider only four appropriations projects for the 2010
program.

8. Transportation Reauthorization - As you know, the surface transportation
reauthorization bill process is now underway. Projects will be submitted in April-May
but few suspect the bill will be enacted this year. Thus, during “One Voice” 2010
reauthorization will be a hot topic and COG should be prepared to engage on it.

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

Please let us know if you have any questions or if we may be of further assistance.
We look forward to talking with you soon.
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California Transportation Commission Town-Hall Meeting

Four Points by Sheraton Hotel
5101 California Ave,

Bakersfield, CA 93309

(661) 325-9700

Wednesday, April 22, 2009

1-5 p.m.

- Map défe @0009 Teie Atias

1-1:20 p.m.

Introduction
Welcome Kern COG Executive Director Ron Brumimett Bistro
Bakersfield Mayor Harvey Hall Baliroom

Caltrans District 6 Director Malcolm Dougherty

1:20 — 2:20 p.m.

San Joaquin Valley Regional Overview

Regional Growth
Impacts Fresno COG (speakers to be determined)

Goods Movement Kern County Supervisor Michael Rubio,
Kern COG Executive Director Ron Brummett

Freight Rail Activity 7wlare County Supervisor Allan Ishida,
TCAG Executive Director Ted Smalley

2:20 - 2:30 p.m,

Break

2:30-4:30 p.m.

Regional Transportation Report

2:30-3 p.m. Kern Council of Governments
Thomas Roads Improvement Program — City of Bakersfield
International Trade and Transportation Center — City of Shafter
Mojave Spaceport/Inland Port — East Kern Airport District

3-3:30 p.m. Tulare County Association of Governments

3:30-4 p.m. Council of Fresno County Governments

4-4:30 p.m. Kings County Association of Governments

4:30-4:35 p.m.

Closing Remarks
Kern COG Executive Director Ron Brummett

4:35-5 p.m.

Public Comments

6-7:30 p.m,

Informal Reception Bistro
Ballroom







POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEE

ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS
AGENDA ITEM III. H.






California Partnership for the

San Joaguin Valley

April 3, 2009

i R0 E 2008
Council of Fresno County Governments - M B

Tony Boren, Executive Director :‘%?WW?
2035 Tulare Street #201 =RESNG COE
Fresno, CA 93721

Dear Mr. Boren:

Confirming communications with the staff of your Council of Governments, this letter is
to formally request $33,500 funding from Council of Fresno County Governments for the
continued operations of the California Partnership of the San Joaquin Valley. As a basis
for this request, please find the following: Attachment “A” - Partnership “Sustainability”
Budget; Attachment “B” - Partnership Gap Funding allocation; and Attachment “C” -
Partnership Successes.

The Partnership was established by executive order of the Governor in 2006 and
extended indefinitely in December 2008. However, the extension does not include any
funding in addition to the initial $5 million provided in 2006, which expires June 30, 2009.
We will continue efforts to try to secure funding from the State, but must anticipate the
possibility of receiving no funding given the State’s current fiscal situation. It is the intent
of the Partnership board to continue the work of the Partnership in FY 2009-10, even if
activities must be somewhat curtailed to adjust to the current fiscal environment. To that
end, the staff has developed a minimum budget level that includes a total of 4 FTE's to
support the Partnership’s administrative, communications and government affairs
functions, eliminating the staff of the Partnership work groups (nine of the ten
Partnership Work Groups have indicated that they will find a way to continue to advance
their programs to meet goals and objectives, although without State funding, the level
and pace of activity will be diminished). Under this minimum “sustainability” budget
scenario, the majority of the funding will come from the Office of Community and
Economic Development at California State University, Fresno. However, there is a
$142,000 gap that we are requesting be filled by the 8 County Council of Governments
on a pro-rata basis based on county population.

As is noted in the attached partial list of successes (Attachment “C”), your organization
and the individual members have greatly benefited from the establishment of the
Partnership and will continue to do so in the future. Benefits provided to Valley cities
and counties include the creation of the San Joaquin Valley Clean Energy Organization,
the San Joaquin Housing Trust, and funding generated for the foliowing: Highway 99
Business Plan ($1 billion earmark in the infrastructure bonds — the only such earmark

5010 N Woodrow Ave,
2nd Floor, M/S WC 142
Fresno, California 93740

£59.204.6021 T
550.294.6024 F

www. sivparinership.org



included in the $37 billion bond package); Prop 1B infrastructure improvements ($824
million); Prop 1B Goods Movement Emissions Reduction Program ($250 million);
planning funds for a U.C. medical school in the Valley ($5 million); and a number of
grants for workforce development totaling more than $1 mitlion.

Reports from the executive staffs of the Valley COGs indicate that they see the
Partnership’s biggest benefiis to be advocacy for Valley programs and projects.
Because the Partnership board includes eight members of the Governor's Cabinet, the
administration has become much more aware and knowledgeable of the issues in the
Valley, and they have been very helpful in giving us unprecedented access to funding
streams. A recent example of our coordinated advocacy efforts is the coordination and
formation of the Regional Economic Recovery Work Plan for the State of California
Business, Transportation and Housing Agency. The Secretariat held regional meeting to
educate individual cities, counties and agencies on how to submit projects for
consideration, collected and reviewed the projects and prepared the “draft’ Plan all
within 4 weeks. In all there were over 4000 projects submitted. After removing
redundancies, there were 2,412 projects totaling over $9.3 billion in funding requests
and generating a potential estimated 11 million jobs. In other areas of the State, there

was a lack of a coordinated effort and as a result a less than comprehensive Plan was
submitted.

The Partnership has a ten year Strategic Plan. We are now in year 3 of that Strategic
Plan. There is still much work to do and continuation of the Partnership through the
Secretariat is essential to maintain progress in furthering the Valley. We ask that you
give consideration in assisting in this effort by helping us fill the funding gap. If you have
any questions or need further information, please feel free to contact me at (559) 696-
2524 or by email at mdozier@csufresno.edu.

Sincerely,

Mike Dozier
t ead Executive

Encl: Attachments as stated

PAGE 2 OF 2



Attachment “A” — Parinership “Sustainabiiity” Budget
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Attachment ‘B" - Partnership Gap Funding Allocation

California Partnership for the San joaquin Valiey

FY 2009-2010 Budget

Proposed Allocation of Funding Gap: $142,000

Factor: 3.6 cents per capita {rounded down to nearest hundred}

Proposed

County Population funding
Fresno 531,098 $33,500
Kern 817,517 529,400
Kings 154,434 $5,500
Madera 150,887 45,400
Merced 255,250 $9,200
San Joaquin 685,650 524,600
Stanisiaus 525,903 518,900
Tulare 435 254 515,600
Total 3,955,953 5142,100

Source: Department of Finance Population Estimates, Jonl, 2008
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Californio Porinership for he
San Joaquin Vatley

California’s 2ist Contury Oppoviunity
2 7 )i

o Partnership board awarded $2.5 million in sced grants to fund 14 regional projects, jump-start major initiatives
outlined in Stralegic Action Proposal. Projects have leveraged more than $15 millfion in additional funding.

o Pastnership requested that Caltrans accelerate completion of the Highway 99 Business Plan, which calls for 56
billion fo be invested over the next 10 years. This resulted in a $1 billion carmark by the Governor and State
Legislature to jumpstart Highway 99 improvements (the only earmark in the $37 billion approved by the voters).

» With support from the parinership, the Valley formed pannerships with northern California to compete for the $2
billion provided through Prop |B for infrastructure improvements along trade corridors with a high volume of
freight movement. Together, the coalition secured over $824 million for regional projects adopted by the CTC. This
included the adoption of five Valley infrastructare improvement projects totaling mere $205 million.

» Partnership worked with San Joaguin Valley Air Pollution Control District, legislative delegation to advocate for
and secure $250 miilion in Prop 1B Goods Movement Emissions Reduction Program funding for San Joaquin
Valley Goods Movement Emissions Reduction Program funding for the Valley. The Pannership helped secure
additional air quality mitigation funding totaling $56.5 M, including $44 M EQIP funding, $12.5 M DERA funding.

+ Five new enterprise zones were designated in the San Joaguin Valley.

o The Partnership successfully advocated for the Hospital Council to receive a $500,008 grant from the Stale to
establish the San Joaquin Valley Nursing Education Consortium,

o Al cight Valley counties and the respective councils of government are collaborating on the Regional Blueprint
Process and were awarded $2 million in grant funding.

» The {1.8. Department of Labor awarded $1.85 million to expand nurse training at conmunity colleges in Merced
and Modesto, as well as SCCCD’s Madera Center.

« California Labor and Workforce Development Agency’s Employment Training Panel awarded Kern Community
College District $500,000 for iraining in high-wage occupations, such as manufacturing, logistics and construction.

 Prepared water system funding applications through seed grant with Self Help Enterprises for $21 million for 20
communities with poor water systerns. $10 miltion have been awarded.

. » Coordinated and led the Tulare Lake Basin Working Group. Secured £324.000 in federal funding. Completed the

. Tulare Basin Wildlife-Riparian Corridor Plan.

» $2 million Community-Based Job Training Grant was awarded to State Center Community College District and
West Hills College to provide fraining through the “Ensuring Agriculture for Tomorrow™ (EAT) program.

Office of Community Mike Dozier, Direclor {559) 284-6027 Direct
and Economic Development £-inail: méoHenBesufresno.edu (5589) 294-6021 Office
California State University, Fresno {558) 204-6024 Office Fax

5010 K. Woodrow Ave., Suiie 200, WS WC142
Fresno, CA 83740

www sivparinership.omg
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» Partnership Water Work Group is working with Vailey stakeholders in an unprecedented effort to develop an
integrated regional water plan.

» Partnership Air Quality and Transportation Work Groups worked together to ensure that the high-speed rzil system
serves the needs of the entire San Joaquin Valley. Worked toward successful passage of AB 3034, legislation thal
specifically identified the Altamont Corridor connecting the San Joaquin Vallcy to the Bay Areans a high-speed
segment eligible for funding under the proposed $9 billion bond. The language was included in the high-speed rail
bond passed by voters on November 4, 2008.

» The 8 County EDC’s are all working on strengthening five regional industry clusters with significant growth
potential.

» The 8 County WIBs have joined together to do Valley-wide surveys to determine high-demand occupations in these
industry clusters. Additionally, with seed funding from the partnership, they have launched a single web site to
connect job seekers and employers (wwyw.careersinthevallev.com ) and converged on a single assessment tool.

« Supenintendents from the eight Valley counties have convened regularly to improve K-12 education.

» Partnership Secretariat prepared the draft Regional Economic Recovery Work Plan. The Plan was prepared with
assistance from the seven work groups who assembled, reviewed, separated, and forwarded over 5,000 projects
related 1o transportation, public infrastructure, economic development,. Workforce development, housing, air
quality, water and Energy.

o The Work Plan will assist cities, counties and agencies in the San Joaquin Valley receive funds through
the federal Stimulus legisiation.

s Completed the Metro Rural Loop Corridor Preservation Feasibility Study. Received an additional $276,000 from
Caltrans io devetop formal regional collaboration process and structure encompassing Fresno, Madera, Tulare and
King Counties (30 incorporated cities).

+ Stakeholders from a range of public and private sector interests — urban, rural, agriculture, business, environmental
—joined forces on two Partnership-reiated entities: Creation of the San Joaguin Valley Clean Energy
Organization and the San Joaguin Valley Housing Trust.

+ ‘The San Joaquin Vailey Clean Energy Organization is working on energy conservation with 14 Valley cities.
Additionally, it has signed an MOU making the Valley the first national demonstration site for the 25x°25 Initiative
{25% of energy from renewable sources by the year 20235).

3127109



Council of Fresno Counly Governments
2009/10 Member Dues Schedule”

CENSUS 1 Voice Catifornia Total
FOPULATION BUES Partnership Dues
MEMBER 01/01/08 PERCENT SCHEDULE SCHEDULE
Clovis 94,278 10.13% 8,202 3,392 11,594
Coalinga 19,083 2.05% 1,658 686 2,344
Firebaugh 8,811 0.73% 533 245 838
Fowler 5572 0.60% 485 200 685
Fresno City 486,118 52.21% 42,289 17,490 59,779
Huron 7.553 0.81% 657 272 929
Kerman 13,878 1.49% 1.207 499 1,706
Kingsburg 11,257 1.21% 979 405 1,384
Mendota 9,787 1.05% 851 352 1,203
Orange Cove 10,774 1.16% 037 388 1,325
Parlier 13,325 1.43% 1,159 479 1,638
Reedley 25,584 2.75% 2,226 920 3,146
Sanger 25,046 2.69% 2,179 901 3,080
San Joaquin 4,521 0.49% 393 163 556
Seima 23,284 2.50% 2,028 838 2,864
Fresno Co. 174,248 18.71% 15,159 6,269 21,428
TOTALS 931,098 100% 81,000 33,500 114,500
81,000 33,500

* Estimate Only - Actual Dues level subject to Board approval of May/June contract negofiation.
01/01/08 Population Estimates revised in May.






