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County of Fresno
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

SUPERVISOR HENRY PEREA — DISTRICT THREE

May2l,2009

Tony Boren
Executive Director
Fresno COG
2035 Tulare Street, #201
Fresno, CA 93721

Dear Mr. Boren:

As you know, the North Fork Mono Rancheria is petitioning the U.S. Department of the

Interior to allow them to establish a casino along Highway 99, a distant 40 miles from its

foothill reservation. If given approval, this casino will be a great detriment to Fresno

County’s roads, water and air quality. The County’s cities located along Highway 99,

specifically, will feel the brunt of these negative environmental impacts.

I have enclosed a resolution opposing this proposed casino that I would like to have

included in the COG’s June agenda. I would like to urge COG members to join me in

opposing this project by passing the resolution and sending it to Secretary of the Interior

Ken Salazar with copies to Congressman George Radanovich and Senator Diane

Feinstein.

Please let me know if you have any questions. You may reach me at (559) 488-3663.

Respectfully,

Henry Perea
Supervisor, District 3
Board of Supervisors
County of Fresno

Room 300, HaU of Records / 2281 Tulare Street / Fresno, Callfoma 93721-2198 / (559) 488-3663 / FAX (559) 455-4704 / 1-800-742-1011
Equal Employment Opportunity. Affirmative Action • Disabled Employer



WHEREAS, The Fresno County Council of Governments affirms its support of Proposition 1A

as passed by the voters in 1999 to permit gaming on Tribal lands; and

WHEREAS, the Fresno County of Governments supports Tribal efforts to engage in economic

development for the benefit of the welfare of Tribal members; and

WHEREAS, the Fresno County Council of Governments opposes the practice of reservation

shopping by Tribes to acquire additional lands away from established Tribal lands; and

WHEREAS, the North Fork Tribe of Mono Indian’s proposed casino on Highway 99 in Madera

County is forty miles away from the tribe’s tribal lands; and

WHEREAS, this proposed casino would likely increase traffic on Highway 99 worsening traffic

congestion in and around Fresno County; and

WHEREAS, the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin currently is designated as “extreme”

nonattainment for the 1-hour ozone standard. In the next 3 to 6 months, the San Joaquin Valley

Air Pollution Control District anticipates the United States Environmental Protection Agency

will classify the Valley as “extreme” non-attainment for the 8-hour ozone standard, a standard

tougher than the 1-hour ozone standard. The increased traffic directly related to the proposed

casino will worsen the Valley’s air quality situation, particularly in Fresno County and its cities

located along Highway 99; and

WHEREAS, increased air pollution emissions from this proposed casino would adversely impact

the economy of Fresno County by putting the region at additional risk of federal sanctions for

nonattainment of ozone and particulate matter standards; and

WHEREAS, the proposed casino and the intensive development it represents could place

additional demands on the already over-taxed surface water supplies of the San Joaquin River

and could make Fresno’s water supply situation more tenuous.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Fresno County Council of Governments opposes the

North Fork Tribe’s off reservation casino project and urges its rejection by the United States

Department of Interior.



MEMBERS OF THE BOARD

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
FRANK BIGELOW

COUNTY OF MADERA
RONNDOMII’IIO

MADERA COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER MAX RODRIGUEZ
200 W. FOURTH STREET / MADERA, CALIFORNIA 93637 TOM WHEELER
(559) 675-7700 / FAX (559) 673-3302 / TDD (559) 675-8970

TANNA BOYD, Clerk of the Board

June 18, 2009

Council of Fresno County Governments
2035 Tulare St
Fresno, CA 9372 1-2004

Dear Sirs,

I recently learned that the Council of Fresno County Governments would be considering a
resolution regarding the proposed North Fork Rancheria of Mono Indians Casino. While it is
unordinary that your organization would be taking a position on a project so far removed from
your jurisdiction, I understand that the economic windfall that the proposed facility creates will
certainly benefit Fresno County as well.

The Madera County Board of Supervisors, in addition to both the Cities of Madera and
Chowchilla have recognized the much needed “shot in the arm” that the North Fork Rancheria
Project will bring to our area. At a time when unemployment is rising to or above record levels,
families are being forced from their homes, and as you certainly are aware, local government
revenues are drastically falling, now is indeed the time to move this great economic development
project moving forward.

From an environmental impact standpoint, you should know that the County of Madera has a
very extensive Memorandum of Understanding that was crafted in cooperation with both cities to
address local government impacts and concerns. Additionally, Cal-Trans is a cooperating Agency
in the project and transportation issues have been addressed. To go a step further, nearly every
imaginable impact is being addressed in an Environmental Impact Statement that we expect to be
released any day now.

In closing, while we recognize that your consideration of this project is both unusual and
extraordinary and while we are not expecting your organization to take a position, we encourage
you to acknowledge the work that the County, both cities and numerous organizations and
individuals have done to bring this very worthwhile project to fruition.

Sincerely,

Max Rodriguez
Chairman
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Tony Boren
Executive Director
Fresno COG

Dear Tony:

On behalf of California Consulting, LLC please accept this letter as a partial summary of
our activities for Fresno COG during the last 12 months. California Consulting, LLC is
pleased to report to you the following:

• “One Voice”: Our company organized the annual Fresno COG “One Voice” trip
to the State Capitol. This year, the Fresno COG delegation was the largest group
Fresno COG has taken to the State Capitol. We organized two days of meetings
with several high level and influential state policyrnakers including both elected
arid appointed officials. Our office worked with COG staff to develop the List of
priority items for the delegation to present on the “One Voice” trip. Feedback
based on a post-trip survey from participants revealed very high marks and
positive responses regarding the trip, the meetings, the format, and the
performance of California Consulting, LLC,

• State and Local Partnership: Our assigned task from Fresno COG was to lobby
against language that would have unfairly distributed the SLPP money from Prop.
lB. Our goal was to ensure Fresno County received its fair share. A major
success in the last year was the budget bill language that was added to the State
budget at Fresno COG ‘s request regarding the State and Local Partnership
Program. I have attached a summary of this achievement from our company web
page. This assigned task was difficult, challenging, and required hard work,
various meetings, utilization of our relationships at the State Capitol, and
coordination between various entities, and offices to reach the desired result. The
adoption of this language in the State Budget resulted in Fresno County receiving
approximately S8 million in transportation funding. In order to achieve the task
we had to lobby to change language advocated by the Senate President Pro-Tern
at the time (Perata). See attachment for details.

Central Valley Office
1530 East ShawAvenue
Suite 114
Fresno, CA 93710

June g, 2009

Sacramento Office
520 Capitol Mall
Suite 700
Sacran,ento,CA 95814

SmYE SAM1LLAN

Phone (559) 144-0801 FAX (559) 244-0804 E.Mail Ca-ConsuIdngsbcgbbaLnet

Websie www.cahforniaconsulting.org
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• SB 974: The port container fee bill was a major piece of legislation generating
news coverage statewide including from the Los Angeles Times. Our assigned
task by Fresno COG was to amend the bill with our preferred language to include
the Valley or to ask for a veto of the bill. An informal working group of Valley
representatives composed of San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
Director Seyed Sadredin, San Joaquin. Valley Partnership Air Quality Working
Group Chairman Pete Weber, and myself met with bill author Senator Lowenthal
several times personally regarding our proposed amendments. Additionally, we
met with Senator Lowenthal’s staff and various policymakers and staff members
related to the issue at the State Capitol. Although Senator Lowenthal was very

accessible and met personally with Seyed, Pete, and I several times he ultimately
did not adopt our amendments as part of his bill. Once our proposed amendments
were not adopted our office led the opposition to SB 974 and lobbied the
Governor’s office very aggressively for a veto of the bill because San Joaquin
Valley concerns were not taken into account and our amendments were not
accepted by the bill author. SB 974 was vetoed by the Governor and the
Governor twice mentioned the San Joaquin Valley lack of inclusion in the bill as
partial reasons for his veto when he sent out his veto message on the bill.
Attached is a further detailed explanation of SB 974 and our role.

• Child Care Issue: At the request of Chairman Rodriguez and several COG
Policy Board members our office took the lead on advocating for regulatory

changes and funding from the California Department ofEducation and
Superintendent O’Connell for rural child care centers in Fresno County. Our
office organized a luncheon in Fresno with Fresno County Leaders and brought
State Superintendent of Public Instruction Jack O’Connell to the event as the
special guest. At the luncheon several issues related to rural child care were
discussed and a follow up meeting was set up by our office in Sacramento. We
then assembled a delegation of Fresno County leaders including Chairman
Rodriguez, other COG Policy Board members, and staff had a very productive
meeting with Superintendent O’Connell in Sacramento. At this meeting we
presented Mr. O’Connell with a list of recommendations to assist rural child care
facilities in Fresno County. Fortunately, several of the group’s recommendations
were adopted by Superintendent O’Connell and his California Department of
Education. Several conference calls were organized and held by our office to set
strategy and develop goals to achieve the desired results. Another follow up
meeting with top leaders from the California Department of Education and COG
Policy board members has been set up by our office for the end of June in

Sacramento.
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Medi-Cal Rate Reimbursement: At the request of several COG Policy Board
members our office took the lead to lobby against the proposed cuts to medi-cal
rate reimbursements that would have been devastating to rural health facilities.
The City ofReedley lead this endeavor and there was also participation from the
cities of ParLier, Fowler, Orange Cove, Kingsburg, Selma, Sanger, and others. Our
office organized a day long lobbying trip to Sacramento and a delegation of
Mayors, Coucilmemembers, and City Managers attended. The group met with
several key policymakers including elected and appointed officials. Two
subsequent follow up trips to the State Capitol were organized and ultimately the
proposed inedi-cal rate reimbursement cuts were mitigated, lessened, and
prolonged over a longer period of time. The City of Reedley played a major role
working with our office on this successful effort.

• Regular Communication with COG: Our office submits a written report to the
COG PAC and Policy board each month reporting on our activities. Additionally,
we kept in regular communication with you and your staff on a myriad of
different issues on virtually a daily basis. As well, I personally appeared at
virtually every COG monthly Policy Board meeting for the last 12 months and
presented a verbal report in addition to our written report. This regular
communication and attendance at the monthly Policy board meetings provided for
interactive dialogue and positive interaction.

• Reu1ar Communication with Sacramento Leaders: I personally have
remained in close conununicatiori with the Fresno County State legislative
delegation, the Governor’s Office in Sacramento and Fresno, BTH, Cal-TRANS,
and other key elected and appointed officials through regular meetings in
Sacramento.

In recent weeks our office has been asked to engage in several issues of great
importance to Fresno COG. A partial list of current and upcoming projects is as
follows:

SD 375: Working closely with Clovis Mayor and COG Policy Board Memer
Harry Armstrong our office is engaged in an effort to request an extension of
time for cities to implement SB 375. The COG Policy Board has adopted this
issue as a formal action and direction to our office and we are working with
Senate President Pro-Tern Steinberg’s Office on a meeting date in
Sacramento to discuss this issue. Additionally, we are engaging the Fresno
County state legislative delegation and briefing them on this issue as well as
requesting their support and action.
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• Lobbying Trip to Sacramento: San Joaquin Valley Regional Policy
Council Chairman (8 valley cog’s) Michael Rubia has asked our office to
organize a valley delegation to travel to Sacramento to lobby on a host of key
issues important to the Valley in the current state budget battle. Topping this
list is a proposed cut to Prop. 42, lobbying against SB 716 (Wolk), opposing
the gas tax suspension, opposing the Prop. 1 A property tax take away and
possibly other issues. We are working together to confirm a date in June for a
lobbying trip to Sacramento to discuss these and other key issues.

Summary: California Consulting, LLC proposes to extend our contract with the
Fresno COG at the same rate and same terms as it currently exists. We are proud
of our accomplishments over the last year for the Fresno COG, enjoy working
with you and your staff and look forward to many more successes for Fresno
COG in the months and years ahead. Please do not hesitate to contact me should
you have any questions about the contents of this letter.

Warm Regards,

Steve Samuelian
California Consulting, LLC



California Lobbying

In order to keep our dents regularly
Informed of updates from the Capitol, we
routinely Invite special guests from
Sacramento to visIt the San Joaguin Valley.
Each quarter we host a luncheon roundtabis
with a key elected or appointed official from
die Capitoi. Recent ev&,tS have been held
In Sange,, Sna. R.eedley, Fowlr, and
Fresno b mrljunctlon with our office. Guesto
have incbded State Superintendent of
Public tnstructlon Jack O’Connell, the
Governor’s Cabinet Secretary, and other key
poScymakars. This alows our dents to
Interact with major poilcymaker in a unique
small group setting here In the San 3oaquln
vetity. VIaw et event lnvltatIDi

Page 1 of4

When It comes to lobbying the State of California you want the best representing
you and your interests. California Consulting, LLC has a proven track record of
success. Specializing In securing funding for clients, California Consulting, LLC has a
stunning record of success related to obtaIning money from the State. We have the
relationships to successfully lobby to obtain funds. Our success has been
remarkable. A few specific exarnple5 are as follows:

$1 BILUON FOR HIGHWAY 99

Under the leadersl,lp and with the strong efforts of our excellent San Joaquin Valley
State LegIslative Delegation the Valley was able to secure a $1. billion earmark in the
Prop. LB bond, We are very fortunate to have a Valley State Legislative Delegion
with the lIkes of Senators Itoy Ashburn, Dave CogdllI, Jeff Denham, and Dean Flocez,
as well as Assembly members Greg Aghazarlan, Juan ArarT’buia, Cathleen Galgianl,
Bill Maze, Nicole Parra, Mike Villines, Alan Nakanashl, and ethers from the Valley
who pushed herd for this funding.

The only project named by name in the $19.9 billion Proposition 10 transportation
bond passed by the Legislature was a $1 bIllion ‘earmark” for Highway 99. CalIfornia
Consulting, LLC led the lobbying effort to obtain this earmark. Through extensive
strategy, tactics, negotiations, and utilizing long-standing relationship we were able
to position this project perfectly. Working closely with Legislative Leaders from both
political parties, the Governor’s Office, and key opinion leaders in Sacramento, we
helped secure language In the Prop. 1 bond that guaranteed the $1 billion for
HIghway 99. Bringing together a diverse and broad coalition of interests, California
Consulting, LLC was the catalyst for this successful effort.

SALINAS VALLEY ENTERPRISE ZONE

California Consulting, tiC successfully wrote an application and lobbIed for approval
of the Salinas Valley Enterprise Zone. The first of Its kind in the region, this complex
and challenging endeavor took several months of intrIcate planning and strategy.
The project was a joint effort of Monterey County, and the Cities of Salinas, Soledad,
Gonzales, King City, and Greenfield. Working on behalf of the County as well as the
5 dtles, our team skillfully crafted the application and worked for approval In
Sacramento. Utilizing our relationships and contacts in Sacramento we set up
meetings, held discussions and urged approval of this important applIcation which
was eventually approved. ibe final application was ranked by the State housIng and
Community Development very high in the final analysIs.

$5 MILLION FOR ThE CALIFORNIA PARTNERSHIP FOR ThE SAN
JOAQUIN VALLEY

The Governor created the California Parthership for the San .Ioaquin Valley through
an Executive Order. This Partnership has served as an excellent source of

Track Record of Successful Lobbying

Quarterly Luncheons

http.//ca]iforniaconsulting.orgllobbying.htm 6/8/2009
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coordinatIon for the Valley and has resulted in many specific achievements. In 2006-
2007 the funding for the Partnership was in serious jeopardy and the Joint Assembly
and Senate Budget Conference Committee had “zeroed” out their fundIng. Our
clients, the Fresno COG asked our company to Intervene and help restore the
funding for the partnership. Utilizing our Capitol connections, relationships, and
good old fashioned hard work to put together a strategy on numerous fronts to
restore this funding. One tactic was a quickly organized trip to Sacramento with
several leading elected officials and community members from Stockton in the North
to Kern County In the South all attending. We organIzed 14 meetIngs in one day at
the Capitol and met with many Senators, Assembly members, and others to
persuade them to re-instate this Important funding. Withiri days of California
Consulting, LLC getting involved, the legislature restored the full $5 mll)ioi, funding
for the Partnership and the funding was again part of the budget ultimately signed
by the Governor.

PROP. 19 AiR QUALITY MITIGATION DOLLARS FOR VALLEY

Working in concert with the California Partnership for the San Joaquin Valley Air
QuaI!ty Working Group (Chairman Peter Weber) our company helped lead the
charge in Sacramento to secure a fair share of the air quality mitigatIon money from
Prop. lB. We gathered letters of support from Valley legislators stretching from
Stockton to Bakersileld arid rallied legislators arid legislative stall’ to make caiis arid
push the Legislative leadership and Air Resources Board to recognize the San
Joaquin Valley’s unique needs relative to air quality. California Consulting organized
countless meetings, conference calls and strategy session at the State Capitol and in
the Valley regardIng this Issue.

HIGHWAY 99 FEDERAL DESIGNATION SUPPORT

The Fresno Council of Governments (COG) is composed of the 15 citIes In Fresno
V County plus the County of Fresno. The COG goal was to obtain a letter of support

from the Governor of California for the possibility of turning Highway 99 Into a
federal interstate. Others had tried to obtain this letter for years, without success.
Fresno COG retaIned California ConsultIng, tiC on a short-term 60 day only contract
with the specific goal of obtaining the letter of support. Our team outlIned a strategy
for success, making numerous visits to Sacramento, met with key Legislative
Leaders, the Governors Senior Staff, key leaders at Business, Transportation, and
Housing Agency, and others. Within 4 short weeks, the letter of support was sent
from the Governor to federal officials in Washington D.C. Fresno COG recognized
California Ccirisulung, LLC on the achievement of obtaining this letter

COMMUNITY CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES SUCCESS

Our clients, the cities of Coalinga arid Delano suffered for more than 16 years with
state contracts to run local pnsonsVcalled “Community Correctional Facilities” in their
cities. These CCF’s were never given a cost of living Inc-ease for any purposes and

V eventually functioned as state Institutions subsidized by local governments. The
cIties were digging into their general funds to subsidize these state Institutions In
their communities. Despite lobbying efforts by others for many years, the state did

V not assist the CCF’s and the cities. California Consulting, LLC was retained by the
cities and within two short years drafted, lobbied, and orchestrated a budget bill

through the legislature to tie CCF increases to Department of Corrections increases.
Therefore, the CCF’s received Increases equivalent to whatever Increases the
Department of Corrections received. ThIs budget bill resulted In hundreds of
thousands of dollars to both the cities of Delano and Coaiinga. The budget bill was
brought through the legislative process from start to finish by CalifornIa Consulting.
Whether it was drafting the language, meeting with ti-ic appropriate staff, convincing
key Legislators and eventually obtaining the support of the Governor arid the
Department of Corrections, it was California Consulting, LLC that delivered for our
clients.

Without the hard work, determination and leadership of Senator Dean Fiorez and

http://ca1iforniaconsu1ting.org/1obbying.htm 6/8/2009
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Assemblywoman Nicole Perra this increa5e would not have happened. Florez and

Parra went above and beyond the call of duty for their dIstricts arid the Valley

Community Correctional Facilities,

STATE AND LOCAL PARTNERNSHIP PROP. lB MONEY

The voters passed Prop. LB In November 2006 approving $1 billion in bond money

for counties for transportation needs. Since passage, California Consulting has been
closely tracking the Prop. 1 State and Local Partnership program

The money was set to be distributed by the Legislature based on a formula and
guidelines. This Issue became hotly debated in the State Legislature with many
entities battling over the guidelInes and formula that would determine how much
money each county would receive. The money was intended to be an incentive’ for
counties that adopted their own voter approved transportation sales taxes like
Fresno County’s Measure C. These counties are referred to as seif-heIp.” The state
bond money would be a doliar for dollar match to the local sales tax money.

Last year the Legislature was unable to come to agreement on this issue although at
least two major bills (one In theAssamblyand one In the Senate) were offered.

A budget trailer bill (AB 268) was drafted this year to set the guidelines for the
distribution of the State and Local Partnership monies. Once drafted our Office was
alerted (by our clients the Fresno COG) to the fact that the language treated some
valley counties, Including Fresno Cou nty unfairly.

In a united, team effort, we worked with several entitles Lndudlng Fresno COG,
other Valley COGs, Peter Weber, our legislatIve delegation and others to attempt to

amend the budget trailer bill. We wanted to amend the language to allow for Fresno

County to have a more fair allocation of the dollars. 5% of the State and Local
Partnership monies are going to be distributed based on the formula In this budget

trailer bill on a non-competitive basis. The remainder of the funds will be dIstributed

to entItles that levy unIform developer fees on a competitive basis

Ultimately, thanks to our outstanding Fresno area state delegation (Cogdiil, Florez,
VillInes, and Arambuia) the budget trailer was amended with our language. Several

meetings, c-mails, calls, conference calls, strategy meetings, and other discussions
led up to this success. Utilizing our relationships and contacts in Sacramento,
California Consulting, LLC played a major role in positionIng this budget trailer bill
amendment for Induslon.

AB 268 allows for the northern counties allocation to be based on population for
counties that have transportation sies tax measures like Measure C. The return to
source method would be used for the northern counties that have bridge tolls,
property, or parcel taxes. So Fresno County will be in the population allocation like
we wanted.

Through the work of these 4 legislators Fresrio County stands to gain another $7-$8
miiiion in transportation dollars from the SLPP program. Our original estImate of
funds to Fresno County was about $15 million and is now around $23 million. Keep

in mind these are estimates based on the formula allocation,

The above is a real and tangible example of California Consulting’s work In the
2007-08 budget.

SB 974 VETO SUCCESS

Our clients the Fresno Council of Governments (all 15 cIties in Fresno County pius

the County of Fresno) gave our company their #1 priority in 2008 to either amend
or stop the Port Container Fee bill S 974. The bill called for fees at the ports but did
not provide for any funding for the San 3oaquln Valley which Is where the containers

eventually would come through on our highways, polluting our cities and counties.

We asked fQr funding to mitigate this aIr pollution Issue and poInted out that the Sari

http://ca1ifomiaconsuIting.org/1obbying.htm 6/8/2009
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)oaquln Valley has been designated with some of the worst air ri the nation. The
amendments we proposed were riot adopted and our clients asked us to strongly
advocate rer a veto of SB 974.

Working In conjunction with our fantastic Valley state legislative delegation, we
lobbied the Governor’s Office, the Mr Resources Board, Cal-EPA, and other key
groups making them aware of the San Jaquin Valley’s concerns abeut SB 974. We
worked on the SB 974 issue for close to one year, held dozens of meetings,
conference calls, and strategy sessions with our clients as well as with legislators
arid staff at lie Capitol.

Ultimately, SB 974 was vetoed by the Governor and lie specifically mentions the San
)oaquln Valley two times as part of the rean for his veto In his veto message.
Read.thcttJcltJn San aaqwIn..YalIeyfrnla

Home I PoIicie Contact I Top of Page

Cliforna Consulting, LLC 2005 2009 I All Rights Reterved

Wab sting..&.Devalopment by Wattlaweb Global Solutions

http://californiaconsulting.org/lobbying.htm 6/8/2009
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MEMORANDUM

STRATEGY

RESEARCH

INSTITUTE

G. Gary Manross, Ph.D.
Chairman/CEO

G. Gary Manross, Ph.D.
Political Communications
& Media Effects

Richard R. Miller. Jr., Ph.D.
Urban & Regional Planning

Michael D. Cozzens, Ph.D.
Communication Research &
Organizational Communications

Debra L. Schultz, Ph.D.
Speech Communications
& Persuasion

Mary Ann Williams, M.A.
Sociology
Senior Research Associate

WWW.SRI-CONSULTINS.ORG

Norfhern california Southern California

925,372-3788 714,447-4884
Toll Free

8o0.224-7608

corporate FAX 7l4,447-4537

To: Mr. Tony Boren
Executive Director
Fresno COG

Date: June 7, 2008

Subject: SRI’s past and future activities

Dear Tony,

The intent of the present document is to provide you with a

listing of the projects that SRI has been involved with over the past

year; more importantly, a listing of projects that we’re presently

involved with or will be in the near future. Beyond that, in our last

meeting you said you wanted to add a few projects to my listing that

you have in mind that I’m not, as yet, aware of. The intent is to

provide a clear justification for keeping SRI’s contract in place for

fiscal year 2009-10.

Toward that end, I believe you have placed this item on the

consent calendar for the upcoming meeting of the PAC, which takes

place on Wednesday, June 10th; as well as on the consent calendar

for your Board meeting, which takes place, if I’m not mistaken, on

Friday, June 1gth

Below are some of the projects that we were involved with over

the past fiscal year; most are presently still underway.

1. RTMF fee (Regional Transportation Mitigation Fee)

2. Transportation Consolidation (regional transit/transportation)

3. Facilitated reunion of Measure C Steering Committee

4. Co-sponsored and participated in “One Voice”

5. Building relationships between Fresno COG and
Native American Tribes in Fresno County.

6. NARC (National Association of Regional Councils); you
and I teamed on a presentation before NARC. This
presentation involved showing why Fresno COG was
successful in securing 78% voter support for Measure C.
This promoted Fresno COG as a leader among COGS
throughout the United States.

Creators of the...

P.O. Box 6548 Fullerton, CA 9284 An Institute for CONSENSUS BUILDING



Strategy Research Institute

SRI’s involvement in the upcoming fiscal year is far more critical. Two

projects are of particular note; one of these was noted above, Transportation

Consolidation, and the other is a new project that truly needs SRI’s abilities in

CONSENSUS BUILDING. They are...

1. Transit Consolidation: Consistent with the Blue Print, there is a desire
to create seamless transportation throughout the Central Valley among
various public transit agencies. In Fresno County, this might include:
Fresno FAX, the City of Clovis, and the FCRTA (Fresno County Rural
Transit Authority); possibly others.

Fresno COG commissioned a comprehensive study several years ago;
yet, to date, this concept has NOT grown legs. While most stakeholders
agree that this is highly desirable, there are competing agendas that make

it extremely difficult.

I was assigned to look into this matter and make a recommendation to
either put this project on the shelf or find a way to move it forward. In
conducting this investigation, it turns out that this objective may, indeed,
be feasible. We need to continue moving forward on this project.

2. Farmland Conservation: This is an extremely important project. There
are multiple special interests and stakeholders involved in this effort;
unfortunately, they have competing interests and, as a result, there is little
CONSENSUS among them (at least at the present time). I’ve been asked
to look into this matter, facilitate key meetings, and use my proven skills in
building CONSENSUS among the various stakeholders and special
interest groups/organizations. This is the same form of CONSENSUS that
I was able to create with respect to Measure C; and, we all know the
outcome of that effort.

NOTE: You will, in all likelihood, have a better way to discuss this project and why it’s

important to the COG and how I can be instrumental in advancing the COG’s objectives.

3. HR (Human Resource): SRI provides certain HR services that can be
extremely useful to the COG. For example, SRI conducted a study a
couple of years ago that compared Fresno COG’s employee compensation
and employee benefit package with industry standards. This proved to be
both helpful and instructive. You have other HR projects in mind that you
will be asking SRI to assist with; one of these involves looking into a
MERIT-BASED approach to employee compensation. Given the fact that
SRI personnel are intimately familiar with the COG’s compensation
package, we are perfectly positioned to be extremely helpful with the
upcoming HR project.

Tony, there are several other areas that I believe our Institute is especially qualified

and positioned to assist with. I’ve been wanting to chat with you about these, but haven’t

had an opportunity to do that, as yet. I will make note of two of these below; however, you
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Strategy Research Institute

may or may not want to incorporate these into your list of services that can be brought to

the table. They are:

Li Public Affairs: I appreciate that much of the COG’s public outreach is done
through FCTA (Rose Willems); that said, I think Brenda is perfectly qualified to
handle far more of this through your office. And, I’m perfectly qualified and positioned
to nurture her in this area. Not only do I have a B.A. in Public Relations and an M.A.
in Communications Management, but I’ve taught Public Relations at both the
undergraduate and graduate levels at USC, UCLA, and in the California State
University system. I’ve been a reporter and editor of a metropolitan newspaper;
handled PR for a Fortune 152 company, Diamond Shamrock Corporation; for the
largest State trade association in the United States, the California Association of
Realtors®; and have been an executive with the largest PR agency in the world,
Hill & Knowlton, Inc. Of course, much of what I do through SRI involves public
outreach and public affairs. I think I could be doing a great deal in this area for
Fresno COG, if allowed to.

Li Support Fresno COG’s Lobbying efforts: I do not claim to know much about
lobbying; I leave that to the likes to Steve Samuelian. That said, while Vice
President, Director of Communications for the California Association of Realtors®,

I worked closely with our lobbyists in Sacramento. While Steve is excellent, I’m sure,
at opening doors to State legislators, helping secure grants, and much more... he
does little in terms of outreach via media outlets (print and electronic). Yet, this is a
vital element of what effective lobbying is all about. Lobbyists routinely partner with
PR experts in order to maximize the impact of the services they bring to the
organizations they represent. I’m confident SRI can make significant contributions in
this arena.

Finally, I believe you have additional projects to add to the list.. .yes? I hope the

information contained in the present document is useful. That said, if I can be of assistance

in any way, please advise. I’ll be in the office all day, today (Monday); I’ll be heading for

Sacramento on Tuesday, then to Fresno on Wednesday. It might be a good idea for us to

chat BEFORE Wednesday’s PAC meeting. Of course, you’ll be the best judge of that.

No matter, I’ll stay tuned...

Warmest regards,

‘ j4 f

714.449.810 home office
909.239.8757 cell

P.S.
I just got in from Las Vegas. Sean placed 2 in a World Open Scholastic Chess Tournament; besides the traditional

trophy, he received a full academic scholarship to Texas Tech University. I don’t know that he wants to go to Texas for

college (he has another year to decide), but it’s a terrific accomplishment and a great back-up... no? Please share Sean’s

accomplishment with Les; Les is a terrific chess player, as you know, and a chess enthusiast. He and Sean played chess

and Sean was really impressed with Les.
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Coalition Against Fiscally Reckless
Diversion of Gas Tax Funds

California Alliance for Jobs

Transportation California

California State Council of Laborers

California Conference of Carpenters

Operating Engineers Local Union No. 3

Associated General Contractors (AGC)

California Transit Association

Self Help Counties Coalition

League of California Cities

California State Association of Counties

California Association of Councils of
Governments

Regional Council of Rural Counties

N’A Northern California

Automobile Club of Southern California

California Teamsters Public Affairs Council

Teamsters Union Local 952

California Business Properties Association

Golden State Builders Exchanges

American Council of Engineering
Companies

Engineering & Utilities Contractors
Association

Professional Engineers in California
Government

Engineering & General Contractors
Association

Construction Industry Air Quality Coalition

Orange County Business Council

Silicon Valley Leadership Group

Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce

Bay Area Council

Contra Costa Council

Southern California Contractors
Association

Sacramento Transportation Authority

Ventura County Contractors Association

Sonoma County Transportation Authority

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority

El Dorado County Transportation
Commission

Solano Transportation Authority

Transportation Authority of Mann

San Mateo County Transit District

San Mateo County Transportation Authority

Caltrain

City/County Association of Governments of
San Mateo County

Santa Barbara County Association of
Governments

The 50 Mobility Partnership

Humboldt Builders’ Exchange

Granite Construction

Teichert Construction

DeSilva Gates Construction

Alcorn Fence Company

Arrowhead Central Credit Union

Tavaglione Construction and Development,
Inc.

Jezowski & Markel Contractors, Inc

Signature Properties

CH2M Hill

June 5, 2009

Assembly Member Noreen Evans
Vice Chair, Joint Budget Conference Committee
State Capitol, Room 6026
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Borrowing Gas Taxes to Close the Budget Gap is Fiscally
Reckless

Dear Assembly Member Evans:

We urge you to reject any proposal to take and/or borrow gas tax funds
to use for general fund purposes. Proposals on the table to take
outright more than $900 million in gas taxes directly from local
governments, as well as suspending Prop. 42 funding protections, will
not help solve the State’s budget crisis. Instead, such borrowing and
raids will put thousands of construction workers out of work and onto
state social services, will make future budgeting more difficult, and will
kill the job creation and revenue generation that result from
infrastructure investment.

• California would lose out on the creation of tens of thousands
of jobs and billions in economic activity at the worst possible
time. Every $1 billion invested in infrastructure generates $5 billion
in economic activity and 18,000 jobs. Much of this economic activity
is put immediately to work -- as contracts are awarded, contractors
begin purchasing equipment and materials, hiring workers, paying
payroll, and generating sales and income taxes to state and local
governments. Borrowing gas tax funds — even temporarily — will
result in thousands of job losses, billions in lost economic activity,
millions in lost revenues for the state, and added pressure on state
coffers to pay unemployment and other benefits for those who lost
their jobs.

• Infrastructure investment builds a stronger economy. Because
of the dire economic situation, construction contractors are more
competitive than ever. Contractors are currently bidding at 20 to 40
percent under engineers’ estimate on public works projects.
California is getting the best value it has in many years on
infrastructure investment and should be doing more, not less, to
stimulate our economy through investing in public works.

• Borrowing gas tax funds now will plunge the state deeper in
debt later — requiring billions of dollars in repayment in just
three years. Any borrowing of gas tax funds must be repaid in
three years when experts predict California will still be facing multi
billion dollar deficits.
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• Permanently diverting the local share of the gas tax has serious long-term
consequences. The local share of the gas tax is the lifeline for counties and cities
struggling to maintain the vast local transportation system. Any permanent erosion of
existing funding levels will jeopardize public works departments and their mission to respond
to the mobility and safety needs of the public and strangle economic activity that requires
the efficient movement of goods and people.

• Raiding transportation funding goes against the will of voters. Twice voters
overwhelmingly supported measures to guarantee the state sales tax on gasoline goes to
road improvements. Any proposals to borrow or repeal funding dedicated to transportation
ignore the clear mandate set by voters. In 2006, 77% of voters approved Proposition IA,
preventing the state from using sales taxes on gasoline for non-transportation purposes.

• Raiding gas tax funds disproportionately impacts the construction industry, its
employees and contractors. The construction industry is already facing 20%
unemployment due to the global recession. Local governments across the state are already
laying off public works staff. Raiding all of the state sales tax on gas would
disproportionately impact an industry that is already reeling and could literally put many
contractors and public works departments out of business.

Using gas tax funds for infrastructure improvements, as intended by the voters, is the fiscally
responsible choice that will provide both short and long-term economic stimulus to expedite our
economic recovery. We strongly urge you to continue to use gas tax funds for the purposes they
were intended and reject any proposals to borrow, divert or outright raid these funds.

Respectfully,

Jim Earp, Executive Director
California Alliance for Jobs Danny Curtin, Director

California Conference of Carpenters
Jose Mejia, Director
California State Council of Laborers Russ Burns, Business Manager

Operating Engineers Local Union No. 3
Tom Holsman, CEO
Associated General Contractors — California Joshua W. Shaw, Executive Director

California Transit Association
Jim Santangelo, Chairman
California Teamsters Public Affairs Council Keith Dunn, Executive Director

Self Help Counties Coalition
Patrick D. Kelly, Secretary-Treasurer
Teamsters Union Local 952 Chris McKenzie, Executive Director

League of California Cities
Rex Hime, President & CEO
California Business Properties Association Paul Mcintosh, Executive Director

California State Association of Counties
Keith Woods, President
Golden State Builders Exchanges Patricia Megason, Executive Vice President

Regional Council of Rural Counties
Paula LaBrie, Legislative Counsel
AAA Northern California Rusty Selix, Executive Director

California Association of Councils of Governments
Tim Chang, Legislative Counsel
Automobile Club of Southern California Paul Meyer, Executive Director

American Council of Engineering Companies,
Mark Watts, Executive Director California
Transportation California
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Tara McGovern, Director of Government
- Michael T. Burns, General Manager

Relations Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authonty
Engineering & Utilities Contractors Association

Tony Harris, Chief Transportation Consultant
Mark Sheahan, President The 50 Mobility Partnership
Professional Engineers in California Government

Jim Spering, Chair
Debbie Day, Executive Director Solano Transportation Authority
Engineering & General Contractors
Association Dianne Steinhauser, Executive Director

Transportation Authority of Mann
Mike Lewis, Senior Vice President
Construction Industry Air Quality Coalition Mike Scanlon, General Manager/CEO

San Mateo County Transit District
Lucy Dunn, President & CEO San Mateo County Transportation Authority
Orange County Business Council Caltrain

Carl Guardino, President & CEO Harry Armstrong, Chair
Silicon Valley Leadership Group Fresno County Transportation Authority

Gary Toebben, President & CEO Larry Zarian, Former Chair
Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce Los Angeles Metropolitan Transportation

Authority
Jim Wunderman, President & CEO
Bay Area Council Charlene McCombs, Executive Director

Humboldt Builders’ Exchange
Linda Best, President & CEO
Contra Costa Council Ken Kayser, President

Teichert Construction
Bill Davis, Executive Vice President
Southern California Contractors Association William G. Dorey, President & CEO

Granite Construction
Jim Ryan, Executive Vice President
Associated General Contractors — San Diego Richard B. Gates, President and General

Partner
Richard Napier, Executive Director DeSilva Gates Construction
City/County Association of Governments of
San Mateo County Greg Erickson, President & CEO

Alcorn Fence Company
Lupe Alvarez, Chairman
Santa Barbara County Association of Larry R. Sharp, President & CEO
Governments Arrowhead Central Credit Union

Robert Welch, Executive Director Joe Tavaglione, President
Ventura County Contractors Association Tavaglione Construction and Development,

Inc.
Brian A. Williams, Executive Director
Sacramento Transportation Authority Mike Barth, President

Jezowski & Markel Contractors, Inc.
Suzanne Smith, Executive Director
Sonoma County Transportation Authority Jim Ghielmetti, CEO

Signature Properties
Anthony Hernandez, Director of Government
Affairs Kevin Johnson
CH2M Hill Mayor, City of Sacramento

Kathryn Mathews, Executive Director Anthony (Tony) Spitaleri
El Dorado County Transportation Commission Mayor, City of Sunnyvale
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Andrew J. Takata
Town Manager, Town of Yucca Valley

Thurston Smith
Mayor, City of Hesperia

Joseph Hughes
City Manager, City of Highland

Rick Roelle
Mayor, Town of Apple Valley

Ronald 0. Loveridge
Mayor, City of Riverside

Carol McKay
City Administrator, City of Dorris

Jan McClintock
City Manager, City of Colusa

Rick Bosetti
Mayor, City of Redding

Steve Williams
City Manager, City of Palmdale

Pete Aguilar
Councilmember, City of Redlands

Melanie Fesmire
Mayor, City of lndio

Connie Gonsalves
Mayor, City of Jackson

AndrewT. Souza
City Manager, City of Fresno

Peter Towne
Mayor, City of Willows

Ken Hunt
City Manager, City of Fontana

Gary Thomasian
Mayor, City of Murrieta

Michael Sweeney
Mayor, City of Hayward

Kathleen J. DeRosa
Mayor, City of Cathedral City

Carol Martin
City Manager, City of Shasta Lake

Pete Carr
Administrator, City of Biggs

Peter Rogers
Mayor, City of Chino Hills

Kelly J. Chastain
Mayor, City of Colton

Melanie Fesmire
Mayor, City of lndio

Dennis Donohue
Mayor, City of Salinas

Ralph Rublo
Mayor, City of Seaside

Curt McBride
Mayor, City of Portola

Steve Nolan
Mayor, City of Corona

Scott Nassif
President, Desert Mountain Division, League
of California Cities

Marlin H. “Skip” Davies
Mayor, City of Woodland

Gina Garbolino
Mayor, City of Roseville

Mike Parness
City Manager, City of Napa

Maggie Houlihan
Mayor, City of Encinitas

Richard A. Stewart
Mayor, City of Moreno Valley

Crystal Crawford
Mayor, City of Del Mar

Cynthia Mathews
Mayor, City of Santa Cwz

Maryann Edwards
Mayor, City of Temecula

Ken Nordhoff
City Manager, City of San Rafael

Linda Vernon
Mayor, City of Tehachapi

Mark Wallace
Mayor, City of Dinuba
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David D. Gustavson, PE Gregory C. Devereaux
Director of Public Works & Transportation, City Manager, City of Ontario
City of Beverly Hills

Don Adolph
David H Ready, Mayor, City of La Quinta
City Manager, Palm Springs

Gary Bric
Mayor, City of Burbank





BEFORE THE
COUNCIL OF FRESNO COUNTY GOVERNMENTS

RESOLUTION NO. 2009-26

In the Matter of: ) RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING FRESNO COG TO
COOPERATE WITH THE LEAGUE OF CALIFORNIA

Opposition to State Government ) CITIES, OTHER CITIES AND COUNTIES IN
Seizures of City Street ) LITIGATION CHALLENGING THE CONSTITUTIONALITY
Maintenance Funds ) OF ANY SEIZURE BY STATE GOVERNMENT OF

THE CITY’S STREET MAINTENANCE FUNDS

WHEREAS, the current economic crisis has placed Fresno COG’s member agencies under incredible financial
pressure and caused them to make painful budget cuts, including layoffs and furloughs of city workers, decreasing maintenance
and operations of public facilities, and reductions in direct services to keep spending in line with declining revenues; and

WHEREAS, since the early 1990s the state government of California has seized over $10 billion of city property tax
revenues statewide, now amounting to over $900 million each year, to fund the state budget even after deducting public safety
program payments to cities by the state; and

WHEREAS, in his proposed FY 2009-10 budget the Governor has proposed transferring $1 billion of local gas taxes
and weight fees to the state general fund to balance the state budget, and over $700 million in local gas taxes permanently in
future years, immediately jeopardizing the ability of Fresno COG’s member agencies to maintain their streets, bridges, traffic
signals, streetlights, sidewalks and related traffic safety facilities for the use of the motoring public; and

WHEREAS, the loss of almost all of Fresno COG’s Member agencies gas tax funds will seriously compromise the their
ability to perform critical traffic safety related street maintenance, including, but not limited to, drastically curtailing patching,
resurfacing, street lighting/traffic signal maintenance, payment of electricity costs for street lights and signals, bridge
maintenance and repair, sidewalk and curb ramp maintenance and repair, and more; and

WHEREAS, the increased loss of revenue through the seizure of General Fund, Traffic Congestion Relief Program,
Special Gas Tax and Proposition 111 funds will have devastating effects on Fresno COG’s member agencies services and
Public Works Departments; and

WHEREAS, some cities report to the League of California Cities that they will be forced to eliminate part or all of their
street maintenance operations while others will be forced to cut back in other areas (including public safety staffing levels) to use
city general funds for basic street repair and maintenance. Furthermore, cities expect that liability damage awards will mount as
basic maintenance is ignored and traffic accidents, injuries and deaths increase; and

WHEREAS, in both Proposition 5 in 1974 and Proposition 2 in 1998 the voters of our state overwhelmingly imposed
restriction on the state’s ability to do what the Governor has proposed, and any effort to permanently divert the local share of the
gas tax would violate the state constitution and the will of the voters; and

WHEREAS, cities and counties maintain 81% of the state road network while the state directly maintains just 8%; and

WHEREAS, ongoing street maintenance is a significant public safety concern. A city’s inability to maintain its street
pavement (pothole filling, sealing, overlays, etc.), traffic signals, signs, and streetlights has a direct correlation to public safety;
and

WHEREAS, a recent statewide needs assessment1highlights the need to ensure local. street maintenance funding now
and into the future.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Fresno COG hereby pledges to cooperate with the League of
California Cities, other cities and counties, the Self-Help Coalition in litigation challenging the constitutionality of any seizure by
state government of a City’s street maintenance funds.

1Califomia Statewide Local Streets and Roads Needs Assessment, Nichols Consulting Engineers, Chtd. (2008), sponsored by
the League of California Cities, California State Association of Counties and County Engineers Association of California.





County of Fresno
CHAIRMAN

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

SUPERViSOR SUSAN B. ANDERSON - DISTRICT TWO

June 10, 2009

The Honorable Robert Dutton VIA FAX (916) 327-2272
State Capitol, Rm 5094
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Strong Opposition to Proposals for Permanent Take of Local Gas Tax Funds

Dear Senator Dutton:

The Fresno County Board of Supervisors joins the California State Association of Counties in
expressing strong opposition to the Department of Finance (DOF) proposal to permanently
redirect $750 million of the local share of the state gas tax to pay for debt bond service. The loss
of these funds (approximately $14.1 million per year) to Fresno County will have a devastating
impact on the County’s road system and will mean that Fresrio County will not be able to perform
the very basic road maintenance services on the 3,531 miles of roadway and 530 bridges in the
County’s road system.

Should these vital funds be lost to Fresno County it will not only mean the loss of public sector
jobs, County road workers, engineers and technicians. but also the loss of private sector
construction jobs due to the lack of contract construction/maintenance projects and the purchase
of road construction/maintenance materials for County road projects. Fresno County will also
lose the opportunity to apply for federal transportation funding since there will be no matching
funds available. This will mean an additional loss of $5 to $10 million in transportation funding to
Fresno County each year greatly impacting the investment in transportation infrastructure and
goals of the state and federal economic stimulus programs.

The following are some of the basic road maintenance activities that will cease in Fresno County
with the loss of the local share of the state gas tax with no alternative funding source available:

• All preventative maintenance construction contracts for asphalt concrete overlays, chip
seals, and slurry seals.

• Basic routine road and bridge maintenance such as pothole patching, shoulder
restoration, trash and tire pickup, and roadside weed control.

• Striping of County roads.

• Maintenance of County traffic and road signs including the replacement of downed stop
signs.

• Response to storm events such as flooding, downed trees, and rock slides

• Snow removal on County mountain roads.

• Response to operational issues on the County road system such as requests for traffic
signals, stop signs, speed zones and other safety concerns.

Room 300, Hat) of Records / 2281 Tulare Street / Fresrio, california 93721-2198 / (559) 488-3542 / FAX 559) 488-6830 / 1-800-742-1011
Equal Employment Opportunity . Affirmative Action Disabled Employer



The Honorable Robert Dutton
June 10, 2009
Page Two

This will mean the loss of over a $2 billion investment in Fresno County road and bridge
infrastructure and greatly impact public safety. The motoring public across Fresno County will
incur greater and greater vehicle maintenance costs, degradation of the road system will lead to
increased public safety concerns and potential accident and injury/fatality rates, and the
businesses which help support our community will incur greater costs to provide their services
and transport their goods to market, impacting economic development and jobs in Fresno County,
an already economically depressed region.

This will have a devastating effect on the regional agricultural economy, which relies on a reliable
road system to move produce and commodities to markets. In addition, the many rural cities and
unincorporated communities in Fresno County rely on the County’s road system for connectivity
since most do not have adjacent state highway routes to provide for mobility between the
County’s many communities. Fresno County will also face additional liability and claims caused
by the inability to maintain the road system.

Fresno County would prefer, considering the current budget situation, that the state consider the
borrowing of Proposition 42 funds in order to help resolve the current budget crisis in lieu of the
permanent taking of the local share of the state gas tax fund. Fresno County is one of the few
counties in the state with a substantial Maintenance of Effort (MOE) requirement ($5.6 million) to
receive Proposition 42 funds. Because of the severe budget crisis Fresno County cannot fund
the MOE in Fiscal Year 2009-2010 and in all probability will not be able to fund the MOE in 2010-
2011. Since the DOF proposal provides Proposition 42 funding for the last two quarters of Fiscal
Year 2009-2010 Fresno County would be obligated to fund the MOE either in the coming fiscal
year or following fiscal year or risk losing Proposition 42 funds in addition to the state gas tax
funds should the DOF proposal be implemented as a part of the state budget.

The Fresno County Board of Supervisors respectfully requests that you and your colleagues
oppose the DOF’s proposal to permanently shift local gas tax subventions for state general fund
relief purposes.

Sincerely,

54
Susan B. Anderson, Chair
Fresno County Board of Supervisors

C: Mike Webb, Office of Governor Schwarzenegger
Mike Proslo, Office of Governor Schwarzenegger
Mark Hill, Department of Finance
Jessica Bird, Legislative Analyst’s Office
Cynthia Bryant, Governors Office of Planning and Research
Brian Annis, Senate Budget and Fiscal Review Committee
Adam Dondro, Assembly Budget Committee
Brian Kelly, Office of Senate President pro Tempore Steinberg
Erica Martinez, Office of Assembly Speaker Karen Bass
Chris I-loltz, Assembly Republican Fiscal Office
Rocel Bettencourt, Senate Republican Fiscal and Policy Office
Paul Yoder, State Legislative Advocate
Board of Supervisors
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California StateAssociation of Counties

I April 24, 2009

The Honorable Lois Walk
1100 KSlreef California State Senate

State Capitol, Room 4032

Calfomia Sacramento, CA 95814
95814

Re: SB 716 (Walk): Local Transportation Funds

916.327.75 As Introduced on 2/27/09 — OPPOSE

916.441.5507 Dear Senator Walk:

The California State Association of Counties (CSAC) regrets to inform you of our opposition to
your Senate Bill 716, which would authorize the use of Transportation Development Act (TDA)
funds to acquire vans for farm worker vanpools and to subsidize the operations of such
vanpools.

As you know, the main purpose of TDA funding is to support transit services across the state.
The law also provides that a county with a population of 500,000 or less can use TDA funds for
local street and road purposes should all the transit needs in the county be met.

The TDA program, created in 1971, is the only permanent, statewide source of revenue for
transit in California. Given recent state budget actions which all but eliminate state transit
assistance through 2013, SB 716 would allow for competition of scarce transit funding at a time
when it is most needed. Some counties have reported that their transit systems currently rely

100% on TDA funding. Furthermore, combined with the economic downturn and recent
legislative mandates to reduce greenhouse gases, government should be providing more
funding to transit not diluting it.

Counties also benefit from TDA funds in instances where all transit needs have been met. Local
streets and roads. provide the transit right-of-way, therefore the maintenance and preservation of

the local system is integral to a functioning and efficient transit system. As the Senate
Transportation and Housing Committee analysis notes, in 2007, $1.4 billion was generated for
TDA purposes, 11% of which was used for local streets and roads. Diversion of funds away from

the secondary purpose of TDA funding will have deleterious effects on transit systems as well.

For these reasons, we must respectfully oppose SB 716. Should you have any questions or
need any additional information on our position please feel free to contact me at (916) 327-7500

ext. 509 or dbaker@counties.org.

Sincerely,

&L4
DeAnn Baker
Senior Legislative Representative

cc: Members and Consultants, Senate Transportation and Housing Committee
Edward Morley, Senate Republican Caucus
Nick Ynda, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research





Members of the Senate Transportation & Housing
Committee discussing SB 716:

Senator Lois Wolk, 5th District - Bill Author
State Capitol, Room 4032
Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 651-4005
Fax: (916) 323-2304

Senator Alan Lowenthal, 27th District — Chair
State Capitol, Room 2032
Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 651-4027
Fax: (916) 327-9113

Senator Robert Huff, 29th District - Vice Chair
State Capitol, Room 3048
Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 651-4029
Fax: (916) 324-0922

Senator Roy Ashburn, 181h District
State Capitol, Room 3060
Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 651-4018
Fax: (916) 322-3304

Senator Mark De Saulnier, 7th District
State Capitol, Room 2054
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 651-4007

Senator Tom Harman, 35t District
State Capitol, Room 3070
Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 651-4035
Fax: (916) 445-9263

Senator Dennis Hollingsworth, District
State Capitol, Room 305
Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 651-4036
Fax: (916) 447-9008

Senator Christine Kehoe, 39th District
State Capitol, Room 5050
Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 651-4039
Fax: (916) 327-2188

Senator Jenny Oropeza, 28th District
State Capitol, Room 5114
Sacramento, CA
95814
Phone: (916) 651-4028
Fax: (916) 323-6056

Senator Fran Pavley, 23 District
State Capitol, Room 4035
Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 651-4023
Fax: (916) 324-4823

Senator Joe Simitian. 1 1th District
State Capitol, Room 2080
Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 651-4011
Fax: (916) 323-4529

Other Contacts of Importance:

Assemblymember Juan Arambula 31 District
Fresno Office - Hugh Burns State Building
2550 Mariposa Mall
Suite 5031
Fresno, CA 93721
(559) 445-5532
(559) 445-6006 fax

Senator Dean Florez, 16th District
Fresno Office
Phone: (559) 264-3070
Fax: (559) 445-6506
2550 Mariposa Mall,
Suite 2016
Fresno, CA 93721

Senator Dave Cogdill, 14th District
State Capitol, Room 5097
Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 651-4014
Fax: (916) 327-3523

Assemblymember Danny Gilmore, 301h District
Hanford Office
1489 W. Lacey Blvd., Suite 103
Hanford, CA 93230
559-585-7170
559-585-7175 fax9l6-319-2130 fax

Assemblymember Mike Villines, 29 District
6245 N. Fresno Street, #106
Fresno, CA 93710
(559) 446-2029
(559) 446-2028 fax

Steve Samuelian, California Consulting, LLC
1530 East Shaw Avenue, Suite 114
Fresno, CA 93710
Phone: (559) 244-0801
Fax: (559) 244-0804



SB 716 California Transportation Development Act of 1971 Update (Revised as of 05127109)

• SB 716 - the current California Transportation Development Act (TDA) of 1971 was passed out

of the Senate Transportation and Housing Committee on May 12, 2009 by a vote of 6 to 3, and

has been amended as of May 19 to change the rural designation for counties with a population of

500,000 or more to urban designation, as of the 2000 federal decennial census and each

decennial census thereafter.

• The 2000 census has a reported population for Fresno County of 799,407, well over the threshold

set by the amendment to SB 716.

• The California Transportation Development Act has been one of the funding sources for road

maintenance. In the current fiscal year, 2008-2009, after transit needs have been reasonably met,

the remaining balance was $5.8 million. The proposed change of our county’s rural to urban
statuswill have an unfavorable negative impact on tha fundingstream that Fresno County has
relied on for rural road maintenance during the past thirty-seven years.

Under the proposed change Fresno County could no longer allocate TDA funds to street and road

improvements. The current California Transportation Development Act of 1971 has allowed us the

flexibility to allocate Local Transportation Funds (LTF) to each City and the County by a statutory formula.
In Fresno County, over 50% of the funding goes to

TDA Funding 2008-2009 City of Fresno’s Fresno Area Express (FAX) transit
After Transit Needs Met service, and will not be affected by the proposed

Jurisdiction Net Available Amount ($) change. The City of Fresno’s population makes up

Clovis 52.63% of the County’s current population of
942 298.

Coalinga 544,617

Firebaugh 104,552 The current arrangements have allowed us to
Fowler 81,019 provide balanced services to the 446,385 small

Fresno City (All TDA Funds to Transit) incorporated city and rural unincorporated

Huron 111,245 community residents, dispersed throughout our

Kerman 235,859 County, which covers an area of 6,017 square miles.

Kingsburg 198,034 Fresno County has the most maintained county rural
Mendota 94,297 road miles of any other County in the State, making

Orange Cove 140,436 up 56% of the county’s maintained road miles of

Parlier 281,130 7,134. The 4,009 miles (including in the 13 rural

Reedley 303,976 cities) of our rural roadways need a stable funding
source.

Sanger 444,474

San Joaquin 69,899 At today’s roadway reconstruction costs, we are only
Selma 224,768 able to resurface about ten miles per year. We

Fresno Co. 3,002,941 continue to fall behind in our efforts to maintain a
road system to serve the public and effectively

TOTAL 5,874,741
operate the transit service vehicles.

Current Status of Bill: 6-3, 5/12/09 AYES: Lowenthal, DeSaulnier, Kehoe, Oropeza, Simitian, Wolk,

NOES: Ashburn, Harman, Hollingsworth, NO VOTE RECORDED: Huff, Pavley; 5/19/2009 Read second

time. Amended. To third reading. An act to amend Sections 99232, 99400, and 99401.6 of the Public

Utilities Code, relating to transportation.
See reverse for Members of the Senate Transportation & Housing Committee discussing SB 716.



Chair, Senate Transportation & Housing Committee
State Capitol, Room 2209
Sacramento, CA 95814

2035 Tulare Street, Suite 201
Fresno, California 93721

June 3, 2009

RE: .SB 716 (WoIk) Transportation Development Act Expenditures - OPF4’

Dear Chairman Lowenthal,

On behalf of the Council of Fresno County Governments, I am writingtoinformyØxpf our OPPOSITION to

SB 716 (Wolk). Our objection is due to the amendment Iangtge which creát;,! static definition for

urban and rural counties. This status will have a devastatli pact on the fuiid.ug stream that

Fresno County has relied on during the past thirty-sevpirs. The current arrcrnents have

allowed us to provide balanced services to the 446,tñall incorporated city andi.

unincorporated community residents, dispersed thrOüg)out our Coulity, which coversan-area of

6,017 square miles. ‘ii.
The current California Transportation Developient Act (TDA’ s allowed us the flexibility to allocate

Local Transportation Funds (LTF) to each jjhe County by tutory formula. In Fresno County, over

50% of the funding goes to City of Fresno’s Fr Express (F ‘1ansit service. Their entire

apportionment of LTF is for transit, and willeaWè the prodchange. The City of Fresno’s

population makes up 52.63% of the County’s ctftt po1 942,2r4ie other half of the County’s

population (446 385) reside in thirteen small citiejeir re rcage of LTF revenues and

corresponding percentage of Øttqn range in st afro 43%j% combined small cities makeup

1886% of both the populatidhdith9ndsavailfrFresno CouV’ One medium sized City (Clovis)

represents 10 10% of th fIand the”jaining 184) of the population is dispersed throughout the

unincorporated areasf’

The apparent purpose of4test eoB 7so require rural jurisdictions to spend more on

transit The Fresno COG s ma teociaSiJririsrtation Advisory Council (SSTAC) goes through

an elaborat pbh,cJ5roess torine address iiZbcument transit needs in Fresno County It
traiVê]•ians, transit budgets, and annually does a productivity evaluation of

each jperator to’ij thafW4blic interests are met for each City and the County.

The’flt practice alloc$Wndiitto meet transit needs. Once those needs have been met,

any remIihQfference may iJ allY us’ for street and roads for repairs and maintenance.

As the AgricCapital of therld, we must have access from the farm to consumers, Fresno County

has the most m1iained couñtVflural road miles of any other County in the State, making up of

the total maintaindad nfJàf 7,134. The 4,009 miles of rural roadways need a stable funding

source, TDA has bee Ljthe funding sources for road maintenance. In the current fiscal year, 2008-

2009, after transit needs’1v been reasonably met, the difference was $5.8 million. At today’s roadway

reconstruction costs, we are only able to resurface about ten (10) miles per year. We continue to fall behind

in our efforts to maintain a road system to serve the public and effectively operate the transit service vehicles.

Member Agencies: The cities of Clovis, Coalinga, Firebaugh, Fowler, Fresno, Huron, Kerman,

Kingsburg, Mendota, Orange Cove, Parlier, Reedley, San Joaquin, Sanger, Selma & Fresno County

The Honorable Alan Lowenthal

Telephone: (559) 233-4148 • Fax: (559) 233-9645
Website Address: www.fresnocog.org



2035 Tulare Street, Suite 201
Fresno, California 93721

Telephone: (559) 233-4148 • Fax: (559) 233-9645
Website Address: www.fresnocog.org

Our Board has consistently opposed any effort to reclassify our County as an Urban County. This

amendment would negate the existing balance of traditional urban and rural communities. If this proposal

were to move forward, it will damage an already struggling economy, by interfering with our local option to

balance transit services versus allowable provisions for street and road maintenance for our residents.

For these reasons, we urge you and our local valley representatives to OPPOSESB 716 (Wolk).

Member Agencies The cities of Clovis, Coalinga, Firebaugh, Fowler, Fresno, Huron, Kerman,

Kingsburg, Mendota, Orange Cove, Parlier, Reedley, San Joaquin, Sanger, Seima & Fresno County

Thank you for your consideration.

Respectfully,

Tony Boren, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

Council of Fresno County Governments

Cc: The Honorable Lois Wolk
Members of the Senate Transportation & Housir
Art Bauer, Staff Director, Senate Transportation &
Ted Morley, Transportation Consultant, Senate
Assemblymember Juan Arambula
Senator Dean Florez, 16th District;
Senator Dave Cogdill, 14 District;
Assemblymember Danny Gilmore,
Assemblymember Mike
Steve Samuelian,
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Lfl ONSULTINC1
Nawaging o&w Public & Govnmrnt Main

Central Valley Office Sacramento Office
1530 East Shaw Avenue 520 Capitol Mall
Suite 114 Suite700
Fresno, CA 93710 Sacramento, CA 95814

Phone (559) 244-0801 FAX (559) 244-0504 E-Mail Ca-ConsuItinsbcglobaJ.net

FAX
Agency: COG

D URGENT
To: Maria Day

D For Review
FAX: 233-9645

Phone: D Please Comment

From: Carrol Terrazas
Steve Samuelian D Please Reply

Date: D Please Recycle
Re: COG -

Pages (mcI. cover sheet): 3.5

Comments:

(This fax and any files attached ore intended solely for The use of The individual or entity
to which they are addressed. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify The
sender immediately)

K
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California Consulting, LLC
Mciv 2009 Report to Freno COG

• State Budget Uvdate: The Governor has released two versions of his State
Budget See California Consulting e-mail update that summarizes both the “Plan
A” and “Plan B” budget proposals. As well, California Consulting, LLC
participated in a special budget conference call hosted by the Governor’s Office
that featured BTH Secretary Dale Bonner, Department of Finance officials and
others on May 18, 2009. The conference call was a briefing on the how the state
budget proposais impact local government and transportation. See summary of
conference call e-mail update sent out on May 19, 2009. Note: The proposal to
borrow from local governments via Prop. IA has generated much discussion from
local government advocates across the State.

• Special Budget Conference Com,niuee: A special two-house state budget
conference committee has been set and will begin meeting on May21, 2009. The
Conference Committee’s goal is to piece together a budget that will eliminate the
state’s budget deficit ($15.4 billion if the ballot measures pass and $21.3 billion if
the ballot measures fail). The convening of the Conference Committee is both a
unique and extraordinary step. Tradilionally, Conference Committees are
convened after the Senate and Assembly pass their budgets for the purposes of
reconciling the differences between the two separate budgets. The budget signed
by the Governor on February 20, 2009 covers the fiscal year beginning July 1, so
therefore the actions the conference conunittee will take amend an already
existing budget Normally, Conference Committees are composed of six
members, three from the Assembly and three from the Senate. Two majority
party members from the Assembly and one minority party Assemblymember
along with two majority party Senators and one minority party Senator. However,
Speaker Bass has stated that this Conference Committee will be composed of five
members from the Senate and five members from the Assembly. Three
Democrats and two Republicans from each House are expected to be named by
President Pm-Tern Steinberg and Speaker Bass. The first hearing is set to be an
overview of the fiscal situation with by the Department of Finance, Legislative
Analyst’s Office, State Treasurer, and State Controller. On May 26, 27, and 28 the
Committee is scheduled to hear public testimony. The Conference Committee
could begin voting on elements ofa new budget as soon as June 1. Traditionally,
the Chair and Vice-Chair of the Budget Cothmittees in each House are on the
Conference Committee although appointments have yet to be announced.

• Water: Our office recently sent out several summary’s that detail the various
water proposals that have been introduced in the State Legislature. The water
issues continues to be an important issue in Sacramento and we continue to work
on this vital issue.

• Federal Stimulus Package: We continue to work closely with Cal-TRANS, BTH,
Cal COG and others on stimulus related implementation issues. Several funding
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opportunities continue to be released under the Stimulus. Last month we
submitted several COPS stimulus application due April 14 for clients and Bryne
Stimulus applications on April 27. This month we submitted numerous Justice
Assistance Grant (JAG) Stimulus applications for clients due on May 1 8 The
Assistance to Firefighers (AFG) Stimulus applications were also due May20 and
our office wrote and submitted a number of applications.

• State Transportation Discretionary Money: $1.5 billion will be available
nationwide for states to utilize for “discretionary projects” related to
transportation.. The maximum each state can obtain is $300 million. We
anticipate California will receive the maximum $300 million. We have been
participating in the working group conference calls related to developing
principles and guidelines for the distribution of that $300 million. Cal-TRANS
and CTC will have the ultimate authority over this pot ofmoney. We have
engaged in. preliminary discussions with Executive Director Boren and FCTA
Chairman Harry Armstrong about presenting projects to compete for these dollars
in a united manner. More details to come as the guidelines and process become
more clear.

• Drinking Water Stimulus Money: We met this month in Sacramento with the
Department ofPublic Health and discussed their State Drinking Water stimulus
money. Althoughtbeyjust recently released one round of funding, it is expected
DPH will have additional dollars for future drinking water clean up grants. See
memo sent by California Consulting summarizing the results of the meeting with
DPH in Sacramento. Additional funding is expected via a federal bill that
allocates additional dollars to California for drinking water clean up.

• Prop. 42: Thankfully, Prop. 42 is not proposed to be suspended in either of the
Governor1stwo budget proposals. Prop. 42 is a crucial element of transportation
funding and cannot be sacrificei We will continue to monitor this issue and
advocate for fuil Prop. 42 funding despite the state’s fiscal debacle. This issue
requires diligence and our full attention as Prop. 42 is too important of an issue to
be complacent about.

• Prop. 84: We met this month in Sacramento with the Prop. 84 lead staffer from
the California Department of Parks and Recreation. We continue to monitor this
funding that is expected to be released very soon..

• Economic Development Element ofthe Stimulus: We met this month in
Sacramento with two Assistant Secretaries at BTH to discuss the economic
development issues surrounding the Stimulus. As well, we have been in regular
communication with the Governor’s Economic Recovery Task Force in
Sacramento regarding various economic development issues.

2
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• AB 118: We anticipate this funding for hybrid vehicles, electric cars, CNG, etc. to

be released by ARE and CEC very soon. We continue to stay in commurncation

with both agencies regarding this funding opportunity.

• Sacrwnenio VZritg: Steve continues to meet regularly iii Sacramento with the
Valley State Legislative Offices regarding various issues related to Fresno COG

and transportation.

• Wastewarer: The State Water Resources Control Board is set to announce their
funding awards very soon for the Stimulus grant and loan money through their
State Revolving Fund (SRF) program. We held a conference call earlier this
month with the State Water Board regarding this issue. See e-mail update sent on
this issue earlier this month. A second round ofpotential funding is expected via a
federal bill that could release additional wastewater funding to California for our
needs.

• Partnership: We met with the California Partnership for the San Joaquin Valley
leadership team at their offices this month to discuss further partnering and
collaboration on various projects important to Fresno COG.

3
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Prop. 84 Update -‘AT&T Yahoo! Mail’ Page 1 of 2

at&t
MAIL Clsic

Prop 84 Update TIursday, Apr!I 30, 2009 11:13 PM

Frwn: “steve samuclian° <caconsulting@stcgob&.net>

To: Crro Terrza5’ <crroI.c -oI15uIt@5bcgIob I.net>

Yesterday I met with the CalLfomia Dept. of Parks and Recreation Staff member assigned to manage the Prop.
84 Parks program statewide. Although it is unclear when the application will be released the Department has
stated that they will give applicants 6 months to write the application from whenever the release date is
announced. i.e., lithe applications are released in June they will be due in December

As well, as we have learned that the $400 million will be released in two funding cydes. Approximately $200
million (minus Dept Administration fees) in 2009 and arid the other $200 million (minus Dept. Administration
fees) some time in 2010 or later.

The final guidelines have been released for Prop. 84 are we have a copy. The guidelines are also listed on the
State Dept. of Parks and Recreation web page.

Guidelines state that the highest scoring projects will be for adding new parks space by building a new park.
The second highest scoring projects will be for rehabilitating an existing park.

Criteria:
The two major criteria in the guidelines are:
1. Three acres of parks space of less per 1.000 residents OR
2. meeting the MHI requirements for poverty. See guidelines for specifics.

Viewing Competitiveness of Your Project:
You can go on the State Parks web page and use their map to pinpoint exactly where you want to do your
project and it will show you the MHI and the parks space per 1,000 residents therefore indicating how
competitive of a project you will have.

Match:
NO MATCH is required under Prop. 84. Award amounts go from a minimum of $1 00K to a maximum of $5
million per project.

Public Hearings:
All public tiearings to select a project and gain community input held after Nov. 2006 will be counted as part of
your application.

Communities are encouraged to hold several public hearings, with widespread community participation. The
heanngs should be well advertised and include a broad invitation list of community organizations and groups.

Let us know if you have any questions. We are anxiously awaiting release of the applications.

Steve Samuelian
Manager
California Consulting, LLC
Central Valley Office
1530 E. Shaw Avenue, Suite 114
Fresno, CA. 93710
phone 559-244-0801
fax 559-244-0804

If
http://us.mc8 1 9.mail .yahoo.cornlmc/showMessage?fid=Inbox&sortdate&order=down&st... 4/30/2009
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at&t!oo
MAIL CIass

COG - AprIl 2009 Report attached
From: ‘teve samueliari’ <ca-consufting©sbcglobaLnet>

Steve Samuehan
Manager
California Consulting, LLC
Central Valley Office
1530 E. Shaw Avenue, Suite 114

Fresrio, CA. 93710
phone 559-244-0801
fax 559244-08O4
Sacramento Office
520 Capital Mall, Suite 700
Sacramento, CA 95814
ca-consultingsboglobal,net
ww .califomiaconsulting.org

http:/fus.rnc8 1 9.niail.yahoo.com/mclshowMessage?fidlnbox&sort=date&ordcr=down&sta... 511/2009

COG -AprI’ 2009 Report.pdf (1471KB)

Friday, May 1, 2009 8:47 PM

S.
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a Federal Stimutns Packi’e; We e ntiiue o work closely with Ci1-1RANS.
CaWOG and others on Stim’iuis statc implementaiu isies. A weli_ several
ftindiig upportunilies from the Stimulus have conic and gone and sever.d more
urc hcomingvaiahIe on a contnui rig basis. For eNample. he C(WS grant was
due April 14 and JACi/Bi-yne compeütive uranus due April27 mid tbrmuIarint .•

due May 18.. Tbs flL only a 1w e,s of the mri fmding opportunities
avai table from the Stiingjus. . •. ..

S(inuth,. Wor,cslwp: On March 16, 2009 Califbrnia Consulting. LLC and the . . - -

Frco

COG Co-I losted a Stimulus workshop at the COG Office. The confrnce .

neIudet preseutatioo from seceral speakers about each element of the Stimulus,
Wkç)IflI’tg remarks were given by Foar.i of Supervisor Chair Susan Anderson.
Council Presideit :steding San Joaqurn Valley Regional PoLicy &u1]cii Chair
Supervisor Michael Ruhio. and Freno COG (hairman Trinidad Jrdriue. . .

Spcaiers included Fc’TA Chaimar Harry ArnlstronlJ. Cal•-TRA\JS 1)isirict (,
Direct.’r Malcolm t)oughtiv. (alilbrn:a l’artncrshp for the San .loaquiri Valley . .

[)irectcir Mike I )oier. Freno (‘OU I )irewr [oiiy Horc:, arid sccia1 others. The
• . . conference Agnd and post-coidèrence re;c:’rI were sent enrlk,r via e-mail. Over

• . .. 130 attendues Iiom throughout the Valley attended the eon1ërcnee. Attendees . . .

• .. were present from the northern most pail of the Valley all th wuy down to Kern

.(‘oitty.

Dozens of Mayors, elected ofiieials, city managers. ixlice ehieTh. and
others participated in the Conference. At the request of severtl aitndccs. we re

drscusmg the possLhihty of’ a Ibilow up Stimulus (‘c’rifercnce SOfl)C tiltic lfl
.

May We have spoken to WE H in Sacramento. local 13TH rep. Nicole Parru, arid
The (lo rn-’s Offee Ebout series of jmnt workshops across the Valley.

• 84: Parks arxf Rec. xcii out a mcrno updating progrcss on the Prop. 84 ..

grant. (kant guidelines are adopted and tiw applicatioi should be out soon. \Ve
anticipate this to he avery compclitivc application process and are encouraitig :
our clients to plan ahçad. identity a projeci now, and begin o hold mectins with
stakeholders and form a Adviorv Cornniiitce. :

• CatGrip: We arc pleased to announce that QES has intormeci as that the CalCirip
anti-uni grant application for Sam,er. Selma, Fovvlcr. Recdlev. K tngshurg,
Orange Cove. Parlior, arid Del Rey has been awardcd. C’ngratulations Ofl ibis . . .

much needed funding.

- . . .
• IValer: With the introduction ofseveiai vcatt’ bond propasals in the 1 .egis tature

our Oflice has been monitoring the lcgilatoii c!oscly. The Legislative
Leadership has expresse(I a desire to rcso1v the isuc surrounding the Delta in . ..

the iiurnediate future arid then cle4wit1i the. several water bond proposals. .

llcaring tot th ‘water bond prcposaF are ecpeted in Ma> SLLVC wr1mu tc



wor1 closely with enai& Majotity I ed(ler Flore? mid Sena*ui Cogchll and their
tttf as ci1 t1m has intwliced a vatr bond bW

• All 118 W hiwe met with and had c.onferenc&. calls th month w,ith kir

Resourcci l3oard uid the California bnery Cornmriion regarding 48 118
ftiudit vlriLlI is chic out in Apnl oi Miy Ibis grant prmirdes for up to 12O
million per ycat fur the nect 7 y its for hvbnd vehicles rcnewabk. Lnrg1cs
reriewahk. fti,l electuc vhieles CNb, CIL We will contsnuc to work closely
with ARB and CEC on tius unportdnl issu

V

* Wrewa$tr We luive.heen in consistent conlmuflic4tt)On with the StaLe Water V

Reiourcc_s (‘ontrol Board regarding thL Stimulus money d’iaiVtbk for astewater
reeds I he Stale will reew $2O million lot wastewter neeth and a minimum

V

of$ 140 milUon niust e spent for grants. This is an etcelieiit opportunity For
VV V

cities and oum1e% t iemdv many of iheti wastv.atcr needs Our oft e has
aircady flied sc. vefld appIianon on behalf of oui chents Now tli lull and final
applicatrons lot State Ri.volving Fund grants and loans is dut. Cities shctild
submtt their full apphcauons to the Si.ate Watet Rsourw Control Bo.ird asap
Se.c pttaGUc emu1 ierno s seiit out bit detail the level ol tunding available

• Ecwimw Dee1oprn€nLAkment ofiiie Srhjigh,s Our office has worked closely
with 131 1-1 Reprecintanve Niile Paua and m..t with hei rtume1os tunes wrcr the
last month regarding this iss..i.. Additionilly w. ha’e bLen UI ccmsisknt
communication with Mik. Do1’icr at the Partnernship a hted to this issue We iill
conUivae to work with Nicole and Mih.c his ssuc contrnue to dct lop We
recently arranged for Nicole to visit tht. ( tty oft. oalingi and mtt with local
leiders We ha c also conflimed a suiulai mecting for Nicole in Kerman for
May

• Sauamenlo fhtoughout the month Stcve contlnue(l Ins regular trips to
Sacramento and Ins regulai meetings wid Mcinhrs and $aff at the ()tfices of
Senate Majouty Lea&r Fbi ez, Senator Cogdill Asscmbl) Republican Leader
Vilhnes, Assemblyman Antrnbula, and Mstnblyimin Cbintore among other3
twe ha aineeting sehedukd witb Mscttthlvwoman Galgiani of Merced to
discuss sevcra] isue rl4tcd tothcNorth Valley ind her leadei ship on issues
such u, High Speed Rail and Grade Sepiation He aIco hs meetings set with the
District staff of Congressman Costa and Assmeblynian Ai ambula s Chiefof Stall
regarding variw V1ly issuei -
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Dept of Public Heatth Update Monday, May 4, 2009 4:45 PM

trom steve sdrnuellan” <ca-consuLting@sbcgobaI.net>

I met with the Department of Public Health (D.P.H.) Division Chief for Financial Assistance earlier this week in
Sacramento.

STIMULUS FUNDS:
DPH received 2,200 applications on Feb. 27 totaling $6.8 billion in Federal Stimulus requests. DPH has only
$160 milHon in grant money to distribute. The 2.2000 applications have been scored and ranked and an
announcement will be made (no timing set yet) on which projects will get funded.

NON-STIMULUS FUNDS:
Not related to the Stimulus, the DPI-I State Revolving Fund program usually has $68 million to distribute
annually. A bill currently working its way through Congress would double the DPH allotment for SRF from $68
million to 136 million. Assuming this bill passes and the President signs it, the DPH SRF program would have
$136 million available in fiscal year 2010.

QUESTI ON:
aske4 happens to projects that are not funded as part of the stimulus Feb. 27 applications. Wçy

automatically be moved to the SRF list for possible funding or will they have to apply again separately under
SRF? The DPH staff is going to get back to me with an answer to that question. In other words, if 2,000 of the
2,2000 stimulus applications are not funded, do those 2,000 applicants have to re-apply under SRF and
complete the SRF paperwork, etc. etc. Our hope is that DPH will automatically move all stimulus applications
that were not funded to the SRF list for consideration.

More to come

Steve Samuelian
Manager
California Consulting, LLC
Central Valley Office
1530E. ShawAvenue, Suite 114
Fresno, CA. 93710
phone 559-244-0801
fax 559-244-0804
Sacramento Office
520 Capital Mall, Suite 700
Sacramento, CA 95814
ca-consultin gsbcg loba I. net
www.californiaconsulting.org
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at&t

ARRA Discretionary Funding Guiding Principles Tuesday, May 5, 2009 9:26 PM

From: steve sarnueliari’ <ca-consuIungsbcgIobaI.net>
- ...-. _....

.
-.

Attached are the draft principles formulated by the Cal-TRANS working group for distribution of the

discretionary Recovery Act dollars. We are participating-in the meetings and conference calls and should have

some detailed information after the conference call later this week.

Steve Samuelian
Manager
California Consulting, LLC
Central Valley Office
1530 E. Shaw Avenue, Suite 114
Fresno, CA. 93710
phone 559-244-0801
fax 559-244-0804
acramento Office
520 Capital Mall, Suite 700
Sacramento, CA 95814

http:)Jus.mc8 I 9.mai1.yahoocom/mc/showMessage?fidInbàx&sort=date&orderdown&sta.,. 5/5/2009

9
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DRAFT

ARRA Discretionary Funding
Guiding Principles

• Project is supported by regional planning organization

• Project has statewide transportation system benefit

• Project creates new jobs

• Project has a long term economic benefit to California

• Project Leverages other funds

• Project attracts funding that normaUy would not come to California transportation

• ARRA funds would complete an overall finance package

• Project would be fully funded

• Project has a complimentary relationship with another ARR.A funded project

• Project includes a new technology component that provides long term benefits to

the state or nation

• Project incorporates innovative delivery feature

• Project can be delivered early

• Project promotes reduction of green house gases and is in alignment with the

principles of AB 32 and SB 375

Other considerations:

• Improves goods movement through stiategic corridors

• Offers multimodal opportunities
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ARRA: Energency Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant Workshop i’londay, ay Ii, 2009 Si9 P?’i

From’ “steve smijeIlan” <ca-corisuItingsbcgIobaLnet>

______ ______________________________

California Consulting, LLC Project Manager Jeannie Neathery attended the recent Energy Efficiency

Block Grant Workshop. Below is the summary of the provisions and guidelines for our clients.

Please contact Jeannie if you have any questions.

ARRA Formula Energy Appropriations

$3.2 billion Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant Program

CA local government (large cities and counties) will receive a direct award of more than $302

million adñ’]inisteredby DOE
Guidelines are available @ :hnp://.energy.ca.gov/reeoverv/guideles/

Applications must be turned in by June 25

Small Cities and Counties - (cities less than 35,000 population; counties less than 200,000

population) will receive about $29 million administered by the California Energy Commission (CEC).

The CEC is preparing their application due to DOE by May 26.

CEC is considering five different approaches to disbursing the flrncLs:

1) Population based formula (approx $7/capita)

2) Competitive grants; scored and rafiked

3) Separate pool of money for smaller jurisdictions — proving technical assistance to develop

proposals scored and ranked separately

4) Grant paired with low-interest loans (3.9%)

5) Low interest loan program.

• Guidelines will be developed by August 2009, taking into account input from workshops.

• CEC is looking at a simplified application process.

Steve Samuelian
Manager
California Consulting, LLC
Central Valley Office
1530 E. Shaw Avenue, Suite 114
Fresno, CA. 93710
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Governors State Budget Proposal “Plan A” Friday, May 15, 2009 10:25 PM

From “steve sarnueflari” <ca-consult g@sbcgobaLnet> -- - -

The following are some highlights from the Governors State Budget “Plan A’ if the ballot measures are

approved on Tuesday May 19.

Assuming the ballot measures pass on Tuesday the Administration is predicting a $15.4 billion state budget

deficit. Program consolidation budget cuts, and borrowing are the three primary methods the Governor

proposes to solve The deficit.

Budget Proposal Highlights—

$156 million in savings from changes to CaiWorks program

$245 million in reductions to social service and health programs for immigrants.

$3 billion reduction to K-14 schools during fiscal year 08-09 and 09-10.

$1 billion cutto CSU and UC funding in fiscal year08-09.

_____

$6 billion in borrowing from state-issued revenue anticipation warrants.

$1 billion from the partial of the State Compensation Insurance Fund.

$750 million in changes to Medi-cal which require federal waivers.

$192 million in reductions and anti-fraud efforts to in home supportive service programs.

$610 million in revenue accelerations from income tax estimated payments.

$132 mil!ion in savings from a shifting to lower cost health care programs,

$248 million in savings by reducing state grant funding for aged and disabled people.

“Plan A” does not propose any borrowing or reductions to Prop. 42 the sales tax on gasoline. Also, there are no
proposed reductions or borrowing from redevelopment funds,
Also, “Plan A” does not propose to borrow from local governments under Prop. IA of 2004 property tax
revenues.

We will be sending out an analysis of “Plan B” very soon,

Let us know if you have any questions. Thanks.

Steve Samuelian
Manager
California Consulting, LLC
Centra’ Valley Cflflce
1530 E. Shaw Avenue, Suite 114
Fresno, CA. 93710
phone 559-244-0801 3 Q
fax 559-244-0804
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Governor’s State Budget Proposal ‘Plan B” Friday, May 15, 2009 11:06 PM

From: ‘steve samueliari <cacon3uIti ig@sbcgiobai. net>

As a reminder the May 19 special election has the following items on the ballot:

Prop. 1A that strengthens state reserve funds and limits state spending.

Prop. lB which repays schools $9.3 billion.

Prop. IC which modernizes the lottery system and allows the state to securitize $5 billion for the budget.

Prop. 1D which moves over $1 billion In tobaccos lax money for the state budget.

Prop. I E which moves $460 million from the mentaL health tax to be used for the budget

Prop IF which prohibits salary increases for elected state officials during budget deficits

The Governor has proposed a “Plan B” budget if the ballot measures fail on Tuesday May 19.

The Governor predicts the budget deficit will grow to $213 billion if the ballot measures are rejected on

Tuesday May 19. The Administration proposes:

Borrowing almost $2 billion in property taxes from local governments under the provisions of Prop. 1A passed

by voters in 2004 A joint powers authority is proposed to allow local governments to borrow as a group
against the state’s repayment.

$301 million in additional In Home Health Service cuts.

$150 mIllion in additional cuts to CSU and UC systems

$2.3 billion in additional cuts to K-14 schools.

Saving $182 million by deporting undocumented irrirnigrants housed In California prisons.

Saving $108 million by eliminating the Prop. 26 substance abuse treatment funding.

$1.7 billion in revenue acceleration by increasing income tax withholding in fiscal year 09-10 by 10%.

$99 million in savings by changing sentencing options allowing for lower level offenders to serve time in local

jails rather than state prison.

$83 million in cuts to healthy families, Med i-cal and other programs.

We will continue to monitor this budget process closely through our regular meetings In Sacramento with state
officials.

Let us know if you have any questions.

Steve Samuelian
Manager
California Consulting, LLC
Central Valley Office
1530 E. Shaw Avenue, Suite 114
Fresno, CA. 93710
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ARRA thformat,on for School Districts Monday, May 18 2009 1114 PM
rin steve samuelian” <C consul ngtsbcgtoba net>

A helpful link from Cal. Department of Education. Let us know if you are interested in any of tflese Stimulus

programs. Thanks, Steve

httpf/www.cdeca.gov/fg/aa/ar/arrafacilifies.asp

Steve Samuelian
Manager
Callfornia Consulting, LLC
Central Valley Office
1530 E. Shaw Avenue, Suite 114

Fresno, CA. 93710
phone 559-244-0801
fax 559-244-0804

http://us.mc8 I 9.mai1.yahoo.com/mc/showMesage?fidInbox&sort=date&orderdown&st... 5/19/2009
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Summary of Governor’s Budget Conference Call Regarding May Revision Monday, May 18, 2O0 6:39 PM

From; ‘steve samuelian’ <ci-consuIting@sbcqobI. net>

To Carrot Terrdzas’ <carro .ca-consult@sbcglobal.nct>

Today California Consulting, LLC participated in a conference call hosted by the Govenror’s Office to discuss

the two recently released State Budget proposals. A summary of the conference call is as follows:

Special Guest Presenters:

Bismark Obarido, Director of External Affairs, Office of the Governor

Secretary Dale Bonner, Secretary of Business, Transportation, and Housing Agency

Mark Hill, Department of Finance

Mike Webb, Deputy Legislative Secretary for the Governor (Transporation and Housing portfolio)

MARK HILL FROM DEPT. OF FINANCE Presenter:

Revenue estimates are down from projections in November. This is the deepest and possibly longest

recessIon in the last 50 years. Not in the depression category but it is of historic levels.

First quarter of 2010 could experience some small growth of the economy.

One time (RAW) in the $6.5 to $6 billion range. Governor does not support new tax increases, most of the

changes in the proposal are on the expediture side not tax increases. The RAW is a form of borrowing. RAW

must be paid back in the next 1 year after it is taken out.

Plan A if ballot measure passes the deficit is about $15 billion

End to the Willilamson Act state subsidy.

Eliminate or reduce state only portions of several programs and lower cost health care plan for state

employees.

Medi-cal services will be reduced for some immigrants, and reduce state participation in IHHS.

State will participate less in SSI and Cal-WORKS reductions.

$1 billion in UC and CSU reductions.

Proposing $2 billion in 09-10 in Prop. 98 reductions to schools.

Proposing $750 million reduction in medi-cal programs.

Proposing to sell portion of State Compensation Insurance Fund.

Plan B if ballot measures fail then deficit is approximately $21 billion so proposing:

33,.
http:/!us.mcRl 9.mai1.yahoo.cornhncIshowMessage?fidInbox&sordate&orderdown&st... 5/18/2009
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Sunimaiy of Governor’s Budget Conference Call Regarding May Revision - ‘AT&T Yaho... Page 2 of 3

Eliminating Prop. 36 substance abuse treatment

More UC and CSU reductions.

More Prop. 98 education reductions.

Increase withholding by 10% on tax payers.

$1.9 billion in borrowing of property tax from local governments under Prop. IA provisions. Repayment is

required in 3 years. State thinks local governments can borrow against the future repayments. Legislation is

coming up soon to accomplish all of this borrowing.
State must pay the money back to local governments with interest. The 1A borrowing is better for the state

than the RAW borrowing because the State has 3 years to pay this back and only 1 year to pay back the RAW.

SECRETARY BONNER next presenter:

Sec. Bonner said the Governor is working to keep the state’s fiscal house in order during very difficult and

challening times. Much more discussionto occur in the coming weeks and months.

MARK HILL FROM DEPT. OF FINANCE AGAIN:

$750 million in local streets and roads funding will be done next fiscal year. This is the last part of Prop, ‘lB.

State can only borrow from local governments under Prop. IA two times in a 10 year period and cannot do

another borrowing until the first loan from local government is paid off. Therefore, state cannot borrow from

local governments again next year unless this first loan is paid off.

Prop. 42 suspension is not proposed in the May Revision. Governor understands that would be devastating to

the STIP program.

The Plan A cuts to education are off set by ARRA funds so schools should not be “hit” as hard if the ballot

measures pass on Tuesday.

If the ballot measures fail on Tuesday education will be “hit” harder including more reductions to revenue

limits. Additional $1 billion deferral from 09-10 to 10.11 to funds costs that schools have already incurred.

Categorical reductions and $70 million reduction to enrollment growth in community colleges.

Redevelopment Agencies are not impacted by the Prop. IA borrowing.

CONCLUSION:

Please keep in mind that all of the above are proposals only at this point from the Governor.

California Consulting, LLC will continue to monitor and advocate on issues important to local governments and

education in Sacramento. Let us know if you have any questions.

Steve Samuelian
Manager
California Consulting, LLC
central Valley Office

http://us.nic8 1 9.mail.yahoo.com/mc/showMessage?fidlnbox&sortdate&orderdown&st... 5/18/2009
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