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2035 Tulare St., Suite 201, Fresno, CA

TTC Members Attending:
Scott Mozier, City of Fresno
Nicholas Don Paladino, Fresno Cycling
Club
Ken Hamm, City of Fresno/Fresno Area
Express
Janet Dailey, Fresno County
Dwight Kroll, City of Clovis

Others Attending:
Frank Steenport, City of Orange Cove
Russell Widmar, City of Fresno - Airports
Mary Gonzalez, City of Fresno
Will Washburn, Provost & Prichard
Francine Farber, League of Women
Voters
Gloria Unruh, Grassroots, America
Robert Takacs, Grassroots America,
California
Bryan Burnett, City of Clovis
Stephen Ramirez, California Health
collaborative

John Donaldson, League of Women
Voters
Bruce Webber, City of Reedley
Jeffrey Webster, Fresno Co. Rural
Transit Agency
Renee Mathis, City of Clovis

Tony Boren, Executive Director
Barbara Steck, Fresno COG
Les Beshears, Fresno COG
Stephanie Maxwell, Fresno COG
Clark Thompson, Fresno COG
Lauren Dawson, Fresno COG
Kathy Chung, Fresno COG
Brenda Lauchner, Fresno COG
Mike Bitner, Fresno COG
Renee DeVere-Oki, Fresno COG

The TTC portion of the meeting was called to order by Chairman Scott Mozier, (City of Fresno)

I. PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS

This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons wishing to address the TTC/PAC on items within
its jurisdiction but not on this agenda. Note: Prior to action by the TTC/PAC on any item on
this agenda, the public may comment on that item. Unscheduled comments may be limited
to 3 minutes.

There were rio public presentations

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

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

Ic,

mments
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A. TTC Executive Minutes of June 10, 2009 Approve
B. 2009-10 Transportation Funding Claims — Resolutions 2009-30-Fowler, Approve

2009-31-Huron,2009-32-Kerman, 2009-33-Kingsburg, 2009-34-Mendota,
2009-35-Orange Cove, 2009-36-Parlier, 2009-37-Reedley,
2009-38-San Joaquin, 2009-39-Selma

C. Redetermination of Conformity for the 2009 FTIP Amendment #3 and 2007 RTP Approve
Amendment #2 Resolution 2009-28

D. Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 5310 Grading Results Accept
E. Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 531/5317 Call for Projects Information
F. FCRTA Item: Acknowledgement of Fresno County Rural Transit Agencs Information

30th Anniversary on September 27, 2009

For a complete summary of these items please see the September 11, 2009 Annotated Agenda.

A motion was made by Jeff Webster (FCRTA) and seconded by John Donaldson (LWV) to approve
the Consent Items as presented. A vote was called for and the motion carried.

III. TRANSPORTATION ACTION I DISCUSSION ITEMS

A. ARRA Implementation and Redistribution Policies

Renee DeVere-Oki reported on this item. On August 12, 2009 Caltrans issued final guidance
on how the state will insure that 100% of the available California ARRA funds will be
obligated by March 2, 2010. The guidelines set up several different milestoneswhich allow
the state time to both process paperwork and redistribute available funds within the state.
The state has identified when draft and final Requests for Authorization (RFA) must be
submitted to Caltrans -Local Assistance and when we as the MPO must submit anobligation
plan to Caltrans demonstrating our regions ability meet these deadlines.

It is important to note that the milestones on the enclosure highlighted deadlines that Fresno
must meet in order to insure that we: 1.) Spend all of our available ARRA funds, 2.) Position
ourselves to receive any available ARRA redistribution, and 3.) Do not lose funds designated
to our region. Staff proposed the following policy recommendation.

Proposed Fresno COG ARRA Redistribution Policy:

By October 15, 2009, any project that has not been certified and can meet the December 1,
2009 Caltrans deadline for a Draft RFA submittal, must submit their 1511 Certification
request to Fresno COG staff. The 1511 certification states to COG, Caltrans, and FHWA that
the agency intends to deliver this project in the time allotted by law.

On October 15, 2009 the City Manager/CAO for each agency, with ARRA money left to
obligate, must submit for each individual remaining project a statement of intention to finish
that project along with a detailed outline of the projects milestones up to the December 1,
2009 RFA deadline.

Project sponsors who cannot meet the Caltrans deadline, or cannot provide COG staff with
adequate documentation of being able to meet the Caltrans deadline; will have their ARRA
funds placed back into the regional pot in order to allow Fresno COG staff to redistribute the
funds to other projects within Fresno County that can meet the deadlines.

For an agency to receive additional ARRA funds during the Fresno COG internal
redistribution of ARRA funds, this agency must:

1. Have already obligated all of their available ARRA funds
2. Have an eligible project/listing in the current FTIP
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3. Provide COG staff with documentation that the project can meet Caltrans deadlines
4. Staff will prioritize projects based on available funds and timing for obligating funds.

A motion was made by Renee Mathis (Clovis) and seconded by Bruce Webber (Reedley) to
recommend that the Policy Board adopt the proposed ARRA Redistribution policy as
presented to the SAFETEA-LU/MAP 21 Subcommittee. A vote was called for and the motion
carried.

B. Regional Transportation Plan

1. Public Outreach Plan

Brenda Lauchner (COG) reported that in accordance with Federal guidance emphasized
during Fresno COG’s latest Federal Certification Review, the RTP Planning Process must
foster involvement through a proactive public participation process with the all interested
parties. Staff must also seek participation and consultation during the RTP development
process with a number of private sector representatives and public agencies.

As Fresno COG undertakes the update of the 2011 RTP a major goal of the public
involvement effort is to reach out to nontraditional as well as traditional audiences to include
them in the transportation planning process. This program will help ensure that environmental
justice issues are addressed and that interested members of the public have ample
opportunity to understand and provide meaningful input while the RTP is in its early stages
and throughout the planning process.

A copy of the RTP Draft Public Outreach Plan was handed out at the TTC/PAC meeting for
review and comment at any time during the RTP Outreach process. Staff has reviewed key
elements of the plan and budget with Committee members.

Ms. Launcher explained the Fresno COG 2011 Regional Transportation Plan Draft Public
Outreach Plan handout that was distributed at the meeting. The Draft outlines the
requirements for the RTP and strategies the staff is planning to implement in getting the
public involved.

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

2. Notice of Preparation — 2011 RTP EIR

Clark Thompson reported on this item. A Notice of Preparation of a Subsequent
Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Proposed 2011 Revision of the Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) has been issued and was provided as a handout to the committee
members. Mr. Thompson reviewed the document with the Committee. Fresno COG
requested input regarding the scope and content of the environmental information to be
included and evaluated in the SEIR. Any response to this Notice of Preparation you or your
agency may provide is requested at the earliest possible date, but not later than 30 days after
receipt of this notice.

Fresno COG understands that 2011 RTP improvement projects have changed or the timing
of those projects has changed since certification of the previous RTP EIR in May 2007. As a
result of these changes, rather than prepare a complete new EIR, Fresno COG desires to
use the previous EIR and update/change sections to address RTP project changes, as well
as greenhouse gas/global warming (Climate Change) issues.

This was an information item and required no further action by the Committee.
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3. RTP Project Nominations

Clark Thompson reported on this item. This is early notification of an action the Fresno COG
Policy Board is expected to take at its September 24, 2009 meeting to issue a “call for project
nominations” for the 2011 Regional Transportation Plan. Member agencies have until
November 19, 2009 to submit their project nominations. Project nominations will be
submitted under two categories: non-exempt projects and exempt projects.

Non-exempt projects are capacity increasing projects. As such, they must be included in the
COG Transportation Model and subjected to a conformity analysis. Exempt projects are
typically safety and maintenance projects and are not subject to a conformity analysis. Both
non-exempt and exempt projects are subject to evaluation under the Congestion
Management Process and both are also subject to financial constraint, in that project funds
must be reasonably available within the time period of the RTP.

New with the 2011 RTP is that project nominations must be submitted by electronic
application form, currently under development. The application includes information such as
total project cost, year open to traffic, project location and limits, and other information
consistent with the requirements of FresnoTrak (our new project monitoring software), the
Congestion Management Process, and the RTP prioritization process.

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

C. Blueprint Update

1. SJV Blueprint Memorandum of Understanding with Valley COGs for 4th Year

Barbara Steck, (COG) reported on this item. Fresno COG has assumed the lead
agency role from Merced COG on all Valleywide Blueprint activities. In order to
formalize this relationship, it is necessary to modify the MOU that staff has been
operating under, identifying Fresno COG as lead agency. The revised MOU also
included an updated work plan. These documents were included in the agenda
packet.

A motion was made by Renee Mathis (Clovis) and seconded by Bruce Webber
(Reedley) to recommend that the COG Policy Board authorize the Executive Director
to enter into the revised Valleywide Blueprint MOU with the eight Valley COGs. A
vote was called for and the motion carried.

2. SJV Contract with the Regents of the University of California / UC Merced and
the Great Valley Center

Barbara Steck, (COG) reported on this item. One of the tasks that was included in
the Valley COGs’ fourth year SJV Blueprint grant application to Caltrans was
continuing our work with the Great Valley Center on the Valleywide Blueprint Website
and orchestrating an additional Valleywide Executive Forum for elected officials.
Because of the transfer of lead agency mentioned above, staff entered into a new
contract with the Regents of the University of California / UC Merced and the Great
Valley Center.



Joint TTC/PAC Executive Minutes, September 11, 2009 Page 5

The Great Valley Center has been involved with the SJV Blueprint since its inception
and has done an- excellent job-onihewebsiteat-www.valleyblueprint.org as well as
orchestrating large Valleywide events for us. Their proposal was included in the
agenda packet. The budget for both tasks is $50,000 which is consistent with past
costs on these line items.

A motion was made by John Donaldson (LWV) and seconded by Scott Mozier (City
of Fresno) to recommend that the COG Policy Board authorize the Executive Director
to enter into a contract for $50,000 (on behalf of the eight Valley COGs) with the
Regents of the University of California and their affiliates: The Great Valley Center
and UC Merced for the purpose of Blueprint related education and outreach. A vote
was called for and the motion carried.

3. SJV Blueprint Awards Program — Announcing 2009 Award Recipients

Barbara SteckCOG)repor nihrsiter: The purpose of the San Joaquin Valley
Regional Blueprint Awards Program was to encourage quality in planning and
development and to increase the public’s awareness of the SJV Blueprint planning
process by recognizing outstanding achievements and practices. This year’s awards
program was intended to be the first of an annual event that recognizes and
celebrates plans, policies, programs and projects that reflect the Blueprint Principles.
The award judges met in early September to review the nominations and determine
this year’s recipients. The announcement of the recipients was released on
September9th The list was provided as a handout at the committee meeting.

Ms. Steck (COG) reviewed the Blueprint Awards list that was distributed to the
Conimitteé.

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

D. Measure “C” Update

1. Regional Transportation Mitigation Fee (RTMF) Joint Power Agency Agreement

Tony Boren, Executive Director, reported on this item. The first meeting of the
Fresno Regional Transportation Mitigation Fee Joint Powers Agency will be on
September 24, 2009, immediately following the COG Board meeting. The JPA Board
will adopt bylaws, elect a chairman and vice chairman, appoint counsel and officers,
discuss the administrative cost structure, and convene a public hearing on the Nexus
Study scheduled for adoption by Resolution October 29, 2009. There is a 60 day
waiting period before the fee goes into effect on January 1, 2010.

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

2. Amendment to Measure “C” Fresno-Yosemite International Airport Tier I List

Les Beshears (COG) reported on this item. Fresno-Yosemite International Airport
received $2.75 million in ARRA funds for the FYI Taxiway BlO/ClO project. This
project is now 100% federally funded no Measure “C” matching funds will be required
and they wish to add the Security Checkpoint Expansion Project to the Tier 1 Project
list in its place. The $3.7 million project received a favorable bid (about half of what
was previously estimated), will have a $367,500 Measure “C” match over a two year
construction period (2009/10 2010/11) and will not supplant any other projects on the
Tier I list.
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As this is an amendment to the Measure “C” Plan it requires a public hearing. Staff
has released this for a 45 day review in September and will adopt the amendment at

a publichearing in October.

A motion was made by Ken Ham (FAX) and seconded by John Donaldson (LWV) to
initiate a 45-day public review and comment period for amendment to the Measure

“C” Fresno-Yosemite International Airport Tier I List. A vote was called for and the

motion carried.

E. 2009 Call for Projects — Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) and

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds

Renee DeVere-Oki reported on this item. On August 24”, the SAFETEA-LU/ MAP 21

Programming Subcommittee met to discuss policies and issues related to the programming

of advanced funding for the next Federal Transportation Funding Act- MAP 21. The 2011

Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) will program funding from 2010/11

through 2013/14; the FTIP will contain four years of funding from the next Federal

Transportation Funding Act- MAP 21.

To insure that no funds are lost to the region Fresno COG must develop a full program of

projects for 2010/11 and additional “easy to deliver” projects in the later years of the FTIP

that can be advanced in order to meet funding obligation requirements. As part of identifying

these “easy to deliver” projects, staff recommended that the current “lifeline” concept be

continued, as established in Call #1. The “lifeline” óohóeptällows 60% of RSTP funds and

30% of CMAQ funds to be set aside for use by member agencies for projects of their

choosg, as long asthe anned projects qualify Jor the identified funding source and relate

to priorities set by the Policy Board.

The SAFETEA-LU Programming Subcommittee reached consensus on the following:

• Program two years worth of funding (Second Call for Projects) from the next Federal

Transportation Funding Act, acknowledging that it is possible that currently available

fund sources within SAFETEA-LU may not be a part of the next Act.

• For RSTP, the Subcommittee agreed to have combination “lifeline” and “regional bid” Call

for Projects. Approximately $19,100,600 of the apportionments for FEY 201 1/12 and

201 2/13 will be available. Over the length of the next Federal Transportation Funding Act

the split between “lifeline” and “regional bid” funds will remain at a 60/40 split (6 years).

The split for this call (2 years) will be $7,982,400 “lifeline” and $11,118,200 “regional bid”.

• For CMAQ, the Subcommittee agreed to have combination “lifeline” and “regional bid” Call
for Projects. Approximately $23,060,800 of the apportionments for FFY 2011/12 and
2012/13 will be available. Over the length of the next Federal Transportation Funding Act,

the split between “lifeline” and “regional bid” funds will remain at a 30/70 split (6 years).

The split for this call (2 years) will be $9,636,000 “lifeline” and $13,424,800 “regional bid”.

• Within the CMAQ “regional bid” pot, $13,424,800, $4,612,200 or 20% of the available pot

will be solely dedicated to projects meeting a minimum cost effectiveness ($30 per

pound) threshold per adopted Fresno COG policy. Over the life of next Act (6 years) a
minimum of 20% of available funding must be applied to projects meeting this minimum

cost effectiveness threshold.
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The SAFETEA-LU/ MAP 21 Programming Subcommittee recommended retaining the long
standing scoring committee representation for both CMAQ and RSTP. At the meeting Fresno
Area Express (FAX) expressed interest in having a “Transit’ representative added to the scoring
committee for 2009 and this recommendation was then passed on to the PAC.

A motion was mace by Ken Hamm (FAX) and seconded by Jeff Webster (FCRTA) to
recommend that the Policy Board issue a formal “Call for Projects” per the SAFETEA
LU/MAP 21 Subcommittee recommendations and also with the recommendation to add a
Fresno Area Express Transit representative to the RSTP Scoring Committee. A vote was
called for with 13 yes votes and 0 no votes.

F. High Speed Rail Update — Formation of Fresno COG High Speed Rail Task Force

Clark Thompson (COG) reported that with the passage of Proposition 1 A in November 2008,
Californians approved $9 billion for a high-speed train system that will provide a fast, safe,
reliable and environmentally friendly transportation alternative. In addition, the State
anticipates receiving a share of funding from the $8 billion of rail stimulus available
nationwide, from annual $1 billion federal appropriations over the next five years, and from an
estimated $50 billion from MAP-21, the next federal Surface Transportation Act. To date, the
California High-Speed Rail Authority has completed “Program-Level” environmental studies
to determine preferred route and station general locations.

- The Authority is now engaged in ongoing outreach with local governments and transportation
planning agencies to integrate/coordinate the statewide high-speed train with local and
regional transportation systems, land use planning and economic development efforts.
Uñdèràyãñd exiãtëd tbbe completed in éãrly 2012 ae “Project-Specific’. environmental

studies that will be used to determine where tracks will be laid, how they will be configured,
and where support facilities are needed. Construction will begin shortly thereafter, with
testing of prototype trainsets expected to begin in 2015. The Authority’s current phasing plan
envisions a “high-speed” test section between Merced and Bakersfield. The San Francisco
to Los Angeles/Anaheim backbone of the statewide system will commence operation in the
2018—2020 timeframe.

Fresno COG’s 2009-10 Overall Work Program has set aside $100,000 for conducting High
Speed Rail planning activities and, last June, the Policy Board approved an initial expenditure
of $10,000 to retain a consultant to analyze heavy maintenance station location criteria
established by the Authority, identify sites within Fresno County that satisfy those criteria, and
related issues. As Fresno COG is the state designated Regional Transportation Agency for
Fresno County and the logical public entity to head the High Speed Rail process, staff is now
recommending formation of an inclusive High-Speed Rail Task Force, comprised of elected
and appointed officials and others within Fresno County, that will focus on the high-speed
train issues of importance to our County. In addition to the heavy maintenance station, these
issues include alignment and station location issues, among others. Recommended
composition of the Task Force includes representatives from Fresno, the County, the cities of
Fowler/Selma/Kingsburg, other interested cities, Chamber of Commerce, Economic
Development Corporation, Workforce Investment Board, and interested individuals. Staff
asked for suggestions for additional participation. Upon approval of the formation of the Task
Force by the Fresno COG Board, staff will issue the Request for Proposals for consultant
services.
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Mr. Thompson explained the California High-Speed Train Project handout that was
distributed to the committee.

A motion was made by John Donaldson (LVW) and seconded by Ken Hamm (FAX) to
recommend approval of the formation of the High-Speed Rail Task Force. A vote was called
for and the motion carried.

IV. OTHER BUSINESS
A. Items from Staff

Mr. Boren informed the Committee that Darius Assemi had been appointed to the California
Transportation Commission.

B. Items from Members

______

Adjournment
There being no further business, the TTC meeting was adjourned.

JOINT Transportation Technical Committee I Policy Advisory Committee
The Transportation Technical Committee and the Policy Advisory Committee will meet as a joint
Comrnitteeto consider scheduled public presentations brought before the committees. This portion
of the meeting is scheduled to begin at 10:00 a.m.
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POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEE
-Time: 1O:OO-a.m.

Don Pauley, City of Kingsburg
Dan Spears, City of Sanger
Gerald Forde, City of Huron
Frank Steenport, City of Orange Cove
Lynn Gorman, Fresno County

Others Attending:
Margaret Mims, Fresno County Sheriff
Sharon Johnson, Susan G. Komen
Annie Ovalle, Susan G. Komen
Debbie Garret, California Health
Collaborative
Ryan Burnett, City of Clovis -

Robert Takacs, Grassroots America
Tony Boren, Executive Director
Barbara Steck, Fresno COG
Jeffrey Webster, Fresno County Rural
Transit Agency
Les Beshears, Fresno COG

Stephanie Maxwell, Fresno COG
Todd Sobrado, Fresno COG
Clark Thompson, Fresno COG
Laural Fawcett, Fresno COG
Lindsey, Monge, Fresno COG

- Lauren Dawson-, Fresno COG
Maria Day, Fresno COG
Kathy Chung, Fresno COG
Brenda Lauchner, Fresno COG
Mike Bitner, Fresno COG
Renee DeVere-Oki, Fresno CO

The PAC portion of the meeting-was called to order by Committee-MemberDon Pauley (Kingsburg)

V. PRESENTATIONS

A. Fresno International Airport Update — Russ Widmar, Director of Aviation, City of Fresno

Mr. Widmar gave a presentation on the progress with the Port of Entry status for Fresno Yosemite
international Airport.

B. Presentation — Sheriff Margaret Mims, Health Care for Underserved Women
Sheriff Mims gave a presentation on breast cancer awareness and distributed information. She
informed the committee that October is Breast Cancer Awareness Month. After Sheriff Mims was
diagnosed with breast cancer she researched this disease and was shocked to learn that that
minority women are diagnosed much later and die at a greater rate than other women. Sheriff Mims
believes that education and awareness need to be available to minority women. Sharon Johnson
also informed the committee of the Susan G. Komen fund raiser ‘Race for he Cure’ on October 24,
2009 that will be held at California State University, Fresno. Sheriff Mims asked members to contact
her if they would like to schedule a presentation.

C. Presentation — Dr. Michele Cantwell-Copher, Fresno County Office of Education — Fresno
County Voluntary Preschool Master Plan (website www.fresnocog.org)
Dr. Francine Farber, President of the League of Women Voters explained the League became
interested in this issue. In 2005, the LWV studied the issue of pre-school attendance to determine
whether there was enough support to increase the accessibility. Dr. Michele Cantwell-Copher made
a presentation on the importance of the accessibility and described the support that is needed for the
Pre-School programs. Materials on the topic were distributed.

D. Presentation — Robert Takacs, Grassroots America, California
Mr. Takacs made a PowerPoint presentation relating his concerns for the environmental issues at
Morrow Mountain. Lynn Gorman (County) stated that the EIR will be sent out shortly addressing
these issues.

E. Caltrans Monthly Report
Due to the mandatory furloughs, Caltrans had no monthly report.

PAC Members Attending:
Kathy Millison, City of Clovis
Luis Patlan, City of Kerman
D-B Huesser, City of Selma
Lou Martinez, City of Parlier

This was an information item and required no further action by the Committee.
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VI. PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS
This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons wishing to address the PAC on items within its
jurisdiction but not on this agenda. Note: Prior to action by the PAC on any item on this agenda, the
public may comment on that item. Unscheduled comments may be limited to 3 minutes.

There were no public presentations

VII. TRANSPORTATION CONSENT ITEMS
A. TTC Executive Minutes of June 10, 2009 Approve
B. 2009-10 Transportation Funding Claims — Resolutions 2009-30-Fowler, Approve

2009-31-Huron, 2009-32-Kerman, 2009-33-Kingsburg, 2009-34-Mendota,
2009-35-Orange Cove, 2009-36-Parlier, 2009-37-Reedley,
2009-38-San Joaquin, 2009-39-Selma

C. Redetermination of Conformity for the 2009 FTIP Amendment #3 and 2007 RTP Approve
Amendment #2 Resolution 2009-28

D. Federal Transit Administration (ETA) Section 5310 Grading Results Accept
E. Fd rat ansit Administration (ErA) Section 531/5317 Call for Projects Information
F. FCRTA Item: Acknowledgement of Fresno County Rural Transit Agency’s Information

30th Anniversary on September 27, 2009

For a complete summary of these items please see the September 11, 2009 Annotated Agenda.

A motion was made by Kathy Millison (Clovis) and seconded by D-B Huesser (Selma) to approve the

Consent Items as presented. A vote was called for and the motion carried.

VIII TRANSPORTATION ACTION I DISCUSSION ITEMS

A. ARRA Implementation and Redistribution Policies

Renee DeVere-Oki (COG) reported that on August 12, 2009 Caltrans issued final guidance on how
the state will insure that 100% of the available California ARRA funds will be obligated by March 2,
2010. The guidelines set up several different milestones which allow the state time to both process

paperwork and redistribute available funds within the state. The state has identified when draft and
final Requests for Authorization (RFA) must be submitted to Caltrans Local Assistance and when
we as the MPO must submit an obligation plan to Caltrans demonstrating our regions ability meet
these deadlines.

It is important to note that the milestones on the enclosure highlighted deadlines that Eresno must
meet in order to insure that we: 1.) Spend all of our available ARRA funds, 2.) Position ourselves to
receive any available ARRA redistribution, and 3.) Do not lose funds designated to our region. staff
proposed the following policy recommendation.

Proposed Fresno COG ARRA Redistribution Policy:

By October 15, 2009, any project that has not been certified and can meet the December 1, 2009
Caltrans deadline for a Draft RFA submittal, must submit their 1511 Certification request to Fresno
COG staff. The 1511 certification states to COG, Caltrans, and FHWA that the agency intends to
deliver this project in the time allotted by law.
On October 15, 2009 the City Manager/CAO for each agency, with ARRA money left to obligate,
must submit for each individual remaining project a statement of intention to finish that project along
with a detailed outline of the projects milestones up to the December 1, 2009 RFA deadline.
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Project sponsors who cannot meet the Caltrans deadline, or cannot provide COG staff with
adequate documentation of being able to meet the Caltrans deadline; will have their ARRA f.inds
placed back into the regional pot in order to allow Fresno COG staff to redistribute the funcis to
other projects within Fresno County that can meet the deadlines.

For an agency to receive additional ARRA funds during the Fresno COG internal redistribution of
ARRA funds, this agency must:

1. Have already obligated all of their available ARRA funds
2. Have an eligible project/listing in the current FTIP
3. Provide COG staff with documentation that the project can meet Caltrans deadlines
4. Staff will prioritize projects based on available funds and timing for obligating funds.

A motion was made by Kathy Millison (Clovis) and seconded by Louis Patlan (Kerman) to
recommend that the Policy Board adopt the proposed ARRA Redistribution policy as presented to
the SAFETEA-LU/MAP 21 Subcommittee. A vote was called for and the motion carried.

B. Regional Transportation Plan

1. Public Outreach Plan

Brenda Lauchner (COG) reported that in accordance with Federal guidance emphasized during
Fresno COG s latest Federal Certification Review the RTP Planning Process must foster
involvement

through-a—proactive public participation process with the all interested parties Staff
must also seek participation and consultation during the RTP development process with a number
of private sector representatives and public agencies.

As Fresno COG undertakes the update of the 2011 RTP a major goal of the public involvement
effort is to reach out to nontraditional as well as traditional audiences to include them in the
transportation planning process. This program will help ensure that environmental justice issues are
addressed and that interested members of the public have ample opportunity to understand and
provide meaningful input while the RTP is in its early stages and throughout the planning process.

A copy of the RTP Draft Public Outreach Plan was handed out at the TTC/PAC meeting for review
and comment at any time during the RTP Outreach process. Staff has reviewed key elements of
the plan and budget with Committee members.

Ms. Launcher explained the Fresno COG 2011 Regional Transportation Plan Draft Public Outreach
Plan handout that was distributed at the meeting. The Draft outlines the requirements for the RTP
and strategies the staff is planning to implement in getting the public involved.

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

2. Notice of Preparation —2011 RTP EIR

Clark Thompson (COG) reported on this item. A Notice of Preparation of a Subsequent
Environmental Impact Report (SERI) for the Proposed 2011 Revision of the Regional
Transportation Plan (RAP) has been issued and was provided as a handout to the Committee
members. Mr. Thompson reviewed the document with the Committee. Fresno COG requested
input regarding the scope and content of the environmental information to be included and
evaluated in the SERI. Any response to this Notice of Preparation you or your agency to provide is
requested at the earliest possible date, but not later than 30 days after receipt of this notice.
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Fresno COG understands that 2011 RTP improvement projects have changed or the timing of
those projects has changed since certification of the previous RTP EIR in May 2007. As a result of
these changes, rather than prepare a complete new EIR, Fresno COG desires to use the previous
EIR and update/change sections to address RTP project changes, as well as greenhouse
gas/global warming (Climate Change) issues.

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

3. RTP Project Nominations

Clark Thompson (COG) reported on this item. This is early notification of an action the Fresno COG
Policy Board is expected to take at its September 24, 2009 meeting to issue a “call for project
nominations” for the 2011 Regional Transportation Plan. Member agencies have until November
19, 2009 to submit their project nominations. Project nominations will be submitted under two
categories: non-exempt projects and exempt projects. Non-exempt projects are capacity
increasing projects. As such, they must be included in the COG Transportation Model and
subjected to a conformity analysis. Exempt projects are typically safety and maintenance projects
and are not subject to a conformity analysis. Both non-exempt and exempt projects are subject to
evaluation under the Congestion Management Process and both are also subject to financial
constraint, in that project funds must be reasonably available within the time period of the RTP.

New with the 2011 RTP is that project nominations must be submitted by electronic application
form, currently under development. The application includes information such as total project cost,
year open to traffic, project location and limits, and other information consistent with the
requirements of FresnoTrak (our new project monitoring software), the Congestion Management
Process, and the RTP prioritization process.

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

C. Blueprint Update

1. SJV Blueprint Memorandum of Understanding with Valley COGs for 4th Year

Barbra Steck (COG) reported that Fresno COG has assumed the lead agency role from Merced
COG on all Valleywide Blueprint activities. In order to formalize this relationship, it is necessary
to modify the MOU that staff has been operating under, identifying Fresno COG as lead
agency. The revised MOU also included an updated work plan. These documents were
included in the agenda packet.

A motion was made by Louis Patlan (Kerman) and seconded by Kathy Millison (Clovis) to
recommend that the COG Policy Board authorize the Executive Director to enter into the
revised Valleywide Blueprint MOU with the eight Valley COGs. A vote was called for and the
motion carried.

2. SJV Contract with the Regents of the University of California / UC Merced and the
Great Valley Center

Barbra Steck (COG) reported on this item. One of the tasks that was included in the Valley
COGs’ fourth year SJV Blueprint grant application to Caltrans was continuing our work with the
Great Valley Center on the Valleywide Blueprint Website and orchestrating an additional
Valleywide Executive Forum for elected officials.



Joint TTC/PAC Executive Minutes, September 11, 2009 Page 13

Because of the transfer of lead agency mentioned above, staff will enter into a new contract
with the Regents of the University of California I UC Merced and the Great Valley Center. The
Great Valley Center has been involved with the SJV Blueprint since its inception and has done
an excellent job on the website at www.vallevblueerint.org as well as orchestrating large
VaHeywide events for us. Their proposal was included in the agenda packet. The budget for
both tasks is $50,000 which is consistent with past costs on these line items.

A motion was made by Lou Martinez (Parlier) and seconded by Kathy Millison (Clovis) to
recommend that the COG Policy Board authorize the Executive Director to enter into a contract
for $50,000 (on behalf of the eight Valley COGs) with the Regents of the University of
California and their affiliates: The Great Valley Center and UC Merced for the purpose of
Blueprint related education and outreach. A vote was called for and the motion carried.

3. SJV Blueprint Awards Program — Announcing 2009 Award Recipients

Barbra—SteckCOG) reportedihat the- purpose of the San Joaquin Valley Regional Blueprint
Awards Program was to encourage quality in planning and development and to increase the
public’s awareness of the SJV Blueprint planning process by recognizing outstanding
achievements and practices. This year’s awards program was intended to be the first of an
annual event that recognizes and celebrates plans, policies, programs and projects that reflect
the Blueprint Principles. The award judges met in early September to review the nominations
and determine this year’s recipients. The announcement of the recipients was released on
September 9th The list was provided as a handout at the committee meeting.

Ms. Steck (COG) reviewed the Blueprint Awards on the list that was distributed to the
Committee.

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

0. Measure “C” Update

1 Regional Transportation Mitigation Fee (RTMF) Joint Power Agency Agreement

Tony Boren, Executive Director, reported on this item. The first meeting of the Fresno
Regional Transportation Mitigation Fee Joint Powers Agency will be on September 24,
2009 immediately following the COG Board meeting The JPA Board will adopt bylaws,
elect a chairman and vice chairman, appoint counsel and officers, discuss the administrative
cost structure and convene a public hearing on the Nexus Study scheduled for adoption by
Resolution October 29, 2009. There is a 60 day waiting period before the fee goes into
effect on January 1, 2010.

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

2. Amendment to Measure “C” Fresno-Yosemite International Airport Tier I List

Les Beshears (COG) reported on this item. Fresno-Yosemite International Airport received
$2.75 million in ARRA funds for the FYI Taxiway BlO/ClO project. This project is now 100%
federally funded no Measure “C” matching funds will be required and they wish to add the
Security Checkpoint Expansion Project to the Tier 1 Project list in its place.

The $3.7 million project received a favorable bid (about half of what was previously
estimated), will have a $367,500 Measure “C” match over a two year construction period
(2009/10 2010/11) and will not supplant any other projects on the Tier I list.
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As this is an amendment to the Measure “C” Plan it requires a public hearing. Staff has
released this for a 45 day review in September and will adopt the amendment at a public
hearing in October_--- - -• —

A motion was made by Dan Spears (Sanger) and seconded by D-B Huesser (Selma) to
initiate a 45-day public review and comment period for amendment to the Measure “C”
Fresno-Yosemite International Airport Tier I List. A vote was called for and the motion
carried.

E. 2009 Call for Projects — Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) and Congestion
Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds

Renee DeVere-Oki reported that on August 24th, the SAFETEA-LU/ MAP 21 Programming
Subcommittee met to discuss policies and issues related to the programming of advanced funding
for the next Federal Transportation Funding Act- MAP 21. The 2011 Federal Transportation
Improvement Program—(FTIP-)--wW--program funding-from 2010/11 through 2013/14; the FTIP will
contain four years of funding from the next Federal Transportation Funding Act- MAP 21.

To insure that no funds are lost to the region Fresno COG must develop a full program of projects
for 2010/11 and additional “easy to deliver” projects in the later years of the FTIP that can be
advanced in order to meet funding obligation requirements. As part of identifying these “easy to
deliver” projects, staff recommended that the current “lifeline” concept be continued, as established
in Call #1. The “lifeline” concept allows 60% of RSTP funds and 30% of CMAQ funds to be set

aside

for use by member agencies for projects of--their- choosing, as long as the planned projects
qualify for the identified funding source and relate to priorities set by the Policy Board.

--

----— --The SAFETEA-LU Programming Subcommittee reached consensus on the following:
• Program two years worth of funding (Second Call for Projects) from the next Federal

Transportation Funding Act, acknowledging that it is possible that currently available fund
sources within SAFETEA-LU may not be a part of the next Act.

• For RSTP, the Subcommittee agreed to have combination “lifeline” and “regional bid” Call for
Projects. Approximately $19,100,600 of the apportionments for FFY 201 1/12 and 2012113 will
be available. Over the length of the next Federal Transportation Funding Act the split between
“lifeline” and “regional bid” funds will remain at a 60/40 split (6 years). The split for this call (2
years) will be $7,982,400 “lifeline” and $11,118,200 “regional bid”.

• For CMAQ, the Subcommittee agreed to have combination “lifeline” and -“regional bid” Call for
Projects. Approximately $23,060,800 of the apportionments for FFY 201 1/12 and 2012/13 will
be available. Over the length of the next Federal Transportation Funding Act, the split between
“lifeline” and “regional bid” funds will remain at a 30/70 split (6 years). The split for this call (2
years) will be $9,636,000 “lifeline” and $13,424,800 “regional bid”.

• Within the CMAQ “regional bid” pot, $13,424,800, $4,612,200 or 20% of the available pot will be
solely dedicated to projects meeting a minimum cost effectiveness ($30 per pound) threshold
per adopted Fresno COG policy. Over the life of next Act (6 years) a minimum of 20% of
available funding must be applied to projects meeting this minimum cost effectiveness
threshold.

The SAFETEA-LU/ MAP 21 Programming Subcommittee recommended retaining the long standing
scoring committee representation for both CMAQ and RSTP. At the TTC meeting Fresno Area
Express (FAX) expressed interest in having a “Transit” representative added to the scoring
committee for 2009 and this recommendation was then passed on to the PAC.
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It was then recommended that this representative come from City of Clovis staff and that this
individual have an understanding/capability to score of both transit and other RSTP eligible projects
(non transit). The current representation of the committee is jurisdictional with 2! representative
from the urban area (rotating between Fresno and Clovis), one from the eastside cities, onefrom
the Westside cities, one from Caltrans staff, one from Fresno COG staff, and one from the County
of Fresno. With this requested change in composition for the 2009 call, there will be two
representatives from the urban area (both Fresno and Clovis with Clovis representing transit), one
from the eastside cities, one from the Westside cities, one from Caltrans staff, one from Fresno
COG staff, and one from the County of Fresno.

A motion was made by Kathy Millison (Clovis) and seconded by Louis Patlan (Kerman) to add to
the RSTP Committee a representative from the City of Clovis to represent Transportation related
issues. A vote was called for and passed with 10 yes votes and 0 no votes.

A motion was made by Bruce Rudd (City of Fresno) and seconded by D-B Heusser (Selma) to
recommend that the Policy Board issue a formal uCall for Projects” per the SAFETEA-LU/MAP 21
Subcommittee recommendations. A vote was called for and the motion carried.

F. High Speed Rail Update — Formation of Fresno COG High Speed Rail Task Force

Clark Thompson (COG) reported that with the passage of Proposition 1A in November 2008,
Californians approved $9 billion for a high-speed train system that will provide a fast, safe, reliable

-and environmentally friendly-transportation alternative.
- In-addition, the State anticipates receiving a

share of funding from the $8 billion of rail stimulus available nationwide, from annual $1 billion
federal appropriations over the next five years, and from an estimated $50 billion from MAP-21, the
next federal Surface Transportation Act. To date, the California High-Speed Rail Authority has
completed “Program-Level” environmental studies to determine, preferred route and station general
locations.

The Authority is now engaged in ongoing outreach with local governments and transportation
planning agencies to integrate/coordinate the statewide high-speed train with local and regional
transportation systems, land use planning and economic development efforts. Underway and
expected to be completed in early 2012 are “Project-Specific” environmental studies that will be
used to determine where tracks will be laid, how they will be configured, and where support facilities
are needed. Construction will begin shortly thereafter, with testing of prototype trainsets expected
to begin in 2015. The Authority’s current phasing plan envisions a “high-speed” test section
between Merced and Bakersfield. The San Francisco to Los Angeles/Anaheim backbone of the
statewide system will commence operation in the 2018—2020 timeframe.

Fresno COG’s 2009-10 Overall Work Program has set aside $100,000 for conducting High Speed
Rail planning activities and, last June, the Policy Board approved an initial expenditure of $10,000
to retain a consultant to analyze heavy maintenance station location criteria established by the
Authority, identify sites within Fresno County that satisfy those criteria, and related issues. As
Fresno COG is the state designated Regional Transportation Agency for Fresno County and the
logical public entity to head the High Speed Rail process, staff is recommending formation of an
inclusive High-Speed Rail Task Force, comprised of elected and appointed officials and others
within Fresno County, that will focus on the high-speed train issues of importance to our County. In
addition to the heavy maintenance station, these issues include alignment and station location
issues, among others. Recommended composition of the Task Force includes representatives
from Fresno, the County, the cities of Fowler/Selma/Kingsburg, other interested cities, Chamber of
Commerce, Economic Development Corporation, Workforce Investment Board, and interested
individuals. Staff asked for suggestions for additional participation. Upon approval of the formation
of the Task Force by the Fresno COG Board, staff will issue the Request for Proposals for
consultant services.
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Mr. Thompson explained the California High-Speed Train Project handout that was distributed to
the committee.

A motion was mad by Kathy Millison (Clovis) and seconded by Dan Spears (Sanger) to recommend
approval of the formation of the High-Speed Rail Task Force. A vote was called for and the motion
carried.

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

A. Airport Land Use Commission — Memorandum of Understanding Extension Approve
B. 2009/loOvera!!WorkProaramAmendment#2 Approve
C. Farmland Conservation Model Program Update Information
D. Monthly Legislative Update Information
E. Recommendation to Add Non-Voting Member to COG Policy Board lnkrmation
F. SB 12, SB 375, SB 716 and Proposition 84 Update Information

G. Status Report on Sacramento Lobbying Activities— Steve Samuelian, Information
California Consulting LLC

H. Regional Clearinghouse Information

______

Project Applicant

1. RHS 514 Loan — Off Site Farm Labor Housing Corporation for Better Housing —

2. One Time Program Improvement 2009 Head Start- Fresn C - t EOC

______

Preschool and Early Head Start
0 oun Y

For a complete summary of these items please see the September 11, 2009 Annotated Agenda.

A motion was made by Alan Bengyel (Orange Cove) and seconded by Don Pauley (Kingsburg) to
approve the Consent Items as presented. A vote was called for and the motion carried.

X. ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION I DISCUSSION ITEMS

A. Abandoned Vehicle Abatement FY 2008-09 Third Quarter Summary Report

Clark Thompson (COG) reported that as stated in the 2003 Fresno County Abandoned Vehicle
Abatement Service Authority Plan, the Fresno COG, as administrator of the AVA Program, shall
submit a quarterly status report to the Fresno County Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Service
Authority. The Service Authority has directed the quarterly status report first be presented to the
Policy Advisory Committee for review and recommendation. Status reports are submitted quarterly
to ensure proper distribution of funding to the member agencies. This status report contains the
following information:

• The gross amount of money received by the Authority from the Abandoned Vehicle Trust
Fund during the quarter.

• An itemized statement of the Abandoned Vehicle Trust Fund monies expended by the
Authority during the quarter.

• An accounting of money expended for major purchases, if any.
• An accounting of unexpended revenues from the Abandoned Vehicle Trust Fund.
• An accounting of the total number of vehicles and parts thereof abated by the Authority

during the quarter.
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The enclosure for this item indicated the level of activity and distribution of funding to the member
agenöies. Fo? the third quarter of FY 2008-09, a total of $164,733.72 in current AVA revenues was
received and available for distribution to member agencies and to the Fresno COG for program
administration. During the quarter, member agencies expended $163,818.84 conducting AVA
activities and the Fresno COG claimed $2,375.00 for program administration (total expenses =

$166,193.84). Expenses exceeded revenue during the quarter by $1,460.12, thereby reducing the
program’s accumulated surplus. A total of 865 vehicles were abated this quarter, compared to
1,171 vehicles abated during the same quarter of the previous fiscal year. This decrease is mostly
attributable to fewer abatements during the quarter by the City of Fresno and, to a lesser extent, the
County of Fresno.

A motion was made by Lou Martinez (Parlier) and seconded by Luis Patlan (Kerman) to
recommend acceptance of the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement FY 2008-09 Third Quarter Summary
Report as presented. A vote was called for and the motion carried.

B. 2010 “One Voice” Call for Projects

Barbara Steck (COG) reported that it was again time to begin the process of planning for Fresno
COG’s annual “One Voice” trip back to Washington DC where staff will present a list of priorities for
our region. Trips over the past seven years have been quite fruitful as noted in the Fresno COG
“One Voice” 2009 Summary and 2010 Recommendations on our website at www.fresnocoq.org

The 2010 “One Voice” trip will take place February 6-11, 2010. In preparation, staff has been in
communication with its D.C. lobbyist, Simon & Company, to discuss their recommendations. As
noted in their memo dated April 9, 2009:

As with past years, the joint congressional briefing worked well and as you will recall, the
• congressional staff were thoroughly engaged in the discussion of projects, which continued

among them subsequent to the “One Voice” visit. However, with two out of the four “One
Voice” House members not accepting earmark requests, it is important they we continue to
balance our time with them to include important policy issues as well as earmark requests.

As suggested, staff needs to solicit information on policy issues that our member agencies and
community partners may be concerned with so that staff can raise those issues with our
Washington delegation and their staff. The timeline for the 2010 project selection process is as
follows:

• Kick-off Meeting — Wednesday, September 9, 2009 @ 3:00 PM at COG
• Mail/Email Call for Projects — Monday, September 21, 2009
• Deadline for project submittal — Friday, October 9, 2009
• Project Selection Committee Meeting — Wednesday, October 21, 2009
• COG Policy Board Approval of Project List — Thursday, November 19, 2009

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

C. San Joaquin Valley Regional Planning Agencies Fall Policy Conference — October 1 and 2

Barbara Steck (COG) reported on this item. The San Joaquin Valley Regional Planning Agencies’
Policy Council was established in 2006. The Council is comprised of two elected officials (and one
alternate) appointed from each of the regional planning agency’s policy boards. The Council meets
at least twice each year to provide guidance on common interregional policy issues.
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The Policy Council also represents the San Joaquin Valley at public forums, including before the
California Transportation Commission, the Governor and his/her administration, and before State
and Federal legislative bodies that require a common voice. The Policy Council also provides
direction and guidance to the Regional Planning Agencies Executive Directors Committee.

Ms. Steck informed the committee that three years ago, the Policy Council initiated an annual Fall
Policy Conference, that allows the eight Regional Planning Agencies in the Valley to convene with
other agencies and stakeholders to discuss issues that affect the entire region. While the primary
focus is on transportation planning, the Council recognizes that other regional issues must be
considered as well. The ultimate goal is to implement policies that will result in an improved quality
of life for all who live here. The agenda for this year’s program is available on the COG website at
www.fresnococi.org.

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

XI. OTHER BUSINESS
A. Items from Staff

Tony Boren, Executive Director informed the Committee that Darius Assemi has been appointed to
the California Transportation Commission.

B. Items from Members
There were no items from members.

Adjournment

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned.

Respectfully submitted,

Tony Borer Executive Director
Council of Fresno County Governments

\sm



BEFORE THE
COUNCIL OF FRESNO COUNTY GOVERNMENTS

RESOLUTION NO. 2009-40
In the Matter of: ) RESOLUTION OF APPROVAL

TRANSPORTATION FUNDING
TRANSPORTATION ) CLAIM FOR THE CITY OF
DEVELOPMENT ACT ) FIREBAUGH, 2009-10
OF 1971

WHEREAS, the Council of Fresno County Governments (COG) is the administrator of the Local Transportation Fund as
provided by Chapter 1400 of the California Statutes of 1971, and the State Transit Assistance Fund as provided by Chapter 161 &
322 of the Statutes of 1979 and 1982, respectively, and

WHEREAS, the COG has the authority to review claims and allocate such funds in accordance with the Transportation
Development Act of 1971 and Chapter 3 of Title 21 of the California Code of Regulations; and

WHEREAS, the City of Firebaugh has submitted a Transportation Funding Claim for its 2009-10 fiscal year
apportionment.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Transportation Funding Claim submitted by the City of Firebaugh has
been reviewed and the following findings are hereby made:

1. The Funding Claim submitted by the City of Firebaugh has been reviewed and found to be in conformance with the adopted
Regional Transportation Plan.

2. That the COG finds that priority consideration has been given to claims to offset reductions in federal operating assistance and
the unanticipated increase in the cost of fuel, to enhance existing public transportation services, and to meet high-priority
regional, countywide, or areawide public transportation needs.

3. On June 25, 2009 the COG Board approved Resolution 2009-22 which found that public transportation needs within the City of
Firebaugh and its sphere of influence will be reasonably met in 2009-10.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the COG hereby approves the Transportation Funding Claim submitted by the
City of Firebaugh and allocates monies from the Transportation Development Act in accordance with the attached claim
which is hereby made a part of this resolution.

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

THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION was passed and adopted by the Council of Fresno County Governments this 24th day
of September, 2009.

AYES:

NOES:

ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:
Signed:

____________________________________________

ATTEST: Trinidad M. Rodriguez, Chairman

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the
Council of Fresno County Governments duly adopted at a regular
meeting thereof held on the 29th day of October, 2009.

Signed:_______________________________________________________
Tony Boren, Executive Director



Dote: September 1L2009 Claimant: fl-ity of Pirhrnigh

TRANSPORTATION FUNDING CLAIM

FOR FISCAL YEAR: 2009110

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

FROM: Applicant: City of Firebaugh

Address:_ 1133 “P” Street

City: Firebaugh,Ca Zip Code: 93622

Contact: Jose Antonio Ramirez Phone: (1559)659—2043

This applicant Is an eligible claimant pursuant to Section 99203 of the Public Utilities Code and certifies that the

following transportation funds are available to be claimed:

Local Transportation Fund

Apportionment $ 201,431

Surplus (Prior Years) $_____________________

Unexpended, Held by Claimant $___________________

Other Agency $_________________

State Transit Assistance Fund

Estimate $________________________

Prior Year Carryover $___________________

Unexpended, Held by Claimant $___________________

Other

Audit Exception/Impairment (required General Fund Payback)
$___________________

Other $___________________

TOTAL $ 201,431

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

(spell out amount)

for the purposes and respective amounts specified In the attached claim be drawn from the Local Transportation

Fund and State Transit Assistance Fund

Authorized Signature:

Title: City Manager

Date:

_____________________
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Dote: September 11,2009 Claimant: City of i1-h

TRANSPORTATION FUNDING CLAIM DETAIL

PURPOSE AMOUNT SUB-TOTAL

1. Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities (Art. 3) $ 4,026

(Art. 8a) $_________________

Audit Exceptions (General Fund Payback) $_______________

Unexpended Funds Held By Claimant $_______________

SUB-TOTAL $ 4,026

2. Regional Transportation Planning SUB-TOTAL $ 5,622

3. Public Transportation (Art. 4) $________________

(Art.8c) $____________

Other Agency ( ) $______________

Other Agency( ) $_____________

State Transit Assistance Funds $_______________

Audit Exceptions (General Fund Payback) $_______________

Unexpended Funds Held By Claimant $_______________

Other, specify ( ) $_______________

SUB-TOTAL $_____________

4. Community Transit Service (CTSA, Art. 4.5) SUB-TOTAL $_____________

5. Streets & Roads (Art. 8a) $ 119 802

Audit Exceptions (General Fund Payback) $______________

Unexpended Funds Held By Claimant $______________

SUB-TOTAL $ 119.802

6. To Be Claimed By: (Fresno County Rural Transit Agency) $ 61,992

(Consolidated Transp. Serv. Agency) $ 9,989

Other( ) $_____________

Other( ) $______________

Other( ) $______________

SUB-TOTAL $ 71,981

7. Reserved in Fund Pending Further Claiming SUB-TOTAL $____________

$ 201,431GRAND TOTAL
(Claim Total Must Agree Mth Total On First Page)

Minus All Unexpended Funds Held By

GRAND TOTAL PAYABLE TO CLAIMANT

$

201,431

Allocation instructions and payment by the Fresno County Auditor-Controller to the applicant is subject to such

monies being available for distribution, and to the provisions that such monies will be used only in accordance with

the rules and regulations of the Transportation Development Act.
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Dote:September 11, 2009 Claimant City of Firebag.

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

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

Project Title and Brief Description Project Cost

1. (Generic)

AND/OR

Various Bicycle and Pedestrian facilities throughout the
claimant’s jurisdiction:

1. (Specific)

2. (Specific)

(add sheets If necessary)
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS

Revenue Source & Amount
LTF (Article 3)
LTF (Article 8a)
Other:
Other $.
Audit Exception - G.F. Payback .. S.

S
S
S

STREETS AND ROADS CLAIM

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

Project Title and Brief Description Project Cost

1. (Generic)

AND/OR

1. (Specific)

Development, Construction and Maintenance of Facilities S..

2. (Specific)

(add sheets If necessary)
TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $

Revenue Source & Amount
LTF(Article8a)
Other $..
Other S..
Audit Exception - G.F. Payback .. S..
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Dote: si-- 11,2fl09 Claimant:_ City of Firebaugh

CONTINGENCY PROJECT LISTING

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

( ) ARTICLE 3, BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Project Title & Brief Descriptions Project Cost

1. Various Bicycle and Pedestrian facilities throughout $ Amount of Add’tl
the claimant’s jurisdiction funds made available

in current FY

AND/OR

$________

(add sheets if necessary)

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $_____________________

(3 ARTICLE 4, PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION
OR

) ARTICLE 8C, PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION

Project Title & Brief Descriptions Project Cost

2. $_____________

(add sheets If necessary)

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS

_____________________

ARTICLE 8, STREETS AND ROADS

Project Title & Brief Descriptions Project Cost

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

in current FY
AND/OR

1. $_________________

(odd sheets if necessary)

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $____________________
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LiLiI r’i•
Needs Assessment and Action

4.4 Urban Mass Transportation

4.4.1 Overview

The purpose of the Regional Transportation Plan’s Mass Transportation section is to review the existing
and planned transit services and determines those improvements that will provide the greatest benefit
while maintaining a high level of system efficiency. The following section has been updated to incorporate
Bus Rapid Transit into the discussion

4.4.5 Proposed Actions

Short-Range Transit Plan

Fresno Area Express

The most recent Short-Range Transit Plan (SRTP) for the Fresno-Clovis Metropolitan Area was adopted
on June 30, 2005. The Plan represents a short-range evaluation of transit needs and proposes specific
recommendations for implementing the long-range objectives of the RTP. The Plan guides the provision
of transit services in the FCMA over a five-year period, and sets forth an action plan commensurate with
reasonable needs and available funding. The SRTP and this RTP are being amended to reflect the
findings and recommendations of the Long-Range Transit Master Plan that was competed February
2002.

In order to achieve the goal of maintaining financial stability, FAX must continuously seek improvements
in service productivity and cost effectiveness. Since the majority of FAX’s budget is spent to provide
service on the street, it is critical that service be regularly monitored to ensure these resources are being
utilized to the fullest extent possible. FAX has addressed system productivity by instituting an ongoing
program of service evaluation to identify inefficient use of resources and respond with corrective
measures.

The primary assessment of transit service is accomplished by measuring individual route performance
using FAX’s route evaluation process. When appropriate, corrective action is taken to modify route
alignments, change the service schedule to ensure that resources are used in the most productive
manner. There are many methods for evaluating the efficiency and effectiveness of public transportation
service. Because each method has unique strengths and weaknesses, FAX employs several service
evaluation methods. Among the methods used are: peer review analysis, system minimum/maximum
standards assessment, and passenger surveys.

Peer Review Analysis uses standard service measurement criteria to compare one agency’s system
performance against another. This kind of analysis is most valuable when standard, well controlled data
sets are available, and when the systems being evaluated have similar operating environments.

The System Minimum/Maximum Standards Assessment uses standards that are established both through
legislation and local effort. From a legislative perspective, Federal and State regulations require public
transit operators to provide and maintain service in some very specific ways. The Federal Transit
Administration has regulations governing the provision of “Charter Service.” Also, Title VI of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964 states the following:
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“No person in the United States shall, on the grounds of race, color, or national origin be excluded

from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be subjected to discriminations under any

program or activity receiving Federal financial assistance.”

As part of the Title VI regulations, FAX must provide a Title VI Evaluation Report every three years. There

are two sections to this report. The first section, General Reporting Requirements, contains information

concerning active lawsuits and complaints, a description of any pending applications for Federal financial

assistance, a summary of civil rights compliance review activities, FTA civil rights assurances, and

fixed-facility impact analysis. The second section, Program Specific Requirements, contains information

regarding the Title VI internal review process for service delivery, the internal monitoring process, the

service standard policies, and a description of service changes specific to the Fresno Area Express

fixed-route transit system and its impacts on the minority population. The Title VI assessment is designed

to ensure that FAX provides its services equally among various population groups. Specifically, census

tracts designated as “Minority Census Tracts” must be evaluated and compared to Non-Minority Census

Tracts to determine whether any discriminatory practices are evident.

The State Transportation Development Act (TDA) regulations require FAX to maintain a minimum 20

percent farebox recovery ratio. The TDA also places restrictions on the use of State Transit Assistance

(STA) Funds, Regulations require transit agencies to keep cost increases under the State Cost of Living

Index (CPI). If cost increases exceed the State CPI, transit agencies are not allowed to use STA Funds

for operating expenses. Finally, local and regional concerns are used to develop minimum productivity

standards. For FAX, these standards are developed through a coordinated, comprehensive, continuous

process carried out by the Council of Fresno County Govemments (COFCG). The COFCG’s Regional

Transportation Plan (RTP) and Short-Range Transit PInn for the Fresno-Clovis Urbanized Area (SRTP),

set guidelines for service evaluation. Additionally, each year the COFCG prepares the Annual Transit

Productivity Analysis. This document assesses all public transit operators in Fresno County, and reviews

the most recent Triennial Audit recommendations.

In 1981, a Transit Corridor Analysis was completed which evaluated the efficiency and effectiveness of

service on a route-by-route basis. At that time, service measures were developed to assist in evaluating

individual route performance in relation to the system-wide performance. Those minimum performance

measures continue to be the basis of local service evaluation. At a minimum, an individual route should

exceed 60 percent of the system-wide average for a number of key passenger productivity indicators.

The 60 percent figure is an overall industry standard that assumes a transit system may tolerate some

low performing routes if they provide an important component of the system, and especially if the

component helps meet the needs of the transit dependant riders. Cost performance measures should not

exceed 140 percent of the total system average, with 140 percent representing the system maximum.

Passenger surveys allow public transit operators to include human aspects of service in the evaluation

mix. Measurements of satisfaction, friendliness, and of opinions about services provided are most

appropriately collected through customer surveys. Additionally, customer surveys provide an effective

way to measure customer expectations and needs, and provide valuable information for quality decision

making.

FAX utilizes a variety of survey methods including inexpensive self-administered surveys that are
provided in every schedule guide, and more detailed and expensive on-board interviews. These surveys

are used to collect information that is required by Federal and State agencies including passenger

demographics, origin/destination information, and travel habits. This data also provides FAX with insights

into the concerns of our passengers. For example, it was one of these passenger surveys that allowed

FAX to prioritize service improvement options and select night service in 1999.

Clovis Transit

Clovis Transit has also been affected by limited funding, which necessitated changes with an added

emphasis on efficiency. Route changes will be implemented based upon demand, reducing transfers and
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elimination of unproductive routes or portions of routes. Increased emphasis will continue to be placed on
peak-hour service.

Clovis Transit will continue to monitor existing services for productivity and internal efficiencies. Efforts to
coordinate services among transit systems for maximum delivery of service throughout the region will also
continue. Ongoing coordination and consolidation of all Clovis transportation service for social service
agencies will continue to be the focus of Clovis’ specialized services.

Long-Range Improvement Plan

Fresno, like other Central California cities, is expected to continue experiencing a high rate of growth and
development over the next twenty years. This growth will bring both opportunities (new jobs, new
housing and increased prosperity) and problems (increased traffic congestion, air pollution and general
over-crowding).

The Fresno urban area is no stranger to some of these problems. Fresno has experienced explosive
growth, especially in the northern neighborhoods abutting Herndon Avenue. On one hand, this growth
has been good because it has increased the stock of affordable housing and created thousands of jobs in
construction and related industries. On the other hand, the increase in automobile traffic associated with
this growth is having an effect on both traffic congestion (collector streets and arterials) and air pollution.

Will things get worse? The population of the FCMA, according to the State Department of Finance, is
expected to surpass 1 million within the next twenty years. According to the COG Travel Model, traffic
congestion throughout the FCMA will reach a ‘significant’ level by 2010 and ‘serious’ level 2020.

Increased congestion impacts not just cars but buses as well. How? An increase in congestion
increases the time it takes for a bus to make a round-trip, which, in turn, increases the number of buses,
needed just to maintain the current level of service. In other words, it ends up costing more to keep doing
the same thing. Even a small decrease in the average speed along a corridor can translate into the need
to one or two extra buses on a route. This in turn can increase annual operating costs by several
hundred thousand dollars. In the near future as much as 25% of a bus’ total round-trip time could be
spent waiting at red lights or creeping along in stop and go traffic.

Public transit operators and policy makers must give serious consideration to how competitive transit can
or should be with private automobiles. If FAX, or any other transit operator, is expected to play an
earnest role in economic development, environmental justice or improving air quality, then it will be
necessary to offer a system which is competitive with the private automobile. If so, that system will look
vastly different from the system on the street today. The question then becomes, is the community ready
to commit the resources needed for transit to be a viable alternative to the ubiquitous automobile?

The Fresno Area Express (FAX) Long-Range Transit Master Plan (FAX LRTP) provides a vision of what
public transit might/should look like in twenty years based on adopted regional and local goals and
objectives. The Plan presents an evaluation of current and future transit needs and issues, plus
recommendations for creating a system to address those needs in an effective and efficient manner. The
Plan has two primary components: A long term (2020) vision for public transit, and a five-year short-term
plan that supports the longer term vision.

The current FAX system, as with many other areas around the county including those within Fresno
County, is one that primarily addresses social service transportation needs. The typical FAX passenger
tends to come from a transit dependent household and has few, if any options other than riding the bus.
If public transit is going to play a role in addressing mobility and air pollution challenges, the system will
need to be structured, or restructured, in a manner that can attract choice riders. It must become
competitive with the automobile.

With limited resources, shifting the service objectives of the FAX system could result in the need to make
some difficult trade-offs. A system that is designed to be competitive with the automobile is not always
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appropriate for serving social service needs. This could become an issue for current riders and social
service agencies. The question is, how limited resources will be distributed between competing needs.
The FAX LRTP identifies two short-term scenarios as well as long-term strategies that build upon these
scenarios.

(1) Short-term scenario A focuses all resources toward maximizing system-wide ridership. This
scenario reduces service in areas that currently generate low ridership, while increasing the
frequency of service to every 15 minutes all day in areas of high ridership. The service assumes
a 25 percent increase in resources and suggests that ridership growth in the range of 35-50% is
conceivable.

(2) Short-term scenario B retains coverage to all areas now served, and even expands the
coverage area to include most developed parts of the city. Relatively few improvements are

made to increase productivity, although some frequencies are improved. This scenario is likely to
increase the growth rate in ridership slightly, but at a rate below that of Scenario A. To date, this
has been the scenario of choice for FAX and other Fresno County service providers.

For long-term growth, the service plan recommends the implementation of either of the short-term
scenarios, and then to grow service only as funding resources permit. The approach presumes that the
30% growth in travel projected for the region will occur overwhelmingly in the form of single-occupant
auto trips. The long-term recommendations urge Fresno to aggressively seek funding for a major
expansion and “reinvention” of the rubber-tired transit system, as well as for major high capacity transit
projects.

The 2002 FAX LRTP identified four corridors that could potentially support high capacity transit to be
considered in a future Federal Major Investment Study. The corridors include Ventura/Kings Canyon,
Shaw Avenue, Cedar Avenue and Blackstone Avenue. Data collected during the preparation of the FAX
LRTP including residential and employment densities, current and planned land uses, and current FAX
ridership travel demand analysis showed these corridors to be the most viable within the FCMA. As
recommended in the Plan, the City of Fresno completed an Alternative Mass Transoortation Pre-Maior
Investment Study. (PreMIS). This study was completed in two phases. Phase 1 of thestUdy, “Developing
a Vision for High Capacity Transit”, conducted the outreach necessary to inform the public and key
stakeholders about the realistic potential for high capacity transit service within the study areas. This
phase also developed a set of policy and strategy recommendations that will enhance transit supportive
development. Phase II of the study focused on the choice corridor for more detailed cost, ridership and
mode-split projections.

FAX undertook an update of the Long-Range Transit Master Plan (LRP) update in January 2007. Much
of the work was the development of a Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Plan for the FCMA. The work has
included public outreach, corridor selection as well as ridership and cost modeling. The final plan

.‘

includes an evaluation of the steps necessary to seek federal Very .SmalIStartsfunding.lnaddit!onto,-
e P

the service planning, the LRP includes a task to evaluate ‘Urban Growth Management Transit District’ or .‘J Deleted: corridor

similar development fees to support transit infrastwcture. Deleted: the

The_Locallypreferred Alternative (LPA) JorAX’s flrstBRTorridor,wiIl operate on Ventura/Kings Canyon j.

Boulevard between Fowler Avenue on the east and the CBD following the current FAX Route 28
alignment, and then from the CBD north on Blackstone Avenue to Friant RoacL Following the current FAX
Route 30. The proposed rndor is comprised of segments of FAX smostproductiv
other alternatives considered before the Fresno City Council adopted the LPA were the Ventura/Kings
Canyon corridor (Route 28) form Fowler Avenue on the east to the CBD; Blackstone Corridor (Route 30)
from Friant Road on the north the the CBD; and a modified combination of the firs two alternatives that
would have traveled north on Blackstone only as far as Manchester Transit Center. Other corridors

____________

identified in the Transit Master ,Plan include Cedar Avenue AX Route 38)ghaw Avue (FAX
Route 9) including service to Clovis ......

....

The current FAX system, as with many other areas around the county including those within Fresno

.f Deleted:

,. H
Deleted: line

Deleted:

Deleted:.

Deleted: A possible interlined
corridor traveling from the CBD to
Manchester Transit center via Fresno
City Collage is being considered as
part of this first BRT service.

Deleted:

Deleted:

Deleted: and Blackstone Avenue
(FAX Route 30)

___________

Page 4-4 Needs Assessment and Action Element



County, is one that primarily addresses social service transportation needs. The typical FAX passenger

tends to come from a transit dependent household and has few, if any options other than riding the bus.

If public transit is going to play a role in addressing mobility and air pollution challenges, the system will

need to be structured, or restructured, in a manner that can attract choice riders. BRT service promises to

provide significant reductions in travel time and improvements in service reliability that will attract more

choice riders.

The Fresno COG is also undertaking Phase II of the Public Transportation and Infrastructure Study

(PTIS). The purpose of the PTIS is to evaluate mobility needs and opportunities, and to identify

strategies for public transit and transit supportive infrastructure development that will result in wider

acceptance and use of non-automobile transportation modes such as public transit, bicycle and

pedestrian travel. In addition to the development of viable alternative public transportation options for

Fresno County, this study seeks to develop ridership projections and cost estimates for various scenarios

that will be used to establish a long-range plan leading to optimum connectivity within the region.

Phase I of the PuS evaluated existing and planned land uses, mapped residential and employment

densities, and identified primary travel corridors for communities outside of the Fresno/Clovis Metropolitan

Area (FCMA). Phase I also reviewed existing land use policies and developed a set of transit supportive

recommendations.

Discussion

Coordination of Fares and Schedules

Management and staff from FAX, Clovis Transit, Fresno County Rural Transit Agency, and Fresno

County Economic Opportunities Commission meet regularly to discuss ongoing planning projects and

reports, service issues, and connectivity among systems. Coordination of fares and schedules is an

ongoing topic at these meetings. FAX now includes Clovis Roundup schedules with the FAX Schedule

Guide, and in October 2004, Clovis Roundup and FAX initiated the Metro Pass, a new regional pass that

is accepted on both systems. Information for both systems is available by phone at 559-621-RIDE.

In addition, a regional farebox system that could facilitate a regional pass program was included as part of

the COG’s ‘One Voice” program. FAX is the lead agency in the procurement of a new Automated Fare

Collection System that will accomplish many of the benefits of forming a regional transit agency without

the necessity of forming a new regional political structure.

Transit Interface

COG continues to publish the Fresno County Transportation Guide. The Guide is a bilingual

(English/Spanish), user friendly booklet which describes in detail the availability of mass transportation

services throughout the county. The Guide includes information on regional, inter-city, and local

transportation providers; information on transportation services to many popular destinations; and clear

direction on how to plan trips and make connections within and between systems and modes. The

document includes several colored maps. The COG continues to revise the document each time it is

published.

Public/Private Sector Coordination

FAX continues to contract with the private sector for many services which can be provided more reliably

and economically. The maintenance department contracts to private firms for a variety of services

including major overhauls and vehicle painting. FAX also contracts with private firms for special studies,

surveys, marketing projects, technical training and administrative equipment servicing. Planning and

related services are now contracted with the Council of Fresno County Govemments. Many

administrative support services such as legal, personnel, communications, finance, data processing and
purchasing are performed by other city departments. Municipal code and labor contracts preclude some

outside service contracting.
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Inter-city Rail

Amtrak currently provides inter-city passenger rail service for six round trips daily. Freight is carried along
both the Burlington Northern Santa Fe and the Union Pacific railroads.

Passenger Rail Project Priorities:

Passenger rail priorities currently facing Fresno include:

• Preservation of abandoned railroad right-of-way and trackage

• The California High Speed Rail Project

• Assessment of future light rail potential

A more detailed discussion of rail issues can be found elsewhere in this document (Section 4.8) under the
heading Rail.
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Chapter 5
Financial Element

Exhibit 5-1
Transportation Funding Categories

Federal Programs

Allocation Annual Funding 10 yr. Funding Life of the RTP (24
Program Process Eligible Projects Estimate Estimate Years)

Air national guard
contributes
$50000 annually Fresno Yosemite
or general International Airport (FYI)
maintenance to maintenance &

Aw National Guard FYI mprovements $50,000 $500,000 $1,200,000

Bridge Highway bridge
ReplacementlRehabilitatio ompetitive based ehabilitation &
(HBRR) on need and merit replacement $2,109,333 $21,093,330 $50,623,992

Competitive bid Transportation projects
Congestion Mitigation & Air and fair share hat reduce emissions and
Quality (CMAQ) distribution improve air quality $15,486,008 $154,860,085 $371,664,203

Repair damaged federal
Competitive based highways in federal

Emergency Relief (ER) on need and merit disaster areas $40,000 $400,000 $960,000
Entitlements are
based on Improvements at

Federal Airport passengers and air commercial, “reliever”, and
Improvement Program cargo pounds ieneral aviation airports $3,330,000 $33,300,000 $79,920,000

Highway
improvements/construction

Discretionary projects for access to
Federal Lands Program rogram rublic lands $800,00fl $8,000,00(l $19,200,000

Federal Transit FTA gives urban
dministration Section area funds based Purchase of transit capital
5307 on formula items $7,751,883 $77,518,830 $186,045,190

Federal Transit Projects identified Purchase of rail cars,
dministration Section through TEA-21 buses, new rail systems &
5309 earmarks ,arious equipment Variet’ Varies Vane
Federal Transit Purchase of transit capital
Administration Section Competitive bid items for needs of elderly
5310 process & disabled persons $985,525 $9,855,250 $23,652,600

Federal Transit FTA allocated wral Purchase of transit capital
Administration Section area funds for items and/or operating
5311 transit assistance $100,000 $1,000,00C’ $2,400,000

Hazard Elimination and Competitive based Highway & roadway safety
Safety Program (HES) on need and merit improvements $590,000 $5,900,000 $14,160,000

Highway/Railroad Grade lmprve at-grade
Crossing Safety Competitive based crossings between roads
mprovement Program on need and merit and railroad tracks $1,440,000 $14,400,000 $34,560,000
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Included in Included in
Interstate Maintenance (IM) Based on formula nterstate system Regional Choice Regional Choice Included in Regional
Program or each state maintenance projects Funds Funds Choice Funds

Included in
Regional Included in

$590National Highway Based on formula Choice!SHOPP Regional Choice Included in Regional
System (NHS) Program or cad, state SHOPP and STIP projects Funds Funds Choice!SHOPP Funds

Competitive based
Pedestrian Safety Program on need and merit Pedestrian safety projects $189,600 $1,890,600 $4,550,400

Allocation Annual Funding 10 yr. Funding Life of the RTP (24
Program Process Eligible Projects Estimate Estimate Years)

Competitive based Bicycle, equestrian, and
Recreational Trails on need and merit edestrian recreation trails $46,250 $462500 $1,110,000

Regional Surface Competitive bid Fed highway, bus
Transportation Program and fair share terminals, transit, public
(RSTP) distribution road bridge $14,446,710 $144,467,103 $346,721,046

Bicycle and pedestrian
Safe Routes to School Competitive based safety & traffic calming
Program on need and merit projects $474,000 $4,740,000 $11,376,000

TEA-21 High Priority Discretionary High priority projects
(Demonstration) Projects program identified by Congress Varies Varies Varies

Transportation Aesthetic & environmental
Enhancements (TE) ‘00% competitive improvement projects $1,562,465 $15,624,653 $37,499,166

Transit-JARCINew
FTA Sec 531615317 Formula Freedom $651,08 $6,510,83( $15,625,99

Federal Total $1,201,268,589
It can be reasonab expectedthata 1Small Starts Grant I be awarded ta is Fresno County Relon The

Wfli ‘venUiavailable Wöui be$3L08:mlllk

State Programs
Annual
Funding

Program Allocation Process Eligible Projects Estimate 10 yr. Funding Estimate Life of the RTP (24 Years)

B 2766 Funds
(Motor Vehicle Competitive Air pollution reduction
Registration) program rojects $3,360,000 $33,600,000 $80,640,000

Bicyde
ransportation Competitive based
ccount on need and merit Bicycle safety projects $118,50t $1185000 $2,844,000

California Aid to
Airports Program. Capital improvements
cquiailion and Competitive and maintenance of

‘)evelopment irogram ublic airports Varies Varies Varies

California Aid to Airport-related This program
irports Program- Selected by construction projects, has not been This program has not

Airport Loan Caltrans based on land acquisition, and utilized by been utilized by Fresno This program has not been
Program nominations engineering costs Fresno County County utilized by Fresno County

California Aid to irport capital
irports Program- improvements and
\nnual Grant Entitlement program operationslmaintenance
Program subject to eligibility Drojects $40,000 $400,000 $960,000

Peae 5-2 Financial Element



“nfl.,

Environmental Selected by Environmental
Enhancement and Caltrans based on enhancement and
Mitigation (EEM) need and merit mitigation projects $250,000 $2,500,000 $6,000,000

Rural state highway
Interregional Selected by projects & urban
Improvement Caltrans based on - projects that generate - - - -

Program oroject nominations economic development $10,000,000 $100,000,000 $240,000,000
Public transportation -

Local projects for urban/rural
Eransportation areas based on -

Funds (LW) Population Formula opulation $30,000,000 $300,000,000 $720,000,000
Annua - - -

Funding
Program Allocation Process Eligible Projects Estimate 10 yr. Funding Estimate Life of the RTP (24 Years)

Projects that preserve
Selected by the safety and the
Caltrans based on reliability of the State

Minors Program roject nominations Highway System $566,666 $6,496,191 $21,846,698
Petrol Violation California
Escrow Account Legislature decides Projects that save
(PVEA) based on merit energy N/A N/A N/A

Competitive basis
Regional Choice based on need and Regional capital
Funds merit improvement projects $24,000,000 $240,000,000 $576,000,000
SB 1266—Prop lB
RTIP Regional Decision Regional capital One time Only
iugmentation on Type of Project improvement projects Funding NA $25,000,000
SB 1266-Prop lB Transit Rehabilitation,
Transit Formula Allocation Safety, Modernization, One time Only
Modernization to Transit Agencies Capital Projects Funding NA $49,999,989
SB 1266 Prop lB
Local Streets & Formula Allocation Street & Road Capital One time Only
Roads to Cities & County Projects Funding NA $54,538,662
SB 1266-Prop lB Funding for Projects
SR 99 Bond Identified in SR 99 Capital Improvements One time Only
Funding Business. Plan on SR 99 Funding NA $93,000,000

State Emergency CTC decides
Repair Program ‘tllocations by vote State Highway projects $10,000 $100,000 $240,000
State Highway
Operation and Selected by
Protection Caltrans based on State Highway System
Program (SHOPP) need & merit safety & preservation $1,553,000 $15,530,000 $37,272,000

Population formula
State Transit and fare box Mass transit or
Assistance (STA) revenues transportation planning $10,889,094 $108,890,940 $261,338,25

State Total $2,169,679,605

Local Programs
Annual Funding 10 yr. Funding Life of the RiP (24

Program Allocation Process Eligible Projects Estimate Estimate Years)
Operations,
maintenance and

Chandler Airport User Fresno City Council improvements at
Fees Approves Chandler Airport $200,000 $2,000,000 $4,800,000
Fresno County Local Highways, streets, rail,
Sales Tax (Measure bus routes, park-and-
C) Local Share ride lots, bicycle
67.9% of Total Meas. Population and road facilities, and railroad

C Dollars) miles formula crossings $58,394,000 $583,940,000 $1,167,880,000
Fresno County Local
Sales Tax (Measure Based on Measure C
C) Regional Share Expenditure Plan
30.6% of Total Meas. prepared by Fresno

C Dollars) COG Regional highways $26,010,000 $260,100,000 $520,020,000
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Fresno-Yosemite
International
Passenger Facility Funds authorized
Tharge FAA approves mprovements at FYI $1,300,000 $13000000 $31,200,000

Regional Facitties Fees Collected go to
Development Impact 2006 Measure C 2006 Measure C
Fees Projects Projects (Tier 1 & 2) $4,250,000 $42500000 $102,000,000

Local Total $1,815,900,000
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