










4.    Technical Items:  B through G 
CONSENT CALENDAR 

 
A. Consent Calendar Item: F through J 

F.  FY 2017-18 Local Transportation Fund Estimate & Apportionment Schedule      
G.  Measure K Renewal Funding Request for City of Escalon Short Range Transit         
 Plan 
H.  Draft Fiscal Year 2017-18 Overall Work Program (OWP)  
I.    Fiscal Year 2016/2017 Federal-Aid Project Delivery Status  
J.   Update on Critical Urban and Critical Rural Freight Corridors Working Group   
 
It was moved/seconded (Vohra/Mendoza) to approve Consent Calendar Items 
Motion passed.  
  

B. 2017 Measure K Strategic Plan Policies  
Mr. Ripperda reported on the topic. Mr. Ripperda told the members that San Joaquin 
Council of Governments (SJCOG) is the administrator of the Measure K half-cent 
sales tax program. Due to the decrease in revenue from the recession, not all Measure 
K projects identified in the Expenditure Plan can be funded in the 30-year life of the 
sales tax program. The region will need to delve into difficult policy decisions and 
make hard choices on what Measure K projects can be funded. This means Measure 
K expenditures, project priorities, and policies will be re-examined and possibly new 
policies developed to create a financially constrained plan that balances project 
delivery within funding limitations. Mr. Ripperda mentioned throughout March and 
April of 2016, SJCOG staff met with all local agencies and transit operators to 
discuss the implications of the Measure K financial picture and how to prioritize 
projects. Through the summer, SJCOG staff worked with project sponsors to finalize 
the scope, cost, and schedule of all Measure K projects. In September 2016, SJCOG 
staff received updated projections of Measure K revenue from SJCOG’s financial 
consultant, Public Financial Management (PFM), projected to total $2.6 billion 
through FY 2040/41 as shown in Figure 1, a decrease of $300,000,000 from the 
previously (2011) adopted revenue estimate. The SJCOG Board adopted this updated 
revenue forecast in October 2016. 

 
It was moved/seconded (Fernandez/Zaca) to recommend the SJCOG Board approve the 
Policies and Underlying Assumptions as shown in Table 1 for the Draft Measure K 
Strategic Plan. Motion passed.  

  
C.  Commute Connection Enhanced Program Launch 

Ms. Kari McNickle presented on Commute Connection’s new launch program and 
informed the TAC members Commute Connection will now be known as ‘Dibs’. Ms. 
McNickle informed the members that Commute Connection launched almost forty 
years ago, by offering carpooling as a single solution in response to the need for 
resource conservation in the 1970s during the energy crisis. As time went on, the 
program expanded the options to promote vanpooling, biking, walking, and riding 
transit. Today, with major advances in technology, more mobility options, and a 
change in consumer expectations and travel habits, it was time for a new expression 



of the brand to be successful in connecting with the public and effecting change in the 
years ahead. As a result, Commute Connection launched the development of a new 
strategic plan and vision. Ms. McNickle played a video presentation for the members 
which provided them with detailed information on Dibs. 
 

            D.  Regional Transportation Impact Fee Five-Year Update – Draft Project List   
                   and Fee Schedule 

Mr. Rob Cunningham presented on the item and told the members the Regional 
Transportation Impact Fee (RTIF) program’s objective is to mitigate new 
development’s impacts on the Regional Transportation Network and to integrate 
RTIF funds with federal, state, and other local funding to implement transportation 
improvements identified in the RTIF Program. Mr. Cunningham reported the RTIF 
update is intended to ensure future residential and non-residential development 
continues to pay its proportionate share to support regionally significant 
transportation facilities needed to accommodate the new development, and 
mentioned it needs to be accomplished without adversely impacting the cost or level 
of service for existing residents or businesses. Consistent with California law, the 
RTIF program is currently undergoing a comprehensive five-year update per the 
requirements of AB 1600, the Mitigation Fee Act (MFA), expected to be completed 
in March 2017. This item is a check-in step to bring the Draft Project List and Fee 
Schedule to the TAC for discussion purposes. 
 
Mr. Cunningham introduced Mr. Jim Damkowitch of Kittelson & Associates, Inc., 
and Mr. Bob Spencer of Urban Economics, who will be assisting Mr. Cunningham 
with his presentation on the RTIF update. The presentation shown to the TAC 
members was also included within Mr. Cunningham’s staff report. This item is for 
informational purposes only. 
 

E.    2018 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy Update    
Ms. Anderson told the members that in June 2014, the SJCOG Board adopted the 
2014 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), the first in San Joaquin County to include 
a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) as required by Senate Bill 375 (SB 375). 
The action included adoption of the 2014 RTP Programmatic Environmental Impact 
Report (EIR), and the 2014 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP), 
and Air Quality Conformity Document. Later that year, the 2014 RTP/SCS was 
reviewed and approved by Caltrans and the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA). Ms. Anderson said since 2014, SJCOG staff have engaged in activities 
designed to further implementation of the adopted RTP/SCS. These have included 
significant project delivery, development project comment letters, grant application 
assistance, meetings with the RTP/SCS Implementation Working Group, continued 
engagement with interested stakeholder groups, and participation on a wide variety 
of technical working groups. This engagement process keeps SJCOG abreast of 
innovations with technical tools, legislative changes, and updates to federal or state 
programs with impacts to the RTP/SCS development process. Ms. Anderson 
proceeded to show the members a PowerPoint presentation. This item was for 
informational purposes only. 
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 5.    Other Matters of Business:      

Mr. Chesley briefed the TAC members regarding the mandated Federal Certification 
that was held the week prior, and stated SJCOG had passed. Mr. Chesley stated the 
Management and Finance Committee will be holding their first Ad-HOC committee 
meeting next week, which will immediately follow the regular M & F meeting.   

 
         6.    Adjournment: 
 

There being no further business to discuss, the meeting was adjourned at 11:41 a.m.                  
to Thursday, March 9, 2017 at 10:00 a.m.           
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FY 2017-18 State Planning and Research Grant  
D10 Integrated Corridor Analysis (ICA) 

I-205, I-5 and SR 120 
 
 
PURPOSE:   
Caltrans D10 seeks funding opportunity to develop an integrated priority 
corridor to expand on current Transportation Management System (TMS) 
infrastructure.  The State Planning and Research (SPR) Part I Special Studies 
Cycle is open to Caltrans Districts and programs that support corridor studies 
and interregional planning and partnerships. 
 
HISTORY:   
The Regional Concept of Transportation Operations (RCTO) and ITS/Operational Improvement Plan (ITS/Ops 
Plan) is anticipated to complete by end of March 2017.  This RCTO & ITS/Ops Plan will provide a platform for 
the District to collaborate with regional partners to develop and expand a well maintained and high-performing 
Transportation Management System (TMS) infrastructure.  District 10 will work with regional partners to 
develop advanced TMS capabilities along a high priority corridors, with the initial focus along I-205, I-5, and 
State Route 120 corridor in San Joaquin County. 
 
SCOPE OF WORK FOR SPR GRANT: 

1. Produce “Paramics” model to include: 
a) Existing condition. 
b) Future Caltrans programmed projects and local RTP Tier I 

project along the corridor. 
c) Calibration of model to match existing.  

2. Develop a database and GIS base map that identifies existing 
signal systems and ITS elements along the studied corridor. 

3. Review and identify proposed detour routes for accessibility of California Legal trucks and pavement 
conditions/structural sections. 

4. Identify transit needs along detour routes to provide access to existing transit stops along their routes. 
5. Meet with local agencies to initiate and present ICA model and analysis. 
6. Conduct actual traffic counts and use approved Caltrans Travel Demand Model for future traffic 

forecasts. 
7. Conduct pedestrian counts on proposed local detour routes. 
8. Develop and secure “Resolution of Support” from local agencies including Manteca, Tracy, Lathrop, SJ 

County, SJCOG, SJRTD, and CHP. 
9. Provide final ICA report in hard/electronic copies and electronic copy of model.  Final report and model 

must incorporate any revisions, corrections and changes agreed upon by Caltrans and local partners. 
10. Consultant to provide final presentations to management and local agencies. 
11. Consultant to prepare agenda and meeting minutes for all meetings. 

 
CONTACTS 
 
Vu H. Nguyen, Chief           Arlene Cordero, Chief           Willie Kuhl, Chief         Sinaren Pheng, Chief 
Traffic Operations            Electrical Systems            Traffic Management          Planning – Project Initiation 
vu.h.nguyen@dot.ca.gov      arlene.cordero@dot.ca.gov     wilmar.kuhl@dot.ca.gov      sinaren.pheng@dot.ca.gov 
(209) 603-5126           (209) 948-7449             (209) 948-7963                    (209) 948-7071  
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M e m o r a n d u m Serious drought. 
 Help save water! 
 

 
The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), Division of Transportation Planning 
(DOTP), is excited to announce another State Planning and Research (SPR) Part I Special 
Studies cycle.  As with every year, we want to remind you that the Special Studies cycle is 
contingent upon the program receiving the same amount of federal apportionment and obligation 
authority as it has in previous years.  The program has budgeted approximately $2 million to 
fund statewide Special Studies in fiscal year (FY) 2017–2018.  The Special Studies cycle is open 
to the Districts and Caltrans programs that support the transportation planning process.  Studies 
should address current planning priorities as expressed in the California Transportation Plan 2040 
Vision and Goals and the Caltrans 2013–2018 Strategic Management Plan.   
 
DOTP has identified several priority planning areas to help guide you with identifying 
your concepts.  These areas are: 

• Performance based planning and programming. 
• Smart mobility framework implementation and integration pilots. 
• Multi-modal corridor studies transitioning integrated planning concepts to 

implementation: 
o Rural applications. 
o Bridging Planning for Operations and building on CSMP’s. 
o Incorporating Active Transportation. 

• Templates/pilots to enhance integration of air quality and climate change, and 
sustainability into Caltrans’ planning processes. 

• Advance transportation economics applications in plans and projects. 
• Interregional planning, partnerships, roles, and data sharing templates/pilots 
• Freight. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

To: PLANNING DEPUTY DISTRICT DIRECTORS 
PLANNING AND MULTIMODAL DIVISION CHIEFS 
DIVISION OF TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 
OFFICE CHIEFS  
 

Date: 

 
February 6, 2017 

File:  

From: JAMES E. DAVIS  
Acting Chief 
Division of Transportation Planning 
 

 

Subject: FISCAL YEAR 2017-18 STATE PLANNING AND RESEARCH PART I CALL FOR 
SPECIAL STUDIES PROJECTS 

P28



Concept Submission Guidelines: 

Special Studies submissions are due to Rosie Flores no later than 5:00 p.m. on Friday April 14, 2017.  

• Districts need to consider staff and resources to lead and monitor contracts.   
• Districts need to work with HQs Planning Office Chiefs to discuss the importance of the 

study as well as workload prioritization and re-direction of resources.   
• Districts/Divisions may only submit the top two priority Special Studies. 
• Responses are limited to a half page. 
• Special Studies submittals will be evaluated based on need, relevance, and potential impact 

to advance Caltrans planning process.   

 
Next Steps: 

• February 2017–Release Special Studies call for projects and guidance.   
• April 14, 2017–Special Studies proposals are due. 
• May 2017–Steering Committee reviews and ranks proposals. 
• June 2017–Planning Division Chief announces selected proposals for funding. 
• September 2017–Complete contract packets and submit to Division of Procurement and 

Contracts (DPAC). 
• June 2018–Encumber contract funds. 

  
If you have any questions, please contact Rosie Flores at rosie.flores@dot.ca.gov or at  
(916) 653-3957. 
 
Attachments 

(1) SPR Part I Special Studies Concept Request form 
(2) Current and previously funded Special Studies contracts spreadsheet  

 
c: Nieves Castro, Assistant Division Chief 
        Reza Navai, Assistant Division Chief 
        Lisa Pacheco, Acting Resource Manager DOTP 
        Rosie Flores, DOTP 
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March 2017 
TAC 

 

STAFF REPORT  
 
SUBJECT:  SR 120 Transportation Concept Report 

         
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Discussion 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
SUMMARY: 
 
Caltrans staff indicated in previous TAC meeting that the staff will be looking for early input from 
agencies on transportation concept report (TCR).  Michael Robinson, with Caltrans District 10, 
will be at the TAC meeting to discuss the State Route 120 TCR.  Attached is material provided by 
Caltrans. 
 
 
 
Prepared by:  Diane Nguyen, Deputy Director 
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Preliminary Information on the State Route 120 Transportation Concept Report 

 
The Transportation Concept Report (TCR) is a report on the status of interagency transportation 
planning for a State highway corridor.  At present, the TCR evaluates segments of corridors that 
possesses similar conditions throughout with level of service (LOS) as a standard.  Although 
current direction is to replace LOS with Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT), but at this time, no 
guidance for how to employ VMT as a performance standard has been provided.  A corridor 
segment that is deficient in LOS and lacking future plans for improvement, is identified in the 
TCR.  Although the need for improvement is conjectural for several reasons, foremost being the 
accuracy of future population growth forecasts, along with the general imprecision of the 
modeling software employed, the goal is for Caltrans to partner with the local transportation 
agency to assess if there is a need, and whether the improvement should be included in the 
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), as either a constrained or unconstrained project. 
 
Because Caltrans transportation partners are in various stages of development of their RTPs, our 
District 10 Office of System Planning and Goods Movement desires to coordinate with them, 
particularly to the degree they wish to participate in the development of the TCR. 
 
State Route (SR) 120 in San Joaquin County is part of the State’s Interregional Road System 
(IRRS).  The State established a minimal highway facility for the IRRS of expressway.  The 
State also established a performance standard for highways on the IRRS that their Level of 
Service (LOS) should not be below ‘C’ in rural areas, and ‘D’ in urban.   
 
For the portion of SR 120 that is freeway, it is anticipated that the current LOS will be ‘F’; with 
the future facility with six lanes will likely have an LOS of ‘E’ by the year of 2040.  Performance 
might be improved with designation of the two additional lanes as managed lanes, but this has 
yet to be evaluated.   
 
The two to four lane expressway and conventional highway portion of SR 120 east of SR 99, all 
segments with the exception of the portion from Escalon to the Stanislaus County line will have 
deficient LOS by 2040.  The concept facility proposed is a four lane expressway, with segments 
potentially bypassing the Cities of Manteca and Escalon. 
 
The below table outlines the how Caltrans views the current and future planning for the (SR) 120 
transportation corridor as it runs through San Joaquin County.  In reviewing the current San 
Joaquin County RTP, the proposed four lane expressway concept facility for SR 120 is not 
expressed for the corridor in either the list of constrained or unconstrained projects.  No capacity 
improvements to the corridor are proposed between Yosemite Junction and Yosemite National 
Park, but several short and long term actions address improved operations associated with 
improved passing opportunities.  
 
Department standards for multimodal LOS are that bicycle and pedestrian LOS meet or exceed 
existing automobile LOS.  This might be understood as meeting or exceeding the LOS 
performance standard of ‘C’ for rural, and ‘D’ for urban.  Throughout the corridor, bicycle LOS 
is F, which implies that to improve bicycle LOS, the facility needs to be upgraded from Class III 
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to Classes I, II, and IV depending on demand, and, local priorities and vision.  Pedestrian LOS is 
only a consideration in the conventional highway portions of SR 120 in the Cities of Escalon and 
Manteca.  Although Caltrans has not adopted a performance standard for transit, future transit 
needs in the corridor need consideration given the current underutilization of the corridor for 
interregional transit.  Proposed efforts to address bicycle, pedestrian, and transit needs must be 
both consistent with the local vision consistent and with Caltrans policies on complete streets and 
context sensitive solutions. 
 

SR 120 Concept Summary 
(Draft) 

Segment  
 

Segment  
Description 

Existing 
Facility 
(2015) 

Capital 
Facility 

Concept 
(2040) 

20-25 Year System 
Operations and 

Management Concept 

Post-25  
Year 

 Concept 

SJ 1 I-5 to Airport Way Four Lane 
Freeway 

Six Lane 
Freeway 

Demand Management 
in Peak Hour Six Lane Freeway (HOV) 

SJ 2 Airport  Way to SR 
99 

Four Lane 
Freeway 

Six Lane 
Freeway 

Demand Management 
in Peak Hour 

 
Six Lane Freeway (HOV) 

SJ 3 SR 99 to Austin 
Road 

Four Lane 
Highway 

Four Lane 
Highway 

Signal coordination 
synchronized with 

ranp metering 
Four lane expressway 

SJ 4 Austin Road to 
Brennan Road 

Two Lane 
Expressway 

Four Lane 
Expressway 

Passing Lanes; 
separated bicycle lane Four lane expressway 

SJ 5 Brennan Road to  
Campbell Avenue 

Two Lane 
Highway 

Four Lane 
Expressway 
on Existing 
Alignment, 
Two Lane 

Expressway 
on New 

Grade separation; 
roundabouts; 

separated bicycle 
lanes:pedestrian 
improvements 

Four lane expressway 

SJ 6 
Campbell Avenue 

to Stanislaus 
County line 

Two Lane 
Expressway 

Two Lane 
Expressway 

Separated Bicycle 
Lanes Four lane expressway 
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March 2017 
TAC 

 

STAFF REPORT 
 
SUBJECT: Draft 2017 Measure K Strategic Plan 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Discussion Only  
 
SUMMARY: 
 
In February the SJCOG Board approved a series of policies and underlying 
assumptions for preparation of the Draft 2017 Measure K Strategic Plan. 
Subsequently SJCOG staff have prepared the Draft Strategic Plan, which is 
available for public review online at: 
 
Main Documents: http://www.sjcog.org/DocumentCenter/View/1777 
 
Appendices: http://www.sjcog.org/DocumentCenter/View/1776 
 
SJCOG will be holding a workshop for the SJCOG Board to discuss the Draft Strategic Plan. 
This workshop has not been scheduled as SJCOG is ascertaining Board member availability for 4 
p.m. on March 23, 2017, immediately prior to the regular SJCOG Board Meeting. This date may 
not work but when a date and time is penciled in, TAC will receive notification. The workshop is 
open to the public. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  
 
SJCOG staff recommend the TAC review the Draft 2017 Measure K Strategic Plan and its 
appendices and provide any comments to SJCOG.   
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  
 
None at this time.  There will be direct fiscal impacts from the adoption of the Measure K 
Strategic Plan which will set forward Measure K allocations for eligible projects through Fiscal 
Year 2030/31. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
The San Joaquin Council of Governments (SJCOG) is the administrator of the Measure K half-
cent sales tax program. Due to the decrease in revenue from the recession, not all Measure K 
projects identified in the Expenditure Plan can be funded in the 30-year life of the sales tax 
program. The region will need to delve into difficult policy decisions and make hard choices on 
what Measure K projects can be funded. This means Measure K expenditures, project priorities, 
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May 25           
Adopt Final 
Measure K 

Strategic Plan

March 
through April      
Committee 
and Board 
input on 
Draft Plan

March 23 
(Still TBD)

SJCOG Board 
Workshop on 

Draft 
Strategic Plan

March 2 
Draft 

Strategic Plan 
Released

and policies will be re-examined and possibly new policies developed to create a financially 
constrained plan that balances project delivery within funding limitations. 
 
Throughout 2016, SJCOG staff met with all local agencies and transit operators to discuss the 
implications of the Measure K financial picture and how to prioritize projects. Through the 
summer, SJCOG staff worked with project sponsors to finalize the scope, cost, and schedule of all 
Measure K projects. In September 2016, SJCOG staff received updated projections of Measure K 
revenue from SJCOG’s financial consultant, Public Financial Management (PFM), projected to 
total $2.6 billion through FY 2040/41, a decrease of $300,000,000 from the previously (2011) 
adopted revenue estimate. The SJCOG Board adopted this updated revenue forecast in October 
2016. 
 
In November, PFM completed a cash flow analysis of the Measure K Capital Program based upon 
existing and future anticipated debt service and revenue. The cash flow analysis indicated that only 
approximately $49.9 million would be available to program to new Congestion Relief projects 
between Fiscal Year 2016/17 and Fiscal Year 2030/31. 
 
SJCOG developed a preliminary Strategic Plan programming scenario based upon this cash flow 
analysis and several underlying policies and assumptions. The SJCOG standing committees 
reviewed and unanimously supported these policies and assumptions in January and February, 
and subsequently in February the SJCOG Board directed staff to incorporate these policies into 
the preparation of the Draft Strategic Plan. 
 
SCHEDULE: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Prepared by:  David Ripperda, Associate Regional Planner 
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March 2017 
TAC 

 

STAFF REPORT 
 
SUBJECT: Low Carbon Transit Operations Program 

FY 16/17 Funding Recommendation 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve Low Carbon Transit Operations 

Program Funding Recommendation for 
Fiscal Year 2016/17 

 
SUMMARY: 
 
The Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (LCTOP) is one of several programs funded as 
part of 2016-17 State of California budget (by Senate Bill 852 and Senate Bill 862) which have a 
goal of reduced greenhouse gas emissions and achievement of other benefits. For Fiscal Year 
(FY) 2016/2017, a total of $323,443 in LCTOP funding was awarded to the San Joaquin County 
region via PUC 99313 distribution formula, for dispersal by SJCOG. 
 
Based on the results of previous years’ funding distribution, SJCOG staff recommends 
distributing the full amount of PUC 99313 LCTOP funds to the San Joaquin Regional Transit 
District (SJRTD) for FY 16/17. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
LCTOP programs are funded by auction proceeds from the California Air Resource Board’s 
Cap-and-Trade Program, with proceeds deposited into the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund.  
Senate Bill 862 created the LCTOP and describes program goals and eligible projects.  Approved 
projects will support new or expanded bus or rail services, or expanded intermodal transit 
facilities, and may include equipment acquisition, fueling, and maintenance and other costs to 
operate those services or facilities, with each project reducing greenhouse gas emissions.  Senate 
Bill 535 requires programs funded from revenues in the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund result 
in benefits to disadvantaged communities. The designation of “disadvantaged communities” is 
assigned to the California Environmental Protection Agency, and the establishment of guidelines 
for qualifying expenditures is assigned to the California Air Resources Board. The LCTOP will 
target grants so at least 50 percent of project expenditures will benefit disadvantaged 
communities in agencies that include communities designated as disadvantaged. 
 
Caltrans, in coordination with the Air Resources Board, shall determine the eligibility of the 
proposed project based on the documentation provided by the recipient transit agency to ensure 
compliance with the guidelines. Caltrans will then notify the State Controller of approved 
expenditures for each transit agency, and the amount of the allocation for each agency 
determined to be available at the time of approval. 
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For FY 16/17, a total of $323,443 was awarded to the San Joaquin County region via PUC 99313 
distribution formula, for dispersal by SJCOG.  This total represents a 53.6 percent reduction in 
available funds as compared to FY 15/16.  This funding is intended to be awarded and utilized 
within FY 16/17 only. 
 
Funding History: 
 

FY 14/15:  LCTOP funds were distributed to agencies based on their reported annual 
ridership levels. Over 80 percent of LCTOP funds were awarded to SJRTD based on their 
share of transit ridership in the region, and less than 20 percent was available to all other 
transit operators. However, with LCTOP being a relatively small fund source requiring a 
higher than usual level of administrative effort, and with a requirement that funding 
recipients be able to quantitatively demonstrate a greenhouse gas reduction, most transit 
operators in the region elected not to pursue LCTOP funds in FY 14/15. 

 
FY 15/16: Given that LCTOP is a relatively small fund source with substantial 
administrative requirements, it was determined through discussions with transit operator 
staff as part of the Interagency Transit Committee that 100 percent of PUC 99313 
LCTOP funds should be awarded to SJRTD in FY 15/16.  SJRTD was determined to be 
the only agency that could make cost effective use of this funding source, given the 
amount of funding available. 

 
Given the challenges associated with the use of LCTOP funds remain the same, and given the 
funding estimate for FY 16/17 is 53.6 percent lower than in FY 15/16, SJCOG staff is 
recommending the full amount of PUC 99313 LCTOP funds (i.e., $323,443) be awarded to 
SJRTD for FY 16/17. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
SJCOG staff is recommending the full amount of PUC 99313 LCTOP funds (i.e., $323,443) be 
awarded to SJRTD for FY 16/17. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
 
The approval of the proposed distribution of PUC 99313 LCTOP funds for FY 16/17 would 
directly assign $323,443 to SJRTD. 
 
Attachments: 
 

1. LCTOP Allocation Letter 
 
 
 
 
Prepared by: Ryan Niblock, Senior Regional Planner 
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BETTY T. YEE 

California State Controller 

Local Government Programs and Services Division 
MAILING ADDRESS P.O. Box 942850, Sacramento, CA 94250 

3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816 

February 1, 2017 
 
 
County Auditors  
Transportation Planning Agencies 
County Transportation Commissions 
San Diego Metropolitan Transit System 
 
SUBJECT: Low Carbon Transit Operations Program. 
 
 
Pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 39719(b)(1)(B), the State Controller’s Office shall 
allocate five percent of the annual proceeds from the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund to the Low 
Carbon Transit Operations Program. The allocation is made according to the requirements of the 
Low Carbon Transit Operations Program and pursuant to the distribution formula in sections         
99312(b) or (c), 99313, and 99314.8 of the Public Utilities Code.  Enclosed is a schedule that 
provides the amounts available for the Fiscal Year 2016-17 Low Carbon Transit Operations 
Program. 

 
Please contact John Bodolay by telephone at (916) 323-2154 or by email at jbodolay@sco.ca.gov 
with any questions or for additional information. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
(Original Signed) 
 
 
JIM REISINGER 
Manager 
 
Enclosure 
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Regional Entity

TRPA $ 44,261 $ 3,471 $ 47,732
MTC 3,373,683 9,642,363 13,016,046
SACOG 829,799 396,522 1,226,321
Alpine 514 35 549
Amador 16,630 976 17,606
Butte 99,056 6,296 105,352
Calaveras 19,938 0 19,938
Colusa 9,680 453 10,133
Del Norte 11,824 942 12,766
El Dorado 71,309 7,619 78,928
Fresno 434,212 53,277 487,489
Glenn 12,643 0 12,643
Humboldt 59,590 10,703 70,293
Imperial 81,957 7,355 89,312
Inyo 8,225 0 8,225
Kern 390,976 33,329 424,305
Kings 66,319 3,522 69,841
Lake 28,361 2,423 30,784
Lassen 13,575 979 14,554
Los Angeles 4,516,732 5,008,114 9,524,846
Madera 68,513 0 68,513
Mariposa 8,009 26 8,035
Mendocino 38,977 2,901 41,878
Merced 119,774 6,151 125,925
Modoc 4,251 0 4,251
Mono 6,051 11,913 17,964
Monterey 192,808 31,163 223,971
Nevada 43,263 1,759 45,022
Orange 1,403,802 483,847 1,887,649
Placer 130,324 23,158 153,482
Plumas 8,767 0 8,767
Riverside 1,035,461 198,363 1,233,824
San Benito 24,983 0 24,983
San Bernardino 943,613 213,566 1,157,179
SANDAG 360,563 181,571 542,134
San Diego MTS 1,089,812 606,468 1,696,280
San Joaquin 323,443 74,300 397,743
San Luis Obispo 122,596 11,822 134,418
Santa Barbara 197,015 68,288 265,303
Santa Cruz 121,681 121,609 243,290
Shasta 78,764 6,675 85,439
Sierra 1,413 0 1,413
Siskiyou 19,731 1,362 21,093
Stanislaus 238,250 17,599 255,849
Tehama 28,197 0 28,197
Trinity 6,028 383 6,411
Tulare 205,669 24,083 229,752
Tuolumne 24,213 0 24,213
Ventura 377,745 47,614 425,359
   State Totals $ 17,313,000 $ 17,313,000 $ 34,626,000

*PUC 99313 allocations are based on population figures from the Department of Finance, E-1 Population Estimates for Cities, Counties, and the State, January 1, 2015 and 2016.

STATE CONTROLLER'S OFFICE
LOW CARBON TRANSIT OPERATIONS PROGRAM

ELIGIBLE ALLOCATION FISCAL YEAR 2016-2017 SUMMARY

PUC 99313 Fiscal Year 
2016-17 Eligible 

Allocation*

PUC 99314.8 Fiscal 
Year 2016-17 Eligible 

Allocation

Total Fiscal Year 
2016-17 Eligible 

Allocation
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STATE CONTROLLER'S OFFICE
LOW CARBON TRANSIT OPERATIONS PROGRAM

FISCAL YEAR 2016-2017 PUC 99314.8 ALLOCATION DETAIL

Regional Entity and Operator(s)

TRPA
Tahoe Transportation District $ 734,260 $ 3,471 $ 0 3,471

MTC

Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District, City of San Francisco, and 
   San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District* 1,423,910,829 6,731,662 (1235) 6,730,427
Alameda County Congestion Management 
   Agency - Corresponding to Altamont Corridor Express (ACE) NA  24,163 (4) 24,159
Central Contra Costa Transit Authority 12,019,260 56,822 (10) 56,812
City of Dixon 93,249 441 0 441
Eastern Contra Costa Transit Authority 5,566,485 26,316 (4) 26,312
City of Fairfield 2,348,818 11,104 (2) 11,102
Golden Gate Bridge Highway and   
   Transportation District 94,134,652 445,030 (81) 444,949
City of Healdsburg 9,859 47 0 47
Livermore-Amador Valley Transit Authority 4,858,325 22,968 (4) 22,964
Marin County Transit District 17,532,740 82,888 (15) 82,873
Napa County Transportation and Planning Agency 1,214,077 5,740 (1) 5,739
Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board 106,342,764 502,745 (93) 502,652
City of Petaluma 272,671 1,289 0 1,289
City of Rio Vista 21,444 101 0 101
San Francisco Bay Area Water Emergency 
   Transportation Authority (WETA) 25,874,414 122,324 (23) 122,301
San Mateo County Transit District 65,399,995 309,184 (57) 309,127
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 251,622,009 1,189,565 (218) 1,189,347
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority - Corresponding
   to Altamont Corridor Express (ACE) NA  25,867 (4) 25,863
City of Santa Rosa 2,669,412 12,620 (2) 12,618
Solano County Transit (SOLTRANS) 5,483,742 25,925 (5) 25,920
County of Sonoma 2,890,269 13,664 (3) 13,661
City of Union City 821,901 3,886 (1) 3,885
Western Contra Costa Transit Authority 6,298,928 29,779 (5) 29,774
       Regional Entity Totals 2,029,385,843 9,644,130 (1767) 9,642,363

Sacramento Area Council of Governments
City of Davis 2,735,100 12,930 (3) 12,927
City of Elk Grove 1,651,977 7,810 (2) 7,808
City of Folsom 449,780 2,126 0 2,126
Sacramento Regional Transit System 73,413,234 347,067 (64) 347,003
Yolo County Transportation District 4,191,387 19,815 (3) 19,812
Yuba Sutter Transit Authority 1,448,569 6,848 (2) 6,846
       Regional Entity Totals 83,890,047 396,596 (74) 396,522

Alpine
County of Alpine 7,412 35 0 35

------------------

Fiscal Year 2016-17 
Eligible Allocation

Fiscal Year 2016-17 
AllocationRevenue Basis1

* The amounts for Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District, City of San Francisco, and San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District are combined.

Adjustments from 
Fiscal Year 2015-16 

Allocation 2

1 From the revised Fiscal Year 2014-15 fourth quarter State Transit Assistance allocation.
2 Due to omission of Mountain Area Regional Transit Authority in Fiscal Year 2015-16.
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STATE CONTROLLER'S OFFICE
LOW CARBON TRANSIT OPERATIONS PROGRAM

FISCAL YEAR 2016-2017 PUC 99314.8 ALLOCATION DETAIL

Regional Entity and Operator(s)
Fiscal Year 2016-17 
Eligible Allocation

Fiscal Year 2016-17 
AllocationRevenue Basis1

Adjustments from 
Fiscal Year 2015-16 

Allocation 2

Amador
Amador Regional Transit System 206,370 976 0 976

Butte
Butte Regional Transit 1,331,994 6,297 (1) 6,296

Calaveras None  None  None  None  

Colusa
County of Colusa 95,802 453 0 453

Del Norte
Redwood Coast Transit Authority 199,346 942 0 942

El Dorado 
El Dorado County Transit Authority 1,611,946 7,621 (2) 7,619

Fresno
City of Clovis 991,774 4,689 (1) 4,688
City of Fresno 9,099,469 43,019 (8) 43,011
Fresno County Rural Transit Agency 1,180,046 5,579 (1) 5,578
       Regional Entity Totals 11,271,289 53,287 (10) 53,277

Glenn None  None  None  None  

Humboldt
City of Arcata 218,708 1,034 0 1,034
City of Eureka 520,348 2,460 (1) 2,459
City of Fortuna 12,167 58 0 58
Humboldt Transit Authority 1,512,987 7,153 (1) 7,152
       Regional Entity Totals 2,264,210 10,705 (2) 10,703

Imperial
City of Imperial 12,261 58 0 58
Imperial County Transportation Commission (ICTC) 1,448,802 6,849 (1) 6,848
Imperial County Transportation Commission (ICTC)-Specialized Service 94,946 449 0 449
       Regional Entity Totals 1,556,009 7,356 (1) 7,355

Inyo None  None  None  None  

Kern
City of Arvin 82,801 391 0 391
City of California City 25,921 123 0 123
City of Delano 127,153 601 0 601
Golden Empire Transit District 5,180,220 24,490 (5) 24,485
County of Kern 956,498 4,522 0 4,522
City of Ridgecrest 273,697 1,294 0 1,294
City of Shafter 52,932 250 0 250
City of Taft 320,284 1,514 0 1,514
City of Tehachapi 4,964 23 0 23
City of Wasco 26,695 126 0 126
       Regional Entity Totals 7,051,165 33,334 (5) 33,329

------------------
1 From the revised Fiscal Year 2014-15 fourth quarter State Transit Assistance allocation.
2 Due to omission of Mountain Area Regional Transit Authority in Fiscal Year 2015-16.
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STATE CONTROLLER'S OFFICE
LOW CARBON TRANSIT OPERATIONS PROGRAM

FISCAL YEAR 2016-2017 PUC 99314.8 ALLOCATION DETAIL

Regional Entity and Operator(s)
Fiscal Year 2016-17 
Eligible Allocation

Fiscal Year 2016-17 
AllocationRevenue Basis1

Adjustments from 
Fiscal Year 2015-16 

Allocation 2

Kings
City of Corcoran 83,022 392 0 392
Kings County Area Public Transit Agency 662,327 3,131 (1) 3,130
       Regional Entity Totals 745,349  3,523 (1) 3,522

Lake
Lake Transit Authority 512,637 2,424 (1) 2,423

Lassen
County of Lassen 207,265 980 (1) 979

Los Angeles 
Antelope Valley Transit Authority 11,600,259 54,841 (10) 54,831
City of Arcadia 1,488,267 7,036 (1) 7,035
City of Claremont 528,137 2,497 (1) 2,496
City of Commerce 3,037,657 14,361 (2) 14,359
City of Culver City 5,546,896 26,223 (5) 26,218
Foothill Transit Zone 50,067,995 236,701 (43) 236,658
City of Gardena 10,886,212 51,466 (10) 51,456
City of La Mirada 794,404 3,756 0 3,756
Long Beach Public Transportation Company 50,054,148 236,635 (43) 236,592
City of Los Angeles 64,833,533 306,506 (56) 306,450
Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
   Transportation Authority 684,229,820 3,234,761 (595) 3,234,166
City of Montebello 17,462,075 82,553 (15) 82,538
City of Norwalk 5,000,279 23,639 (4) 23,635
City of Redondo Beach 1,957,575 9,255 (1) 9,254
City of Redondo Beach - Specialized Service 496,898 2,349 (1) 2,348
City of Santa Monica 37,806,957 178,736 (33) 178,703
Southern California Regional Rail Authority 198,642,344
    Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 478,220 (88) 478,132
    Orange County Transportation Authority                           **                              **                              **    
    Riverside County Transportation Commission                           **                              **                              **    
    San Bernardino Associated Governments                           **                              **                              **    
    Ventura County Transportation Commission                           **                              **                              **    
City of Torrance 12,585,207 59,498 (11) 59,487
       Regional Entity Totals 1,157,018,663 5,009,033 (919) 5,008,114

Madera
None  None  None  None  

Mariposa
County of Mariposa 5,605 26 0 26

Mendocino
Mendocino Transit Authority 613,796 2,902 (1) 2,901

Merced
Transit Joint Powers Authority of Merced County 957,565 4,527 (1) 4,526
Transit Joint Powers Authority of Merced County - Specialized Service 343,651 1,625 0 1,625
       Regional Entity Totals 1,301,216  6,152 (1) 6,151

------------------

2 Due to omission of Mountain Area Regional Transit Authority in Fiscal Year 2015-16.

** The amounts allocated to the member agencies of Southern California Regional Rail Authority are included with their corresponding regional transportation authority.
1 From the revised Fiscal Year 2014-15 fourth quarter State Transit Assistance allocation.
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STATE CONTROLLER'S OFFICE
LOW CARBON TRANSIT OPERATIONS PROGRAM

FISCAL YEAR 2016-2017 PUC 99314.8 ALLOCATION DETAIL

Regional Entity and Operator(s)
Fiscal Year 2016-17 
Eligible Allocation

Fiscal Year 2016-17 
AllocationRevenue Basis1

Adjustments from 
Fiscal Year 2015-16 

Allocation 2

Modoc None  None  None  None  

Mono
Eastern Sierra Transit Authority 2,520,455 11,916 (3) 11,913

Monterey
Monterey-Salinas Transit 6,593,103 31,169 (6) 31,163

Nevada
County of Nevada 372,189 1,760 (1) 1,759

Orange 
City of Laguna Beach 837,317 3,958 (1) 3,957
Orange County Transportation Authority 51,846,969 245,111 (45) 245,066
Orange County Transportation Authority - Corresponding 
   to Southern California Regional Rail Authority NA  234,867 (43) 234,824
       Regional Entity Totals 52,684,286 483,936 (89) 483,847

Placer 
City of Auburn 30,773 145 0 145
City of Lincoln 47,819 226 0 226
County of Placer 3,817,667 18,048 (3) 18,045
City of Roseville 1,003,328 4,743 (1) 4,742
       Regional Entity Totals 4,899,587 23,162 (4) 23,158

Plumas None  None  None  None  

Riverside 
City of Banning 166,401 787 0 787
City of Beaumont 217,527 1,028 (1) 1,027
City of Corona 410,562 1,941 0 1,941
Palo Verde Valley Transit Agency 102,483 484 (1) 483
City of Riverside 413,473 1,955 0 1,955
Riverside County Transportation Commission - Corresponding 0
   to Southern California Regional Rail Authority NA  71,030 (13) 71,017
Riverside Transit Agency 15,363,406 72,632 (13) 72,619
Sunline Transit Agency 10,268,040 48,543 (9) 48,534
       Regional Entity Totals 26,941,892 198,400 (37) 198,363

San Benito
None  None  None  None  

San Bernardino 
Morongo Basin Transit Authority 358,711 1,696 0 1,696
Mountain Area Regional Transit Authority 310,345 1,467 3178 4,645
Omnitrans 14,772,716 69,839 (13) 69,826
San Bernardino Associated Governments - Corresponding 
   to Southern California Regional Rail Authority   NA  126,149 (24) 126,125
Victor Valley Transit Service Authority 2,385,135 11,276 (2) 11,274
       Regional Entity Totals 17,826,907 210,427 3139 213,566

SANDAG
North San Diego County Transit District 38,413,916 181,605 (34) 181,571

------------------

2 Due to omission of Mountain Area Regional Transit Authority in Fiscal Year 2015-16.

1 From the revised Fiscal Year 2014-15 fourth quarter State Transit Assistance allocation.
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STATE CONTROLLER'S OFFICE
LOW CARBON TRANSIT OPERATIONS PROGRAM

FISCAL YEAR 2016-2017 PUC 99314.8 ALLOCATION DETAIL

Regional Entity and Operator(s)
Fiscal Year 2016-17 
Eligible Allocation

Fiscal Year 2016-17 
AllocationRevenue Basis1

Adjustments from 
Fiscal Year 2015-16 

Allocation 2

San Diego Metropolitan Transit System 128,306,505 606,580 (112) 606,468

San Joaquin
Altamont Corridor Express (ACE) 14,985,239
    Alameda County Congestion Management Agency                        ***                          ***                          ***   
    Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority                        ***                          ***                          ***   
    San Joaquin Regional Rail Commission 20,814 (4) 20,810
City of Lodi 642,458 3,037 0 3,037
City of Ripon 3,682 17 0 17
San Joaquin Regional Transit District 10,670,445 50,445 (9) 50,436
       Regional Entity Totals 26,301,824 74,313 (13) 74,300

San Luis Obispo
City of Atascadero 79,555 376 0 376
City of Morro Bay 41,060 194 0 194
City of San Luis Obispo 694,712 3,284 0 3,284
San Luis Obispo Regional Transit Authority 1,537,144 7,267 (1) 7,266
South County Area Transit 148,678 703 (1) 702
       Regional Entity Totals 2,501,149 11,824 (2) 11,822

Santa Barbara
City of Guadalupe 98,569 466 0 466
City of Lompoc 1,310,330 6,195 (1) 6,194
County of Santa Barbara 120,242 568 0 568
Santa Barbara Metropolitan Transit District 11,854,760 56,044 (11) 56,033
City of Santa Maria 957,312 4,526 (1) 4,525
City of Solvang 106,247 502 0 502
       Regional Entity Totals 14,447,460 68,301 (13) 68,288

Santa Cruz
Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District 25,727,890 121,631 (22) 121,609

Shasta
Redding Area Bus Authority 1,412,224 6,676 (1) 6,675

Sierra None  None  None  None  

Siskiyou
County of Siskiyou 288,176 1,362 0 1,362

Stanislaus
City of Modesto 3,054,372 14,440 (2) 14,438
County of Stanislaus 514,307 2,431 (1) 2,430
City of Turlock 154,612 731 0 731
       Regional Entity Totals 3,723,291 17,602 (3) 17,599

Tehama None  None  None  None  

------------------

1 From the revised Fiscal Year 2014-15 fourth quarter State Transit Assistance allocation.

*** The amounts allocated to the member agencies of Altamont Corridor Express (ACE) are included with their corresponding regional transportation authority.

2 Due to omission of Mountain Area Regional Transit Authority in Fiscal Year 2015-16.
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STATE CONTROLLER'S OFFICE
LOW CARBON TRANSIT OPERATIONS PROGRAM

FISCAL YEAR 2016-2017 PUC 99314.8 ALLOCATION DETAIL

Regional Entity and Operator(s)
Fiscal Year 2016-17 
Eligible Allocation

Fiscal Year 2016-17 
AllocationRevenue Basis1

Adjustments from 
Fiscal Year 2015-16 

Allocation 2

Trinity
County of Trinity 81,201 384 (1) 383

Tulare
City of Exeter 12,722 60 0 60
City of Porterville 744,031 3,517 0 3,517
City of Tulare 538,259 2,545 0 2,545
County of Tulare 459,363 2,172 0 2,172
City of Visalia 3,340,351 15,792 (3) 15,789
       Regional Entity Totals 5,094,726 24,086 (3) 24,083

Tuolumne None  None  None  None  

Ventura 
Gold Coast Transit 3,974,399 18,789 (3) 18,786
Ventura County Transportation Commission - Corresponding 
   to Southern California Regional Rail Authority NA  28,834 (6) 28,828
       Regional Entity Totals 3,974,399 47,623 (9) 47,614

State Totals $ 3,662,121,404 $ 17,313,000 0 17,313,000

------------------

2 Due to omission of Mountain Area Regional Transit Authority in Fiscal Year 2015-16.

1 From the revised Fiscal Year 2014-15 fourth quarter State Transit Assistance allocation.

P47



AGENDA ITEM 4H 

P48



March 2017 
TAC 

 

STAFF REPORT  
 
SUBJECT:  Final Fiscal Year 2017/18 Overall Work 

Program (OWP) 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION:   Recommend the Board Adopt Final          

FY 2017/18 Overall Work Program  
 
SUMMARY: 
 
This staff report summarizes revenue highlights for FY 2017/18 and significant changes 
proposed for next year’s work program.  
 
The draft OWP was adopted by the SJCOG Board on February 23, 2017.  Notice of the adoption 
and availability of the document was distributed to TAC members, FHWA, FTA and Caltrans on 
February 24, requesting review and comments by March 2, 2017.  Based upon the review and 
comment, no material or substantive changes were made to the draft. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
That TAC recommends to the Board adoption of the FY 2017/18 Overall Work Program. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
 
Approval of the OWP identifies $8,339,655.00 in revenue for SJCOG operations in FY 17/18. 
This is a reduction of $939,327.16 from the fiscal year 2016/17 amended OWP (amendment 1 on 
the January 2017 agenda).  
 

BACKGROUND: 
 
The Overall Work Program is a management tool identifying the tasks and products that the San 
Joaquin Council of Governments will undertake to deliver during fiscal year 2017/18. The OWP 
also identifies the funding sources and staff resources necessary to complete the overall work 
program.  
 
The Overall Work Program is broken down into work elements that are unique to specific 
subject areas. For example, one work element is dedicated to the preparation and update of the 
Regional Transportation Plan. Each work element: 
 

 Identifies work previously completed under that work element; 
 The purpose of that work element in the subject matter; 
 Tasks to be undertaken; 
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 A listing of products and the schedule for delivery of those products; 
 The funding sources for each work element; 
 The responsible agency,  
 And the level of effort (staff allocation) required to undertake and deliver those tasks and 

products. 
 
Revenue 
 
For this final, net SJCOG revenues are estimated to decrease by approximately $939,327.16 from 
the amended FY 2016/17 OWP, from $ 9,278,982.16 to $ 8,339,655.00 or a 10.12% decrease. As 
noted below, several significant work efforts are completed or nearing completion with the 
funding sources for them having been spent down and revenue associated with funding those 
work products has decreased. Because some of the work was being undertaken by consultants 
and other professional services, there is no impact on staffing. Significant revenue sources:  
 

 Federal Transit Administration MPO Planning funds are reduced by $37,310; 
 Federal Transit Administration Section 5303 funds are reduced by $9,130; 
 The Partnership Planning for Sustainable Transportation project is completed, resulting in 

a reduction of $154,716.50; 
 The Stanislaus Association of Governments and Merced County Association of 

Governments (MCAG) are expected to once again contract with SJCOG’s Commute 
Connection to operate a Transportation Demand Management program in their respective 
areas. The final OWP includes $270,000 of combined CMAQ funds from both agencies;   

 Freeway Service Patrol on I-205 will continue to be fully funded. However, this year’s 
budget contains only the funds needed for the current fiscal year, resulting in a 
$680,369.00 reduction. The Freeway Service Patrol for I-5 and Route 99 projects have 
discontinued due to construction completion in the prior fiscal year; 

 While the current allocation of STIP for Planning and Program Management is expected 
to be nearly exhausted, there will be a new allocation for 2017/18 at the same funding 
level of $200,000; 

 SJCOG continues to receive a return on vehicle registration SAFE (Service Authority for 
Freeway Emergencies) funds to be used for Freeway Service Patrol match; 

 In the areas of staff augmentation, a portion of the Calaveras COG technical support 
contract remains available for continued provision of services in FY 17-18.  The staff 
augmentation contract with City of Manteca, however, is closed out and will not continue 
in FY 17-18. 

  
Again, the net change between the proposed final and the adopted FY 16-17 OWP is a decrease 
of $939,327.16. 
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Highlights of projects, activities, and/or planning documents at or nearing completion in FY 
16/17 OWP period: 
 

 Continued implementation of the Congestion Management Program; 
 Continued role as and activities related to the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC); 
 Habitat Plan Implementation; 
 2016/17 Measure K Renewal Ordinance and Expenditure Plan Amendment Process; 
 Measure K Strategic Plan Update; 
 Federal Transportation Improvement Program; 
 FY 2016/17 Unmet Transit Needs Report; 
 Implementation of the first Three-County Travel Demand Model (covering San Joaquin, 

Stanislaus, and Merced Counties) and development of MIP2; 
 Regular meetings of the Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 

Implementation Group and initiation of the Public Participation/Outreach Program for the 
RTP/SCS; 

 Continue to participate in High Speed/Higher Speed Regional Rail work groups and the 
Rail Joint Powers Authority; 

 Completion of Annual Reports for Commute Connection, Measure K, Freeway Service 
Patrol, and Regional Transportation Impact Fee; 

 Participation with Valley Councils of Government (COG’s) on interregional modeling, 
transportation planning, and legislative issues; 

 Representation of SJCOG on California Councils of Governments, Regional 
Transportation Planning Agencies Group, and Self-Help Coalition; 

 Participation in the SJCOG-SACOG-MTC Mega-Region Group; 
 Completion of amendments to the Federal Transportation Improvement Program and 

related amendments to the Regional Transportation Plan; 
 Publications of census and research information, in collaboration with the University of 

the Pacific; 
 Public Participation Plan update; 
 Regional Transit Systems Plan adoption; 
 New fee schedule for the Regional Transportation Impact Fee; 
 Facilitation of the new “Transit Ad Hoc Committee”, a recommendation from the 

Regional Transit Systems Plan; 
 Updated transit Memorandums of Understandings (MOUs) with transit operators in San 

Joaquin County, defining roles and responsibilities; 
 Review and monitoring of federal regulations, rules, and legislation including MPO 

Planning Boundaries and Transit Representation on MPO Boards; 
 Launch of re-branding campaign for Commute Connection; 
 Programmed projects after competitive selection for the Congestion Mitigation and Air 

Quality Program and the Active Transportation Program. 
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Project Delivery- activities of state highway projects that will continue in Fiscal Year 2017-
18 OWP: 
 

 In December 2016, the COG Board approved three Project Initiation Documents (PIDs) 
on state highways. Funded with Measure K State Highway dollars, work on these three 
PIDs will continue through FY 17/18 OWP—I-205 HOV Lanes, I-5 Mossdale Wye, and 
Hwy 120 Widening. Design/engineering work will also continue on the Route 120/99 
interchange project. 
 

Major New Studies and Products Proposed for Fiscal Year 2017-18 include: 
 
The new work products (below) are in addition to on-going programs and services, which 
will be continued in FY 2017/18 by SJCOG. These include: 
 
 Commute Connection, Freeway Service Patrol, RTP Continuing Implementation, Transit 

Planning and Transportation Development Administration and Implementation of the 
Measure K/R Programs and the One Voice® Program. This ongoing work also includes 
substantial coordination of regional planning, programming and air quality planning with 
the other seven MPO’s in the San Joaquin Valley; 

 Conference with UOP on Census Research and Forecasting; 
 Activity Based Transportation Model; 
 Release of the Final Regional Transportation Plan/SCS and related Air Quality Conformity 

and Environmental Impact Report; 
 Regional Surface Transportation Programming Cycle; 
 Review and possible refinement of the Regional Transportation Impact Fee Program – Jobs 

Balancing Investment Fund; 
 Recommendations developed by the Transit Ad Hoc Committee. 

 
Final FY 2017-18 OWP Review Process 
 
Any comments received before the Board meeting will be considered in preparing the final 
FY 2017-18 OWP. Also at the March SJCOG Board meeting, the FY 2017/18 Annual 
Financial Plan will be presented for adoption. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Prepared by:  Steve Dial, Deputy Executive Director/CFO and Gracie Orosco, Chief Accountant 
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