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Meeting of the
Madera County Transportation Commission
Policy Board

LOCATION
Madera County Transportation Commission
2001 Howard Road, Suite 201
Madera, California 93637

or via ZOOM
https://usO6web.zoom.us/j/83997239275?pwd=NjQwRVVRMUtGNVh5aXQxei9vbIRnQT09
Webinar ID: 839 9723 9275
Passcode: 530212
Telephone: US: +1 408 638 0968

DATE
September 20, 2023

TIME

3:00 PM

Policy Board Members
The Policy Board meets simultaneously as the Transportation Policy Committee, Madera County
Transportation Commission, and Madera County 2006 Transportation Authority.

Commissioner Waseem Ahmed, Chair Councilmember, City of Chowchilla

Commissioner Leticia Gonzalez, Vice Chair Madera County Supervisor

Commissioner Cecelia Gallegos Councilmember, City of Madera
Commissioner Robert Poythress Madera County Supervisor

Commissioner Jose Rodriguez Councilmember, City of Madera
Commissioner David Rogers Madera County Supervisor

Caltrans District 6 Policy Committee, Participating Agency
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<OMCTC

REASONABLE ACCOMMODATIONS AND ADA
MCTC has adopted a Reasonable Accommodations Policy that provides a procedure for receiving
and resolving requests for accommodation to participate in this meeting (see
https://www.maderactc.org/administration/page/reasonable-accommodations-policy). If you need
assistance in order to attend the meeting, or if you require auxiliary aids or services, e.g., listening
devices or signing services to make a presentation to the Board, MCTC is happy to assist you. Please
contact MCTC offices at (559) 675-0721 so such aids or services can be arranged. Requests may
also be made by email to sandy@maderactc.org, or mailed to 2001 Howard Road, Suite 201,
Madera, CA 93637. Accommodations should be requested as early as possible as additional time
may be required in order to provide the requested accommodation; 72 hours in advance is
suggested.

AGENDA
At least 72 hours prior to each regular MCTC Policy Board meeting, a complete agenda packet is
available for review on the MCTC website or at the MCTC office, 2001 Howard Road, Suite 201,
Madera, California 93637. All public records relating to an open session item and copies of staff
reports or other written documentation relating to items of business referred to on the agenda are
on file at MCTC. Persons with questions concerning agenda items may call MCTC at (559) 675-0721
to make an inquiry regarding the nature of items described in the agenda.

INTERPRETING SERVICES
Interpreting services are not provided at MCTC’s public meeting unless requested at least three (3)
business days in advance. Please contact MCTC at (559) 675-0721 during regular business hours to
request interpreting services.

Servicios de interprete no son ofrecidos en las juntas publicas de MCTC al menos de que se
soliciten con tres (3) dias de anticipacion. Para solicitar estos servicios por favor contacte a Evelyn
Espinosa at (559) 675-0721 x 5 durante horas de oficina.

MEETING CONDUCT
If this meeting is willfully interrupted or disrupted by one or more persons rendering orderly
conduct of the meeting unfeasible, the Chair may order the removal of individuals who are willfully
disrupting the meeting. Such individuals may be arrested. If order cannot be restored by such
removal, the members of the Board may direct that the meeting room be cleared (except for
representatives of the press or other news media not participating in the disturbance), and the
session may continue.

RECORD OF THE MEETING
Board meetings are recorded. Copies of recordings are available upon request, or recordings may
be listened to at the MCTC offices by appointment.
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<OMCTC

PUBLIC COMMENT
If you are participating remotely and wish to make a comment on a specific agenda item during the
meeting, please use the “Raise Hand” feature in Zoom and you will be called on by the chair during
the meeting. You can also submit your comments via email to publiccomment@maderactc.org.
Comments will be shared with the Policy Board and placed into the record at the meeting. Every
effort will be made to read comments received during the meeting into the record, but some
comments may not be read due to time limitations. Comments received after an agenda item will
be made part of the record if received prior to the end of the meeting.

Regarding any disruption that prevents the Policy Board from broadcasting the meeting to
members of the public, then (1) if public access can be restored quickly, the meeting will resume in
five (5) minutes to allow the re-connection of all members of the Board, staff, and members of the
public; or (2) if service cannot be restored quickly, the meeting shall stop, no further action shall be
taken on the remaining agenda items, and notice of the continued meeting will be provided.
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Agenda

1. CALL TO ORDER
2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
3. PUBLIC COMMENT

This time is made available for comments from the public on matters within the Board’s
jurisdiction that are not on the agenda. Each speaker will be limited to three (3)

minutes. Attention is called to the fact that the Board is prohibited by law from taking any
substantive action on matters discussed that are not on the agenda, and no adverse
conclusions should be drawn if the Board does not respond to the public comment at this
time. Itis requested that no comments be made during this period on items that are on
today’s agenda. Members of the public may comment on any item that is on today’s
agenda when the item is called and should notify the Chairman of their desire to address
the Board when that agenda item is called.

MCTC SITTING AS THE TRANSPORTATION POLICY COMMITTEE

4. TRANSPORTATION CONSENT ITEMS

All items on the consent agenda are considered routine and non-controversial by MCTC
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.

4-A. Low Carbon Transportation Operations Program (LCTOP) Amended List of Projects FY
2022-23
Enclosure: Yes
Action: Approve LCTOP List of Projects - Resolution 23-03 Amendment No. 1
4-B. Fiscal Year 2022-2023 Revised State of Good Repair (SGR) Project List
Enclosure: Yes

Action: Approve Resolution 22-11 Amendment No. 1, adopting a Revised FY 2022-23
SGR project list to be submitted in the amount of $61,180

4-C. Fiscal Year 2023-24 State of Good Repair (SGR) Project List

Enclosure: Yes
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Action: Approve Resolution 23-11, adopting the FY 2023-24 SGR project list to be
submitted in the amount of $257,366

2023-24 Sustainable Transportation Planning Grant awarded to Madera County
Enclosure: No

Action: Information and Discussion Only

Caltrans Sustainable Transportation Planning Grant Program

Enclosure: No

Action: Information and Discussion Only

FY 2023 Thriving Communities Program (TCP)

Enclosure: No

Action: Information and Discussion Only

Strengthening Mobility and Revolutionizing Transportation (SMART) Grants Program
Enclosure: No

Action: Information and Discussion Only

FY 2023 Pilot Program for Transit-Oriented Development Planning

Enclosure: No

Action: Information and Discussion Only

SB 125 Transit Program

Enclosure: Yes

Action: Information and Discussion Only

4-). Caltrans System Investment Strategy (CSIS) 2.0

Enclosure: Yes
Action: Information and Discussion Only

2024 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) and 2024 Regional
Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) Update

Enclosure: Yes
Action: Information and Discussion Only

Call for Projects for the Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Program (CMAQ) and the
Carbon Reduction Program (CRP) Funding

Enclosure: No

Action: Information and Discussion Only
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4-M. Social Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) Vacancy
Enclosure: Yes

Action: Information and Discussion Only
5. TRANSPORTATION ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS

5-A. MCTC 2023 Public Participation Plan Update — Public Hearing
Enclosure: Yes
Action: Conduct Public Hearing. Adopt MCTC 2023 Public Participation Plan
5-B. 2023 State Budget and Legislative Update
Enclosure: Yes
Action: Information and Discussion Only
5-C. 2023 Valley Voice — Washington D.C. Recap
Enclosure: Yes
Action: Information and Discussion Only
5-D. Madera County Zero-Emission Vehicle Readiness and Implementation Plan
Enclosure: No

Action: Approve

MCTC SITTING AS THE MADERA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

6. REAFFIRM ALL ACTIONS TAKEN WHILE SITTING AS THE TRANSPORTATION POLICY
COMMITTEE

7. ADMINISTRATIVE CONSENT ITEMS

All items on the consent agenda are considered routine and non-controversial by MCTC
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.

7-A. Executive Minutes — July 19, 2023
Enclosure: Yes

Action: Approve July 19, 2023, Meeting Minutes
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7-B. Transportation Development Act (LTF, STA) — Allocation, Resolution 23-09 Amendment
No. 1, Resolution 23-10 Amendment No. 1

Enclosure: Yes

Action: Approve Resolution 23-09 Amendment No. 1, Resolution 23-10 Amendment
No. 1

7-C. Transportation Development Act (STA) — Apportionment, Resolution 23-07
Amendment No. 1

Enclosure: Yes
Action: Approve Resolution 23-07 Amendment No. 1
7-D. Triennial Performance Audit Request for Proposals (RFP)
Enclosure: No
Action: Authorize release of RFP
7-E. FY 2023-24 Overall Work Program & Budget (OWP) — Amendment No. 2
Enclosure: Yes

Action: Approve OWP & Budget — Amendment No. 2
8. ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS

NONE

MCTC SITTING AS THE MADERA COUNTY 2006 TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

9. AUTHORITY — ADMINISTRATIVE CONSENT ITEMS

All items on the consent agenda are considered routine and non-controversial by MCTC
staff and will be approved by one motion if no member of the Authority or public wishes to
comment or ask questions. If comment or discussion is desired by anyone, the items 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 Authority concerning the item
before action is taken.

9-A. Executive Minutes —July 31, 2023 Special Meeting
Enclosure: Yes
Action: Approve July 31, 2023, Meeting Minutes

9-B. HdL Newsletter 1st Quarter 2023 — Measure T Sales Tax Update

Enclosure: Yes
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Action: Information and Discussion Only
9-C. Focus on the Future 2023 Conference
Enclosure: No

Action: Information and Discussion Only
AUTHORITY — ACTION/DISCUSSION ITEMS

10-A. Measure T Renewal Update
Enclosure: No

Action: Information and Discussion Only. Direction may be provided

OTHER ITEMS

11.

12,

13.

MISCELLANEOUS

11-A. Items from Staff
11-B. Items from Caltrans

11-C. Items from Commissioners
CLOSED SESSION

NONE

ADJOURNMENT

*Items listed above as information still leave the option for guidance/direction actions by
the Board.
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M ‘ I ‘ STAFF REPORT
Board Meeting of September 20, 2023

Madera County Transportation Commission

<

AGENDA ITEM: 4-A
PREPARED BY: Sandy Ebersole, Administrative Analyst
SUBJECT:

Low Carbon Transportation Operations Program (LCTOP) Amended List of Projects FY 2022-
23

Enclosure: Yes

Action: Approve LCTOP List of Projects - Resolution 23-03 Amendment No. 1

SUMMARY:

The Low Carbon Transportation Operations Program (LCTOP) is one of several programs that
are part of the Transit, Affordable Housing, and Sustainable Communities Program
established by the California Legislature in 2014 by Senate Bill 862. The LCTOP was created as
a statewide program to provide operating and capital assistance for transit agencies to
reduce greenhouse gas emissions and improve mobility, with a priority on serving
disadvantaged communities. This program is funded by auction proceeds from the California
Air Resource Board’s Cap-and-Trade Program established by Assembly Bill 32 with proceeds
deposited into the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund.

The Madera County Transportation Commission is a designated recipient of Low Carbon
Transit Operations Program funds for the Madera region. Funds allocated for the FY 2022/23
Low Carbon Transit Operations Program total $399,207. Allocation of these funds is based on
the State Controller's distribution formula for State Transit Assistance (STA) funds, per
Sections 99313 and 99314 of the California Public Utilities Code. Matching funds are not
required for this program. The following projects will be submitted for amendment:

City of Madera Current Madera Intermodal Facility $24,487
Project Expansion and

Modernization to Increase

Ridership
City of Madera Proposed Madera Intelligent $30,000
Project Transportation System (ITS)




Conversion for Madera

Metro
City of Madera Current Free and Reduced Fares for $140,000
Project Fixed Route and

ADA/Paratransit
City of Madera Proposed Free and Reduced Fares for ~ $134,487
Project Fixed Route and

ADA/Paratransit

FISCAL IMPACT:

No fiscal impact to the approved 2023-24 Overall Work Program and Budget.

Iltem 4-4-A.
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Iltem 4-4-A.

BEFORE
THE COMMISSIONERS OF THE
MADERA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
COUNTY OF MADERA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the matter of Resolution No.: 23-03
AUTHORIZATION FOR THE EXECUTION OF Amendment No.1
THE CERTIFICATIONS AND ASSURANCES
AND AUTHORIZED AGENT FORMS

FOR THE LOW CARBON TRANSIT
OPERATIONS PROGRAM (LCTOP) FOR THE
FOLLOWING PROJECTS:

PURCHASE ONE CITY OF CHOWCHILLA CATX
PARATRANSIT BUS $42,236

FREE PASSENGER FARES FOR FIXED ROUTE
AND ADA/PARATRANSIT $134,487
MADERA INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION
SYSTEM (ITS) CONVERSION $30,000
PURCHASE TWO ELECTRIC MCC BUSES
$192,484

WHEREAS, the Madera County Transportation Commission is an eligible project sponsor
and may receive state funding from the Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (LCTOP) for
transit projects; and

WHEREAS, the statutes related to state-funded transit projects require a local or
regional implementing agency to abide by various regulations; and

WHEREAS, Senate Bill 862 (2014) named the Department of Transportation
(Department) as the administrative agency for the LCTOP; and

WHEREAS, the Department has developed guidelines for the purpose of administering
and distributing LCTOP funds to eligible project sponsors (local agencies); and

WHEREAS, the Madera County Transportation Commission wishes to delegate
authorization to execute these documents and any amendments thereto to Patricia, Taylor,
Executive Director.

WHEREAS, the Madera County Transportation Commission wishes to implement the
following LCTOP project(s) listed above,
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Resolution 23-

Iltem 4-4-A.

Amendment No.1

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of the Madera County Transportation
Commission that the fund recipient agrees to comply with all conditions and requirements set
forth in the Certification and Assurances and the Authorized Agent documents and applicable
statutes, regulations and guidelines for all LCTOP funded transit projects.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Patricia Taylor, Executive Director be
authorized to execute all required documents of the LCTOP program and any Amendments
thereto with the California Department of Transportation.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the Madera County
Transportation Commission that it hereby authorizes the submittal of the following project
nomination(s) and allocation request(s) to the Department in FY2022-2023 LCTOP funds:

CITY OF CHOWCHILLA

Project: Purchase One City of Chowchilla CATX Paratransit Bus

Amount of LCTOP funds requested: 542,236

Short description of the project: This project will result in the purchase of one Dial-A-Ride bus.
Benefit to Priority Populations: Utilizing a new bus will benefit DACs within the transit service
area by providing safe, reliable transportation.

CITY OF MADERA

Project: Free Passenger Fares for Fixed Route and ADA/Paratransit

Amount of LCTOP funds requested: $134,487

Short description of the project: This project will result in free usage of all passengers for the
City of Madera Fixed Route System (Madera Madera) and eligible ADA/Paratransit Service
passengers (Seniors 60+, Disable, and Veterans).

Benefit to Priority Populations: This free service will benefit DACs within the City of Madera by
removing any economical barrier to increase and encourage the use of public transportation,
reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled and Greenhouse Gas Emissions, and allow greater and improved
access to key destinations within the region.

CITY OF MADERA

Project: Madera Intelligent Transportation System ITS Conversion

Amount of LCTOP funds requested: $30,000

Short description of project: This project will include the procurement and installation of the
following transit technology enhancements to the Madera Metro Transit System: 1) Computer-
Aided Dispatch (CAD) software; 2) Automated Vehicle Location (AVL) software; 3) Automatic
Passenger Counts (APC) software; 4) Infotainment Systems; and 5) On-Board Passenger Wi-Fi.
Benefit to priority populations: Investing in an information and technology system with benefit
the community by improving access, providing clear messaging, ease of information related to
bus routes and schedules, and in general improved understanding of the Madera Metro transit
system. An improved system will meet the different needs of those in or community. The
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Iltem 4-4-A.

Resolution 23-

Amendment No.1

improvements will be ADA accessible. Real-time tracking of busses will encourage the
population most in need to access the service with confidence of timely travel.

COUNTY OF MADERA

Project: Purchase Two Electric MCC Buses

Amount of LCTOP funds requested: $192,484

Short description of project: This project will result in the procurement of two electric buses.
Benefit to priority populations: Utilizing new buses will benefit DACs within the transit service
area by adding capacity, improving safety, and increasing reliability. MCC services also promote
walking and bicycling that promote healthy living and improve the quality of life for all
residents.

The foregoing resolution was adopted this 20™" day of September 2023 by the following vote:

Commissioner Ahmed
Commissioner Gallegos
Commissioner Gonzalez
Commissioner Poythress
Commissioner Rodriguez
Commissioner Rogers

Chairman, Madera County Transportation Commission

Executive Director, Madera County Transportation Commission
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Iltem 4-4-B.

M ‘ I ‘ STAFF REPORT
Board Meeting of September 20, 2023

Madera County Transportation Commission

<

AGENDA ITEM: 4-B
PREPARED BY: Sandy Ebersole, Administrative Analyst
SUBJECT:

Fiscal Year 2022-2023 Revised State of Good Repair (SGR) Project List
Enclosure: Yes

Action: Approve Resolution 22-11 Amendment No. 1, adopting a Revised FY 2022-23 SGR
project list to be submitted in the amount of $61,180

SUMMARY:

Established by Senate Bill 1, the State Transit Assistance-State of Good Repair (STA-SGR)
Program provides approximately $105 million annually to eligible recipients for transit
maintenance, rehabilitation, and capital projects that keep the public transit system in a state
of good repair. Eligible STA-SGR projects include:

e Transit capital projects or services to maintain or repair a transit operators vehicle
fleet or transit facilities;

e The design, acquisition, and construction of new vehicles or facilities that improve
existing transit service; and

e Transit services that complement local efforts for repair and improvements of local
transportation infrastructure.

MCTC recommends submitting the following project revision in the amount of $61,180:

County of Madera FY 2022-23 Transit Bus Facility — (561,180)
Existing Project Infrastructure
County of Madera FY 2022-23 Purchase up to Four (4) Gas  $61,180
Existing Project Paratransit Buses

Total $61,180
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FISCAL IMPACT:
No fiscal impact to the approved 2023-24 Overall Work Program and Budget.

Item 4-4-B.
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Item 4-4-B.

BEFORE
THE COMMISSIONERS OF THE
MADERA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
COUNTY OF MADERA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the matter of Resolution No.: 22-11
STATE OF GOOD REPAIR PROGRAM Amendment No. 1
REVISED PROJECT APPROVAL LIST FY 2022-

2023

WHEREAS, Senate Bill 1 (SB1), the Road Repair and Accountability Act 2017, establishing
the State of Good Repair (SGR) program to fund eligible transit maintenance, rehabilitation and
capital project activities that maintain the public transit system in a state of good repair; and

WHEREAS, the Madera County Transportation Commission is an eligible project sponsor
and may receive and distribute State Transit Assistance - State of Good Repair funds to eligible
project sponsors (local agencies) for eligible transit capital projects;

WHEREAS, the Madera County Transportation Commission distributing SGR funds to
eligible project sponsors (local agencies) under its regional jurisdiction; and

WHEREAS, the County of Madera wishes to amend its State of Good Repair project list;
and

WHEREAS, the Madera County Transportation Commission concurs with and approves
the amended project list for the State of Good Repair Program funds; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Madera County Transportation
Commission Policy Board hereby approves the Revised 2022-23 SB1 State of Good Repair
Project List with a project change in the amount of $61,180

County of Madera FY 2022-23 Transit Bus Facility - (561,180)
Existing Project Infrastructure
County of Madera FY 2022-23 Purchase up to Four (4) Gas  $61,180
Existing Project Paratransit Buses

Total $61,180
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Resolution 22-

Item 4-4-B.

Amendment No. 1

The foregoing resolution was adopted this 20t day of September 2023 by the following vote:

Commissioner Ahmed
Commissioner Gallegos
Commissioner Gonzalez
Commissioner Poythress
Commissioner Rodriguez
Commissioner Rogers

Chairman, Madera County Transportation Commission

Executive Director, Madera County Transportation Commission

17




Item 4-4-C.

M ‘ I ‘ STAFF REPORT
Board Meeting of September 20, 2023

Madera County Transportation Commission

<

AGENDA ITEM: 4-C
PREPARED BY: Sandy Ebersole, Administrative Analyst
SUBJECT:

Fiscal Year 2023-24 State of Good Repair (SGR) Project List

Enclosure: Yes

Action: Approve Resolution 23-11, adopting the FY 2023-24 SGR project list to be submitted
in the amount of $257,366

SUMMARY:

Established by Senate Bill 1, the State Transit Assistance-State of Good Repair (STA-SGR)
Program provides approximately $105 million annually to eligible recipients for transit
maintenance, rehabilitation, and capital projects that keep the public transit system in a state
of good repair. Eligible STA-SGR projects include:

e Transit capital projects or services to maintain or repair a transit operators vehicle
fleet or transit facilities;

e The design, acquisition, and construction of new vehicles or facilities that improve
existing transit service; and

e Transit services that complement local efforts for repair and improvements of local
transportation infrastructure.

To receive STA-SGR funds, eligible recipients must submit an annual list of projects to
Caltrans, which are due by September 1, 2023.

For FY 2023-24, Madera County Transportation Commission will receive $252,286 (PUC
99313) and $5,080 (PUC 99314) to be suballocated to local agencies by population.

MCTC will submit allocation requests for the following projects:
City of Chowchilla Purchase One Bus $22,030

City of Madera Transit Facility Enhancements — ADA and $108,286
Canopy Upgrades

County of Madera Purchase up to Five Vans (3 gas, 2 electric) $127,050
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FISCAL IMPACT:
No fiscal impact to the approved 2023-24 Overall Work Program and Budget.

Item 4-4-C.
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Item 4-4-C.

BEFORE
THE COMMISSIONERS OF THE
MADERA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
COUNTY OF MADERA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the matter of Resolution No.: 23-11
STATE OF GOOD REPAIR PROGRAM
NEW PROJECT APPROVAL LIST FY 2023/24

WHEREAS, Senate Bill 1 (SB1), the Road Repair and Accountability Act 2017, establishing
the State of Good Repair (SGR) program to fund eligible transit maintenance, rehabilitation and
capital project activities that maintain the public transit system in a state of good repair; and

WHEREAS, the Madera County Transportation Commission is an eligible project sponsor
and may receive and distribute State Transit Assistance — State of Good Repair funds to eligible
project sponsors (local agencies) for eligible transit capital projects;

WHEREAS, the Madera County Transportation Commission distributing SGR funds to
eligible project sponsors (local agencies) under its regional jurisdiction; and

WHEREAS, the Madera County Transportation Commission concurs with and approves
the attached project list for the State of Good Repair Program funds; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Madera County Transportation
Commission Policy Board hereby approves the SB1 State of Good Repair Project List for FY
2023-2024 to be submitted in the amount of $257,366.

City of Chowchilla Purchase One Bus $22,030

City of Madera Transit Facility Enhancements — ADA $108,286
Canopy Upgrades

County of Madera Purchase up to Five Vans (3 gas, 2 127,050
electric)

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Policy Board of the Madera County
Transportation Commission that the fund recipient agrees to comply with all conditions and
requirements set forth in the Certification and Assurances document and applicable statutes,
regulations and guidelines for all SGR funded transit capital projects.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Executive Director is hereby authorized to
submit a request for Scheduled Allocation of the SB1 State of Good Repair funds and to execute
the related grant applications, forms and agreements.
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Resolution 23-

The foregoing resolution was adopted this 20t day of September 2023 by the following vote:

Commissioner Ahmed
Commissioner Gallegos
Commissioner Gonzalez
Commissioner Poythress
Commissioner Rodriguez
Commissioner Rogers

Chairman, Madera County Transportation Commission

Executive Director, Madera County Transportation Commission

Item 4-4-C.
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Item 4-4-D.

M ‘ I ‘ STAFF REPORT
Board Meeting of September 20, 2023

Madera County Transportation Commission

<

AGENDA ITEM: 4-D
PREPARED BY: Sandy Ebersole, Administrative Analyst
SUBJECT:

2023-24 Sustainable Transportation Planning Grant awarded to Madera County
Enclosure: No

Action: Information and Discussion Only

SUMMARY:
Madera County has been awarded $450,000 for the Oakhurst Area Mobility Study Project
through the Caltrans Sustainable Transportation Planning Grant Program.

Madera County, in partnership with the Madera County Transportation Commission,
Caltrans, and other local stakeholders, will undertake the development of a mobility study
within the unincorporated mountain community of Oakhurst, CA, to identify appropriate
motorized and non-motorized design concepts in order to increase the functionality and
safety of Oakhurst’s circulation system for pedestrians, bicyclists, and drivers. The project
area has numerous gaps in the local multi-modal transportation network, pedestrian, and
bicycle infrastructure. The project is consistent with and supportive of the goals of the
Caltrans Sustainable Transportation Planning Grant Program, Senate Bill 1 requirements, the
Madera County General Plan, and Oakhurst Area Plan. The eventual implementation of the
design concepts identified in the mobility study will result in the significant improvement of
Oakhurst’s roads and transportation network and will further guide the design and land-use
in the project area as well as enable Madera County to encourage economic development,
tourism, and enhance multi-modal access connections throughout the community.

FISCAL IMPACT:
No fiscal impact to the approved 2023-24 Overall Work Program and Budget.
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Item 4-4-E.

M ‘ I ‘ STAFF REPORT
Board Meeting of September 20, 2023

Madera County Transportation Commission

AGENDA ITEM: 4-t
PREPARED BY: Sandy Ebersole, Administrative Analyst
SUBJECT:

Caltrans Sustainable Transportation Planning Grant Program

Enclosure: No

Action: Information and Discussion Only

SUMMARY:

The Caltrans Sustainable Transportation Planning Grant Program includes:

Sustainable Communities Grants ($29.5 million) to encourage local and regional
planning that supports state goals, implements Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)
Sustainable Communities Strategies (SCS) (where applicable), and to ultimately
achieve the State’s greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction target of 40 and 80 percent
below 1990 levels by 2030 and 2050, respectively

NEW! Climate Adaptation Planning Grants (S50 million) support local and regional
identification of transportation-related climate vulnerabilities through the
development of climate adaptation plans, as well as project-level adaptation planning
to identify adaptation projects and strategies for transportation infrastructure

Strategic Partnerships Grants (54.5 million) to identify and address statewide,
interregional, or regional transportation deficiencies on the State highway system in
partnership with Caltrans. A sub-category funds transit-focused planning projects that
address multimodal transportation deficiencies

The grant schedule is outlined below.

October 2023 — Release FY 2024-25 Grant Application Guide/Call-for-applications for
minimum eight-weeks and conduct District and HQ grant application workshops

January 2024 — Grant application deadline

Spring 2024 — Application evaluation and management approval of grant
recommendations

Summer 2024 — Grant announcements
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e Fall 2024 — Grant recipients begin project activities

e Winter-Summer 2027 — Grant projects are completed, and grant funds expire
(expiration dates depend on grant recipient and fund-type)

View Caltrans Sustainable Transportation Planning Grant for more information.

FISCAL IMPACT:
No fiscal impact to the approved 2023-24 Overall Work Program and Budget.

Iltem 4-4-E.
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Iltem 4-4-F.

M ‘ I ‘ STAFF REPORT
Board Meeting of September 20, 2023

Madera County Transportation Commission

<

AGENDA ITEM: 4-F
PREPARED BY: Sandy Ebersole, Administrative Analyst
SUBJECT:

FY 2023 Thriving Communities Program (TCP)
Enclosure: No

Action: Information and Discussion Only

SUMMARY:

DOT is now accepting applications for its FY 2023 Thriving Communities Program (TCP). The
TCP will provide up to $22 million in funding for Capacity Builders to provide technical
assistance, planning, and capacity building support to disadvantaged and under-resourced
communities across the U.S. to help them advance the transformative transportation
projects needed to thrive. This year’s program includes a pilot to fund State and Regional TCP
activities. In addition, local, Tribal, and regional governments along with their community
partners are invited to submit a Letter of Interest to receive no-cost tailored technical
assistance for a two-year period as well as three years of facilitated peer learning
opportunities. DOT is hosting an overview webinar for all interested applicants on
September 15 at 12:30-1:30 p.m. ET.

Applications from Capacity Builders are due by November 28, 2023 via grants.gov. DOT is
hosting a webinar for interested National and Regional Capacity Builders on September 20 at
3:30-4:30 p.m. ET.

Applications from communities must be submitted through a DOT webform by November
15, 2023. View the Call for Letters of Interest (LOI) for more information about the program
and how to apply if your community would like to receive in-kind technical assistance,
planning, and capacity building support. DOT is hosting a webinar for communities interested
in receiving TCP support on September 27 at 3:00-4:00 p.m. ET.
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FISCAL IMPACT:
No fiscal impact to the approved 2023-24 Overall Work Program and Budget.
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<

AGENDA ITEM: 4-G
PREPARED BY: Sandy Ebersole, Administrative Analyst
SUBJECT:

Strengthening Mobility and Revolutionizing Transportation (SMART) Grants Program
Enclosure: No

Action: Information and Discussion Only

SUMMARY:
Strengthening Mobility and Revolutionizing Transportation (SMART) Grants Program

The Bipartisan Infrastructure

Law (BIL) established the Strengthening Mobility and Revolutionizing Transportation (SMART)
discretionary grant program with $100 million appropriated annually for fiscal years (FY)
2022-2026.

The SMART program was established to provide grants to eligible public sector agencies to
conduct demonstration projects focused on advanced smart community technologies and
systems in order to improve transportation efficiency and safety.

The FY23 Stage 1 Notice of Funding Opportunity (NOFO) is now open until 10/10/2023.
Please visit How to Apply page for more information.

Eligible Applicants:
e a State;
e a political subdivision of a State;
e aTribal government;
e a public transit agency or authority;
e a public toll authority;
e a metropolitan planning organization; and
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e agroup of 2 or more eligible entities detailed above, applying through a single lead
applicant.

Eligible Projects:

A SMART grant may be used to carry out a project that demonstrates at least one of the
following:

e Coordinated automation

e Connected vehicles

e Sensors

e Systems integration

o Delivery/logistics

e Innovative aviation

e Smart grid

e Traffic signals

Potential Examples of SMART Projects

The SMART Grants Program funds purpose-driven innovation to build data and technology
capacity and expertise for State, local, and Tribal governments. Communities should target
their real-world challenges where the use of new technologies and approaches can create
benefits.

See lllustrative Use Cases for some examples of projects that could be funded through the
program, but note that these are not exhaustive — SMART expects to see proposed projects
that demonstrate an understanding of local needs and advance purpose-driven innovation.

FISCAL IMPACT:
No fiscal impact to the approved 2023-24 Overall Work Program and Budget.
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Board Meeting of September 20, 2023
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<

AGENDA ITEM: 4-H
PREPARED BY: Sandy Ebersole, Administrative Analyst
SUBJECT:

FY 2023 Pilot Program for Transit-Oriented Development Planning
Enclosure: No

Action: Information and Discussion Only

SUMMARY:

The U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) Federal Transit Administration (FTA) has issued
a Notice of Funding Opportunity (NOFO) for the Fiscal Year (FY) 2023 Pilot Program for
Transit-Oriented Development Planning (TOD Pilot Program). The purpose of the program is
to support comprehensive and site-specific transit-oriented development (TOD) planning for
new fixed guideway and core capacity improvement projects. FTA expects to award
approximately $13.5 million in total program funding. For context, the agency awarded 19
grants in the last round of the program totaling approximately $13.1 million with a minimum
size of $240,000 and a maximum size of $1.6 million. The maximum federal share is generally
80 percent; however, that federal share may be increased to 90 percent or up to 100 percent
for projects that support planning activities in urbanized or rural areas with lower population
density or average income levels compared to other areas of a corridor or adjoining areas or
result in policies encouraging the development of affordable housing. The application
deadline is October 10, 2023.

FISCAL IMPACT:
No fiscal impact to the approved 2023-24 Overall Work Program and Budget.
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AGENDA ITEM: 4-|
PREPARED BY: Natalia Austin, Senior Regional Planner
SUBJECT:

SB 125 Transit Program
Enclosure: Yes

Action: Information and Discussion Only

SUMMARY:

SB 125 is providing $5.1 billion to fund transformative capital improvements that modernize
California’s intercity transit, commuter, ferry, and rail systems through a formula-based
Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program (TIRCP) and a new Zero Emission Transit Capital
Program (ZETCP).

In addition, SB 125 establishes a Transit Transformation Task Force led by the California State
Transportation Agency (CalSTA) to develop policy recommendations to grow transit ridership,
improve the transit experience, and address long-term operational needs. CalSTA will publish
a report of recommendations by October 2025. The report will include details of current
services provided, recommendations to improve mobility and increase ridership, and
Transportation Development Act reform.

A) TIRCP — provides $4 billion over the next two fiscal years to fund high priority transit
capital projects. All capital projects must both increase ridership and reduce
greenhouse gas emissions, which are the same requirements for traditional TIRCP
projects. The types of eligible projects include rail capital projects, integrated ticketing
and scheduling systems, bus rapid transit, vanpool, micro transit services, and large-
scale deployment of zero emission vehicles and the technologies to support them.
Funding for the TIRCP is from the State’s General Fund.

B) ZETCP — provides $1.1 billion over the next four fiscal years. Authorized uses for the
money include zero-emission vehicles and refueling infrastructure. It can also be used
for transit operation expenditures that prevent service reduction or elimination in
order to maintain or increase transit ridership. Funding for the ZETCP is derived from
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the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund (GGRF) and the Public Transportation Account
(PTA).
Goals

The main objectives of the funding are to:

1. provide one-time multiyear bridge funding for transit operators to address operational
costs until long-term transit sustainability solutions are identified.

2. assist transit operators in preventing service cuts and increasing ridership.

prioritize the availability of transit for riders who are transit dependent.

4. prioritize transit agencies representing a significant percentage of the region’s
ridership.

w

These funds are also intended to provide a direct benefit to disadvantaged communities or
priority populations, which include low-income communities and low-income households. As
a whole, these funding programs are expected to increase transit ridership, reduce vehicle
miles traveled, congestion and greenhouse gas, and help deliver a healthier and safer
transportation system in the Madera County region and throughout the State.

Funding Distribution

The first year of funding for TIRCP and the ZETCP is already available for distribution once the
required materials are submitted. TIRCP funding will be allocated in both FY 2023-2024 and
FY 2024-22025 to Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs) such as the Madera
County Transportation Commission (MCTC), according to a population-based formula after
each recipient first receives $300,000 of base funding.

The ZETCP funding will be allocated to RTPAs using a population-based formula and an
additional formula based on transit operator revenues within the jurisdiction of the RTPAs. It
is similar to the approach used to calculate the State Transit Assistance (STA) distribution.

The funding will be directly transferred to an RTPA after the allocation package has been
approved. The funding will only be distributed to RTPA's since they are the only eligible
recipients. Once the RTPA has received the funds there is no deadline for the expenditure of
the funds. Because MCTC is the designated RTPA for the Madera County region, MCTC will be
the recipient of the funds.

Funding for the Madera County Region

MCTC has the potential to receive $18,811,248 over the next four fiscal years. Five percent
(5%) of the total ZETCP funding or $5 million, whichever is lower, may be programmed by
MCTC for administration and for planning expenses related to the long-term financial plan
that the RTPA’s are tasked with developing for their jurisdictions. Staff estimates this amount
to be approximately $114,135 over the four-year period.

Iltem 4-4-1.
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Draft Eligible Projects

The final list of eligible projects will be included in the Final 2023 SB 125 Guidelines that are
planned to be released by September 30, 2023.

The current Draft Guidelines include the following eligible project types:
TIRCP Projects

In order to be eligible for TIRCP capital project funding under this program, a capital project
must demonstrate that it will achieve a reduction in greenhouse gas emissions using the
CARB quantification methodology. It must also demonstrate an increase in ridership.

As codified in Section 75221(a) of the PRC, projects eligible for funding under the program
include, but are not limited to, the following:

1. Rail capital projects, including intercity rail, commuter rail, light rail, and other fixed
guideway projects. Additionally, the acquisition of rail cars and locomotives, and the
facilities to support them, that expand, enhance, and/or improve existing rail systems
and connectivity to existing and future transit systems, including the high-speed rail
system.

2. Intercity, commuter, and urban rail projects that increase service levels, improve
reliability, or decrease travel times, infrastructure access payments to host railroads in
lieu of capital investments, efforts to improve existing rail service effectiveness with a
focus on improved operating agreements, schedules, and minor capital investments
that are expected to generate increased ridership, as well as larger scale projects
designed to achieve significantly larger benefits.

3. Rail, bus, and ferry integration implementation, including:

a. integrated ticketing and scheduling systems and related software/hardware
capital investments (including, but not limited to, integration with bus or ferry
operators and the use of contactless payment and General Transit Feed
Specification (GTFS) implementation through Cal-ITP)

b. projects enabling or enhancing shared-use corridors (both multi-operator
passenger only corridors as well as passenger-freight corridors)

c. related planning efforts focused on, but not limited to, delivery of integrated
service not requiring major capital investment

d. other multimodal and service integration initiatives

4. Bus rapid transit and other bus and ferry transit investments (including autonomous
fixed guideway, vanpool, and micro transit services operated as public transit and first-
/last-mile solutions), and to increase ridership and reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
This includes large scale deployment of zero emission vehicles and the technologies to
support them, and capital investments as a component implementing transit
effectiveness studies that will contribute to restructured and enhanced service.

Iltem 4-4-1.

32




5. Grade separations and grade crossing improvements on passenger rail corridors or
related to transit projects are eligible, as they are under the discretionary TIRCP. In
addition to providing safety benefits, these projects often provide certain roadway
based (and sometimes rail related) greenhouse gas emission reductions and a small
increase in ridership (tied to reductions in train delays and cancellations tied to
incidents at the crossing, and sometimes speed increases that occur after crossings
are improved or eliminated). In some cases, ridership increases from such projects are
more significant if they are necessary to increase train frequency.

6. Projects related to mitigating the impacts on freight rail services that are caused by
growth in passenger rail may also be eligible for TIRCP funding even if they are not
directly on the passenger rail corridor.

7. Projects that link housing with key destinations and that improve accessibility to
economic opportunities are also eligible for TIRCP funding.

8. Demonstration projects that are smaller-scale efforts with great potential to be
expanded are eligible for funding.

9. Projects may include new approaches to attracting increased ridership such as smart
phone mobile ticketing, contactless payment, or other software and hardware
solutions to reduce ticketing transaction costs, or a test of a concept related to
integrated ticketing, as well as intercity rail/transit effectiveness or operational
planning as a component of the capital investments in improved, expanded and/or
restructured service designed to cost-effectively increase ridership. Research,
development, and testing of emerging technologies are eligible components.

10. Many TIRCP applicants have met the requirements for reducing greenhouse gas
emissions and increasing ridership through combining related capital investments that
may individually address only one or the other benefit. Many TIRCP applicants have
also augmented their chosen capital projects with key network integration planning
studies that consider how to enhance the benefits of their projects (in connecting to
other transit and rail systems) or planning efforts that consider a later phase of capital
investment and the benefits it will bring to the current proposed project when
constructed at a later date.

Agencies may apply to TIRCP Cycle 7 or later for projects that use SB 125 resources for new
projects, either to complete project funding or to expand project scope; SB 125 funding will
be counted as matching funds in future TIRCP discretionary grant applications. Additional
guidance will be provided in the TIRCP Cycle 7 guidelines.

Additionally, RTPAs may suballocate funds to agencies in their jurisdiction so agencies may
use this funding to support projects that have previously received a TIRCP award and require
an additional infusion of resources to deliver the original scope. RTPAs may assume that any
funding from these SB 125 resources will help obtain or maintain funds from Federal, State,
and local sources already committed to the projects, and document this benefit for their own
projects, and require such documentation of benefits from project sponsors for other
projects, in their Allocation Package submissions. Agencies shall state which project is seeking
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additional funds, identifying Cycle 1 through 6 projects, and whether the funding is needed
for the full project scope or for a subcomponent.

RTPAs may suballocate funds to agencies in their jurisdiction so agencies may also use this
funding for project development activities, similar to the “Major Projects Project
Development Reserve” that was established in the Cycle 6 guidelines, including use of
additional funding for projects that received funding for such projects in the Cycle 6 awards.
While projects and programs of projects do not need to be ready for construction, agencies
should identify how their project or program of projects will be eligible to apply for TIRCP
construction funding in the future. As in Cycle 6, such projects must either be pursuing Capital
Investment Grant funding through the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) or be part of the
pursuit of Federal Railroad Administration funding through the Corridor Identification
Program. Agencies may apply to TIRCP Cycle 7 or later for projects that use SB 125 resources
for project development; SB 125 funding will be counted as matching funds in future TIRCP
discretionary grant applications.

RTPAs that are themselves the capital project sponsor may also utilize funds for their own
projects.

RTPAs are also authorized to use TIRCP funds, subject to compliance with requirements
described in Section 6 of the guidelines, to fund transit operating expenses within its
jurisdiction that prevent service cuts and increase ridership. RTPAs that are themselves the
operator of transit services may also utilize funds for their own operations. Service planning
necessary to experiment with, demonstrate or implement significant service modifications
may be funded as an operating expenditure at either the RTPA or transit operator level.

ZETCP Projects

Pursuant to SB 125, zero-emission transit equipment, transit facility and network
improvement projects such as those that support replacing aging vehicle fleets with Zero-
Emission Vehicles (ZEVs), and associated fueling or charging infrastructure or facility
modifications, are eligible projects for the Zero-Emission Transit Capital Program (ZETCP).
ZEVs include heavy- and light-rail vehicles, buses, and other ZEVs used for transit service.

GGRF funds used on these projects (53.7% of the first year and 100% of years 2-4) will require
submission of CARB quantification tools similar to those required for the TIRCP and LCTOP
programs, as expending GGRF funds requires benefits reporting. They also require
compliance with the CARB Funding Guidelines applicable to all GGRF funding, including semi-
annual benefits reporting and identification of benefits to priority populations.

ZETCP funding may also be used for transit operations expenditures that prevent service
reduction or elimination in order to maintain or increase transit ridership, in accordance with
the provisions described in Section 6 of the guidelines. Planning efforts necessary to
implement one or more of the Innovative Clean Transit Plan efforts within the region may be
programmed as an operating expense out of the PTA portion of funds disbursed to each RTPA
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but must be requested in an Allocation Package submission covering the FY 23-24 funding
year.

As stated previously, a maximum of 5% of total multi-year ZETCP funding, or S5 million,
whichever is lower, may be programmed by the RTPA for RTPA administration of SB 125
funding across both the TIRCP and ZETCP, and for planning expenses related to developing the
long-term financial plan. As the RTPAs are tasked with developing the regional long-term
financial plan for their jurisdictions, there is no requirement to program and suballocate
funds to transit operators for this purpose, although they may do so at their discretion. The
RTPAs can procure professional services or use their own staff to gather the reports, data, and
relevant information needed to develop the regional long-term financial plan required by SB
125. This request must be made in the Allocation Package submissions covering FY 23-24
funding from the ZETCP as an operating project associated with the RTPA, as all funding will
be drawn from the Public Transportation Account resources only available in that year. Small
RTPAs are encouraged to combine planning efforts if feasible.

Funding

An estimate of the amount of funding that MCTC is eligible to receive is shown in the
following table:

A B C D E F

RTPA | YEAR1TIRCP | YEAR 2 TIRCP YEAR 1 ZETCP YEARS 2-4 ZETCP GRAND TOTAL
(53.66% GGRF (PER YEAR, 100%
’ ’ B+C+D+(E*3
46.34% PTA) GGRF) ( ( )

MCTC | $8,254,231 $8,274,315 $850,825 $477,292 $18,811,248

Schedule

e September 1, 2023 — Release SB 125 Formal Draft Guidelines

e September 14, 2023 — Closing date for comments on Draft Guidelines

e September 30, 2023 — CalSTA Publishes 2023 SB 125 Guidelines Final Guidelines

e October 16 — December 8, 2023 - focused virtual meetings with CalSTA to discuss
program requirements (technical assistance)

e December 31, 2023 — Initial Allocation Package submittal is due to CalSTA by MCTC

e December 31, 2023 — Regionally Compiled Transit Operator Data Due

e April 30, 2024 — Requested funding will be allocated no later than this date

MCTC is encouraged to describe the full four-year plan for the use of the funds if it is known
what the projects will be, but it is not required to fully apply for all available funding at the
time of Initial Allocation Package submission by December 31, 2023. Unrequested funds may
be requested in a future Updated Allocation Package. Also, if after the Initial Allocation
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Package has been approved, but projects have changed or need to be reprioritized, an
updated allocation package can be submitted for approval.

MCTC plans to conduct in-depth planning discussions with the local jurisdictions and the
transit agencies in October 2023 to review the requirements of these funding programs and
identify projects that are eligible for inclusion in the allocation package submittal.

FISCAL IMPACT:

No fiscal impact to the approved 2023-24 Overall Work Program and Budget currently.
Administrative funds may be included in a future amendment.
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1 Authority and Purpose

The Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program (TIRCP) was created by Senate Bill (SB) 862 (Chapter 36,
Statutes of 2014) and modified by SB 9 (Chapter 710, Statutes of 2015), to provide grants from the
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund (GGRF) to fund transformative capital improvements that will modernize
California’s intercity, commuter, and urban rail systems, and bus and ferry transit systems, to significantly
reduce emissions of greenhouse gases, vehicle miles traveled, and congestion. The legislation of these bills
is codified in Sections 75220 through 75225 of the Public Resources Code (PRC). Assembly Bill (AB) 398
(Chapter 135, Statutes of 2017) extended the Cap-and-Trade Program that supports the TIRCP from 2020
through 2030. SB 1 (Chapter 5, Statutes of 2017) continues to provide a historic funding increase for
transportation with funds directed to the TIRCP from the Public Transportation Account (PTA).

AB 102 (Chapter 38, Statutes of 2023) and SB 125 (Chapter 54, Statutes of 2023) amended the Budget Act of
2023 to appropriate $4,000,000,000 of General Fund to the TIRCP over the next two fiscal years as well as
$910,000,000 of GGRF funding and $190,000,000 of PTA funding over the next four fiscal years to establish
the Zero-Emission Transit Capital Program (ZETCP). These guidelines are specifically developed to facilitate
the award of these funds to projects in an expeditious manner.

These guidelines include elements of the policy, standards, criteria, and procedures for the
development, adoption, evaluation and administration of the TIRCP last updated for Cycle 6 (which
delivered its last tranche of funding for project awards in July 2023) but are unique to this particular
cycle of TIRCP funding. In allowing the funds covered by these guidelines to be available for operating
costs, the guidelines are also required to be aligned with the legislative intent described in subdivision
(d) of Section 75226 of, and subdivision (f) of Section 75260, of the Public Resources Code. They will be
further informed by input received through workshops, public comments and written responses to be
received by September 14, 2023.

SB 125 provided additional direction with regards to the funding appropriated in the Budget Act of
2023. It created specific categories for funding as follows:

A) $3,995,000,000 over the next two fiscal years shall be distributed pursuant to a population-based
formula to regional transportation planning agencies (RTPA) as defined in Section 7 of these
guidelines. The bill authorizes RTPAs to use the moneys for high-priority transit capital projects
consistent with the uses allowed in Cycle 6 of the TIRCP, which includes existing projects seeking to
maintain or obtain federal or local funding commitments, project development for major projects
that are seeking to enter or have already entered project development with federal partners, or for
new TIRCP projects. As in Cycle 6, all capital projects must both increase ridership and reduce
greenhouse gas emissions, in common with traditional TIRCP project requirements. The funding
may also be used to fund transit operating expenses that prevent service cuts and increase ridership
for operators within the RTPAs jurisdiction, subject to compliance with requirements and further
detail described in Section 6 of these guidelines.

B) $1,100,000,000 over the next four fiscal years shall be for the establishment of the Zero-Emission
Transit Capital Program (ZETCP) and requires funds under the program to be allocated to RTPAs
pursuant to a population-based formula and another formula based on transit operator revenues
within the jurisdiction of these RTPAs, as specified (the formula described is consistent with the
current State Transit Assistance formula). The bill authorizes RTPAs to use the moneys for zero-
emission transit equipment, including, but not limited to, zero-emission vehicles and refueling
infrastructure and, subject to compliance with requirements described in Section 6 of these
guidelines, to use those moneys to fund transit operating expenditures that prevent service
reduction or elimination in order to maintain or increase ridership.

NOTE: Cycle 7 of TIRCP, funded with the regular GGRF and SB1 sources, is expected to be delayed
approximately two months from its regular calendar, with a call for projects around December 1, 2023 and
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applications due around March 1, 2024. The proposed timeline reflects eligible applicant feedback and will
allow applicants to incorporate the regional choices made under SB 125 when determining what to submit
to the competitive TIRCP cycle. Based on this timeline, the Program of Projects would be announced
around June 1, 2024.

2 Objectives

The TIRCP was created to fund transformative capital improvements that modernize California’s
intercity rail, bus (including feeder buses to intercity rail services, as well as vanpool and micro
transit services that are eligible to report as public transit to the Federal Transit Administration),
ferry, and rail transit systems (collectively referred to as transit services or systems inclusive of
all aforementioned modes unless otherwise specified) to achieve all of the following policy
objectives, as codified in Section 75220(a) of the PRC:

1. Reduce emissions of greenhouse gases

2. Expandandimprove transit service to increase ridership

3. Integrate the rail service of the state’s various rail operations, including integration with the
high-speed rail system

4. Improve transitsafety

Additionally, Section 75221(c) of the PRC codifies a programmatic goal to provide at least 25 percent
of available funding to projects that provide a direct, meaningful, and assured benefit to
disadvantaged communities, consistent with the objectives of SB 535. AB 1550 provides further
requirements related to ensuring investments meet the needs of priority populations, a term used
to cover disadvantaged communities, low-income communities and low-income households.
Investments made by TIRCP are expected to collectively meet or exceed the requirements in AB
1550. Each RTPA will need to provide information related to its projects sufficient to determine

the nature of priority population benefits; however, there is no minimum requirement that

each project or RTPA needs to meet for the projects submitted.

Taken as a whole, the increases in transit system ridership, as well as the reduction in vehicle miles
traveled, congestion and greenhouse gas emissions, will help deliver a healthier and safer
transportation system. Investments are expected to position the state to lead in the deployment of
cutting edge and zero emission technologies, test innovative strategies and new approaches to
reducing transportation-related fatalities, provide important new capacity in corridors that support
growth in jobs and housing, and to expand multimodal transportation access and options for all
Californians across all regions of the state.

Further, as outlined in SB 125, which amended the Budget Act of 2023, it is the intent of the
Legislature to:

(1) provide one-time multiyear bridge funding for transit operators to address operational costs
until long-term transit sustainability solutions are identified

(2) assist transit operators in preventing service cuts and increasing ridership
(3) prioritize the availability of transit for riders who are transit dependent
(4) prioritize transit agencies representing a significant percentage of the region’s ridership

To that end, SB 125 specifies that the moneys appropriated in the Budget Act of 2023 may be used
for high-priority transit capital projects and for transit operating expenses for operators within the
RTPAs jurisdiction. Further detail on the definition of transit operator is included in Section 3.

3 Eligible Recipients and Funding

The first year of funding for TIRCP and the ZETCP is already available for distribution once required
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materials are submitted and must be fully encumbered or expended and liquidated by CalSTA by June 30,
2028. FY23-24 funds for TIRCP and the ZETCP must be disbursed to RTPAs by this deadline. Once received
by the RTPA there is no deadline for the expenditure of funds.

TIRCP funding will be allocated in both FY23-24 and FY24-25 to RTPAs according to a population-based
formula after each recipient first receives $300,000 of base funding.

The $410 million of first year ZETCP funding (from both PTA and GGRF sources), as well as the $230 million
for each of the succeeding three years (from GGRF only), will be allocated to RTPAs pursuant to a

population-based formula and another formula based on transit operator revenues within the jurisdiction
of these RTPAs. This formula matches the approach used to calculate State Transit Assistance distribution.

Eligible recipients of funding are the RTPAs, as defined in Section 13987(j) of the Government Code. The
current eligible recipients based on that definition and initial fund estimates by expected recipient are as
follows:

B C D E F
Year 1 TIRCP Year 2 TIRCP Year 1 ZETCP Years 2-4 Grand Total

(53.66% ZETCP (per  (B+C+D+(E*3))
GGREF, yr, 100%
46.34% PTA) GGRF)

Metropolitan $385,068,697 | $386,040,188 | $149,679,519 | $83,966,559 | $1,172,688,081

Transportation

Commission

Alpine County $360,641 $360,794 $6,740 $3,781 $739,518

Transportation

Commission

Amador County $2,336,465 $2,341,606 $218,158 $122,381 $5,263,373

Transportation

Commission

Butte County $10,488,545 | $10,514,269 | $1,113,156 $624,454 $23,989,331

Association of

Governments

Calaveras County | $2,576,611 $2,582,360 $238,532 $133,811 $5,798,936

Local

Transportation

Commission

Colusa County $1,402,047 $1,404,830 $119,153 $66,842 $3,126,556

Local

Transportation

Commission

Del Norte County | $1,675,501 $1,678,974 $149,752 $84,007 $3,756,247

Local

Transportation

Commission

El Dorado County | $9,085,857 $9,108,041 $971,781 $545,145 $20,801,115

Local

Transportation

Commission

Tahoe Regional $5,753,283 $5,767,052 $596,916 $334,855 $13,121,818

Planning Agency

Fresno County $51,406,113 | $51,535,149 | $6,249,069 $3,505,575 | $119,707,058
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Council of
Governments

Glenn County
Local
Transportation
Commission

$1,752,922

$1,756,591

$154,691

$86,778

$3,924,537

Humboldt County
Association of
Governments

$7,130,906

$7,148,153

$825,047

$462,831

$16,492,599

Imperial County
Transportation
Commission

$9,362,644

$9,385,526

$1,027,524

$576,416

$21,504,942

Inyo County Local
Transportation
Commission

$1,259,080

$1,261,501

$99,284

$55,696

$2,786,952

Kern Council of
Governments

$46,278,687

$46,394,777

$5,050,974

$2,833,473

$106,224,857

Kings County
Association of
Governments

$7,982,701

$8,002,098

$827,175

$464,025

$18,204,049

Lake County/City
Council of
Governments

$3,706,510

$3,715,111

$370,593

$207,894

$8,415,895

Lassen County
Local
Transportation
Commission

$1,829,937

$1,833,800

$165,103

$92,619

$4,106,698

Los Angeles
County
Metropolitan
Transportation
Authority

$498,650,905

$499,909,177

$119,494,973

$67,033,765

$1,319,156,350

Madera County
Local
Transportation
Commission

$8,254,231

$8,274,315

$850,825

$477,292

$18,811,248

Mariposa County
Local
Transportation
Commission

$1,161,396

$1,163,571

$91,799

$51,497

$2,571,256

Mendocino
Council of
Governments

$4,848,229

$4,859,713

$505,296

$283,459

$11,063,615

Merced County
Association of
Governments

$14,669,424

$14,705,704

$1,558,919

$874,515

$33,557,593

Modoc County
Local
Transportation
Commission

$739,160

$740,269

$49,336

$27,676

$1,611,794

Mono County

$976,126

$977,834

$171,629

$96,279

$2,414,427

September 1, 2023

42




Iltem 4-4-1.

Local
Transportation
Commission

Transportation
Agency for
Monterey County

$22,218,449

$22,273,790

$2,975,692

$1,669,291

$52,475,803

Nevada County
Local
Transportation
Commission

$5,416,406

$5,429,324

$554,558

$311,093

$12,333,568

Orange County
Transportation
Authority

$160,108,526

$160,512,022

$22,473,788

$12,607,247

$380,916,076

Placer County
Transportation
Planning Agency

$16,356,936

$16,397,478

$1,900,006

$1,065,857

$37,851,991

Plumas County
Local
Transportation
Commission

$1,257,263

$1,259,680

$114,463

$64,211

$2,824,038

Riverside County
Transportation
Commission

$123,382,700

$123,693,468

$14,828,290

$8,318,309

$286,859,385

Sacramento Area
Council of
Governments

$100,321,824

$100,574,367

$13,907,018

$7,801,498

$238,207,702

Council of San
Benito County
Governments

$3,609,072

$3,617,427

$348,002

$195,221

$8,160,164

San Bernardino
County
Transportation
Authority

$110,856,746

$111,135,888

$13,864,934

$7,777,890

$259,191,238

San Diego
Association of
Governments

$48,212,817

$48,333,791

$6,181,044

$3,467,415

$113,129,896

San Diego
Metropolitan
Transit System

$118,515,843

$118,814,323

$17,265,263

$9,685,392

$283,651,604

San Joaquin
Council of
Governments

$39,935,609

$40,035,684

$5,031,810

$2,822,723

$93,471,271

San Luis Obispo
Area Council of
Governments

$14,486,636

$14,522,455

$1,569,547

$880,477

$33,220,070

Santa Barbara
County
Association of
Governments
(SBCAG)

$22,796,994

$22,853,796

$2,916,400

$1,636,030

$53,475,278

Santa Cruz

$13,771,188

$13,805,201

$2,649,968

$1,486,567

$34,686,060
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County
Transportation
Commission

Shasta Regional $9,423,391 $9,446,427 $993,316 $557,226 $21,534,813
Transportation
Agency

Sierra County $463,183 $463,595 $17,533 $9,836 $973,818
Local
Transportation
Commission

Siskiyou County $2,515,009 $2,520,601 $239,061 $134,108 $5,676,994
Local
Transportation
Commission

Stanislaus Council | $28,068,044 | $28,138,155 | $3,037,849 $1,704,159 | $64,356,526
of Governments

Tehama County $3,587,498 $3,595,798 $347,323 $194,840 $8,115,139
Transportation
Commission

Trinity County $1,109,747 $1,111,791 $86,567 $48,562 $2,453,791
Transportation
Commission

Tulare County $24,305,505 $24,366,115 $2,748,056 $1,541,592 $56,044,453
Association of
Governments

Tuolumne County | $3,094,210 $3,101,265 $296,569 $166,368 $6,991,148
Transportation
Council

Ventura County $42,429,785 | $42,536,157 | $5,066,998 $2,842,463 | $98,560,328
Transportation
Commission

Funding distributions will be only made to the above recipients, utilizing fund transfer instructions
confirmed with CalSTA by the RTPA prior to transfer, which may in turn make funding available to public
agencies in their jurisdiction.

For TIRCP and ZETCP capital projects, the RTPAs may distribute funding to public agencies eligible to
receive TIRCP capital funding, including joint powers agencies, that operate or have planning responsibility
for existing or planned regularly scheduled intercity or commuter passenger rail service (and associated
feeder bus service to intercity rail services), urban rail transit service, or bus or ferry transit service
(including commuter bus, vanpool, and micro transit services). Public agencies include local municipalities
that operate transit service, construction authorities, transportation authorities, and other similar public
entities created by statute.

For any spending on transit operations to prevent service reduction or elimination in order to maintain or
increase ridership, or to otherwise increase ridership, the RTPAs may distribute funding to transit
operators in their jurisdiction that are eligible to receive State Transit Assistance (STA) funding through
Section 99314 at the time of distribution by the RTPA.

RTPAs may also be the sponsor of capital and operating projects and may partner on projects with the
agencies eligible to receive funding (such as doing a planning effort tied to making the underlying project
more beneficial in a regional context upon implementation).
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RTPAs must deposit funds into one or more interest-earning, dedicated bank accounts that will hold only
SB 125 funds. If a separate account is not possible, the agency may show documents of a line item or
subaccount dedicated to SB 125 funds. Funds will be disbursed separately from each fund source
supporting SB 125 (General Fund for TIRCP; PTA and GGRF for ZETCP) and identified as such when
disbursed. RTPAs are responsible for tracking the receipt and utilization of these funds separately, and
recording interest earned on each fund source separately. The interest earnings must also be spent on
approved eligible projects within each program and will be accounted for when an agency submits its
required Annual Report, as described in Section 9. When the recipient agency submits its Annual Report,
they are required to submit a copy of their most recent bank statement. The additional spending made
possible by interest earnings shall be approved through submitting an Updated Program Allocation
Request to CalSTA, which will approve such spending based on review of project eligibility.

RTPAs, transit operators and other public agencies expending SB 125 formula funding assume
responsibility and accountability for the use and expenditure of allocated funds in accordance with these
guidelines and applicable statutes. These agencies must also comply with all relevant federal and state
laws, regulations, policies, and procedures.

4 Schedule

Release SB 125 Formal Draft Guidelines September 1, 2023
Formal Workshop (9-10am) September 7, 2023

Closing Date for Comments on Draft Guidelines * September 14, 2023

CalSTA Publishes 2023 SB 125 Guidelines September 30, 2023

Optional, time-limited, focused virtual meetings for agencies to

discuss and clarify program requirements (will be scheduled by October 16-December 8, 2023
request)*

Initial Allocation Package Submittal Due December 31, 2023
Regionally Compiled Transit Operator Data Due December 31, 2023
Requested Funding Will be Allocated No Later Than April 30, 2024

*Comments and requests for meetings can be submitted to:
SB125transit@calsta.ca.gov

5 Eligible Projects
TIRCP Funding ($3.995 billion)

In order to be eligible for TIRCP capital project funding under this program, a capital project must demonstrate
that it will achieve a reduction in greenhouse gas emissions using the CARB quantification methodology. It
must also demonstrate an increase in ridership.

As codified in Section 75221(a) of the PRC, projects eligible for funding under the program include, but are
not limited to, the following:

1. Rail capital projects, including intercity rail, commuter rail, light rail, and other fixed guideway
projects. Additionally, the acquisition of rail cars and locomotives, and the facilities to supportthem,
that expand, enhance, and/or improve existing rail systems and connectivity to existing and future
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transit systems, including the high-speed rail system.

2. Intercity, commuter, and urban rail projects that increase service levels, improve reliability, or
decrease travel times, infrastructure access payments to host railroads in lieu of capital investments,
efforts to improve existing rail service effectiveness with a focus on improved operating agreements,
schedules, and minor capital investments that are expected to generate increased ridership, as well
as larger scale projects designed to achieve significantly larger benefits.

3. Rail, bus, and ferry integration implementation, including:

a. integrated ticketing and scheduling systems and related software/hardware capital
investments (including, but not limited to, integration with bus or ferry operators and
the use of contactless payment and General Transit Feed Specification (GTFS)
implementation through Cal-ITP)

b. projects enabling or enhancing shared-use corridors (both multi-operator passenger only
corridors as well as passenger-freight corridors)

c. related planning efforts focused on, but not limited to, delivery of integrated service not
requiring major capital investment

d. other multimodal and service integrationinitiatives

4. Bus rapid transit and other bus and ferry transit investments (including autonomous fixed
guideway, vanpool, and micro transit services operated as public transit and first-/last-mile
solutions), and to increase ridership and reduce greenhouse gas emissions. This includes large
scale deployment of zero emission vehicles and the technologies to support them, and capital
investments as a component implementing transit effectiveness studies that will contribute to
restructured and enhancedservice.

Grade separations and grade crossing improvements on passenger rail corridors or related to transit
projects are eligible, as they are under the discretionary TIRCP. In addition to providing safety benefits,
these projects often provide certain roadway based (and sometimes rail related) greenhouse gas emission
reductions and a small increase in ridership (tied to reductions in train delays and cancellations tied to
incidents at the crossing, and sometimes speed increases that occur after crossings are improved or
eliminated). In some cases, ridership increases from such projects are more significant if they are necessary
to increase train frequency.

Projects related to mitigating the impacts on freight rail services that are caused by growth in passenger rail
may also be eligible for TIRCP funding even if they are not directly on the passenger rail corridor.

Projects that link housing with key destinations and that improve accessibility to economic opportunities
are also eligible for TIRCP funding.

Demonstration projects that are smaller-scale efforts with great potential to be expanded are eligible for
funding.

Projects may include new approaches to attracting increased ridership such as smart phone mobile
ticketing, contactless payment, or other software and hardware solutions to reduce ticketing transaction
costs, or a test of a concept related to integrated ticketing, as well as intercity rail/transit effectiveness or
operational planning as a component of the capital investments in improved, expanded and/or restructured
service designed to cost-effectively increase ridership. Research, development, and testing of emerging
technologies are eligible components.

Many TIRCP applicants have met the requirements for reducing greenhouse gas emissions and increasing
ridership through combining related capital investments that may individually address only one or the other
benefit. Many TIRCP applicants have also augmented their chosen capital projects with key network
integration planning studies that consider how to enhance the benefits of their projects (in connecting to
other transit and rail systems), or planning efforts that consider a later phase of capital investment and the
benefits it will bring to the current proposed project when constructed at a later date.

Agencies may apply to TIRCP Cycle 7 or later for projects that use SB 125 resources for new projects, either
to complete project funding or to expand project scope; SB 125 funding will be counted as matching funds
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in future TIRCP discretionary grant applications. Additional guidance will be provided in the TIRCP Cycle 7
guidelines.

Additionally, RTPAs may suballocate funds to agencies in their jurisdiction so agencies may use this funding
to support projects that have previously received a TIRCP award and require an additional infusion of
resources to deliver the original scope. RTPAs may assume that any funding from these SB 125 resources
will help obtain or maintain funds from federal, state and local sources already committed to the projects,
and document this benefit for their own projects, and require such documentation of benefits from project
sponsors for other projects, in their Allocation Package submissions. Agencies shall state which project is
seeking additional funds, identifying the Cycle 1 through 6 project, and whether the funding is needed for
the full project scope or for a subcomponent.

RTPAs may suballocate funds to agencies in their jurisdiction so agencies may also use this funding for
project development activities, similar to the “Major Projects Project Development Reserve” that was
established in the Cycle 6 guidelines, including use of additional funding for projects that received funding
for such projects in the Cycle 6 awards. While projects and programs of projects do not need to be ready for
construction, agencies should identify how their project or program of projects will be eligible to apply for
TIRCP construction funding in the future. As in Cycle 6, such projects must either be pursuing Capital
Investment Grant funding through the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) or be part of the pursuit of
Federal Railroad Administration funding through the Corridor Identification Program. Agencies may apply to
TIRCP Cycle 7 or later for projects that use SB 125 resources for project development; SB 125 funding will be
counted as matching funds in future TIRCP discretionary grant applications.

RTPAs that are themselves the capital project sponsor may also utilize funds for their own projects.

RTPAs are also authorized to use TIRCP moneys, subject to compliance with requirements
described in Section 6 of these guidelines, to fund transit operating expenses within its jurisdiction
that prevent service cuts and increase ridership. RTPAs that are themselves the operator of transit
services may also utilize funds for their own operations. Service planning necessary to experiment
with, demonstrate or implement significant service modifications may be funded as an operating
expenditure at either the RTPA or transit operator level.

ZETCP Funding ($1.1 billion)

Pursuant to SB 125, zero-emission transit equipment, transit facility and network improvement
projects such as those that support replacing aging vehicle fleets with Zero-Emission Vehicles
(ZEVs), and associated fueling or charging infrastructure or facility modifications, are eligible
projects for the Zero-Emission Transit Capital Program (ZETCP). ZEVs include heavy- and light-rail
vehicles, buses, and other ZEVs used for transit service.

GGRF funds used on these projects (53.7% of the first year and 100% of years 2-4) will require
submission of CARB quantification tools similar to those required for the TIRCP and LCTOP
programs, as expending GGRF funds requires benefits reporting. They also require compliance with
the CARB Funding Guidelines applicable to all GGRF funding, including semi-annual benefits
reporting and identification of benefits to priority populations.

ZETCP funding may also be used for transit operations expenditures that prevent service reduction or
elimination in order to maintain or increase transit ridership, in accordance with the provisions described in
Section 6 of these guidelines. Planning efforts necessary to implement one or more of the Innovative Clean
Transit Plan efforts within the region may be programmed as an operating expense out of the PTA portion
of funds disbursed to each RTPA, but must be requested in an Allocation Package submission covering the
FY23-24 funding year.

A maximum of 5% of total multi-year ZETCP funding, or $5 million, whichever is lower, may be programmed
by the RTPA for RTPA administration of SB 125 funding across both the TIRCP and ZETCP, and for planning
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expenses related to developing the long-term financial plan. As the RTPAs are tasked with developing the

regional long-term financial plan for their jurisdictions, there is no requirement to program and suballocate

funds to transit operators for this purpose, although they may do so at their discretion. The RTPAs can
procure professional services or use their own staff to gather the reports, data and relevant information
needed to develop the regional long-term financial plan required by SB 125. This request must be made in
the Allocation Package submissions covering FY 23-24 funding from the ZETCP as an operating project
associated with the RTPA, as all funding will be drawn from the Public Transportation Account resources
only available in that year. Small RTPAs are encouraged to combine planning efforts if feasible.

6 Requirements for Funding Allocations

Each RTPA seeking allocation of funding shall complete an Initial Allocation Package by December 31,
2023. Allocation Packages are encouraged to describe the full four-year plan for use of formulaic funds if
already known, understanding that each year’s funds are subject to appropriation in the respective
budget year. However, Allocation Packages are expected to be updated for future years should there be
any change in funding availability or projects selected for funding distribution. Allocation packages will
be treated in accordance with Public Records Act requirements and certain information, subject to those
requirements, may be publicly disclosed.

Each Allocation Package shall include, as applicable, the following:
A. Asigned cover letter, with signature authorizing and approving the request by the eligible RTPA.

B. An Allocation Package Narrative Explanation, covering most of the requirements for the regional
short-term financial plan for immediate service retention required by statue. This narrative
explanation is required by December 31, 2023, unless the RTPA declares that none of the transit
operators eligible to receive funding within their jurisdiction will have an operational funding need
for SB 125 or additional discretionary or nonformula state funding between the 2023-24 fiscal year
and the 2026-27 fiscal year, inclusive. It also must declare that it will not use the SB 125 funding for
any of its transit operators. Such declarations may take the place of the narrative explanation, if
applicable. Even if such declarations are made, the regional Allocation Package Narrative
Explanation will still be a required submission by December 31, 2024, in order to receive a timely
allocation of FY24-25 funding from SB 125 sources.

The Allocation Package Narrative Explanation shall include the following:

i. An explanation of what funding and service actions are being taken within the
region that utilize resources other than SB125 funding. This explanation
incorporates the requirement to provide a demonstration of how the region will
address any operational deficit, using all available funds, through the 2025-26 fiscal
year, based on a 2022 service baseline. Each plan shall provide narrative and data
describing the funding approach that addresses expected operational deficits of
existing transit operators through the 2025-26 fiscal year across all the region’s
transit operators, including strategies to use all available local, state, and federal
funds to address such deficits, and the impacts such strategies may have on any
capital projects. This section shall focus on the approaches the region is taking and
plans to take before the use of SB 125 funds to mitigate operational deficits, both in
calendar year 2023 and in future fiscal years through the end of FY25-26. When
applicable, this should include reference to delay or elimination of lower priority
capital projects to increase funding for operations, utilizing historically high State
Transit Assistance funding tied to recent high diesel fuel prices, the use of federal
transit formula funding made higher through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs
Act (IIJA) for preventative maintenance expenditures within the operating budget,
or the use of higher Local Transportation Fund revenues tied to healthy sales and
use tax receipts in certain counties. In some cases, strategies involving the use of
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non-SB 125 funds to increase transit operator funding may allow SB 125 funds to
target capital needs. If utilized, such strategies should be described in this section.
To the extent that such deficits cannot be fully addressed with available funds and
actions, service impacts relative to the December 31, 2022 service baseline shall be
described. This section shall be analyzed and reviewed for completeness. It is
understood to be a summary of major actions taken and planned to be taken across
the region based on RTPA and/or transit operator decision-making.

A description and justification of the RTPA strategy to use SB 125 funding to
construct capital projects and fund operating expenses that lead to improved
outcomes in its jurisdiction. This section shall describe the region’s overall strategy
for choosing to spend the expected SB 125 funds on the capital projects and
operational expenses described in its Allocation Package. This section addresses the
statutory requirements to provide a justification for how the region’s funding is
proposed to be allocated to capital and operational expenses and provide a
demonstration of how the plan will mitigate service cuts, fare increases, or layoffs
relative to a 2022 service baseline to achieve short-term financial sustainability. This
section shall highlight the specific manner in which SB 125 funding requested for
operations will reduce or eliminate the need for service cuts, fare increases or
layoffs. With recent positive results from efforts designed to increase speed of
transit services, allowing similar levels of service with lower operating costs or more
service with the same operating budget, this section of the Allocation Package
would benefit from describing any such efforts that are proposed for the region and
transit operators in question. This can include transit-specific infrastructure, stop
consolidation, or other efforts. In addition, this description addresses the statutory
requirement to provide a summary of how the plan will support ridership
improvement strategies that focus on riders, such as coordinating schedules and
ease of payment and improving cleanliness and safety, to improve the ridership
experience. Since restoring ridership and the associated fare revenues is one
approach to strengthening the financial performance of each region’s transit
operators, this section shall highlight any portion of the capital projects or any
portion of operating funds that are specifically focused on supporting improvement
in ridership. This section shall be analyzed and reviewed for completeness.

A detailed breakdown and justification for how the funding is proposed to be
distributed between transit operators and among projects, consistent with the
legislative intent described in SB 125. This section shall include a narrative (and
appropriate data and tables) describing the justification for the funding distribution
to each specific operator and project that is requested. If requesting spending for
transit operations, this section shall address the following items identified in the
legislative intent language in SB 125:

1. address operational costs until long-term transit sustainability solutions are
identified

2. assist transit operators in preventing service cuts and increasing ridership

3. prioritize the availability of transit for riders who are transit dependent

4. prioritize transit agencies representing a significant percentage of the
region’s ridership

If requesting funding for both capital projects and transit operations, the
justification for the capital project shall include discussion of the high-priority nature
of the capital project and the significance of its completion to the region. This
section shall be analyzed and reviewed for completeness.
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C. An Allocation Package Detailed Project Description, required of all agencies requesting an

allocation, regardless of whether they are required to submit a short-term financial plan by the end
of 2023. This detailed project description covers all projects that are recommended by the RTPA for
SB 125 funding. It does not need to fully utilize all available funds, as this document may be updated
on a rolling basis throughout the period covered by SB125 funding as part of an Updated Allocation
Package submission. However, for timely distribution of FY23-24 funds, this portion of the Allocation
Package must be submitted by December 31, 2023, and for timely distribution of FY24-25 funds, by
December 31, 2024.

The detailed project description described above must provide details about how the funding is
proposed to be distributed between transit operators and among projects, both capital and
operations. This section shall be analyzed and reviewed for project eligibility and completeness.

The list is divided into three sections, covering TIRCP Capital, ZETCP Capital and Operations Funding.
Required contents for each are below.

TIRCP Capital

1. If an agency is requesting allocations for funding for an existing TIRCP project (i.e., a project
that has received a previous TIRCP grant, including those involving project development for
major projects), they should identify the title of the project and the TIRCP cycle of award
(cycles 1-6). They should also identify whether the funds will be used for the full project or for a
subcomponent. Each project receiving additional funding shall identify the reason for
additional funds being needed, including cost escalation, additional scope requirements or
maintaining federal funding commitments. No additional GHG reduction or increased ridership
benefits are required to request funds for an existing TIRCP project.

2. Ifanagency is requesting allocation for funding for new TIRCP-eligible projects, they shall
include for each requested TIRCP capital project:

a. Asummary or fact sheet (one- to two-page) that includes the following elements:
i. Implementing agency or agencies
ii. Project title
iii. Dates for the start and end of each project phase
iv. Summary of project scope
v. Total project costs
vi. Identification of the source, type and amount of all funding

b. A detailed project schedule, including the project’s current status, and the completion
dates of all major delivery milestones.

c. Project Location — provide a map for each of the following:

i. Project location denoting the project site. Provide a KML file for the project
with the transit route/project location represented by lines and stops
represented by points as applicable.

ii. In addition to showing where housing exists, provide information on housing
density and planned/zoned/permitted/etc. housing density.

iii. In addition to illustrating existing employment centers, provide information on
employment density, mix of employment types, and planned future
employment land uses.
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iv. Planned and existing active transportation infrastructure (what currently exists,
what is planned, and what would be funded by the project.

d. An explanation of greenhouse gas reducing features of the project such as project
components that improve air quality and reduce greenhouse gas emissions along a
specific corridor, surrounding land use density, housing and employment centers,
transit- oriented development/sustainable communities strategy projects, active
transportation infrastructure and other features, to the extent available. For all
construction projects, agencies are required to submit a copy of the California Air
Resources Board (CARB) Quantification Methodologies (QMs) and Calculator Tools for
estimating greenhouse gas (GHG) emission reductions and co-benefits identified in
Attachment 2.

e. An explanation of expected ridership benefits of the project when constructed.

f. If applicable, an explanation of how some or all of the project is expected to provide
direct, meaningful, and assured benefits to a disadvantaged community, low-income
communities or low-income households as defined by SB 535 and AB 1550.

If agencies plan to use this funding for only project development activities for a new project,
they are required to show how their project or program of projects will be eligible to apply for
TIRCP construction funding in the future. If the project would not be eligible to apply for TIRCP
as a new project, it will not qualify for funding for project development. Agencies shall also
demonstrate that they have entered into, or have applied to enter into, federal project
development processes for at least a portion of the project or program of projects, and that
they expect to receive federal funding in the future once complete with project development.
If the agency expects to be able to leverage state funding to provide the match necessary to
obtain federal planning funds, this should also be identified. The required detail for project
development only is as follows:

a. A summary or fact sheet (one- to two-page) that includes the following elements:
i. Implementing agency or agencies
ii. Project title

iii. Dates for the start and end of each project development phase, as well as the
anticipated date of construction

iv. Summary of overall project scope for the constructed project, with an
emphasis on project development scope

v. Total project costs for project development, and an estimate of the fully
constructed project cost if available

vi. Identification of the source, type and amount of all funding for the project
development phase

b. A detailed project schedule for the project development phase, including the project’s
current status, and the completion dates of all major delivery milestones.

c. Description and map designating the project location

d. An explanation of greenhouse gas reducing features of the project such as project
components that improve air quality and reduce greenhouse gas emissions along a
specific corridor, surrounding land use density, housing and employment centers,
transit- oriented development/sustainable communities strategy projects, active
transportation infrastructure and other features, to the extent available. No GHG
emissions reduction quantification is required, but can be acknowledged, if available.

September 1, 2023

51




Iltem 4-4-1.

e. An explanation of expected ridership benefits of the project when constructed.

f. If applicable, an explanation of how some or all of the project is expected to provide
direct, meaningful, and assured benefits to a disadvantaged community, low-income
communities or low-income households as defined by SB 535 and AB 1550.

ZETCP Capital

If an agency is requesting allocation for funding for ZETCP capital projects, they shall include for
each requested ZETCP capital project:

a. A summary or fact sheet (one- to two-page) that includes the following elements:
i. Implementing agency or agencies
ii. Project title
iii. Dates for the start and end of each project phase
iv. Summary of project scope
v. Total project costs
vi. ldentification of the source, type and amount of all funding

b. A detailed project schedule, including the project’s current status, and the completion
dates of all major delivery milestones.

c. Project Location — provide a map for each of the following, where relevant:

i. Project location denoting the project site. Provide a KML file showing project
location(s) and impacted transit lines.

ii. Inaddition to showing where housing exists, provide information on housing
density and planned/zoned/permitted/etc. housing density.

iii. In addition to illustrating existing employment centers, provide information on
employment density, mix of employment types, and planned future
employment land uses.

iv. Planned and existing active transportation infrastructure.

d. An explanation of greenhouse gas reducing features of the project. For all construction
projects, agencies are required to submit a copy of the California Air Resources Board
(CARB) Quantification Methodologies (QMs) and Calculator Tools for estimating
greenhouse gas (GHG) emission reductions and co-benefits identified in Attachment 2.

e. At the time of the Allocation Package submission, applicants are required to submit a job
co-benefit modeling tool, which is based upon a co-benefit assessment methodology
developed by CARB. This tool can be found here:
https://ww?2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/cci-methodologies

f.  An explanation of how some or all of the project is expected to provide direct, meaningful,
and assured benefits to a disadvantaged community, low-income communities or low-
income households as defined by SB 535 and AB 1550. Agencies must evaluate the criteria
detailed by CARB (see Attachment 1) and complete the CARB benefit criteria table in
Attachment 3, to determine whether the project meets criteria for providing direct,
meaningful, and assured benefits to a disadvantaged community, low-income community,
and/or low- income households and address a community need pursuant the CARB’s
Funding Guidelines, and document the manner in which all or part of the project does so. If
an agency plans to engage in additional efforts to consult with disadvantaged or low-
income stakeholders as part of project development, a specific task and budget for the
proposed activities should be included in the project application.
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i. Itis agoal of programs using GGRF resources to maximize benefits to
disadvantaged communities and low-income communities and households.
Pursuant to the requirements of SB 535, as amended by AB 1550, the overall
California Climate Investments Program funded with Cap-and-Trade auction
proceeds must result in: (1) a minimum of 25% of the available moneys in the GGRF
to projects located within, and benefiting individuals living in, disadvantaged
communities, (2) an additional minimum of 5% to projects that benefit low-income
households or to projects located within, and benefiting individuals living in, low-
income communities located anywhere in the state, and (3) an additional minimum
of 5% either to projects that benefit low-income households that are outside of, but
within a 1/2 mile of, disadvantaged communities, or to projects located within the
boundaries of, and benefiting individuals living in, low-income communities that are
outside of, but within a 1/2 mile of, disadvantaged communities.

ii. Information on California Climate Investments to Benefit Disadvantaged
Communities with background on SB 535, AB 1550 and the CalEPA California
Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 3.0 (CalEnviroScreen), can be
found at: https://calepa.ca.gov/Envlustice/GHGInvest/

g. ldentification of whether the entire project, or only certain components, address AB
1550 benefits, and identification of the portion of the budget related to those
components.

h. An explanation of expected ridership benefits of the project when constructed, if any.
Transit Operations Funding

If an agency is requesting an allocation of funding for transit operations for one of the operators, it
shall include the following information for each operator covered by its request:

1. Name of Transit Operator

2. 2022-23 Ridership for the Operator and Operator’s Percent of Region’s Total Ridership
3. Amount of Funding Requested, by source (TIRCP or ZETCP) and Budget Year

4. List of Specific Activities Funded by the Request, quantified where possible:

a. Amount of service being paid for by the additional funding expressed in both
revenue service hours and by nature of service retention, restoration or
increase invested in (e.g. preventing a reduction in frequency on one or more
routes (or systemwide), frequency increases on particular routes or launch of
new routes made possible by the funds)

b. Identification of operating expenses invested in increased safety and security
measures

c. ldentification of operating expenses that are intended to increase ridership
5. Identification of benefits to transit dependent riders of activities funded by the request

D. A summary Excel table including the proposed uses of TIRCP and ZETCP funds by fiscal year of
availability, up to the levels presented in Section 3 above. Uses shall be subdivided between funding
for capital projects and funding for operations expenses, with each project and its implementing
agency specifically identified, and each operator that will receive operations funding also specifically
identified. An Excel template to be used in submitting this required information will be available on
the CalSTA website within the Subject Area page dedicated to SB125 Funding. This table should
contain data that matches the information submitted in the Allocation Package Detailed Project
Description. The data table shall indicate the funding year from which funds are encumbered to the
project or operating expense by the RTPA. Actual expenditure of funds may be in that year or a
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future year, as necessary for the project or operation.

Agencies must also submit regionally representative transit operator data in coordination with
transit operators providing service within the jurisdiction of the regional transportation planning
agency. Regionally representative operator data is expected to include all State Transit Assistance-
receiving agencies that are also direct reporters to the National Transit Database (NTD), as well as
any additional agencies that are expected to receive either operating or capital project funding from
the SB 125 funds. Exceptions are noted below. This data collection is aligned with some of the
expected data needs for the Transit Transformation Task Force. For agencies to receive an
allocation of funds in the 2023-24 fiscal year, the transit operator data must be submitted by
December 31, 2023. CalSTA and Caltrans will review the data submissions for completeness,
understanding the quality of the data may vary between operators. RTPAs are not required to
confirm the data accuracy compiled from their transit operators. If the transit operator data does
not meet the following requirements or is incomplete, agencies will have an opportunity to remedy
their submission and receive access to the funding after the requirements are met, by no later than
April 30, 2024. The regionally representative transit operator data shall include, but is not limited to:

i. Existing fleet and asset management plans by transit operators. Innovative Clean
Transit Plan developed for CARB will be considered an already-responsive
component of this requirement. Operators that are required to submit Asset
Information Module data to the FTA’s National Transit Database (whether on their
own or as part of a group plan) should confirm the last time period for which data
was submitted, and whether they submitted their data as part of a group plan. If
such data is already submitted to the NTD by Caltrans, the most recent submission
should be noted and referenced. If the operators within an RTPA’s jurisdiction have
operator-specific fleet and/or asset management plans developed for their own
management purposes, or for compliance with FTA Capital Investment Program
requirements, the most recent version of such plans should be submitted.

ii. Revenue collection methods and annual costs involved in collecting revenue for
each transit operator and regional transportation planning agency involved, by
payment instrument. The methods (payment instruments) of revenue collection
should be noted and described for all operators covered by the data submission
requirements, including reference to use of cash fareboxes, transit passes and
tickets available for sale at different locations and in different media, use of mobile
ticketing and/or use of smart cards or contactless payment. Information on revenue
collection costs shall also be submitted for those operators or regional agencies that
are able to identify specific costs in their operating or capital budgets associated
with such revenue collection costs. Annual cost should be related to annual revenue
for each operator that has relevant data to report. For operators that have no
identifiable expenses and are not NTD reporters, fare revenues shall still be
submitted for the most recent fiscal year in question. For regional agencies that
have revenue collection costs without collecting fare revenues directly, the revenue
collection costs should be reported by payment instrument, along with an indication
of which operators are served by such revenue collection efforts.

1. The dataset shall include, for each transit operator or regional
transportation planning agency involved in revenue collection (as
applicable):

a. Total cost of revenue collection and total revenue collected for the
most recent fiscal year

b. Cost of revenue collection by payment instrument (where available,
even if only for certain instruments and not all) and total revenue
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collected by those same payment instruments, for the most recent
fiscal year.

2. Planned capital costs related to fare collection in the next 4 years, if any are
planned (including those within expected transit vehicle or other
procurements).

A statement of existing service plan and planned service changes through the end
of 2023-24, and schedule data in General Transit Feed Specification (GTFS) format.
The goal of this data submission is to provide up to date representation of schedules
by transit operator. Nearly all transit agencies of the state are providing their data in
GTFS format on a regular basis, and are required to start doing so by FTA regulations
by 2024. Such data is already visible to the public and to state agencies as indicated
below. Compliance with these statutory requirements may be met by each operator
confirming that their current schedule data is correct (an accurate representation of
the service that the customer will see in operation), and that future service changes
will be translated into an updated GTFS format on a timely basis. If a service change
is planned during FY 23-24, an estimated date for submission of GTFS data should be
indicated.

A brief summary of the existing service plan and changes to the levels of service
planned by operator, at a level that is representative of the larger planned changes
but does not need to cover minor changes, shall accompany the allocation package.
Major frequency changes, or addition or discontinuance of routes, should be
reflected, but not minor routing or scheduling changes. In addition, changes in total
amount of revenue service hours planned for this current fiscal year shall be
reported, along with the timeframe for such a change.

1. Existing service is assumed to have been described in the agencies most
recent GTFS feed / GTFS Realtime feed. A list of agencies and associated
feeds can be found at https://data.ca.gov/dataset/cal-itp-gtfs-ingest-
pipeline-dataset/resource/e4ca5bd4-e9ce-40aa-a58a-3a6d78b042hbd. If this
is in error, please contact hello@calitp.org. More general information
specific to reporting in GTFS may be found at https://dot.ca.gov/cal-
itp/california-minimum-general-transit-feed-specification-gtfs-guidelines.

2. For the proposed service plan, the ideal format is a GTFS feed, representing,
at a minimum, proposed weekday, Saturday and Sunday service, planned
scenario. Otherwise, we will accept frequency or new line-based changes.
(i.e., line X goes from every 20 minutes to every 10 minutes during peak
periods, defined as 6am-9am and 4pm to 7pm).

3. The phasing plan for any proposed service changes.

Expenditures on security and safety measures. This data should be submitted by
those agencies that have current or changed levels of expenditure that are specific
to security (including cybersecurity) and safety measures, if applicable to the agency
or operators covered by the report. This information is expected to highlight those
regions and agencies that are expending significant funding, in order to consider this
in the context of the Transit Transformation Task Force and to consider the role such
spending may play in restoring and increasing ridership. Not all agencies and
operators are expected to have specific data in this area.

Opportunities for service restructuring, eliminating service redundancies, and
improving coordination amongst transit operators, including, but not limited to,
consolidation of agencies or reevaluation of network management and
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governance structure. RTPAs with efforts involving these activities across their
region or involving specific operators shall provide a summary of the opportunities
they are pursuing or have acted upon, including any reports on such opportunities.

Technical assistance in addressing the required contents of the Initial Allocation Package and any future

updates may be requested by emailing the SB 125 e-mail address at SB125transit@calsta.ca.gov.
Assistance may be provided by CalSTA, Caltrans or CARB, depending on the nature of the specific
question.

Applicants are reminded that while initial allocation packages are due by December 31, 2023, they may
submit updates to such packages on a rolling basis that CalSTA anticipates reviewing on a 30- to 60-day

timeline for approval of additional allocations of funding, up to the limit available for the RTPA at the
relevant point in the program.

RTPAs are also required to make publicly available (i.e., posted online) a summary of monthly ridership

data, consistent with the data submitted to the FTA’s NTD, from all its transit operators and should cover

the time period starting on July 1, 2022, through at least June 30, 2028. The monthly reports should
include ridership data for each mode of public transportation service that the agency operates. This

information will provide the public with monthly trends in ridership and service supplied throughout the

year, and also allow for a comparison of ridership recovery compared to this same time last year.
Caltrans will provide all RTPAs with a summary report each month that meets the requirements of this
statutory provision, drawn from the data reported to the National Transit Database. The data will be
drawn from the NTD at: Complete Monthly Ridership (with adjustments and estimates) | FTA (dot.gov).

RTPAs are required to post a link to this report and data in a manner easily accessed by the public, so that

ridership trends within their region can be easily reviewed, in order to receive approval for their
allocation packages.

Unrelated to the Allocation Package submissions, agencies are required to submit and receive approval
of a one-time, long-term financial plan by June 30, 2026, that addresses the approach to sustain the
region’s transit operations absent additional discretionary or nonformula state funding to maintain
eligibility for future TIRCP funding in the 2026-27 fiscal year and beyond. This plan will be analyzed and
reviewed for completeness.

Each long-term financial plan shall include, but is not limited to:

I. Demonstration of the implementation of ridership retention and recovery strategies, including,
but not limited to, policies that prioritize safety and cleanliness and streamlined coordination
between transit operators, such as schedule coordination, reduced boarding times, operational
management, and site sharing, to improve rider experience.

Il. A five-year forecast of operating funding requirements with detail on all sources of funding
proposed for operations, including any new local and regional funding sources being pursued and
the progress and improvements implemented since the last submitted regional short-term
financial plan.

Technical assistance as it relates to the development of long-term financial plans may be offered from
CalSTA and/or Caltrans. RTPAs are expected to utilize existing plans and documents that address the
requirements of the long-term financial plan where possible, including the use of supplemental materials
or addenda to their existing plans as applicable. CalSTA analysis and review for completeness will only
extend to content required by the provision of SB 125. Additional guidance will be developed and
articulated in future updates to these guidelines, per the legislative intent of SB 125.
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7 Approval and Programming

Once an agency’s Initial Allocation Package is received, along with verification that monthly ridership data
as required by statute is available on each regional agency’s website, CalSTA will review and analyze the
submitted documents for completeness and for project eligibility with a commitment to facilitate these
funds to projects in an expeditious manner and not infringe on the local decision-making processes that
determined the specific projects proposed for funding. If all projects are eligible and the documentation is
complete, CalSTA will notify the RTPA that its package is approved, publish the information on its SB125
Transit Formula Program subject area page, and authorize disbursement of applied-for funds to the RTPA. If
Initial Allocation Packages are incomplete, RTPAs will be promptly notified and allowed to address areas of
incompleteness. If any projects are found to be ineligible, RTPAs will be provided an opportunity to choose
between ether remedying the ineligible project (or replacing it with another) prior to having the entire
package approved, or advancing all projects that are eligible and addressing the ineligible project in a future
Updated Allocation Package. CalSTA will maintain a Program Allocation Report that will incorporate all
approved projects (both capital and operating) that will be updated in any quarter during which additional
approvals of Initial Allocation Packages or Updated Allocation Packages have been made.

Agencies are not required to fully apply for all available funding at the time of Initial Allocation Package
submission. Unrequested monies, or the request to program interest earned on deposited funds that have
not yet been disbursed to implementing agencies, may be requested in a future Updated Allocation
Package. If an agency chooses to request previously unrequested funding or reprioritize funding between
projects (including the addition or deletion of a project from their approved project list), an Updated
Allocation Package shall be submitted for approval, including a Summary of Changes section immediately
after the cover letter authorizing submission, and any updates to the project information in the document
relative to the request. Such documents will be reviewed and analyzed upon receipt for completeness and
project eligibility with a commitment to facilitate these funds to projects in an expeditious manner and not
infringe on the local decision-making processes that determined the specific projects proposed for funding,
with the approved changes included in the quarterly updates to the Program Allocation Report. Notification
will be provided to each submitting agency within 30 to 60 days of submission of an Updated Allocation
Package regardless of whether the next quarterly Program Allocation Plan has been published.

8 ProjectDelivery and Reporting

To the extent that recipients specify existing TIRCP projects that already have competitive TIRCP funding
awards, CalSTA and Caltrans will work with each project sponsor to update project program supplements to
reflect the use of these supplemental resources on the project under its delegated authority from CalSTA.
The first year of funding for TIRCP and the ZETCP is already available for distribution once required
materials are submitted and is expected to be fully encumbered or expended and liquidated by June 30,
2028. FY23-24 funds for TIRCP and the ZETCP must be disbursed to RTPAs by this deadline. Once received
by the RTPA there is no deadline for the expenditure of funds. Agencies may spend SB 125 funds in any
order relative to other state, federal and local funds.

As a condition of ongoing disbursement of requested SB 125 funds, the RTPAs must submit to CalSTA an
Annual Report documenting the activities and progress made toward implementation of the projects and
operating expenditures, which includes total SB 125 expenditures to date and total amount remaining.
Recordkeeping and reporting requirements will apply through the life of the projects.

As previously noted, recipients must deposit funds into a dedicated bank account that will hold only SB
125 funds. If a separate account is not possible, the agency may show documents of a line item or
subaccount dedicated to SB 125 funds. These funds must also be spent on eligible projects and will be
accounted for when an agency submits its required Annual Report.

A reporting template will be distributed prior to the first annual report being due by December 31, 2024.
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A final delivery report for completed capital projects may also be required, to provide notification of the
completion of the project and confirmation of its placement into service. Additional guidance may be
developed and articulated in future updates to these guidelines, per the legislative intent of SB 125, and
may include the development and distribution of a final delivery report template in the future.

Consistent with CARB’s Funding Guidelines, local agencies are required to report on job co-benefits, in
addition to all other reporting requirements, for funding associated with the ZETCP. Job co-benefits refer to
California jobs supported, not created, by California Climate Investments. Jobs supported by California
Climate Investments include direct, indirect, and induced employment.

At the time of the Allocation Package submission for the ZETCP, agencies are required to submit a job co-
benefit modeling tool, which is based upon a co-benefit assessment methodology developed by CARB.
Once an awarded project has been implemented, funding recipients will also be required to report actual
(not modeled) jobs data via the semi- annual reporting process. Note that these requirements are only for
the ZETCP and are not necessary for the SB 125 TIRCP funding. Projects accessing funding from the ZETCP
may also be required to submit reporting information related to greenhouse gas reductions and priority
population benefits in accordance with the CARB’s Funding Guidelines (see Attachment 1).

Implementing agencies should note that additional Project Outcome Reporting may be required for TIRCP
or ZETCP capital projects. Caltrans may provide assistance through Cal-ITP on scheduling, real-time
information and payments to streamline reporting requirements.

The State of California has the right to review project documents and conduct audits during project
implementation and over the life of the project. Caltrans or another State agency may audit a sample of SB
125 projects to evaluate the performance of the project, or compliance with state and federal laws and
regulations, contract provisions; and program guidelines, and whether project deliverables (outputs) and
outcomes are consistent with the project scope, schedule, and benefits described in the Allocation Package.
A report on the projects audited must be submitted by the auditing agency to CalSTA.

In addition, agencies that receive ZETCP funding under this program shall submit a report to CalSTA, no
later than October 31, 2024, and annually by October 31° of subsequent years, that includes the
following information:

a. How much funding is to be used for operating costs, if any.

b. The number, type, date, and location of zero-emission buses, trains or other vehicles
purchased, if any.

c. The number, type, date, Open Charge Point Interface (OCPI) data, and location of electric
charging stations or hydrogen fueling stations purchased and installed, if any.

d. The nameplate capacity of installed equipment in kilowatts for electric charging stations and
kilograms per day for hydrogen fueling stations, if any.

e. The total costs and the source of funding for vehicles and equipment purchased using these
funds.

Additional guidance related to the ZETCP annual report will be provided at least six months before its
required submission.

9 Project Administration

Projects awarded funding from SB 125 are expected to document and publicize the TIRCP and ZETCP in
proper context when developing press releases and board documents, or in hosting public events such
as project groundbreakings. References should be made to TIRCP, ZETCP, the California State
Transportation Agency as the program sponsor, and the state programs as fund sources, as applicable,
in order to ensure transparency regarding the funding of the projects. Additional details may be
provided.
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Agencies must encumber and expend monies consistent with State law and ensure that GGRF monies
are utilized consistent with the expenditure record submitted by CalSTA and required by SB 1018. A
determination that use of GGRF monies is not consistent with the expenditure record and does not
further the purposes of AB 32 may occur during legal proceedings or during an audit or program review
conducted by the Bureau of State Audits, Department of Finance, a third-party auditor, or CARB.
Depending on the outcome of those proceedings or review, agencies may be required to return monies
to the state if expenditures are not consistent with the statutory requirements (such as not furthering
the purposes of AB 32).

If a short-term financial plan does not meet the content and completeness requirements outlined in
section 6, or if specific projects described do not meet eligibility requirements, agencies will have an
opportunity to remedy their plan and receive access to the funding after the requirements are met.

Audits and on-site monitoring can take place at any time at the discretion of CalSTA, without prior
warning given to the agency. CalSTA has the right to audit the project records, including technical and
financial data of the Project Applicant, the Implementing Agency, and any consultant or sub-consultants
at any time after award, during the course of the project and for three years from the date of the final
closeout of the project, therefore all project records shall be maintained and made available at the time
of request.

The state may terminate the disbursement of funds if it learns of or otherwise discovers that there are
allegations supported by reasonable evidence that a violation of any state or federal law or policy by
the recipient which affects performance of this funding, or any other grant agreement or contract
entered into with the State. If funding disbursement is terminated, or project approval revoked, the
agency may be required to fully or partially repay funds from the TIRCP or ZETCP.
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Attachment 1: CCl Funding Guidelines for Administering Agencies
(applies to ZETCP Recipients Using GGRF Funds)

Investments to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities and Low-Income Communities and Households

The California Air Resources Board (CARB) released the "Funding Guidelines for Agencies Administering
California Climate Investments" (Funding Guidelines) on August 30, 2018.

The 2018 Funding Guidelines provide flexibility in implementing a diverse set of investments while
maintaining transparency of outcomes and ensuring meaningful community benefits from these
investments. These guidelines align with the Legislature’s priorities found in AB 398 and Fiscal Year (FY)
2017-18 appropriations. These guidelines reflect the increasingly important role of California Climate
Investments in facilitating the reduction of greenhouse gases while also reducing air pollution, helping
communities adapt to the impacts of climate change, and providing meaningful benefits to disadvantaged
communities, low-income communities, and low-income households (also referred to as “priority
populations”), among other statutory requirements.

CARB collaborates with agencies that administer California Climate Investments programs to develop
individual targets for each program to drive investments that achieve direct and meaningful benefits
to priority populations and help ensure that statutory requirements are met, which are described in AB
1550.

Additional information can be found at the following CARB websites:

https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/cci-funding-guidelines-administering-agencies
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Attachment 2: Quantification Methodology and Co-Benefit Assessment Methodology

CCl Quantification and Reporting Materials

Administering agencies using ZETCP GGRF funding for capital expenditures must use the Funding Guidelines
with the resources provided by CARB to develop effective programs and demonstrate compliance with
program requirements.

Resources include Quantification Methodologies (QMs) and Calculator Tools for estimating greenhouse gas
(GHG) emission reductions and co-benefits; Benefit Criteria Tables (BCTs) for determining benefits to priority
populations; and Reporting Templates for reporting outcomes.

CARB staff developed the TIRCP QM and associated Calculator Tool to provide guidance for estimating the
GHG emission reductions and selected co-benefits for each proposed project type. The calculator tool
automates methods described in the QM document, outlines documentation requirements, and provides a
link to a step-by-step user guide with project examples. Projects will report the total project GHG emission
reductions and co-benefit estimated using the TIRCP Calculator tool as well as the total project GHG emission
reductions per dollar of GGRF funds.

The TIRCP Calculator Tool will be used for most ZETCP capital projects, and also for developing quantification
estimates for new TIRCP capital projects using SB 125 funds.

Using many of the same inputs required to estimate GHG emission reductions, the TIRCP Calculator Tool will
estimate the following co-benefits and key variables from TIRCP projects

) ROG emission reductions (lbs),

. NOx emission reductions (lbs),

. PM2.5 emission reductions (Ibs),

. Diesel PM emission reductions (lbs),

Passenger VMT reductions (miles),

. Fossil fuel use reductions (gallons),

. Fossil fuel energy use reductions (kWh),
. Passenger travel cost savings ($), and

. Energy and fuel cost savings (S).

All CARB co-benefit assessment methodologies are available at:
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/cci-methodologies

Reporting templates are developed specifically for each program within California Climate Investments. These
templates are used by TIRCP staff to report on outcomes from all projects funded by TIRCP, and are expected to
also be used to report on outcomes for ZETCP GGRF-funded projects. Additional quantification tools will be
identified by CARB for ZETCP project types that are not covered by current quantification tools, generally
utilizing select tools used by existing GGRF programs.

Additional information can be found at the following CARB website:
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/cci-quantification-benefits-and-reporting-materials
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Co-benefit Assessment Methodology

California Climate Investments support the State's climate change goals and provide many
additional benefits to individuals, households, businesses, and communities. These "co-benefits"
include social, economic, and environmental benefits. CARB provides guidance on quantification
methods and reporting to administering agencies. CARB contracted with the University of
California, Berkeley (UC Berkeley) to help research and develop methods for evaluating project
co-benefits. Guidance on using the co-benefit assessment methodologies is contained in CARB's
Funding Guidelines.

The co-benefits were prioritized based on administering agency input and broad applicability to
California Climate Investments programs. UC Berkeley first reviewed the scientific data to
determine if methods could be developed and summarized the findings in literature reviews.
Next, UC Berkeley and CARB developed Co-benefit Assessment Methodologies where feasible.
CARB solicited public comment on draft versions in Spring 2018 prior to posting final Co-benefit
Assessment Methodologies. CARB may review and update assessment methodologies periodically
based on new or evolving project types; new legislation; available resources; new scientific
developments or tools, or modifications in the analytical tools or approaches upon which the
methodologies were based; or input from administering agencies or the public.

The California Air Resources Board is updating the Co-benefit assessment methodology. See the
following website for the final methodology.

https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/cci-methodologies
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Attachment 3: Benefit Criteria Tables

CCI Benefit Criteria Tables

ZETCP will use the Sustainable Transportation Benefit Criteria Table developed by CARB to ensure that
programs meet the minimum levels of investments to projects that benefit residents of disadvantaged
communities, low-income communities, and low-income households, collectively referred to as “priority
populations”.

All projects counting toward the statutory investment minimums must be located within an identified
community and benefit individuals living within that community, or directly benefit residents of low-income
households anywhere in the State. Administering agencies must determine if a project meets the criteria for
providing direct, meaningful, and assured benefits to priority populations using the following evaluation
approach:

Step 1: Identify the Priority Population(s). Be located within a census tract identified as a disadvantaged
community or low-income community, or directly benefit residents of a low-income household.

Step 2: Address a Need. Meaningfully address an important community or household need for the
disadvantaged community, low-income community, or low-income household.

Step 3: Provide a Benefit. Using the evaluation criteria, identify at least one direct, meaningful, and assured
benefit that the project provides to priority populations. The benefit provided must directly address the
identified need.

Only investments that meet these criteria will be counted toward achieving the statutory investment minimums
identified for priority populations. Administering agencies can fund projects that otherwise provide meaningful
benefits, but do not meet these criteria; however, those projects will not be counted toward investment
minimum.

September 1, 2023
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M ‘ I ‘ STAFF REPORT
Board Meeting of September 20, 2023

Madera County Transportation Commission

<

AGENDA ITEM: 4-)
PREPARED BY: Jeff Findley, Principal Regional Planner
SUBJECT:

Caltrans System Investment Strategy (CSIS) 2.0
Enclosure: Yes

Action: Information and Discussion Only

SUMMARY:

Caltrans is in the process of preparing the Caltrans System Investment Strategy (CSIS) 2.0 that
intends to advance the State’s goals and priorities through the development and
implementation of the CSIS. The CSIS, which implements one of the California State
Transportation Agency (CalSTA) Climate Action Plan for Transportation Infrastructure (CAPTI)
key actions and is envisioned to be an investment framework through a data and
performance-driven approach that guides transportation investments and decisions. This
framework includes methodologies and processes for how Caltrans should invest billions of
dollars in highly competitive fund programs that will address transportation deficiencies
while also achieving the CAPTI Guiding Principles.

Caltrans released a previous Draft CSIS (1.0) without stakeholder input, such as Metropolitan
Planning Organizations (MPQOs). MCTC provided a comment letter in November 2022
requesting that Caltrans work closely with stakeholders to revise the document and that their
rural rubric definitions did not necessarily reflect rural conditions. MCTC also suggested that
the Trade Corridor Enhancement Program (TCEP) and Solutions for Congested Corridors
Program (SCCP) should have separate criteria to better reflect the intent and purpose of each
program. The attached Caltrans response letter indicated that moving forward, Caltrans will
develop a robust outreach and engagement plan in which stakeholder input will be a critical
step. Additionally, Caltrans said they will work to address rural conditions during their
outreach events.

Caltrans will be conducting two upcoming workshops regarding CSIS 2.0:
September 19 — Rural
September 21 — Urban
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The CSIS 2.0 Public Review Draft is scheduled for release in October 2023.

Additional information on CSIS may be found on the Caltrans website at:
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/transportation-planning/division-of-transportation-
planning/corridor-and-system-planning/csis

FISCAL IMPACT:
No fiscal impact to the approved 2023-24 Overall Work Program and Budget.
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California Department of Transportation

PLANNING AND MODAL PROGRAMS

P.O. BOX 942873, MS-49 | SACRAMENTO, CA 94273-0001
(916) 654-5368 |

www.dot.ca.gov

August 31, 2023

Patricia Taylor, Executive Director
2001 Howard Road, Suite 201
Madera, CA 93637

Dear Ms. Taylor:

Thank you for providing comments on behalf of the Madera County Transportation
Commissions (MCTC) for the Caltrans System Investment Strategy (CSIS). CSIS provides
a policy framework to operationalize and advance the Climate Action Plan for
Transportation Infrastructure (CAPTI), California Transportation Plan 2050 (CTP 2050),
and Governor Newsom's Executive Order (EO) N-19-19 and N-79-20. The CSIS drives
prioritizing transportation investments that align with statewide policy goals and the
state’s firm commitment to combatting climate change, while also reinforcing long-
held values such as improving safety, improving mobility and accessibility, advancing
environmental health and justice, and enhancing quality of life.

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) appreciates the comments
provided by MCTC. The comments were considered in developing CSIS 2.0. This
update is focused on Local Sponsored PID Evaluation Guidance, updates to the main
narrative of CSIS to provide clarity on the framework and associated processes. The
update also transitions from qualitative to quantitative project performance measures
in anticipation of SB 1 Cycle 4 nominations. Stakeholders can anticipate a future email
inviting partners to engage in workshops to hear and comment about the changes
with CSIS 2.0.

Our responses to MCTC comments are provided below:

Comment: MCTC is requesting that Caltrans work closely with stakeholders to revise
the document. The Draft Interim CSIS was developed by Caltrans without stakeholder
input, such as Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs).

Response: Thank you for sharing your concerns. Caltrans agrees that closer
collaboration with partners across the board is needed. Moving forward Caltrans will
develop robust outreach and engagement plan in which stakeholder input will be
critical step. There are upcoming workshops and a comment period this summer, we
will make sure all stakeholders are included.

"Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment”
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Comment: The rural rubric definitions for the Trade Corridor Enhancement Program
(TCEP), Solutions for Congested Corridors Program (SCCP), and the State-Sponsored
Project Initiation Document (PID) do not necessarily reflect rural conditions. The TCEP
and SCCP should have separate criteria to better reflect the intent and purpose of
each program.

Response: Thank you for sharing your concerns. As we move further in this process,
during our outreach events, we will work to address rural conditions. This will help in
terms of further refinement of TCEP, SCCP, and PID evaluation processes. We will look
forward for upcoming workshop this summer to discuss more on this.

Again, thank you for the valuable input on the draft CSIS. Caltrans looks forward to
continued collaboration with the MCTC. If you have any questions, please email them
to CSIS@dot.ca.gov or contact Roy Abboud, the Office Chief of Corridor & System
Planning, at roy.abboud@dot.ca.gov or (?16) 508-1591.

Sincerely,

dﬁm,%_..(’/flf@{ M —

Jeanie Ward-Waller
Deputy Director for Planning & Modal Programs

"Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment”
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SELF HELP COUNTIES COALITION & CALCOG WORKSHOP - SEPTEMBER 5, 2023




Jeanie Ward-Waller
Deputy Director
Planning and Modal Programs
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CSIS Overview

CAPTI Key Action $4.1: Develop and Implement a new, data- and performance-driven approach
in the Caltrans System Investment Strategy (CSIS) to Align Caltrans Project Nominations with the
CAPTI Investment Framework.

What is the CSIS?

« Framework for Caltrans Investment Prioritization

« Scoring Criterium and Processes for Project Alignment Assessment
When was the CSIS developed?

« CSIS 1.0 (Interim CSIS) - March 2022

» CSIS 2.0 Public Review Draft October 2023
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State and Local

- CSIS UpdCl'l'e Spﬁz":}f‘:r‘m

Federal
Le’rtgréJ otrSupﬁprT Disc(r}eﬁo?ory
rrnersni ran
M CS|S 2.0 L Appligoﬁon
. . Framework
« Main Document narrative e
» Local Sponsored PID Guidance GUi?:TP%? for
« Quantitative Metrics update Alignment

State

Sqor!r]g qnd Discretionary
Prioritization Programs. SB 1
Methodology Nominations

and Metrics
ATP, SCCP, TCEP

10 Year
Multimodal
Investment Plan
& Project
Alignment Effort
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ﬂ

I CSIS 2.0 Schedule

FOR DISCUSSION

Release Draft CSIS for
Comments

OCT18/19 - Present@ CTC

Response to
Comments

Metric Methodology Finalize Draft Metrics
Development Finalize Testing

Local Sponsored PID Final Draft Local
Evaluation Guidance Sponsored Guidance

District Workshops

Release Implement
Final CSIS 2.0

Training Workshops
with Districts

Briefings
Internal and External
Public Workshops
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Establish

Evaluation Criteria

 Criteria &
methodology
consistent
with CAPTI

e Basis for
project
evaluation
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W CSIS Evaluation Framework

|% Qualitative —+ | < Quantitative (plus qualitative) —

Project Initiation

Project

Letters of Support
Nomination

* State * Prioritization « Evaluation of
Sponsored of Projects Partner
PIDs for projects for

* Local- Discretfionary alignment
Sponsored Funding * Provide
PIDs * Program Fit process for

. EcIJrIy . .« CSIS Is_e’r’rer O’rf
alignment o ; uppor
projects Alignment

% o % o %
Pre-PID Environmental Phase

Design Phase

Development Construction Phase
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Marion Flournoy
Division Chief
Division of Transportation Planning

Item 4-4-J.
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ﬂ

" Draft Local Sponsored PID Flow Chart

Step 4

Yes

N Step 5

Evaluate £ . _ DD Signs Letter
Project < ; : : D?E”ﬁ?wgﬁog{ljl | Confirm LetterSent
Scope < B e i bl Prior to Opening EA

(Finalize Coop)

Step 6
Parther I 60% PID QA/QC
Agree With
Decision ' S’re_p 74 .
2d e 3c 100% PID QA/QC

3b

Color Indicates Process/Decision-Owner

cal | . Ha DD - District Director, EA — Expenditure Authorization

QA - Quality Assurance, QC- Quality Conftrol

75




Item 4-4-J.

Local Sponsored PID Evaluation Guidance

EVALUATE PROJECT SCOPE

District Investment Planning Manager or designee will review project concepts and
provide recommendation with conceptual guidance as a reference for best
practice.

District and Local considerations should be called out for HQ review.

Headquarters will provide training workshops to districts after Guidance is finalized.

Conceptually Aligned
Needs Further Consideration
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CSIS 2.0 Main Document - Project Nomination

Program Fit

» Projects are scored high, medium, or low

« Considers the intent of the funding program
» Selects the most competitive projects

CSIS Alignment

» Project Review Committee (PRC) evaluates
responses provided in the intake form

« Subject matter experts (SMEs) score their area of
expertise.

« Scores are averaged for each criterion and
combined for total score.

High
Medium
Low

Item 4-4-J.
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ﬂ

" CSIS Main Document - 2.0 Performance Metrics

Safety Accessibility

Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) Disadvantaged Community (DAC)
Traffic Impacts

Land Use and Infill Development  Disadvantaged Community (DAC)
Access to Jobs/destinations

Multimodal and Clean Freight Passenger Mode Shift

Public Engagement
Climate Adaptation/Resilience
Zero Emission Vehicle Infrastructure
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® ®

Quantitative Metric Desig.n

« Metrics aligned to CAPTI Guiding Principles.

« Quantitative metrics allow all projects 1o be scored based on
objective criteriq.

« Focused on projects in later phases
« Accessibility Tool (Conveyal) provides analysis across modes.
 Each metric must be based on data available statewide.

« Better suited for comprehensive funding programs vs narrowly
focused programs.
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Thanks!

Item 4-4-J.

CSIS Metric team is on hand to help you get preliminary scores for your project
 Have CT team email csis@dot.ca.gov to setup a time
+ Can adjust scope ahead of application to ensure better alignment

Underlying methodology doc will be reviewable and sent for comments around
public workshops

e Email comments to csis@dot.ca.gov

During the SB1 Nomination process, there will data collection, scoring and
validation phases, which will allow projects to see their score and rank.

Questions?e
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M ‘ I ‘ STAFF REPORT
Board Meeting of September 20, 2023

Madera County Transportation Commission

<

AGENDA ITEM: 4-K
PREPARED BY: Jeff Findley, Principal Regional Planner
SUBJECT:

2024 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) and 2024 Regional Transportation
Improvement Program (RTIP) Update

Enclosure: Yes

Action: Information and Discussion Only

SUMMARY:

The California Transportation Commission (CTC) has released the 2024 STIP Fund Estimate
(see enclosure). The Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) is a program of
highway, local road, transit, and active transportation projects that a region plans to fund
with State and Federal revenue programmed by the California Transportation Commission in
the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). The RTIP is developed biennially by
the regions and is due to the Commission by December 15 of every odd numbered year. The
MCTC 2024 RTIP is scheduled for adoption by the Policy Board in November 2023. The
program of projects in the RTIP is a subset of projects in the Regional Transportation Plan
(RTP), a federally mandated master transportation plan which guides a region’s
transportation investments over a 20-to-25-year period. The RTP is based on all reasonably
anticipated funding, including Federal, State, and local sources. Updated every 4 to 5 years,
the RTP is developed through an extensive public participation process in the region and
reflects the unique mobility, sustainability, and air quality needs of each region.

The following is the schedule for the 2024 STIP and MCTC 2024 RTIP.

Action Date

CTC adopts Fund Estimate and Guidelines August 16, 2023
Caltrans identifies State Highway Needs September 15, 2023
Caltrans submits Draft ITIP October 15, 2023
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CTCITIP Hearing, South

November 1, 2023

CTCITIP Hearing, North

November 8, 2023

MCTC adopts 2024 RTIP

November 2023

MCTC RTIP to CTC (postmark by)

December 15, 2023

Caltrans submits ITIP to CTC

December 15, 2023

CTC STIP Hearing, North

January 25, 2024

CTC STIP Hearing, South

February 1, 2024

CTC publishes staff recommendations

March 1, 2024

CTC Adopts 2024 STIP

March 21-22, 2024

FISCAL IMPACT:

No fiscal impact to the approved 2023-24 Overall Work Program and Budget.
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2024 STIP FUND ESTIMATE
Table 1 - Reconciliation to County and Interregional Shares

($ in millions)

Iltem 4-4-K.

Public Transportation Account 5-Year 6-Year
Public Transportation Account (PTA) 2023-24 2024-25 2025-26 2026-27 2027-28 2028-29 Total Total
2024 FE PTA Target Capacity $120 $105 $60 $60 $50 $40 $315 $435
Total 2024 STIP FE PTA Capacity $120 $105 $60 $60 $50 $40 $315 $435
2022 STIP Program’ $229 $99 $62 $22 $0 $0 $183 $412
Extensions $50 $59 $0 $0 $0 $0 $59 $109
Advances ($1) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 ($1)
Net PTA STIP Program $278 $157 $62 $22 $0 $0 $242 $520
PTA Capacity for County Shares ($158) ($52) ($2) $38 $50 $40 $73 ($85)
Cumulative ($158) ($211) ($213) ($175) ($125) ($85) - -
State Highway Account 5-Year 6-Year
State Highway Account (SHA) 2023-24 2024-25 2025-26 2026-27 2027-28 2028-29 Total Total
2024 FE SHA Target Capacity $475 $525 $525 $500 $500 $500 $2,550 $3,025
Total 2024 STIP FE SHA Capacity $475 $525 $525 $500 $500 $500 $2,550 $3,025
2022 STIP Program ' $215 $363 $292 $243 $0 $0 $898 $1,113
Extensions $151 $12 $0 $0 $0 $0 $12 $163
Advances ($5) $0 ($4) $0 $0 $0 ($4) ($9)
Net SHA STIP Program $360 $375 $288 $243 $0 $0 $906 $1,266
SHA Capacity for County Shares $115 $150 $237 $257 $500 $500 $1,644 $1,759
Cumulative $115 $264 $502 $759 $1,259 $1,759 - -
|Total Capacity ($44)| $97 $235 $295 $550 $540 |  $1,718]| $1,674]
Notes:
Numbers may not add due to rounding.
'Draft 2023 Orange Book as of July 17, 2023
California Transportation Commission 07/18/2023
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California Transportation Commission

2024 STIP FUND ESTIMATE

Table 2 - Summary of Targets and Shares
($ in thousands)

2024 STIP Programming

Base (Minimum)

Total Target

Maximum

Share Share Estimated Share
County through 2027-28 through 2028-29 through 2031-32
Alameda 49,377 64,236 199,103
Alpine 847 1,273 5,141
Amador 3,667 4,632 13,392
Butte 5,754 8,433 32,740
Calaveras 0 1,117 11,356
Colusa 1,796 2,553 9,425
Contra Costa 32,993 43,154 135,375
Del Norte 0 0 2,710
El Dorado LTC 9,159 11,135 29,073
Fresno 32,534 43,433 142,349
Glenn 500 1,292 8,484
Humboldt 6,478 9,297 34,882
Imperial 19,483 24,630 71,350
Inyo 0 2,742 39,428
Kern 31,505 46,349 181,082
Kings 0 371 18,899
Lake 4,503 5,746 17,030
Lassen 6,267 8,062 24,355
Los Angeles 131,421 216,817 991,876
Madera 296 2,239 19,868
Marin 0 0 13,092
Mariposa 1,458 2,188 8,814
Mendocino 9,038 11,731 36,177
Merced 12,981 16,586 49,306
Modoc 2,810 3,775 12,536
Mono 6,076 9,097 36,516
Monterey 10,448 15,515 61,507
Napa 0 0 12,953
Nevada 3,877 5,431 19,539
Orange 44,562 71,965 320,675
Placer TPA 0 0 32,863
Plumas 2,550 3,630 13,434
Riverside 35,374 59,788 281,373
Sacramento 52,513 66,606 194,511
San Benito 0 0 0
San Bernardino 77,490 105,358 358,293
San Diego 42,715 74,241 360,379
San Francisco 30,212 37,590 104,551
San Joaquin 36,881 44,617 114,833
San Luis Obispo 12,217 17,613 66,589
San Mateo 31,644 39,000 105,761
Santa Barbara 14,006 20,122 75,634
Santa Clara 4,761 21,943 177,888
Santa Cruz 5,755 8,602 34,442
Shasta 4,227 7,323 35,421
Sierra 1,106 1,640 6,481
Siskiyou 4,630 6,802 26,515
Solano 0 0 32,218
Sonoma 12,281 17,499 64,862
Stanislaus 11,026 16,482 65,994
Sutter 1,969 3,205 14,421
Tahoe RPA 598 1,209 6,752
Tehama 13,603 15,180 29,495
Trinity 4,300 5,442 15,814
Tulare 14,199 21,032 83,057
Tuolumne 4,245 5,494 16,824
Ventura 98,960 107,857 188,608
Yolo 10,619 13,251 37,136
Yuba 5,614 6,609 15,644
Statewide Regional 961,325 1,361,934 5,118,826
Interregional 172,685 312,076 1,577,214
TOTAL 1,134,010 1,674,010 6,696,040
New Capacity
Statewide SHA Capacity 1,758,767
Statewide PTA Capacity (84,757)
Total STIP Capacity 1,674,010

Iltem 4-4-K.

07/18/2023
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2024 STIP FUND ESTIMATE

Table 3 - Calculation of New Programming Targets and Shares - Base (Minimum)

($ in thousands)

2024 STIP
Net Carryover Share through 2027-28
Unprogrammed Balance Formula Net Share Net
County Balance Advanced Distribution (Base) Advance
Alameda 6,217 0 30,035 49,377 0
Alpine 0 14 861 847 0
Amador 1,678 0 1,951 3,667 0
Butte 341 0 5,413 5,754 0
Calaveras 0 2,292 2,280 0 (12)
Colusa 166 0 1,530 1,796 0
Contra Costa 12,455 0 20,538 32,993 0
Del Norte 0 5,670 1,400 0 (4,270)
El Dorado LTC 5,164 0 3,995 9,159 0
Fresno 10,506 0 22,028 32,534 0
Glenn 0 1,102 1,602 500 0
Humboldt 775 0 5,698 6,478 0
Imperial 9,078 0 10,405 19,483 0
Inyo 0 9,470 8,170 0 (1,300)
Kern 1,500 0 30,005 31,505 0
Kings 0 5,797 4,126 0 (1,671)
Lake 1,919 0 2,513 4,503 0
Lassen 2,564 0 3,628 6,267 0
Los Angeles 0 59,353 | 172,604 131,421 0
Madera 0 3,630 3,926 296 0
Marin 0 18,482 5,275 0 (13,207)
Mariposa 0 18 1,476 1,458 0
Mendocino 3,479 0 5,444 9,038 0
Merced 5,694 0 7,287 12,981 0
Modoc 859 0 1,951 2,810 0
Mono 0 30 6,106 6,076 0
Monterey 206 0 10,242 10,448 0
Napa 0 7,577 3,430 0 (4,147)
Nevada 735 0 3,142 3,877 0
Orange 0 10,825 55,387 44,562 0
Placer TPA 0 16,056 8,174 0 (7,882)
Plumas 367 0 2,183 2,550 0
Riverside 0 13,972 49,346 35,374 0
Sacramento 24,029 0 28,484 52,513 0
San Benito 0 14,123 2,012 0 (12,111)
San Bernardino 0 18,583 56,328 77,490 0
San Diego 0 21,008 63,723 42,715 0
San Francisco 1,548 0 14,912 30,212 0
San Joaquin 0 4,756 15,637 36,881 0
San Luis Obispo 0 1,490 10,907 12,217 0
San Mateo 16,776 0 14,868 31,644 0
Santa Barbara 1,643 0 12,363 14,006 0
Santa Clara 0 29,968 34,729 4,761 0
Santa Cruz 0 0 5,755 5,755 0
Shasta 0 2,524 6,257 4,227 0
Sierra 28 0 1,078 1,106 0
Siskiyou 240 0 4,390 4,630 0
Solano 0 22,751 9,184 0 (13,567)
Sonoma 1,733 0 10,548 12,281 0
Stanislaus 0 0 11,026 11,026 0
Sutter 0 529 2,498 1,969 0
Tahoe RPA 0 636 1,234 598 0
Tehama 10,279 0 3,188 13,603 0
Trinity 1,990 0 2,310 4,300 0
Tulare 386 0 13,813 14,199 0
Tuolumne 1,722 0 2,523 4,245 0
Ventura 80,977 0 17,983 98,960 0
Yolo 0 2,400 5,319 10,619 0
Yuba 3,602 0 2,012 5,614 0
0 0 0 0 0
Statewide Regional 208,656 273,056 || 845,232 961,325 (58,166)
0 0 0 0 0
Interregional 0 118,059 281,744 172,685 0
0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 208,656 391,115 | 1,126,976 1,134,010 (58,166)
Statewide SHA Capacity 1,258,767
Statewide PTA Capacity (124,757)
Total 1,134,010

California Transportation Commission

Iltem 4-4-K.
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2024 STIP FUND ESTIMATE

Table 4 - Calculation of New Programming Targets and Shares - Total Target
($ in thousands)

Iltem 4-4-K.

2024 STIP
Net Carryover Share through 2028-29
Add Back
Unprogrammed Balance Formula Lapses 2021-22 Net Share Net
County Balance Advanced Distribution & 2022-23 (Total Target) Advance
Alameda 6,217 0 44,894 13,125 64,236 0
Alpine 0 (14) 1,287 0 1,273 0
Amador 1,678 0 2,916 38 4,632 0
Butte 341 0 8,092 0 8,433 0
Calaveras 0 (2,292) 3,409 0 1,117 0
Colusa 166 0 2,287 100 2,553 0
Contra Costa 12,455 0 30,699 0 43,154 0
Del Norte 0 (5,670) 2,093 0 0 (3,577)
El Dorado LTC 5,164 0 5,971 0 11,135 0
Fresno 10,506 0 32,927 0 43,433 0
Glenn 0 (1,102) 2,394 0 1,292 0
Humboldt 775 0 8,517 5 9,297 0
Imperial 9,078 0 15,552 0 24,630 0
Inyo 0 (9,470) 12,212 0 2,742 0
Kern 1,500 0 44,849 0 46,349 0
Kings 0 (5,797) 6,168 0 371 0
Lake 1,919 0 3,756 71 5,746 0
Lassen 2,564 0 5,423 75 8,062 0
Los Angeles 0 (59,353), 258,000 18,170 216,817 0
Madera 0 (3,630), 5,869 0 2,239 0
Marin 0 (18,482) 7,885 0 0 (10,597)
Mariposa 0 (18) 2,206 0 2,188 0
Mendocino 3,479 0 8,137 115 11,731 0
Merced 5,694 0 10,892 0 16,586 0
Modoc 859 0 2,916 0 3,775 0
Mono 0 (30)) 9,127 0 9,097 0
Monterey 206 0 15,309 0 15,515 0
Napa 0 (7,577) 5,127 0 0 (2,450)
Nevada 735 0 4,696 0 5,431 0
Orange 0 (10,825) 82,790 0 71,965 0
Placer TPA 0 (16,056) 12,217 0 0 (3,839)
Plumas 367 0 3,263 0 3,630 0
Riverside 0 (13,972) 73,760 0 59,788 0
Sacramento 24,029 0 42,577 0 66,606 0
San Benito 0 (14,123), 3,008 0 0 (11,115)
San Bernardino 0 (18,583) 84,196 39,745 105,358 0
San Diego 0 (21,008), 95,249 0 74,241 0
San Francisco 1,548 0 22,290 13,752 37,590 0
San Joaquin 0 (4,756), 23,373 26,000 44,617 0
San Luis Obispo 0 (1,490) 16,303 2,800 17,613 0
San Mateo 16,776 0 22,224 0 39,000 0
Santa Barbara 1,643 0 18,479 0 20,122 0
Santa Clara 0 (29,968) 51,911 0 21,943 0
Santa Cruz 0 0 8,602 0 8,602 0
Shasta 0 (2,524) 9,353 494 7,323 0
Sierra 28 0 1,612 0 1,640 0
Siskiyou 240 0 6,562 0 6,802 0
Solano 0 (22,751) 13,728 0 0 (9,023)
Sonoma 1,733 0 15,766 0 17,499 0
Stanislaus 0 0 16,482 0 16,482 0
Sutter 0 (529)| 3,734 0 3,205 0
Tahoe RPA 0 (636), 1,845 0 1,209 0
Tehama 10,279 0 4,765 136 15,180 0
Trinity 1,990 0 3,452 0 5,442 0
Tulare 386 0 20,646 0 21,032 0
Tuolumne 1,722 0 3,772 0 5,494 0
Ventura 80,977 0 26,880 0 107,857 0
Yolo 0 (2,400), 7,951 7,700 13,251 0
Yuba 3,602 0 3,007 0 6,609 0
Statewide Regional 208,656 (273,056), 1,263,407 122,326 1,361,934 (40,601)
Interregional 0 (118,059), 421,135 9,000 312,076 0
TOTAL 208,656 (391,115), 1,684,542 131,326 1,674,010 (40,601)
ide SHA Capacity 1,758,767

Statewide PTA Capacity (84,757)

Total 1,674,010

California Transportation Commission

07/18/2023
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2024 STIP FUND ESTIMATE

Table 5 - Calculation of Targets and Shares - Maximum
($ in thousands)

2024 STIP
Net Carryover Estimated Share through 2031-32
Add Back
Unprogrammed Balance Formula Lapses 2021-22| Net Share Net
County Balance Advanced Distribution & 2022-23 (Maximum) Advance
Alameda 6,217 0 179,761 13,125 199,103 0
Alpine 0 (14)| 5,155 0 5,141 0
Amador 1,678 0 11,676 38 13,392 0
Butte 341 0 32,399 0 32,740 0
Calaveras 0 (2,292) 13,648 0 11,356 0
Colusa 166 0 9,159 100 9,425 0
Contra Costa 12,455 0 122,920 0 135,375 0
Del Norte 0 (5,670) 8,380 0 2,710 0
El Dorado LTC 5,164 0 23,909 0 29,073 0
Fresno 10,506 0 131,843 0 142,349 0
Glenn 0 (1,102) 9,586 0 8,484 0
Humboldt 775 0 34,102 5 34,882 0
Imperial 9,078 0 62,272 0 71,350 0
Inyo 0 (9,470) 48,898 0 39,428 0
Kern 1,500 0 179,582 0 181,082 0
Kings 0 (5,797) 24,696 0 18,899 0
Lake 1,919 0 15,040 71 17,030 0
Lassen 2,564 0 21,716 75 24,355 0
Los Angeles 0 (59,353), 1,033,059 18,170 991,876 0
Madera 0 (3,630) 23,498 0 19,868 0
Marin 0 (18,482) 31,574 0 13,092 0
Mariposa 0 (18) 8,832 0 8,814 0
Mendocino 3,479 0 32,583 115 36,177 0
Merced 5,694 0 43,612 0 49,306 0
Modoc 859 0 11,677 0 12,536 0
Mono 0 (30)) 36,546 0 36,516 0
Monterey 206 0 61,301 0 61,507 0
Napa 0 (7,577) 20,530 0 12,953 0
Nevada 735 0 18,804 0 19,539 0
Orange 0 (10,825) 331,500 0 320,675 0
Placer TPA 0 (16,056) 48,919 0 32,863 0
Plumas 367 0 13,067 0 13,434 0
Riverside 0 (13,972) 295,345 0 281,373 0
Sacramento 24,029 0 170,482 0 194,511 0
San Benito 0 (14,123) 12,042 0 0 (2,081)
San Bernardino 0 (18,583) 337,131 39,745 358,293 0
San Diego 0 (21,008) 381,387 0 360,379 0
San Francisco 1,548 0 89,251 13,752 104,551 0
San Joaquin 0 (4,756) 93,589 26,000 114,833 0
San Luis Obispo 0 (1,490) 65,279 2,800 66,589 0
San Mateo 16,776 0 88,985 0 105,761 0
Santa Barbara 1,643 0 73,991 0 75,634 0
Santa Clara 0 (29,968) 207,856 0 177,888 0
Santa Cruz 0 0 34,442 0 34,442 0
Shasta 0 (2,524) 37,451 494 35,421 0
Sierra 28 0 6,453 0 6,481 0
Siskiyou 240 0 26,275 0 26,515 0
Solano 0 (22,751), 54,969 0 32,218 0
Sonoma 1,733 0 63,129 0 64,862 0
Stanislaus 0 0 65,994 0 65,994 0
Sutter 0 (529), 14,950 0 14,421 0
Tahoe RPA 0 (636) 7,388 0 6,752 0
Tehama 10,279 0 19,080 136 29,495 0
Trinity 1,990 0 13,824 0 15,814 0
Tulare 386 0 82,671 0 83,057 0
Tuolumne 1,722 0 15,102 0 16,824 0
Ventura 80,977 0 107,631 0 188,608 0
Yolo 0 (2,400), 31,836 7,700 37,136 0
Yuba 3,602 0 12,042 0 15,644 0
Statewide Regional 208,656 (273,056)| 5,058,819 122,326 5,118,826 (2,081)
Interregional 0 (118,059)| 1,686,273 9,000 1,577,214 0
TOTAL 208,656 (391,115)| 6,745,092 131,326 6,696,040 (2,081)
Statewide SHA Capacity 7,035,068
Statewide PTA Capacity (339,028)
Total 6,696,040
California Transportation Commission 07/18/2023
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2024 STIP FUND ESTIMATE
Table 6 - Planning, Programming, and Monitoring (PPM) Limitations

($ in thousands

Iltem 4-4-K.

Base Target 5% PPM Limitation
2020 STIP 2022 STIP 2024 STIP Total 2024 STIP FY 2024-25 - Fy 2026.29
FY 2024-25 - FY 2024-25 - FY 2024-25 - 281 -
County FY 2024-25 2026.27 2027.28 2027.28 FY 2028-29 2027-28
Alameda 11,315 22,035 30,035 63,385 14,859 3,169 743
Alpine 337 659 861 1,857 426 93 21
Amador 765 1,495 1,951 4,211 965 211 48
Butte 2,264 4,403 5,413 12,080 2,679 604 134
Calaveras 915 1,787 2,280 4,982 1,129 249 56
Colusa 606 1,183 1,530 3,319 757 166 38
Contra Costa 7,747 15,118 20,538 43,403 10,161 2,170 508
Del Norte 565 1,099 1,400 3,064 693 153 35
El Dorado LTC 1,568 3,062 3,995 8,625 1,976 431 99
Fresno 8,540 16,670 22,028 47,238 10,899 2,362 545
Glenn 635 1,239 1,602 3,476 792 174 40
Humboldt 2,280 4,443 5,698 12,421 2,819 621 141
Imperial 4,036 7,879 10,405 22,320 5,147 1,116 257
Inyo 3,152 6,153 8,170 17,475 4,042 874 202
Kern 11,506 22,452 30,005 63,963 14,844 3,198 742
Kings 1,687 3,296 4,126 9,109 2,042 455 102
Lake 990 1,934 2,513 5,437 1,243 272 62
Lassen 1,449 2,832 3,628 7,909 1,795 395 90
Los Angeles 68,508 133,672 172,604 374,784 85,396 18,739 4,270
Madera 1,570 3,067 3,926 8,563 1,943 428 97
Marin 2,119 4,131 5,275 11,525 2,610 576 131
Mariposa 593 1,158 1,476 3,227 730 161 37
Mendocino 2,150 4,191 5,444 11,785 2,693 589 135
Merced 2,802 5,472 7,287 15,561 3,605 778 180
Modoc 774 1,512 1,951 4,237 965 212 48
Mono 2,342 4,571 6,106 13,019 3,021 651 151
Monterey 4,032 7,873 10,242 22,147 5,067 1,107 253
Napa 1,395 2,724 3,430 7,549 1,697 377 85
Nevada 1,199 2,343 3,142 6,684 1,554 334 78
Orange 21,115 41,195 55,387 117,697 27,403 5,885 1,370
Placer TPA 2,928 5,706 8,174 16,808 4,043 840 202
Plumas 865 1,685 2,183 4,733 1,080 237 54
Riverside 18,432 35,968 49,346 103,746 24,414 5,187 1,221
Sacramento 10,720 20,919 28,484 60,123 14,093 3,006 705
San Benito 743 1,451 2,012 4,206 996 210 50
San Bernardino 21,436 41,832 56,328 119,596 27,868 5,980 1,393
San Diego 24,241 47,293 63,723 135,257 31,526 6,763 1,576
San Francisco 5,747 11,202 14,912 31,861 7,378 1,593 369
San Joaquin 5,820 11,361 15,637 32,818 7,736 1,641 387
San Luis Obispo 4,274 8,341 10,907 23,522 5,396 1,176 270
San Mateo 5,848 11,415 14,868 32,131 7,356 1,607 368
Santa Barbara 4,804 9,374 12,363 26,541 6,116 1,327 306
Santa Clara 13,406 26,162 34,729 74,297 17,182 3,715 859
Santa Cruz 2,317 4,522 5,755 12,594 2,847 630 142
Shasta 2,476 4,822 6,257 13,555 3,096 678 155
Sierra 411 803 1,078 2,292 534 115 27
Siskiyou 1,702 3,327 4,390 9,419 2,172 471 109
Solano 3,511 6,854 9,184 19,549 4,544 977 227
Sonoma 4,314 8,423 10,548 23,285 5,218 1,164 261
Stanislaus 4,302 8,394 11,026 23,722 5,456 1,186 273
Sutter 989 1,931 2,498 5,418 1,236 271 62
Tahoe RPA 490 956 1,234 2,680 611 134 31
Tehama 1,261 2,464 3,188 6,913 1,577 346 79
Trinity 895 1,749 2,310 4,954 1,142 248 57
Tulare 5,331 10,384 13,813 29,528 6,833 1,476 342
Tuolumne 987 1,929 2,523 5,439 1,249 272 62
Ventura 7,114 13,882 17,983 38,979 8,897 1,949 445
Yolo 2,073 4,047 5,319 11,439 2,632 572 132
Yuba 759 1,482 2,012 4,253 995 213 50
0
Statewide 327,152 638,326 845,232 1,810,710 418,175 90,536 20,909
"Includes PPM shares distributed in the Adopted 2022 STIP
California Transportation Commission 07/18/2023
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Item 4-4-L.

M ‘ I ‘ STAFF REPORT
Board Meeting of September 20, 2023

Madera County Transportation Commission

<

AGENDA ITEM: 4-L
PREPARED BY: Jeff Findley, Principal Regional Planner
SUBJECT:

Call for Projects for the Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Program (CMAQ) and the Carbon
Reduction Program (CRP) Funding

Enclosure: No

Action: Information and Discussion Only

SUMMARY:

The Madera County Transportation has released a Call for Projects for the Congestion
Mitigation Air Quality Program (CMAQ) and the Carbon Reduction Program (CRP) funding.

BACKGROUND:

The purpose of the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) Program is
to fund transportation projects or programs that will contribute to attainment of
maintenance of national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS). Funding can be expended on
projects to reduce ozone precursor emissions, (including nitrogen oxides (NOx) and volatile
organic compounds (VOC), carbon monoxide (CO), and particulate matter (PM) emissions or
PM precursor emissions from transportation. This program will also assist in meeting the
intent of SB 375, also known as the Sustainable Communities Protection Act of 2008.
Approximately $8.9 million in CMAQ Apportionment (funding) is available for the CMAQ Call
for Projects (FFY 2024/25 — FFY 2027/28).

The Carbon Reduction Program (CRP) is a federal funding program created through the
Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA). CRP was created to reduce transportation
emissions through the development of State carbon reduction strategies and by funding
projects designed to reduce transportation emissions. Projects eligibility is essentially
identical to the CMAQ program, including the provisions that projects do not involve the
construction of new capacity. The State has released a total of $559,290 covering two fiscal
years in CRP funding that are included as part of the September 2023 Call for Projects.

The tentative schedule for the MCTC CMAQ/CRP Call for Projects and related Federal
Transportation Improvement Programming (FTIP) and Air Quality Conformity process are as
follows:
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September 1, 2023 Release of CMAQ/CRP Call for Projects

November 3, 2023 CMAQ/CRP Project Submittals Due

February 2024 Anticipated MCTC Board Adoption of Projects and Contingency List
December 16, 2024 Anticipated FHWA/FTA Approval of 2025 FTIP

Additional information on the CMAQ/CRP Call for Projects may be found on the MCTC
website: MCTC CMAQ Page

FISCAL IMPACT:
No fiscal impact to the approved 2023-24 Overall Work Program and Budget.
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https://www.maderactc.org/transportation/page/congestion-mitigation-and-air-quality-program-cmaq

Item 4-4-M.

M ‘ I ‘ STAFF REPORT
Board Meeting of September 20, 2023

Madera County Transportation Commission

<

AGENDA ITEM: 4-M
PREPARED BY: Natalia Austin, Senior Regional Planner
SUBJECT:

Social Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) Vacancy
Enclosure: Yes

Action: Information and Discussion Only

SUMMARY:

MCTC is requesting applications to fill a vacancy on the Social Services Transportation
Advisory Council (SSTAC) for a representative of a potential transit user who is 60 years of
age or older.

BACKGROUND:

California’s Transportation Development Act (TDA) requires the Madera County
Transportation Commission (MCTC) to establish a Social Services Transportation Advisory
Council (SSTAC) to advise MCTC on any major transit issues in the Madera County region. This
includes participating in the identification of transit needs in the jurisdiction, including unmet
transit needs that may exist.

The SSTAC shall consist of the following members:

1. One representative of a potential transit user who is 60 years of age or older.

2. One representative of a potential transit user who is a person with a disability.

3. Two representatives of the local social service providers for seniors, including one
representative of a social service transportation provider, if one exists.

4. Two representatives of local social service providers for persons with a disability,
including one representative of a social service transportation provider, if one exists.

5. One representative of a local social service provider for persons of limited means.

6. Two representatives from the local transportation service agency, including one
representative from an operator, if one exists.

7. Any additional members appointed from a broad representation of social service and
transit providers representing the elderly, persons with disabilities, and persons of limited
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means in accordance with PUC Section 99238, subdivision B.

The term of appointment is for three years, which may be renewed for additional three-year
terms. Currently, there is a vacancy for a representative of a potential transit user who is 60
years of age or older. The application is enclosed or can be found on the MICTC website.

For more information, please contact Natalia Austin at naustin@maderactc.org or 559-675-
0721.

FISCAL IMPACT:
No fiscal impact to the approved 2023-24 Overall Work Program and Budget.

Item 4-4-M.
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https://www.maderactc.org/sites/default/files/fileattachments/transportation/page/1731/sstac_vacancy_application_r.pdf
mailto:naustin@maderactc.org

ZMCTC

Madera County Transportation Commission
MADERA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Application for Appointment as member of
Solicitud de nombramiento como miembro del
SOCIAL SERVICES TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COUNCIL
Consejo Asesor de Transporte de Servicios Sociales (SSTAC)

DATE/ FECHA:

NAME/NOMBRE:

HOME ADDRESS/DIRECCION:

Street/ Calle City/ Ciudad Zip Code/ Cddigo Postal
WORK ADDRESS/
DIRECCION DE EMPLEO:
Street/ Calle City/ Ciudad Zip Code/ Cédigo Postal
PHONE/ TEL: Home/casa: Cell: Work/Empleo:

EMAIL/ Correo electrénico:

Request to Represent:/ Solicitud para representar:

____Potential Transit User 60 Years or Older/ Usuario potencial de transporte publico

___Local Social Service Provider for Seniors/ Proveedor local de servicios sociales para personas mayores
____Potential Transit User Who Has a Disability/ Usuario potencial de transporte publico que esta deshabilitado
___Local Social Service Provider for Persons with Disabilities/ Representante del proveedor de servicios

sociales locales para discapacitados

___ Local Social Service Provider for Persons of Limited Means/ Representante de un

proveedor de servicios sociales locales para personas de recursos limitados

___Local Transportation Service Agency/ Representante de la Agencia de Transporte Local

__ Other (Optional) — Transportation Planning Agency may appoint additional members in accordance

with the procedure prescribed in subdivision (b) of California Public Utilities Code § 99238. oOtro

(Opcional) La Agencia de Planificacion del Transporte podrd nombrar miembros adicionales conforme
con el procedimiento prescrito en la subdivision (b) del Codigo de Servicios Publicos de California § 99238

Describe why you wish to serve as a member on the Social Services Transportation Advisory Council.

(Use additional space if needed) /Describa por qué desea ser miembro del Consejo Asesor de Transporte de Servicios
Sociales. (Use espacio extra si lo necesita)

Provide any additional information you believe will be helpful during the applicant review process.
(Use additional space if needed). Proporcione cualquier informacion adicional que considere util durante el proceso

de revision de su solicidud. (Use espacio extra si lo necesita) Please send completed applications to:
(Por favor mande solicitudes a:)
Natalia Austin,
Senior Regional Planner

2001 Howard Road, Suite 2
Madera, CA 93637 94

naustin@maderactc.org

Signature/ Firma:



mailto:naustin@maderactc.org
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Social Services Transportation
Advisory Council TR

OLUNTEER "

The Madera County Transportation
Commission (MCTC) is seeking applicants

for :.a vacan.t volunteer posit.ion on the OPen 0pportu nity:
Social Services Transportation Advisory

Council (SSTAC). If you are interested in e Potential Transit
helping to identify transit needs in the -

county and advising MCTC on major transit User WhO s 60
|ssu<?s, p.lease apply today by filling out the Years Of Age or
application on the back or scan the QR

code to access the application online. Older

Email or mail the application to the contact

below.

JOIN US!

@ Natalia Austin, Senior Regional
&% planner

Q (559) 675-0721EXT. 6

@ naustin@maderactc.org

2001 Howard Rd, Ste. 201
Madera, CA 93637

<MCTC

Madera County Transportation Commission
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Madera County Transportation Commission
MADERA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Application for Appointment as member of
Solicitud de nombramiento como miembro del
SOCIAL SERVICES TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COUNCIL
Consejo Asesor de Transporte de Servicios Sociales (SSTAC)

DATE/ FECHA:

NAME/NOMBRE:

HOME ADDRESS/DIRECCION:

Street/ Calle City/ Ciudad Zip Code/ Cddigo Postal
WORK ADDRESS/
DIRECCION DE EMPLEO:
Street/ Calle City/ Ciudad Zip Code/ Cédigo Postal
PHONE/ TEL: Home/casa: Cell: Work/Empleo:

EMAIL/ Correo electrénico:

Request to Represent:/ Solicitud para representar:

____Potential Transit User 60 Years or Older/ Usuario potencial de transporte publico

___Local Social Service Provider for Seniors/ Proveedor local de servicios sociales para personas mayores
____Potential Transit User Who Has a Disability/ Usuario potencial de transporte publico que esta deshabilitado
___Local Social Service Provider for Persons with Disabilities/ Representante del proveedor de servicios

sociales locales para discapacitados

___ Local Social Service Provider for Persons of Limited Means/ Representante de un

proveedor de servicios sociales locales para personas de recursos limitados

___Local Transportation Service Agency/ Representante de la Agencia de Transporte Local

__ Other (Optional) — Transportation Planning Agency may appoint additional members in accordance

with the procedure prescribed in subdivision (b) of California Public Utilities Code § 99238. oOtro

(Opcional) La Agencia de Planificacion del Transporte podrd nombrar miembros adicionales conforme
con el procedimiento prescrito en la subdivision (b) del Codigo de Servicios Publicos de California § 99238

Describe why you wish to serve as a member on the Social Services Transportation Advisory Council.

(Use additional space if needed) /Describa por qué desea ser miembro del Consejo Asesor de Transporte de Servicios
Sociales. (Use espacio extra si lo necesita)

Provide any additional information you believe will be helpful during the applicant review process.
(Use additional space if needed). Proporcione cualquier informacion adicional que considere util durante el proceso

de revision de su solicidud. (Use espacio extra si lo necesita) Please send completed applications to:
(Por favor mande solicitudes a:)
Natalia Austin,
Senior Regional Planner

2001 Howard Road, Suite 2
Madera, CA 93637 96

naustin@maderactc.org

Signature/ Firma:
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Consejo Asesor de Transporte

Publico de Servicios Sociales Sl
SE NECESITA '\

VOLUNTARIO

La Comision de Transporte del Condado
de Madera (MCTC) esta buscando
solicitantes para un puesto voluntario para o .
una vacante en el Consejo Asesor de Oportunldad ablerta
Transporte publico de Servicios Sociales pa ra:

(SSTAC). Si esta interesado en ayudar a .

identificar las necesidades del transporte e Usuario

publico en el condado y asesorar a MCTC .
sobre temas importantes de transporte pOtenCIa l de

publico, presente su solicitud hoy tra nspo rte
completando la solicitud en el reverso o , .
escaneando el cédigo QR para acceder ala PU blico de 60

solicitud en linea. Envie la solicitud por
correo electronico o por correo al
contacto a continuacion.

Unete a nosotros! |

anos o mas

@ Natalia Austin, Senior Regional
&% planner

O (559) 675-0721EXT. 6
@ naustin@maderactc.org

2001 Howard Rd, Ste. 201
Madera, CA 93637

<MCTC

Madera County Transportation Commission
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Madera County Transportation Commission
MADERA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Application for Appointment as member of
Solicitud de nombramiento como miembro del
SOCIAL SERVICES TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COUNCIL
Consejo Asesor de Transporte de Servicios Sociales (SSTAC)

DATE/ FECHA:

NAME/NOMBRE:

HOME ADDRESS/DIRECCION:

Street/ Calle City/ Ciudad Zip Code/ Cddigo Postal
WORK ADDRESS/
DIRECCION DE EMPLEO:
Street/ Calle City/ Ciudad Zip Code/ Cédigo Postal
PHONE/ TEL: Home/casa: Cell: Work/Empleo:

EMAIL/ Correo electrénico:

Request to Represent:/ Solicitud para representar:

____Potential Transit User 60 Years or Older/ Usuario potencial de transporte publico

___Local Social Service Provider for Seniors/ Proveedor local de servicios sociales para personas mayores
____Potential Transit User Who Has a Disability/ Usuario potencial de transporte publico que esta deshabilitado
___Local Social Service Provider for Persons with Disabilities/ Representante del proveedor de servicios

sociales locales para discapacitados

___ Local Social Service Provider for Persons of Limited Means/ Representante de un

proveedor de servicios sociales locales para personas de recursos limitados

___Local Transportation Service Agency/ Representante de la Agencia de Transporte Local

__ Other (Optional) — Transportation Planning Agency may appoint additional members in accordance

with the procedure prescribed in subdivision (b) of California Public Utilities Code § 99238. oOtro

(Opcional) La Agencia de Planificacion del Transporte podrd nombrar miembros adicionales conforme
con el procedimiento prescrito en la subdivision (b) del Codigo de Servicios Publicos de California § 99238

Describe why you wish to serve as a member on the Social Services Transportation Advisory Council.

(Use additional space if needed) /Describa por qué desea ser miembro del Consejo Asesor de Transporte de Servicios
Sociales. (Use espacio extra si lo necesita)

Provide any additional information you believe will be helpful during the applicant review process.
(Use additional space if needed). Proporcione cualquier informacion adicional que considere util durante el proceso

de revision de su solicidud. (Use espacio extra si lo necesita) Please send completed applications to:
(Por favor mande solicitudes a:)
Natalia Austin,
Senior Regional Planner

2001 Howard Road, Suite 2
Madera, CA 93637 98

naustin@maderactc.org

Signature/ Firma:
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Item 5-5-A.

M ‘ I ‘ STAFF REPORT
Board Meeting of September 20, 2023

Madera County Transportation Commission

<

AGENDA ITEM: 5-A
PREPARED BY: Dylan Stone, Principal Regional Planner
SUBJECT:

MCTC 2023 Public Participation Plan Update — Public Hearing
Enclosure: Yes

Action: Conduct Public Hearing. Adopt MCTC 2023 Public Participation Plan

SUMMARY:

The Madera County Transportation Commission (MCTC) is committed to a transparent
decision-making process that is informed by meaningful public consultation and community
engagement. MCTC remains committed to a process to give the public ample opportunities
for early and continuing participation in important projects, plans, and decisions, and to
provide full public access to key decisions. This Public Participation Plan defines an approach
for public engagement and participation, along with the processes for communicating with
the public about MCTC’s programs, plans, projects, and policy decisions.

MCTC has prepared an update of the Public Participation Plan (PPP). The goal of MCTC’s PPP
is to ensure continuous public notification and participation in major actions and decisions by
the MCTC Policy Board. The update to the plan includes a variety of new outreach strategies
to utilize in engagement for planning activities, additional stakeholders and groups to target
for more meaningful participation, and a new section focusing on ensuring the outreach
process considers social equity and inclusion.

MCTC staff update the PPP every two to three years. The updates build upon what MCTC
staff have learned from stakeholder and community members and results from prior
outreach activities and incorporates new mandates or requirements.

A 45-day public review period began Friday, July 14, 2023 and concluded on Monday, August
28, 2023. A public hearing will be held on September 20, 2023 at the MCTC board meeting for
this update. Staff will consider and address comments received during the public review
process before requesting the MCTC Policy Board approve the updated plan as Final at the
September 20, 2023 MCTC Policy Board meeting.

The PPP can be viewed on the MCTC webpage at:
https://www.maderactc.org/administration/page/public-participation-plan
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FISCAL IMPACT:
No fiscal impact to the approved 2023-24 Overall Work Program and Budget.

Item 5-5-A.
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Madera County Transportation Commission

2023
Public Participation Plan
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CMCTC

Madera County Transportation Commission

CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION

ABOUT MADERA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

The Madera County Transportation Commission (MCTC) is the Regional
Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA), Metropolitan Planning Organization
(MPO) and Local Transportation Commission for Madera County.
Responsibilities of MCTC include the development and adoption of the
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and other environmental review
documents related to transportation and required by state and federal law.
These documents provide a framework for project development and
deployment within the region. The RTP, in particular, is the regional long-range
plan for federally-funded transportation projects and serves as a
comprehensive, coordinated transportation plan for all governmental
jurisdictions within Madera County.

The MPO's role in the transportation planning process is to foster
intergovernmental coordination, undertake comprehensive regional planning
with an emphasis on transportation issues, provide an equitable and inclusive
forum for citizen input into the planning process, and to provide technical
services to its member agencies.

To accomplish the objectives and responsibilities of a comprehensive
transportation program, MCTC has established working relationships with a
number of state, regional, and local agencies through Memorandums of
Understanding (MOU). MOUs provide a framework for the planning process,
which ultimately result in the delivery of safe, efficient, and environmentally
sensitive transportation projects.

Madera County Transportation Commission 2023 Public Participation Plan 2
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MCTC is committed to a transparent
decision-making process  that is
informed by meaningful public
consultation and community
engagement. MCTC remains committed
to a process to give the public ample
opportunities for early and continuing
participation in important projects, plans
and decisions, and to provide full public
access to key decisions. This Public

Participation Plan defines an approach

for public engagement and participation, along with the processes for
communicating with the public about MCTC's programs, plans, projects, and
decisions. MCTC's communities with interest in its activities include:

General Public - all residents of the region, with due consideration of
constraints on time, travel, and noticing, and with special consideration
for the needs of systemically excluded groups, including people of color,
communities with low incomes, persons with disabilities, youth,
communities with limited English proficiency, and elderly individuals.

Community Organizations — especially those that serve Equity Priority
Communities and other groups such as environmental advocates,
special interest nonprofit organizations, neighborhood groups,
homeowner associations, and others.

Government Agencies — public agencies like local transit operators, City
of Chowchilla, City of Madera, and County of Madera, regional agencies
like the Air District, public health agencies, water districts, and agencies
at the state and federal levels.

Business Community - private-sector entities whose work intersects
with transportation and land use planning, including business
associations, private transportation providers, freight shippers,
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consulting firms, technology developers, and non-profit business
interest groups.

Elected Officials - elected representatives at all levels, including city
councils and mayoral offices, county supervisors, and state and federal
legislators.

Tribal Governments and Communities - federally recognized Tribal
governments within the county including the North Fork Rancheria of
Mono Indians of California and the Picayune Rancheria of Chukchansi
Indians of California.

PURPOSE OF THE PuBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN

This Public Participation Plan (PPP) was developed to serve as a guide for
meeting the Metropolitan Planning Organization requirements for early
coordination, public involvement, and project development. The PPP provides
direction for public participation activities conducted by MCTC and contains
the requirements, procedures, strategies, and techniques that should be used
to communicate with the public and appropriate, affected agencies. This plan
defines a process that outlines the roles, responsibilities, and key decision
points for consulting with affected public agencies, the transportation sector,
transportation providers, and other interested parties. This includes
establishing reasonable opportunities for all to be involved in the metropolitan
transportation planning process.

MCTC'’s COMMITMENT TO PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

Commitment 1: Early Engagement

MCTC will structure major planning initiatives and funding decisions in a
manner that allows the public ample opportunity to help shape those
outcomes. For major planning initiatives, this will be not less than 30 days, or
greater, or as required in Chapter 4 and Chapter 9, to review materials, and
wherever possible not less than 14 days before any planned meetings or
workshops.
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MCTC will provide timely information to raise awareness of upcoming projects,
key milestones, and opportunities to influence the policy development and
decision-making processes. This includes major initiatives such as the Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP), Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS), and the
Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP). In each case MCTC will
strive to:

e Provide timely notice and reasonable access to information about
MCTC's issues and processes.

e Ensure early coordination with appropriate agencies and the public aids
to determine the type of environmental review documents and action
required, the scope of the document, the level of analysis, and related
environmental requirements, from the inception of a proposal for action
to preparation of the environmental review documents.

Commitment 2: Access to All

MCTC will work to provide all residents with opportunities for meaningful
participation, regardless of ability, age, orincome. This strategy aims to increase
activities that reach communities who have been historically left out of policy
decisions that affect them. Further, MCTC recognizes that individuals should
not need to be a transportation professional to understand MCTC's work. As
such MCTC will:

e Employ visualization techniqgues whenever possible to describe the RTP,
FTIP, and other plans, initiatives, and programs.

e Make public information including technical information and meeting
notices available in electronically accessible formats via the agency's
website and social media.

e Hold public meetings at convenient and accessible locations and times.

e Seek out and consider the needs of those traditionally underserved by
existing transportation systems, such as low-income and minority
households, who may face challenges accessing employment and other
services.
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e Ensure that noindividual shall, on the basis or grounds of disability, race,
age, or sex, be excluded from participation in or be denied the benefits
of services, programs, or activities, or be subjected to discrimination by
MCTC.

e Commit to early engagement of Indian Tribal government(s) when the
Marine Protected Area (MPA) includes Indian Tribal lands during the
development of the metropolitan transportation plan and the FTIP.

e Collaborate with Federal land management agencies when the MPA
includes Federal public lands as part of the development of the
metropolitan transportation plan and the FTIP.

Commitment 3: Commitment to a Collaborative Process

MCTC aims to conduct engagement activities that design and create solutions
in partnership and collaboration with communities and agencies affected by
policies and decisions. We want to encourage honest, open, and productive
dialogue with MCTC stakeholders to provide meaningful opportunities to
shape the Madera County region and influence key decisions. MCTC is
committed to responding to all correspondence received and summarizing
comments heard from participants on impending actions, so decision-makers
and the public have a clear understanding of the depth and breadth of opinions
on a given issue. MCTC will also strive to inform participants about how their
input and feedback helped shape or contribute to key decisions and actions.
When outcomes do not correspond to the views expressed, every effort is made
to explain why. To that end MCTC will:

e Document comments received and demonstrate explicit consideration
and response to public input received during the development of the
RTP and the FTIP.

e Ensure that all formal public comments are provided to the MCTC Policy
Board or appropriate committee for consideration prior to decision

making.

Commitment 4: Transparent Process
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Should a document previously released for public comment differ or change
altering measurable impact(s) or cost(s), MCTC will ensure that the public has

ample time to provide additional review and comments for all reports, studies,

and policies subject to Board approval:

Provide additional opportunities for public comment if the final RTP or
FTIP differs significantly from the version that was made available for
public comment by the MCTC and raises new material issues which
interested parties could not reasonably have foreseen from the public
involvement efforts.

Coordinate with the statewide transportation planning public
involvement and consultation processes. This includes Caltrans and
others who support or plan transportation programs or investments in
the region.

Minimize the use of acronyms and transportation jargon in documents
for public review and comment.

Commitment 5: Review
This PPP is a living document that may be amended or updated based on the

needs of the agency or outside influences at the state or federal level. MCTC will

continue to refine its policies and adapt them to better serve the region’s needs.
MCTC will:

Periodically review the effectiveness of the procedures and strategies
contained in this PPP to ensure a full and open participation process.

CHAPTER 2: FEDERAL AND STATE PUBLIC

PARTICIPATION REQUIREMENTS

Developing an effective public involvement/participation plan involves the

identification of techniques designed to meet the needs of a given situation
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relating to the development of a transportation plan, program, project, or the
need for public input regarding the operation and management of a
transportation facility. Current federal statutes and regulations provide general
guidelines for public involvement processes and procedures. There is great
flexibility available to transportation agencies in developing specific public
involvement/participation plans. However, while the set of techniques for any
given situation may differ depending upon such factors as demographics and
identified potential impacts, the general approach to developing a public
involvement/participation plan contains elements that are relevant and
responsive to all communities. This information is provided to help
practitioners identify legal requirements related to engaging the public that
were created to protect and promote good practices. Phrases are provided
from statute, regulation, and executive orders relating to different aspects of
engaging the public. To understand the broader context of those
requirements, MCTC encourages you to refer to the complete statute,
regulation, or executive order.

INFRASTRUCTURE INVESTMENT AND JoBsS AcCT (l1JA)

The Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (I1JA), aka Bipartisan Infrastructure
Law (BIL), was signed into law by President Biden on November 15, 2021. The
law authorizes $1.2 trillion for transportation and infrastructure spending with
$550 billion of that figure going toward “new” investments and programs.
Funding from the IIJA is expansive in its reach, addressing energy and power
infrastructure, access to broadband internet, water infrastructure, and more.
Some of the new programs funded by the bill could provide the resources
needed to address a variety of infrastructure needs at the local level.

FIXING AMERICA’S SURFACE TRANSPORTATION (FAST) AcT

On December 4, 2015, President Obama signed the Fixing America’s Surface
Transportation (FAST) Act (Pub. L. No. 114-94) into law—the first federal law in
over a decade to provide long-term funding certainty for surface

transportation infrastructure planning and investment. The FAST Act
authorized $305 billion over fiscal years 2016 through 2020 for highways,
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highway and motor vehicle safety, public transportation, motor carrier safety,
hazardous materials safety, rail, research, technology, and statistics programs.
The FAST Act maintained focus on safety, kept intact the established structure
of the various highway-related programs MCTC manages, continued efforts to
streamline project delivery and, for the first time, provided a dedicated source
of federal dollars for freight projects. With the enactment of the FAST Act,
states and local governments moved forward with critical transportation
projects with the confidence that they would have a federal partner over the
long term.

TITLE VI OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 requires that transportation planning and
programming be non-discriminatory on the basis of race, color, national origin
or disability. The federal statute was further clarified and supplemented by the
Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987 and a series of federal statutes enacted in
the 1990s relating to the concept of environmental justice. The fundamental
principles of environmental justice include:

e Avoiding, minimizing, or mitigating disproportionately high and adverse
health or environmental effects on minority and low-income
populations;

e Ensuring full and fair participation by all potentially affected
communities in the transportation decision-making process; and

e Preventing the denial, reduction, or significant delay in the receipt of
benefits by minority populations and low-income communities.

EXECUTIVE ORDERS

An Executive Order is an order given by the President to federal agencies. As a
recipient of federal funds, MCTC assists federal transportation agencies in
complying with these orders.

Executive Order 12372: Intergovernmental Review of Federal Programs

Madera County Transportation Commission 2023 Public Participation Plan 9

110




Item 5-5-A.

Executive Order 12372 calls for intergovernmental review of projects to ensure
that federally funded or assisted projects do not inadvertently interfere with
state and local plans and priorities. The Executive Order does not replace public
participation, comment, or review requirements of other federal laws, such as
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) but gives the states an
additional mechanism to ensure federal agency responsiveness to state and
local concerns.

Executive Order 12898: Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in
Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations

In February 1994, President William Clinton signed Executive Order 12898,
Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice for Minority Populations and
Low-Income Populations, which mandates that federal agencies make
achieving environmental justice part of their missions. This order requires that
disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects
on minority and low-income populations be identified and addressed in order
to achieve environmental justice. Minority populations are defined in the order
as Black/African-American, Hispanic, Asian/Pacific Islander, American Indian
and Alaskan Native. Low-income populations are defined in the order as
persons whose household income (or in the case of a community or group,
whose median household income) is at or below the U.S. Department of Health
and Human Services poverty guidelines, with those at O percent of median
income classified as low income and those at 50 percent of median income
classified as very-low income.
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Executive Order 13166: Improving Access to Services for Persons with Limited
English Proficiency

Executive Order 13166 states that people who speak limited English should
have meaningful access to federally conducted and federally funded programs
and activities. It requires that all federal agencies identify any need for services
to those with limited English proficiency and develop and implement a system
to provide those services so all persons can have meaningful access to services.

THE BROWN ACT (STATE OF CALIFORNIA GOVERNMENT CODE SECTIONS

54950-54962)

The Ralph M. Brown Act governs the meeting and actions of governing boards
of local public agencies and their created bodies. Requirements of the Brown
Act also apply to any committee or other subsidiary body of a local agency,
whether permanent or temporary, decision-making, or advisory, which is
created by such a governing board. The Brown Act sets minimum standards
for open meetings relative to access to the public, location of meetings, notice
posting, agenda distribution, and public input. The public agency may adopt
reasonable regulations ensuring the public’s right to address the agency,
including regulations to limit the total amount of time allocated for public
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testimony. The MCTC Board and its standing committees all adhere to these
requirements involving proper noticing, access, and the ability to address the
Board and committees.

The Brown Act requires the MCTC Board to conduct its business in meetings
open to the public and allows boards to meet in private to discuss such issues
as personnel, litigation, and labor negotiations. Time constraints for
unscheduled comments may be limited to three minutes; however, MCTC
encourages citizens to provide written copies of their presentation to the
Board if the statement is longer than the allotted time. If citizens are unable to
attend a meeting in person, relevant written comments submitted to staff will
be presented to the respective governing body.

AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT

The Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA) requires involving the
community, particularly those with disabilities, in the development and
improvement of public services and capital facilities. Meetings and hearings
must be held in ADA compliant buildings. Special accommodations must be
made to assist those with disabilities to participate in meetings, planning, and
programming activities.

MCTC is in compliance with the ADA by providing accessible and usable
formats, notifications, and locations for workshops, meetings, and public
hearings; consulting with individuals from the disabled community;
conducting outreach by maintaining an extensive mailing and email lists, and
developing contacts, and other means of notification and accommodation to
participate in the planning process.

CoODE OF FEDERAL REGULATIONS

The Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) is the annual codification of the general
and permanent rules published in the Federal Register by the executive
departments and agencies of the Federal Government. The CFR is divided into
50 titles representing broad areas subject to Federal regulation. Each Title is
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divided into chapters that are assigned to agencies issuing regulations
pertaining to that broad subject area. The purpose of the CFR is to present the
official and complete text of agency regulations in one organized publication
and to provide a comprehensive and convenient reference for all those who
may need to know the text of general and permanent Federal regulations. The
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) public participation requirements
outlined in the CFR (23 CFR 450.316) are carefully considered and addressed
throughout this entire PPP.

2008 CALIFORNIA LEGISLATION

Under state law (SB 375, Steinberg, Chapter 728, 2008 Statutes), MCTC must
develop a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) to integrate planning for
growth and housing with long-range transportation investments, including
goals for reducing greenhouse gas emissions for cars and light trucks.

As required by the legislation, MCTC shall develop an SCS and alternative
planning strategy (APS), if needed, as an additional element of the regional
transportation plan. The legislation includes specific public participation
requirements for the development of the SCS and APS, if needed, which have
been addressed in the PPP. Asummary of these requirements are listed below:

e Expanded stakeholder groups and consultation with agencies;

e Inclusion of multiple workshops and public hearings to inform the public
regarding the development of the RTP and SCS/APS; and

e Broaden visual presentation of the RTP and SCS/APS.

OTHER REQUIREMENTS

Several other federal and state laws call on MCTC to involve and notify the
public in its decisions. MCTC complies with all other public notification
requirements of the California Public Records Act, the California
Environmental Quality Act, as well as other applicable state and federal laws.
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Chapter 3: Opportunities for Public
Engagement

MCTC BoARDS, COMMITTEES, AND COMMISSIONS

The Madera County Transportation Commission is organized into a Board of
Directors supported by the Transportation Policy Committee and the
Technical Advisory Committee. MCTC staff includes an Executive Director,
Deputy Director/Fiscal Supervisor, Regional Planners, Administrative Analyst,
and Accounting Technician. There is currently one standing committee -- the
Social Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC), which reports through
the Technical Advisory Committee. The relationship between the Board, its
staff, and the committees is illustrated below.

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Policy decisions are made by the Madera County Transportation Commission
Policy Board. The Commission Board of Directors is comprised of three (3)
members from the Madera County Board of Supervisors, two (2) members
from the Madera City Council, and one (1) member from the Chowchilla City
Council.

The Transportation Policy Committee (TPC) has the same membership as the
Board with the addition of one (1) person representing the Caltrans District 06
Director. This committee reviews transportation plans and programs prior to
action by MCTC, with particular emphasis on compliance with applicable state
and federal planning and programming requirements. Both Board meetings
are open to the public with time allocated at the beginning of each meeting
for public comments not on the agenda.

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (TAC)

The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) includes the County of Madera, City
of Madera, City of Chowchilla, Tribal Governments, and one representative
from Caltrans District 6. The North Fork Rancheria of Mono Indians of California
and the Picayune Rancheria of Chukchansi Indians of California, and other
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tribal governments are also invited to participate in the monthly TAC meetings.
The TAC reviews staff work conducted pursuant to the Overall Work Program;
advises MCTC and TPC on transportation issues; and makes recommendations
on planning and programming actions to be taken by MCTC. TAC review is
generally focused upon the technical merits of various transportation issues
coming before MCTC. Staff consults with tribal governments as it relates to
transportation planning issues and initiates consultation with the tribal
governments at the government-to-government level.

SOCIAL SERVICES TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COUNCIL (SSTAC)

In accordance with state law, the Madera County Transportation Commission
has established an advisory group known as the Social Service Transportation
Advisory Council (SSTAC) to aid in its review of transit issues with emphasis on
the annual identification of transit needs within Madera County. The SSTAC
serves as an advisory committee to MCTC on matters related to public
transportation needs of Madera County residents. The SSTAC meets quarterly
each year.

A meeting is held in April prior to the “unmet transit needs” public hearing. This
meeting is used to familiarize the members with their role as advisors to MCTC
and to select Council officers. An additional meeting is scheduled following the
“unmet transit needs” hearing to provide the Council with an opportunity to
consider commentary presented at the hearing. The Council works with staff
to develop recommendations for MCTC towards finding that public
transportation needs that are reasonable to meet are being met. This includes
the needs of transit dependent and transit disadvantaged persons, including
the elderly, disabled, and persons of limited means. All SSTAC meetings are
open to the public. Citizens can request to be placed on the mailing list to
receive committee agendas.

MEASURE T CITIZENS' OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE
The Measure T Citizens’ Oversight Committee was developed to serve as an
independent body to inform the public, and to ensure that the Measure T
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funding program revenues and expenditures are spent as promised by
Measure T. MCTC staffs the Committee and provides technical and
administrative assistance to support and publicize the Committee’s activities.

VALLEYWIDE COMMITTEES

MCTC staff is also actively involved on Valleywide committees consisting of
staff members from all eight San Joaquin Valley Metropolitan Planning
Organizations (MPOs). These groups meet regularly on issues of mutual
interest. In addition to the committees or groups listed below, the San Joaquin
Valley MPOs are also active in the state's high-speed rail efforts, promotion of
State Route 99, goods movement through the Valley, RTP/SCS development,
and other areas of mutual concern. Together they have developed and
contribute to a San Joaquin Valley Regional Policy Council website.

MODEL COORDINATING COMMITTEE

The Model Coordinating Committee (MCC) has been established to provide a
coordinated approach to valley air quality, conformity, and transportation
modeling issues. The committee's goal is to ensure Valleywide coordination,
communication, and compliance with Federal and State Clean Air Act
requirements. Each of the eight Valley Metropolitan Planning Organizations
(MPOs) and the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD) are
represented. In addition, the Federal Highway Administration, the
Environmental Protection Agency, the California Air Resources Board, and
Caltrans are all represented on the committee.

PROGRAMMING COORDINATION GROUP

The Valley Programming Coordination Group has been established to provide
a coordinated approach to Valley air quality and transportation programming
issues. The committee's goal is to ensure Valley wide coordination,
communication, and compliance with federal and state Clean Air Act
requirements. Each of the eight Valley Transportation Planning Agencies
(TPAs) and the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD) are
represented. In addition, the Federal Highway Administration, the
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Environmental Protection Agency, the California Air Resources Board, and
Caltrans are all represented on the committee.

SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCIES — REGIONAL

PoLicy COUNCIL

The creation of the San Joaquin Valley Regional Policy Council is a key
partnership that exemplifies the Regional Transportation Planning Agencies’
approach to working on regional issues. This eighteen-member Regional
Policy Council was established to discuss and build regional consensus on
issues of Valley importance. The Council consists of two elected officials and
one alternate appointed from each of the regional planning agencies’ policy
boards. The SIVAPCD and San Joaquin Regional Rail Commission (SJRRC) are
also represented on the Council. The Council is positioned to have a unique
and potentially pivotal position in further Valley collaborative efforts and
improving the quality of life for all Valley residents. The Policy Council provides
guidance on common interregional policy issues and represents the San
Joaquin Valley at public forums such as the California Transportation
Commission, the Governor and his administration, as well as State and Federal
legislative bodies that require a common voice from the San Joaquin Valley.

SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCIES — DIRECTORS'

COMMITTEE

The Valley MPO Executive Directors, San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control
District, and San Joaquin Regional Rail Commission meet regularly to discuss
issues of mutual importance to all the Valley Metropolitan Planning
Organizations. Meeting agendas, minutes, and information about the SJV
Directors meetings are available online at the San Joaguin Valley Regional

Policy Council website.
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CHAPTER 4: PROJECT OR PLAN SPECIFIC PUBLIC
PARTICIPATION REQUIREMENTS

There are two key transportation initiatives that are specially called out in
federal law as needing early and continuing opportunities for public
participation — development of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and
the Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP).

These two documents are linked. The long-range Regional Transportation Plan
(RTP) and Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) prioritizes and guides all
Madera County transportation development over a period of 25 years. The FTIP
is the short-term programming document that identifies funding sources for
those programs and projects that are included in the RTP/SCS.

REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN (RTP)

The RTP is the comprehensive blueprint for transportation investment (transit,
highway, local roads, bicycle, and pedestrian projects), and establishes the
financial foundation for how the region invests in its surface transportation
system by identifying how much money is available to address critical
transportation needs and setting the policy on how projected revenues are to
be spent. The RTP is generally updated every four years with a limited number
of amendments as needed. Because of its comprehensive, long-term vision,
the RTP provides the earliest and the best opportunity for interested residents
and public agencies to influence MCTC's policy and investment priorities for
Madera County transportation. It is at this early RTP development stage where
investment priorities and major planning-level project design concepts are
established, and broad, regional impacts of transportation on the environment
are addressed. Under California Senate Bill 375 (Steinberg, Chapter 728, 2008
Statutes), the RTP must include an SCS to integrate planning for growth and
housing with long-range transportation investments, including goals for
reducing greenhouse gas emissions for cars and light trucks.
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Opportunities for public participation for the RTP are different for RTP updates
versus RTP amendments. RTP Updates include significant revisions to the RTP
document, while RTP amendments are generally specific to project scopes,
schedules, or costs.

RTP UPDATE

This is a complete update of the most current long-range RTP which is
prepared pursuant to state and federal requirements. The RTP update reflects
reaffirmed or new planning priorities and changing projections of growth and
travel demand based on a reasonable forecast of future revenues available to
the region. As necessary, MCTC prepares two companion documents for RTP
updates: a program-level Environmental Impact Report per California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) guidelines, and transportation air quality
conformity analyses (to ensure clean air mandates are met) per federal Clean
Air Act requirements. Certain revisions to the RTP may warrant a revision or
update to these technical documents.

RTP AMENDMENT

An amendment is a major revision to a long-range RTP, including adding or
deleting a project, major changes in project costs, and/or design concept and
scope (e.g., changing project locations, open to traffic dates, or the number of
through traffic lanes). An amendment requires public review and comment,
demonstration that the project can be completed based on expected funding,
and/or a finding that the change is consistent with federal transportation
conformity mandates. Amendments that require an update to the air quality
conformity analysis will be subject to conformity and interagency consultation
(IAC) procedures. Changes to projects that are included in the financially
unconstrained portion of the RTP (as information only) do not require an
amendment.

RTP ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATION
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This is a revision to the RTP for minor changes to project/project phase cost or
funding sources. An administrative modification does not require public
review and comment, demonstration that the project can be completed based
on expected funding, nor a finding that the change is consistent with federal
transportation conformity requirements. As such, the public participation
process for RTP amendments follows the requirements as outlined for the
FTIP, as applicable.

FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (FTIP)

The MCTC Policy Board delegated authority to the Executive Director to
approve Type 1, Type 2, and Type 3 amendments to the FTIP on September 18,
2019, Resolution No. 19-09.

FTIP Technical Corrections

Technical corrections may be made by MCTC staff as necessary. Technical
corrections are not subject to an administrative modification or an
amendment and may include revisions such as:

e Changes to information and projects that are included for illustrative
purposes.

e Changes to information outside of the FTIP period.

e Changes to information not required to be included in the FTIP per
federal regulations.

e Changes to correct simple errors or omissions including data entry
errors.

These technical corrections cannot significantly impact the cost, scope, or
schedule within the FTIP period, nor will they be subject to a public review and
comment process, re-demonstration of fiscal constraint, or a conformity
determination.
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Expedited Selection Process (EPSP)

EPSP allows eligible projects to be moved between FTIP fiscal years within the
four-year FTIP as long as the project cost and scope do not change. MCTC staff
is federally authorized to utilize EPSP without additional State or federal
approval action.

Amendment Type 1 - Administrative Modifications

Administrative modifications are defined in the current agreement between
Caltrans and FHWA/FTA (original agreement November 17, 2008, revised on
June 3, 2011, and December 18, 2019) on Administrative Modifications, and
include such changes as minor changes in project cost, scope, schedule, or
funding sources. They require action and approval by MCTC (delegated to the
Executive Director). As delegated by Caltrans, MCTC has agreed to the
following procedures:

1. Prior to the MPO (MCTC) approval of FTIP/FSTIP administrative
modifications, MCTC may consult with Caltrans on proposed changes.

2. Caltrans may provide cursory review of the administrative modification
prior to the MPQO's approval.

3. MCTC shall send copies of the approved administrative modifications to
Caltrans, FHWA, FTA, and other stakeholders. Caltrans will post the
approved administrative modification on the Division of Transportation
Programming Website.

4. Caltrans will regularly review the MPO's (MCTC's) approved
administrative modifications and will reject changes that do not comply
with the attached procedures. In such cases the MPO (MCTC) must
correct all noncompliance.

5. Caltrans will withdraw its delegation from the MPO (MCTC) if it is found
to be consistently noncompliant with the modification.

The approved amendment is forwarded to Caltrans and FHWA in electronic
format. Federal agencies are notified but do not take approval action. Public
notification of the administrative modification is posted on MCTC's website at

the time of the action and subsequently posted on the Caltrans website after

MCTC approval.
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Amendment Type 2 - Amendment: Funding Changes

Type 2 amendments include project cost changes that are greater than what
is allowed in an Administrative Modification. Public notice of the amendment
is posted at least 7 days prior to action on the MCTC website. The amendment
is distributed to local agencies through the IAC process and the TAC. These

amendments require approval by MCTC (delegated to the Executive Director),
Caltrans,and FHWA. The approved MCTC amendment is forwarded to Caltrans
and FHWA for approval, in electronic format.

Amendment Type 3 - Amendment: Exempt Projects

Type 3amendments include adding or deleting projects that are exempt from
regional air quality emissions analysis, such as transit buses, etc. These
amendments typically include transit or safety projects. Public notice of the
amendment is posted at least 7 days prior to action on the MCTC website. The

amendment is distributed to Federal, State, and local agencies through the
IAC process and TAC. These amendments require approval by MCTC
(delegated to the Executive Director), Caltrans, and FHWA. The approved
MCTC amendment is forwarded to Caltrans and FHWA for approval, in
electronic format.

Amendment Type 4 - Formal Amendment: Conformity Determination that
Relies on a Previous Regional Emissions Analysis

Type 4 amendments include adding or deleting projects that have already
been appropriately modeled for air quality purposes as part of the RTP. Federal
approving agencies can use a previous analysis of the project’'s impact on air
quality for approval purposes. These amendments may be accompanied by an
RTP amendment to maintain consistency. The legally noticed public comment
period is 30 days. The legal notice of the public hearing is posted in a
newspaper of general circulation and on the MCTC website. These notices may

be combined if they are compliant with state and federal noticing provisions.
The amendment is distributed to Federal, State, and local agencies through
the IAC process and the TAC. These amendments require approval by MCTC,
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Caltrans and FHWA. The approving MCTC resolution and amendment are
forwarded to Caltrans and FHWA for approval, in electronic format.

Amendment Type 5 - Formal Amendment: Conformity Determination and
New Regional Emissions Analysis

Type 5 amendments are the highest-level amendment and involve adding or
deleting new projects that result in new modeling for air quality impacts or
significantly changing the design concept, scope, or schedule of an existing
project. These are accompanied by a new Air Quality Conformity document
that demonstrates conformity with applicable air quality requirements. If
applicable, these amendments may be accompanied by an RTP amendment
to maintain consistency. The legally noticed public comment period is 30 days.
The legal notice of the public hearing is posted in a newspaper of general
circulation and on the MCTC website. These notices may be combined if they
are compliant with state and federal noticing provisions. The amendment is
distributed to local agencies through the IAC process and the TAC. These
amendments require approval by MCTC, Caltrans, and FHWA and are
distributed to the California Air Resources Board (ARB) and the SIVAPCD. The
approving MCTC resolution and amendment are forwarded to Caltrans and
FHWA for approval, in electronic format.

“Local agencies” include the Cities of Chowchilla and Madera, County of
Madera, North Fork Rancheria of Mono Indians of California, and Picayune
Rancheria of Chukchansi Indians of California. FTIP updates follow the same
process as Type 5 amendments. Copies of all amendments and updates are
posted on the MCTC website and electronic copies are provided to other

agencies, organizations, or individuals.

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION PROGRAM OF PROJECTS PUBLIC

PARTICIPATION REQUIREMENTS

Both planning and FTA regulations require public participation. The MCTC's
public participation process has been developed to satisfy MCTC member
agencies’ FTA grantee’'s public participation process for the Program of
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Projects (POP) during the development of the FTIP. FTA grants include Section
5307 and Section 5311 (POP public participation requirements do not apply to
funds flexed into a Section 5307 grant). The planning regulations require that
the metropolitan transportation planning process include a proactive
participation plan that provides complete information, timely public notice,
and reasonable public access to key decisions, and supports early and
continuing involvement of the public in developing plans and FTIPs. FTA
projects must be programmed in the FTIP to be eligible for funding.

FTA grantees also have specific requirements for public participation related
to POP. FTA allows grantees to rely on the locally adopted public participation
requirements for the FTIP in lieu of the process required in the development
of the POP if the grantee has coordinated with the MPO and ensures that the
public is aware that the FTIP development process is being used to satisfy the
POP public participation requirements.

The MCTC Public Participation Plan process will ensure that the proposed POP
provides for the coordination of FTA-funded public transportation projects
with transportation projects assisted with other federal sources. Coordination
may include information sharing, consolidation of services, and participation
in the public transportation human services planning process.

The following actions will be undertaken, at a minimum:

e MCTC will make available to the public information concerning the
amount of funds available with FTA-funded (i.e., Section 5307) projects
and the POP that the recipient proposes to undertake with such funds.

e MCTC will publish the proposed POP in sufficient detail and in such a
manner to afford affected citizens, private transportation providers, and
as appropriate, local elected officials, reasonable and adequate
opportunity to examine the proposed program and to submit
comments on it.

e MCTC will publish the public notice in conjunction with the development
of the FTIP in the general circulation newspaper in the service area of the
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grantee indicating where citizens can examine the proposed program
and budget and submit comments; and ensure that the public notice is
distributed to persons with limited English proficiency, as warranted.

e MCTC will provide an opportunity for a public hearing in conjunction
with the development of the FTIP to receive comments from citizens on
the proposed POP; and consider all comments and views received in
preparing the final POP.

e MCTCwill make the final POP available to the public; and if not amended,
include a statement that the proposed program will be the final
program, unless amended, and satisfies the requirements regarding the
final POP.

ANNUAL LISTING OF OBLIGATED PROJECTS

By federal requirement, at the end of each calendar year MCTC publishes an
annual listing of obligated projects, which is a record of project delivery for the
previous year. The listing is also intended to increase the awareness of
government spending on transportation projects to the public. Copies of this
annual listing may be obtained fromm MCTC's website. Hard copies are also
available upon request by contacting the MCTC office at (559) 675-0721.

AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY PUBLIC AND INTERAGENCY CONSULTATION
MCTC provides opportunity for early coordination with appropriate agencies
and the public in determining the type of environmental review documents
an action requires, the scope of the document, the level of analysis, and related
environmental requirements. This involves the exchange of information from
the inception of a proposal for action to preparation of the environmental
review documents.

A dialogue between agencies regarding air quality transportation conformity
considerations must take place in certain instances prior to adoption of its
RTP/SCS or FTIP. These consultations are conducted through the San Joaquin
Valley Interagency Consultation (IAC) Group which includes representatives of
the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Federal Highway Administration
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(FHWA), Federal Transit Administration (FTA), the California Air Resources
Board (CARB), the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, the eight
San Joaquin Valley MPOs, and Caltrans’ Headquarters and District 6 office.
These agencies review updates and, in certain instances, amendments to the
RTP/SCS and FTIP to ensure they comply to federal transportation conformity
regulations via air quality transportation conformity analysis.

SB 375 PuBLIC PARTICIPATION REQUIREMENTS

SB 375 mandates that MPQO's must meet certain greenhouse gas reductions
standards set by the Air Resources Board. MCTC, along with other MPO's in the
valley have worked diligently on meeting those targets through the use of an
integrated land use, transportation, and housing plan. The goal is to have
greenhouse gas emissions reduced to 2012 levels by 2040. Air quality
conformity findings are distributed for a 30-day public commment period, and a
public hearing is held by the MCTC Board to elicit public input. All applicable
posting requirements will be followed.

OVERALL WORK PROGRAM (OWP)

The OWP is a critical document for the scheduling and distribution of work,
especially the allocation of resources needed to address each task required of
MCTC. In effect, the OWP constitutes a set of instructions for the planning and
programming work to be carried out by staff or consultants each year.
Throughout the course of each year, MCTC staff works with the local agencies,
Caltrans, other transportation planning agencies, other public and private
associations, and the general public independently and through MCTC
committees to develop the program for the year. A draft of the OWP is taken
through the MCTC committee process with a final adoption by the Policy
Board in April. Staff and the Board usually begin to gather public input on the
OWRP in February, prior to the adoption of the Final OWP.

UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS (UTN) ASSESSMENT
Each year, pursuant to the Transportation Development Act (TDA)
requirements, MCTC, as the RTPA and MPO for Madera County, is required to
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identify any unmet transit needs that may exist in the Madera County region.
Should any unmet transit needs be identified, a further determination must be
made to establish whether or not those needs are reasonable to meet. In
accordance with state law, TDA funds must be allocated first to unmet transit
needs which are found to be reasonable to meet before any remaining funds
can be distributed to local jurisdictions for non-transit purposes. At the
conclusion of each UTN process, the MCTC Board must adopt a resolution
making one of the following three findings:

1. There are no unmet transit needs;

2. There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet; or

3. There are unmet transit needs, including transit needs that are
reasonable to meet.

Under TDA regulations, the UTN Assessment must include the following
elements:

e An annual assessment of the size and location of identifiable groups
likely to be transit dependent or transit disadvantaged, including, but
not limited to, the elderly, the disabled including individuals eligible for
paratransit and other special transportation services, and persons of
limited means, including, but not limited to, recipients under the
CalWORKS program;

e An analysis of the adequacy of existing public transportation services
and specialized transportation services, including privately and publicly
owned services.

To further implement the UTN Assessment process, the MCTC Board has
adopted definitions for both “unmet transit need” and “reasonable to meet”
which are reviewed every five years in compliance with the TDA requirements.
All unmet transit needs received during the annual UTN Assessment process
are reviewed by the Social Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC).

Public participation is an important component in the UTN Assessment
process. The TDA requires MCTC to hold at least one public hearing for the

Madera County Transportation Commission 2023 Public Participation Plan 28

129




Item 5-5-A.

purpose of receiving public input regarding potential unmet transit needs in
the region. Although the TDA only requires MCTC to hold one public hearing,
staff makes the effort to go beyond the minimum requirements to provide
public workshops throughout the region as well as to make presentations
about the unmet transit needs process to seniors at congregate meal sites,
community groups, and the legislative bodies of local jurisdictions. Public
hearings are typically held during a regularly scheduled meeting of the Policy
Board. Public notice of the hearing, including the date, time, location, and
specific purpose is provided at least 30-days in advance of the meeting
through publication in one or more newspapers of general circulation,
including a Spanish language publication. Written notification is also provided
to those persons and organizations that have indicated an interest in the
unmet transit needs process, including the private social service agencies and
public transit operators that are represented on the SSTAC.

A public hearing is held to give members of the public the opportunity to
identify potential unmet transit needs in the region. After the conclusion of the
hearing, a report is prepared that addresses the three required UTN
Assessment elements listed above, that analyzes any identified unmet transit
need for “reasonable to meet,” and that provides a recommended finding for
the Board to adopt. Any new comments received after the public hearing or
during the Policy Board’'s hearing to adopt the UTN finding, are assessed
during the subsequent year's UTN Assessment process.
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CHAPTER 5: PuBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN
EVALUATION AND UPDATES

MCTC's Public Participation Plan is not a static document, but an on-going
strategy that will be periodically reviewed and updated based on MCTC
experiences and the changing circumstances of the agency and the
transportation community it serves.

Furthermore, this Public Participation Plan may be subject to minor changes
from time to time. Minor changes will be noticed and posted on the MCTC
website. Any major updates will be released for public review and comment
for a period of 45 days and will include review by MCTC's Technical Advisory
Committee and approval by the Board. MCTC will extend the public comment
period by an additional 45 days in instances where major revisions are
proposed in response to comments heard.

Beginning with this updated Plan, every public outreach and involvement
program developed for the regional transportation plan, MCTC will set
performance measures for the effectiveness of the participation program and
report on the results. Performance measures should include:

e Number of participants/people reached by each tool.

e Demographics of participants.

e Number of comments/content of commments received.

e Feedback provided by participants on meeting accessibility, quality, and
effectiveness.

e Summary of how public comments received were or were not
Incorporated into the document.

These performance reports will serve to inform and improve future outreach

and involvement programs, including future updates to this Public
Participation Plan. Additionally, MCTC will periodically evaluate various
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components of the items identified under Chapter 5 “Public Participation
Strategies” which form the core of MCTC's public involvement activities.
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CHAPTER 6: PuBLIC PARTICIPATION STRATEGIES

A variety of public notification and participation procedures will be used to
encourage the early and continuous involvement of citizens, jurisdictions,
communities, and other interests in the planning process and the decisions
and actions. They may include, but are not limited to, the following:

Public Meetings/Workshops

Traditional meetings and workshops continue to be a staple of our PPP and
may include enhancement community-based partnerships for “pop-up” and
joint meeting opportunities including but not limited to:

e Conduct meetings, workshops, and open houses at varied times of day,
including evening/weekend meetings, to encourage participation.

e Hold break-out sessions for smaller group discussions on multiple topics.

e Interactive exercises such as click polling or use of other web-based tools.

e Customized presentations for individual groups and/or languages.

e Present to existing groups and organizations, co-host events with
community groups, business associations, etc.

e Participate in community events.

e Collaborate with community-based organizations in Equity Priority
Communities for focused outreach.

e Use “pop-up” workshops/meetings in public gathering places. These are
on-the-spot meetings or workshops held in locations where the public is
already gathered.

e Organize small-group discussions such as focus groups with participants
recruited randomly from telephone polls or recruited by stakeholder
interest groups.

e Sponsor a topical forum or summit with partner agencies, the media, or
other community organizations.

e Host question-and-answer sessions with planners and policy board
members.
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Virtual Engagement

Though COVID-19 protocols are no longer in place, public agencies have found
that a commitment to virtual engagement supports expanded outreach
opportunities and as such, continues to be a key factor in our outreach efforts.

e Virtual workshops/open houses hosted via online meeting platforms
(GoTo, Zoom, etc).

e Provide remote access, when possible, to meetings by webcasting
meetings via Facebook, YouTube, or other streaming options.

e Post written or display materials from in-person meetings online.

e Provide access to planning data (such as maps, charts, background on
travel models, forecasts, census data, research reports, etc.).

e Host telephone town halls or online webinars.

e Online interactive surveys, polls.

e Use social media (Facebook and Twitter) and paid digital promotion to
reach a larger audience.

e Encourage interaction among participants via web (e.g., online
discussion boards, games, interactive mapping tools etc.).

e Post information online in advance of public meetings.

e Audio/videocasts of current and past public meetings/workshops

e Post event/meeting information on online news sites, calendars,
community & discussion websites.

e Notify Public via blast e-mails and e-newsletters.

e Project specific email pieces.

Visualization Techniques

Transportation planning can be difficult for the public to understand so it is
important to include visual tools to make the information easily accessible and
understandable for the public. To support that MCTC may use:

e Maps

e Charts, graphs, illustrations, photographs
e Table-top displays and models

e Web content and interactive games
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e Electronic voting
e PowerPoint slide shows and videos

Polls/Surveys
MCTC may use a variety of methods to capture public opinion via bilingual
polling such as:

e Statistically valid telephone polls

e Electronic surveys via Web

e Intercept interviews where people congregate, such as at transit hubs

e Printed surveys distributed at meetings, transit hubs, on-board transit
vehicles, etc.

e Focus Groups

e Participants recruited randomly from telephone polls

e Participants recruited by interest area

Printed Bilingual Collateral Materials
MCTC may use the following methods for printed bilingual collateral materials:

e Project overviews/fact sheets/frequently asked questions/hand out
materials

e Project specific print pieces

e Executive summary documents

e Door hangers

e |Inserts

e Post cards

e Maps, charts, photographs, and posters

e Rack cards for buses/transit services

e Notices placed on board transit vehicles and at transit hubs

e Public utility bill inserts

Targeted Mailings/Flyers
Certain projects and/or outreach efforts may require mailings of flyers,
postcards, notifications, or other materials to a specific audience.
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Mail to properties in (a) specific project area(s)
Mail to targeted database lists
Flyers for distribution via community partners

Utilize Local Media

MCTC may regularly update its local media list and strive to maintain an open

line of communications with all journalists interested in its programs and

initiatives. MCTC may use the following methods to utilize local media:

Issue news releases to local media partners

Submit human interest stories that center around MCTC projects
Invite reporters to news briefings

Meet with editorial staff

Develop opinion-editorial pieces/commentaries

Purchase display ads/radio, TV, and movie theater screen advertising
Negotiate inserts into local printed media

Visit minority media outlets to encourage use of MCTC news releases
Place speakers representing MCTC and its member agencies on local
news outlets

Develop Public Service Announcements for radio and television
Develop content for public access/cable television programming
Support civic journalism partnerships

Publications

MCTC may produce various publication which may include, but are not limited

to, the following:

MCTC's e-newsletter
Submit articles for publication in community/corporate/online
newsletters
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Techniques for Involving Environmental Justice Communities
MCTC may use, but not limited to the following techniques for involving
environmental justice groups:

e Make regular reports to MCTC's ongoing committees such as the TAC,
SSTAC, etc.

e Provide bilingual flyers on transit vehicles and at transit hubs

e Leverage partnership with community advocates (churches, health
centers, employer sponsored events, etc.)

e Explore partnerships with community-based organizations that are
trusted by the relevant communities with whom MCTC is trying to
engage to co-host meetings and remove barriers to participation by
offering assistance, such as childcare, meals, translation services, etc.

e Outreach in the community (such as pop-up meetings at flea markets,
libraries, health centers, etc.)

e Leverage relationships with ethnic media outlets to announce
participation opportunities

e Partner with other agencies to reach the public at scheduled
meetings/events

e Ensure that all materials are developed at a suitable reading level to
make them accessible to the widest possible audience

e Translate materials into Spanish and have interpreters available at
meetings as requested

e Include information on meeting notices on how to request translation
assistance

e Provide ADA compliant access to materials on websites, in documents,
and other materials to ensure equal access to all

e Use of robust “visualization” techniques, including maps and graphics to
illustrate trends, choices being debated, etc.

e Use of community and minority media outlets to announce participation
opportunities

e When conducting public outreach on regional plans/projects, establish
the relevance and impacts to local communities
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Techniques for Reporting on Impact of Public Comments
MCTC may use some or all of the following techniques for reporting on
comments:

e Summarize key themes of public comments in staff reports to MCTC
standing committees and Board

e Provide complete list of all commments received

e Direct mail and email to participants from meetings, surveys, etc. to
report final outcomes

e Updated and interactive website content

Other Outreach

MCTC may form project specific public outreach committees with
representatives from member agencies as well as community groups as
needed for significant projects and programs.
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CHAPTER 7: PARTNERS

MCTC aims to meaningfully engage those affected by its policies, actions, and
decisions and to tailor engagement efforts to each project and its respective
audience. Below is a sample list of partners MCTC strives to engage in its work
as required by federal and state law:

Affected Public Agencies
Affordable Housing
Advocates And Organizations
Airport Operations

Bicycle And Pedestrian
Advocacy Organizations
Broad-Based Business
Organizations

Chambers Of Commerce
City Managers

Commercial Property
Interests

Communities With Low-
Incomes

Community Development
Agencies And Organizations
Community-Based
Organizations

County Transportation
Agencies

Economic Development
Agencies

Educational Community And
Institutions

Elderly And Retired Persons
Elected Officials
Environmental Advocates

Environmental Protection
Agencies

Equity Priority Communities
Federal Land Management
Agencies

Freight Interests

General Public

Health And Wellness
Representatives

Home Builder
Representatives
Homeowner Associations
Landowners

Limited English Proficiency
Communities

Local Government Staff
Local Planning Departments
Natural Disaster Risk
Reduction
Agencies/Organizations
Neighborhood And
Community Groups
Neighborhood Councils
Organizations Serving Rural
Area Residents

Parent Organizations
Persons With Disabilities
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Private Providers Of
Transportation

Private Sector

Providers Of Freight
Transportation Services
Public Agencies

Public Health And Wellness
Representatives

Public Ports

Public Sector

Regional Government
Agencies

Renter/Tenant Advocacy
Organizations
Representatives Of Public
Transportation Employees

Item 5-5-A.

Representatives Of The
Disabled

Representatives Of Users Of
Pedestrian Walkways And
Bicycle Transportation
Facilities

Representatives Of Users Of
Public Transit

State Agencies

Students And Youth
Tourism Interests

Transit Agencies
Transportation And Transit
Advocates

Transportation Commissions
Tribal Governments And
Indigenous Communities
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CHAPTER 8: EQUITY AND INCLUSION

MCTC defines equity as “inclusion in Madera County where everyone can
participate, prosper, and reach their full potential.” The agency strives to
advance equity through carefully considered investments and policies that
can support historically underserved and systemically marginalized groups,
including people with low incomes and communities of color. MCTC may or
shall:

e Adopt an equity-first approach and establish greater commitment,
depth, and specificity on engagement of traditionally underrepresented
and underserved populations as part of future updates to the Public
Participation Plan and other guidance documents

e Improve communication channels with underrepresented and
underserved demographics through place-based engagement where
these populations live/work

e Reduce language/access barriers by providing translation of materials
for public review

e Ensure advisory bodies such as committees and commissions represent
the wvoices of communities of color, Tribal communities, and
communities representing people with disabilities by encouraging and
recruiting from these populations

e Review and revise procurement and contracting barriers that may
prevent community-based organizations from collaborating with MCTC

e Collaborate across agencies internally and/or with other agencies to
make state government community engagement processes more
efficient and less of a burden on underserved communities
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CHAPTER 9: ADDITIONAL MCTC PuBLIC
PARTICIPATION POLICIES

MEETINGS

MCTC Board meetings are generally held on the third Wednesday of each
month. The meetings are held at 3:00 pm in the MCTC Offices at 2001 Howard
Road, Suite 201, Madera, California 93637. A public comment period is always
available at the beginning of each meeting. All MCTC Board meetings are open
to the public. The meeting calendar is available on MCTC's website.

AGENDAS

MCTC Board agendas will be posted at least 72 hours in advance of regular
meetings or 24 hours before special meetings. The agendas will be posted at
the following locations to the extent possible:

e Madera County Transportation Commission entrance

e Agendasshall be made available by regular mail and/or email to all upon
request

e Agenda shall be posted to the MCTC website

PuBLIC NOTICES

Public notices will be used to inform the general public and media of
workshops and public hearings as appropriate. The MCTC public participation
process satisfies local agencies’ public participation requirements for the FTIP.
Public notices of the FTIP will clearly outline public involvement activities and
time established for public review and comments of development process in
order to satisfy all Federal Transit Administration and Federal Highway
Administration requirements including Program of Project requirements.

PuBLIC HEARINGS

MCTC shall hold or sponsor public hearings or public meetings whenever
appropriate or in accordance with applicable statutory requirements. The
criteria shall include whether there is:
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Substantial controversy concerning the proposed action, substantial
interest in holding the hearing, or a request for a hearing by another
agency with jurisdiction over the action.

Unless otherwise required by statute, MCTC will publish one public
notice in a general circulation newspaper citing the time, date, and place
of the hearing at least ten days in advance of that hearing. That notice
will instruct individuals needing special accommodations to contact
MCTC at least three working days prior to the scheduled meeting.
SAFETEA-LU and state law require public hearings for the adoption of
major plans and programs such as the FTIP, RTP, UTN, and air quality
conformity determinations.

Public hearings will be held in facilities that are accessible to people with
disabilities.

MCTC will accept written comments from the public during the period
between the notice and the hearing date. These comments will be
considered part of the public record.

Staff will accept questions and provide clarification on issues raised by
the public.

Certain plans and programs will include the required review periods
noted below. This specific review period will allow agencies involved in
the consultation process and the public to submit written comments to
the draft document and supporting material. MCTC acknowledges that
there may be other plans and programs not listed below for which a
specified review and comment period is appropriate.
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Public Participation Matrix

Document Type Minimum
Review

Period
Long Range Transportation Plan - Planning
Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable 55 days
Communities Strategy

Regional Transportation Plan Environmental Impact 45 days
Report

Transit Plans 30 days
Bicycle and Pedestrian Plans 30 days

Federal Transportation Program - Planning

Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) 30 days
Air Quality Conformity Determinations for the FTIP 30 days
Air Quality Conformity Determinations 30 days

Transportation Plan/Program - Amendments

RTP and FTIP Minor Amendments — Type 2 and Type 3 7 days
RTP and FTIP Major Amendments - Type 4 and Type 5 30 days
Other Documents

Public Participation Plan 45 days
Special Studies 30 days/
varies

Item 5-5-A.

Public

Hearing
Required

Yes

Yes

Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes

No
Yes

Yes
Yes

Madera County Transportation Commission 2023 Public Participation Plan 43

144




Iltem 5-5-A.

August 15, 2023

Patricia Taylor— PLEASE ACKNOWLEDGE RECEIPT.
Dylan Stone (author)

Troy McNeil.

Here are my initial comments on your proposed draft 2023 Public Participation Plan.

I. Perspective is upside down

Overall, the draft is written from inside out and should be from the outside in. My first blush
reaction is that it was written by MCTC for MCTC and not for the public. It should be written for the
public, which is the first word in the title. When I say that, I'm talking about the language and style
used and the emphasis of the document.

II. Emphasis is questionable

It goes on for 27 pages about who you are and what you do and the various organizations you deal
with, which are of little interest to the public. The Public Participation Strategies cover only 5 pages
and doesn’t begin until page 28. This section should be at the front of the document, and the 27
pages of organizations should be somewhere after that. Less that 15% of the document is more or
less focused on the public. Otherwise, the title simply doesn'’t fit.

III. Purpose of Doc is not clear.

We recently learned in conversation that the document is about public input to the planning
processes and various documents and is totally unrelated to the forthcoming 2024 Measure T
Renewal. The document should say that clearly and should do so right up front...in almost the
opening sentence. The public cannot tell the difference between the planning processes, and
Measure T, especially since the document uses “MCTC” in the title. Itis all MCTC to the

public. Maybe even a cover letter with an explanation about that is needed. I realize that the
organizations and relationships are important, but not very much so to the public that this draft
claims to serve.

IV. What changes are planned?
The Public Participation Strategies are almost identical to those in the 2020 document. And the
question is, “if you use the same “strategies"” as before, how can you expect to get a different

result?” Or maybe the better questionis “Do you really want public input, or is this just a show? ...

a box that gets checked off?” 1 encourage some out-of-the-box thinking. Maybe there should be
some frequencies, or schedules included in the list of strategies.. For example, how often will you
hold public meetings?... one time? once a year? every time a document is produced?

Assuming this to be the launch of the 2024 Measure T campaign, my colleagues and [ remain
opposed to the vagueness of your plans and to the undue influence of valley developers. Our
concern is with the public, whose needs and wants you have so far failed to elicit. Our priority is
public safety and fairness in the allocation of taxpayer dollars. MCTC and MCTA are not viewed as
reliable, service-oriented public entities. They suffer from a lack of credibility that will will not be
salvaged through public relations efforts alone.

[ thought I should get these initial comments to you right away, in case you want to think about
them early, and possibly work on some changes, rather than wait until the 28th drop dead
date. We likely will have other comments but probably on specific elements.

145




Thanks for the opportunity to comment.

Dan Metz, Sierra Citizens for Sensible Government.
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August 25, 2023

Patricia Taylor, PLEASE ACKNOWLEDGE RECEIPT OF THIS EMAIL

Kendall Flint,

Troy McNeill,

Dylan Stone

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft PPP. On August 15, we sent some high-
level comments and said we would take a more in-depth look and possibly provide additional
comments. These are those comments and supplements the August 15 communique. Key
phrases and words have been highlighted herein to point out the area at issue, or for emphasis.
I. “AUDIENCE” OR “PARTICIPANTS"?

Here is an excerpt found on page 3 of MCTC’s Draft Public Participation Plan.

access to key decisions. This Public
Participation Plan defines an approach
for public engagement and participation,
along with the pProcesses far
communicating with the public about MCTC's programs, plans, projects, and
decisions. MCTC's alldiencas include:

General Public - all residents of the Fegioiwith special consideration
for the needs of systemically excluded groups, including people of color,
communities with low incomes, persons with disabilities, wouth,
communities with limited English proficiency, and elderly individuals.

Community Organizations - especially those that serve Equity Priority
Communities. and other groups such as environmental advocates,
special interest _nonprofit . organizations, neighborhood groups,
homeowner associations, and others.

Covernment Agencies — public agencies like local transit operators, City
of Chowchilla, City of Madera, and County of Madera, regional agencies
likethe Air District, public health agencies, water districts, and agencies
at the state and federal levels.
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Business Community - private-sector entities whose work intersects
with transportation and land use planning, including business
associations, private transportation providers, freight shippers,
consulting firms, technology developers, and non-profit business
interest groups.

Elected Officials - clected representatives at all levels, including city
councils and mayoral offices, county supervisors, and state and federal
legislators.

Tribal Governments and Communities - federally recognized Tribal
governments within the county including the Morth Fork Rancheria of
Mono Indians of California and the Picayune Rancheria of Chukchansi
Indians of California.

The use of the term “audience” is revealing. The term means: "a group of people who gather
together to listen to something (such as a concert) or watch something (such as a movie or
play)” . It signifies one-way communication, which is contrary to a key element in the document
title,” Public Participation . . .”.

Business owners represent themselves as general tax payers. While they may benefit from
various components, they pay no sales tax and don’t represent the public. They only collect
and process the taxes paid by the public. They probably should have limited voice in the “Public
Participation Plan”, or perhaps we should say the general public, who pays the taxes, should
have a greater voice.

Tribal Governments, and Community Organizations can be communications channels by
educating the tax-paying public.

However, "Government Agencies" and Elected Officials have no place in providing inputs on
behalf of the "Public” in the “Public Participation Plan”. They are decision makers and
regulators and are not the “public”.

RECOMMENDATION

The sentence containing the word “audience” should be replaced with a sentence similar to:
"The primary groups invited to engage and participate in two-way communications are:"
And omit the “Governmental Agencies” and "Elected Officials” groups.

The highlighted phrase in the General Public section "region with special consideration" should
read

". . .all residents of the region, with due consideration of constraints on time, travel, and noticing,
and with special consideration . . ."

