SAN JOAQUIN COUNCIL
OF GOVERNMENTS
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

SJCOG Conference Room
555 E. Avenue, Stockton, CA
Thursday, February 13, 2014
10:00 A.M.
The San Joaquin Council of Governments is in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act and will make
all reasonable accommodations for the disabled to participate in employment, programs and facilities. Persons
requiring assistance or auxiliary aid in order to participate should contact Rebecca Calija at (209) 235-0600 at
least 24 hours prior to the meeting.

PARKING:
For your convenience, parking is available at the COG Regional Center. There is additional
parking available at Public Parking Lot K, located on American Street, just south of Weber
Avenue. Additional meter parking is available on Weber Avenue.

AGENDA
1.

Call to Order / Introductions / Roll Call

2.

Minutes: December 5, 2013

3.

Public Presentation
At this time, the public may address the Technical Advisory Committee on any non-agendized item that is
within the subject matter of this agency. If a member of the public wishes to speak on an agenda item he or
she is invited to address the Technical Advisory Committee at the time the item is up for consideration. A
five-minute maximum time limit for a speaker will apply to all “items from the audience”. The
determination of whether an item is within the subject matter of the Committee is a discretionary decision
to be made by the chair of the Technical Advisory Committee.

4.

Technical Items: B through D are available for action by the committee. The left hand
column identifies only recommendations from staff.

Information

A. Consent Calendar Item: E through G

Information

B. 2014 Active Transportation Program (ATP) Guidelines and Call for Projects
Schedule- Ridder

Information

C.

Information

D. 2014 California Statewide Local Streets and Roads Needs Assessment –
Local Survey - Ridder

2014 Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program Call for Projects
Update - Zepeda

CONSENT CALENDAR
Information E.

2014 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy Update
- Anderson

Information F.

Measure K Ordinance and Expenditure Plan Amendment Process – Mascardo

Information G. Status of Major Highway Projects: Project Matrix - Sheridan

5.

Other Matters of Business

6.

Meeting Adjourned to Thursday, March 13, 2014 at 10:00 a.m.

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (TAC)
San Joaquin Council of Governments
555 E Weber Ave.
Stockton, CA 95202

Thursday, December 5, 2013

MINUTES
1.

Call Meeting to Order/Introductions:
Mark Houghton called the meeting to order at 10:05 a.m. and Donald Mascardo took roll call.
Committee Members Present:
Michael King
City of Lathrop
Charles Swimley
City of Lodi
Julia Tyack
City of Lodi
Mark Houghton
City of Manteca
Gary Dickson
City of Stockton
Cindy Erdman
City of Stockton
Eric Alvarez
City of Stockton
Wes Johnson
City of Stockton
Zabih Zaca
City of Tracy
Barbara Hempstead
Caltrans, District 10
Tom Dumas
Caltrans, District 10
George Fink
SJRRC
Firoz Vohra
San Joaquin County
Dave Mendoza
San Joaquin County
Nathaniel Atherstone
SJRTD
Noel Canifax
SJRTD
Committee Members Not Present:
Mike McDowell
City of Stockton
Alex Menor
City of Stockton
Paula Fernandez
City of Lodi
Josh Swearingen
Caltrans, District 10
Juan Villanueva
Port of Stockton
Mike Selling
San Joaquin County
John Cadrett
SJVAPCD
Johanna Ferriera
City of Manteca
Khoder Baydoun
City of Tracy
Ed Lovell
City of Tracy
Kevin Werner
City of Ripon
Joseph Reyes
City of Lathrop
John Ando
City of Escalon
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SJCOG Staff Present:
Diane Nguyen
Wil Ridder
Donald Mascardo
Anthony Zepeda
Kim Anderson
Rosie Vargas

Deputy Director
Senior Regional Planner
Associate Regional Planner
Associate Regional Planner
Associate Regional Planner
Office Services Supervisor

2. Approve Minutes of November 14, 2013:
It was moved/seconded (Atherstone/Dickson) to approve minutes from November 14, 2013.
Motion passed unanimously by voice vote with 1) the correction of FirozVohra’s name in the prior
and current minutes 2) adding Nick Fong from Caltrans in attendance at TAC’s November meeting.
3. Public Presentation:
None.
4. Technical Items: B through E
A. Consent Calendar Items: None
B. Final 2014 Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) Programming
Recommendations:
Mr. Ridder presented this item stating staff is preparing the final 2014 RTIP for submittal to CTC
by December 15th. Mr. Ridder stated the ACE Track Extension project application from SJRRC
has been withdrawn in order for staff to pursue another type of funding plan to deliver that
project. Staff is currently working with the Rail Commission to put the funding plan together.
**Zabih Zaca joined the meeting during this discussion item**
Mr. Ridder stated there will be enough money to deliver one of two projects from the original
application pool. 1) Thornton Road Widening Project and 2) SR 99/Turner Interchange projects.
Staff determined there is better opportunity to deliver SR 99/Turner Interchange project and other
considerations for Thornton Road and staff will be looking at another funding plan to deliver the
projects.
Staff’s recommendation is direct funding from the STIP for SR 120/McKinley Avenue
Interchange project and SR 99/Turner Road Operational Improvement project and to continue to
work with SJRRC as well as SJC Public Works department to put a funding plan together for the
ACE Track Extension and Thornton Road Widening projects. Mr. Ridder stated with the Track
Extension project staff believes $2 or 2.5 million and commitment of other regional funding
will be able to maximize Prop 1A funding to deliver that project. With some of the other funds
from the regional discretionary programs, we will be able to fully fund the Thornton Road
Widening project.
Mr. Mendoza commented on the $3.4 million commitment for the Thornton Road Widening
project stating it is not consistent; it should be $3.518 million.
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The County staff expressed concern regarding the proposed STIP funding and being locked into a
number that is too low. Mr. Ridder stated there is not going to be any numbers locked at this
point, it’s mostly a range and staff will continue to work with project sponsors and their partner
agencies to put together the appropriate funding plans to deliver the projects.
Mr. Ridder stated the STIP funds will not be available until 2017/18 & 2018/19. If there are other
regional discretionary funds available in the nearer term, he stated we can deliver these projects
sooner than later.
It was moved/seconded (Dickson/Vohra) to adopt the final 2014 RTIP programming
recommendations and commitment of other regional funding to the ACE Track Extension and the
Thornton Road Widening Project. Motion passed unanimously by voice vote.
C. Fiscal Year (FY) 2014 Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality (CMAQ) Program:
Mr. Zepeda presented this item stating staff is initiating a 2014 Call for Projects for the FY 2014
CMAQ this month. Staff received the 2014 apportionment estimates from Caltrans of
approximately $19.4 million that will be available to the program CMAQ projects to be eligible
in 2016/17 & 2017/18. Mr. Zepeda stated the CMAQ Policy Review Committee evaluated the
existing Cost Savings Policy and proposed updates as part of the FY 2014 CMAQ funding cycle.
Mr. Zepeda reviewed the proposed updates and current scoring criteria with the committee.
Mr. Vohra expressed concern that the Air Resources Board Cost Effectiveness Calculations
Model does not accurately capture the effectiveness of roundabouts in terms of air quality
improvements. ARB model only looks at the air quality benefits of a project during peak traffic
hours. Mr. Vohra stated that roundabouts will score much higher if non-peak traffic hours are
included.
Mr. Zepeda replied that SJCOG is working to facilitate a meeting between the Air Resources
Board and representatives from the County and also with the City of Stockton. The purpose of
the meeting is to determine if there are ways to better capture the air quality benefits of
roundabouts. SJCOG hopes to schedule the meeting prior to the CMAQ Workshop in January.
It was moved/seconded (Erdman/Atherstone) to 1) authorize 2014 CMAQ Call for Projects based
on current apportionment estimates; and 2) approve the proposed updates to the SJCOG Cost
Savings Policy for the 2014 Call for Projects, and 3) approve using the current SJCOG CMAQ
scoring criteria for the 2014 Call for Projects. Motion passed unanimously by voice vote.
D. Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP), 2013 FTIP (Federal Transportation
Improvement Program) Additional Apportionments and 2014 RSTP Call for Projects:
Mr. Mascardo gave an update on this item stating last month’s meeting staff informed the
committee that there is $16.4 million of RSTP programming capacity available for 2016/17 and
2017/18. In addition to the $16.4 million, there is also a total of approximately $5.4 million of
remaining capacity of the current FTIP cycle. Mr. Mascardo stated beginning in the 2015 FTIP
staff recommends increasing apportionments for Escalon, Lathrop and Ripon to an annual
minimum of $200,000. In order to do that all other jurisdictions would have to be adjusted to
balance the interest. Attachment 1 of the staff report shows the table comparison before with
existing formula and after with the proposed $200,000 floor picture.
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Mr. Ridder added that the apportionment estimates from Caltrans has increased to about $400,000
per year and which is now up to $8.2 million.
Committee members encouraged staff to evaluate options for small cities to substitute federal
RSTP for other non-federal funds and expressed concern that the larger local jurisdictions would
be subsidizing the smaller cities.
It was made/moved (Dickson/Vohra) to 1) approve allocations of $5.4 million of additional
RSTP apportionments in the 2013 FTIP using existing allocation policy; and 2) approve
allocations of $16.4 Million of RSTP apportionments for FY 16/17 and 17/18 only with an
increase of annual minimum allocation to $200,000 for Escalon, Lathrop, and Ripon to be
apportioned from the Regional Share Set-aside; and 3) approve 2014 RSTP call for projects based
on new apportionments. Motion passed unanimously by voice vote.
E. 2014 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy Update:
Ms. Anderson gave a brief update on this item highlighting the steps taken by staff to refine the
RTP/SCS foundational scenario directed by the Board. The project list has been fully
constrained. Staff is moving forward with the modeling and hope to have the performance
measures back to the TAC in January. Ms. Anderson updated the members on the adjustments of
the schedule to extend the adoption of the 2014 RTP/SCS from March to June 2014. The draft
plan and the EIR will be presented to the Board for consideration in February.
This item was for information only, no action was taken.
5.

Other Matters of Business:
Nate Atherstone announced SJRTD adopted their short range transit plan for the next 5 fiscal
years; and said it is on SJRTD’s website.
Barbara Hempstead passed out a handout on the FY 2014/15 Transportation Planning Grant
Summary. Ms. Hempstead stated there are some changes in the program and it is online to view
the presentation that will highlight the changes as well as the grant application guide. The website
is: www.dot.ca.gov/HQ/TPP/Grants.
Donald Mascardo congratulated the City of Stockton receiving new Highway Safety
Improvement Program awards for 5 out of 7 projects that were submitted on time totaling $2.5
million in cycle six and San Joaquin County received one project grant of $675,000.
Wil Ridder said staff will be working with the jurisdictions to get the projects included in the
FTIP. Wil Ridder thanked the members for their comments and wished everyone a Happy
Holiday.
Gary Dickson commended COG staff for their flexibility and creativity and for addressing some
of the issues.

6.

Adjournment:
There being no further business to discuss, the meeting was adjourned at 11:20 a.m. to Thursday,
January 9, 2014 at 10:00 a.m.
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STAFF REPORT
SUBJECT:

2014 Active Transportation Program (ATP)
Guidelines and Call for Projects Schedule

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Information

SUMMARY:
The Active Transportation Program (ATP) was created in 2013 by Senate Bill 99 and Assembly
Bill 101 to promote the increased use of active modes of transportation, such as biking and
walking. The ATP consolidates funding from the federal Transportation Alternatives Program
(TAP), the federal Safe Routes to School (SRTS) program, the state Safe Routes to School (SR2S)
program, and the state Bicycle Transportation Account (BTA). The new ATP will divide
approximately $120 million per year between the state and regions according to guidelines
developed by the California Transportation Commission (CTC). Consistent with the federal TAP
requirements, the Draft ATP Guidelines distribute the total annual funding capacity between three
separate programs with 10% going to small urban/rural areas with populations of 200,000 or less,
40% going to Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) in urban areas with populations greater
than 200,000 and 50% going to a statewide program. All funding must be competitively awarded
with the requirement that 25% of the funds in each program benefit disadvantaged communities.
While the state (Caltrans) will manage the competitive selection process for both the statewide and
small urban/rural programs, the state is not eligible to use ATP funds. A link to the full draft 2014
ATP Guidelines is identified in the attachments.
Per the draft 2014 ATP Guidelines and schedule, the SJCOG region will have two separate
opportunities to fund ATP eligible projects. The first is as part of the statewide program and the
second is as part of SJCOG’s own MPO program. With the statewide program preceding the MPO
programs, SJCOG is seeking to work with local agencies and active transportation interest groups
to advance candidate projects for the statewide program call for projects that will begin on March
21, 2014. This may include the convening of a new multidisciplinary ATP advisory committee
that will ultimately be required to support the selection of projects through SJCOG’s MPO
program. As part of this effort SJCOG will be considering the use of Measure K
Bicycle/Pedestrian/Safe Routes to School funds to support the local match requirements of
candidate projects.
RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Discussion only.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None at this time.
SCHEDULE:









CTC adopts ATP Guidelines
Statewide ATP Call for Projects begins
Project applications due to Caltrans
MPOs submit optional guidelines to Caltrans
CTC action on MPO guidelines
CTC adopts statewide ATP projects
MPO project recommendations due to CTC
CTC adopts MPO project recommendations

March 20, 2014
March 21, 2014
May 21, 2014
May 21, 2014
June 25, 2014
August 20, 2014
September 30, 2014
December 10, 2014

ATTACHMENTS:
1) Draft 2014 Active Transportation Program Guidelines available at:
http://www.catc.ca.gov/programs/ATP/DRAFT_ATP_%20Guidelines_012914.pdf
2) 2014 Active Transportation Program Fund Estimate

Prepared By: Wil Ridder, Senior Regional Planner

State of California
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

California State Transportation Agency

Memorandum
To:

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

CTC Meeting:

December 11-12, 2013

Reference No.:

4.4
Action Item

Prepared by:

Ron Sheppard
Division Chief
Budgets

From:

STEVEN KECK
Acting Chief Financial Officer

Subject:

2014 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM FUND ESTIMATE
RESOLUTION G-13-17
RECOMMENDATION:
The California Department of Transportation (Department) requests the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) approve the 2014 Active Transportation Program (ATP) Fund Estimate.
ISSUE:
The 2014 ATP Fund Estimate’s program capacities are based on Senate Bill (SB) 99 and Assembly
Bill (AB) 101, along with the Federal Highway Administration, Commission and California State
Transportation Agency guidance. The Department will work with Commission Staff to make any
needed updates or amendments.
In addition, the following assumptions were used to calculate the 2014 ATP Fund Estimate’s
program capacities:
1. Distribution to Metropolitan Planning Organizations is based upon total population.
• Federal Transportation Alternative Program (TAP) funding distributed according to
Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP21) guidance.
• Other federal funds distributed by total population.
2. Recreational Trails not subject to Federal TAP distribution guidelines.
3. Federal Highway Safety Improvement Program funds will not be used in the ATP.
4. 95 percent obligation authority for all federal funding apportionments.
5. Fiscal year 2014-15 of the ATP Fund Estimate includes fiscal year 2013-14 carry over
funds.
6. Population based on 2010 census data.
7. State and federal resources will remain stable throughout the fund estimate period.
BACKGROUND:
The Administration proposed the ATP in the January 2013 Governor’s Budget proposal, but due to
the complex nature of the programs, and the scope of the changes proposed, the Legislature chose
to defer action on this proposal when adopting the June 15th Budget package and instead froze funds
for these purposes and inserted intent language that the ATP would be developed before the end of
the 2014 legislative session.
“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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The new ATP will divide approximately $124.2 million for active transportation projects between
the state and regions subject to guidelines that will be adopted by the Commission.
This replaces the current system of small-dedicated grant programs, which fund programs like Safe
Routes to Schools, bicycle programs, and recreational trails. The intent of combining this funding
is to improve flexibility and reduce the administrative burden of having several small independent
grant programs.
The ATP, as articulated in SB 99 and AB 101, signed into law September 26, 2013, differs from the
Administration's initial proposal in several areas. These changes reflect compromises reached with
various stakeholders and mirror concerns raised about the proposal in budget hearings, including:
1. Funding for the Environmental Enhancement and Mitigation Program continues to remain a
stand-alone program administered by the Natural Resource Agency instead of being
consolidated in the ATP.
2. The Safe Routes to Schools program is guaranteed at least $24 million of funding from the
Program funds for three years. Of this amount, at least $7.2 million is available for noninfrastructure program needs including the continuation of technical assistance by the state.
In the original proposal, the Safe Routes to Schools program had no funding minimum.
3. This proposal includes a requirement that 25 percent of all ATP funds benefit disadvantaged
communities, an addition to the January proposal.
4. The state will not exercise its option to opt out of using federal funds transportation funds
for recreational trails, which was initially part of the administration's proposal. In addition,
the Department of Parks and Recreation will retain $3.4 million of federal funds for
recreational trails.
RESOLUTION G-13-17:
BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation Commission does hereby adopt the 2014 ATP
Fund Estimate, as presented by the Department on December 11, 2013, with programming in the
2014 ATP to be based on the statutory funding identified.

Attachment

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) PROPOSAL
FUND ESTIMATE
($ in thousands)
2013-14
2014-15
RESOURCES

2015-16

2-Year
Total

3-Year
Total

STATE RESOURCES
Beginning Balance
State Highway Account
State Resources Subtotal

$0
34,200
$34,200

34,200
$34,200

34,200
$34,200

68,400
$68,400

$0
102,600
$102,600

FEDERAL RESOURCES
Transportation Alternative Program (TAP)
TAP Recreational Trails
Other Federal
Federal Resources Subtotal

$63,650
1,900
19,950
$85,500

$63,650
1,900
19,950
$85,500

$63,650
1,900
19,950
$85,500

$127,300
3,800
39,900
$171,000

$190,950
5,700
59,850
$256,500

$119,700
$119,700
DISTRIBUTION

$119,700

$239,400

$359,100

TOTAL RESOURCES AVAILABLE
URBAN REGIONS (MPO Administered)
State
Federal
Urban Regions Subtotal

($13,221)
(34,659)
($47,880)

($13,221)
(34,659)
($47,880)

($13,221)
(34,659)
($47,880)

($26,442)
(69,318)
($95,760)

($39,663)
(103,977)
($143,640)

SMALL URBAN & RURAL REGIONS (State Administered)
State
($4,829)
Federal
(7,141)
g
(($11,970)
,
)
Subtotal
Small Urban & Rural Regions

($4,829)
(7,141)
(($11,970)
,
)

($4,829)
(7,141)
(($11,970)
,
)

($9,658)
(14,282)
(($23,940)
,
)

($14,487)
(21,423)
(($35,910)
,
)

STATEWIDE COMPETITION (State Administered)
State
Federal
Statewide Competition Subtotal

($16,150)
(43,700)
($59,850)

($16,150)
(43,700)
($59,850)

($16,150)
(43,700)
($59,850)

($32,300)
(87,400)
($119,700)

($48,450)
(131,100)
($179,550)

($119,700)

($119,700)

($119,700)

($239,400)

($359,100)

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS

Notes: Individual numbers may not add to total due to independent rounding. Final dollar amounts may vary based on actual apportionment and obligational
authority by FHWA or any changes in Federal guidance.

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) PROPOSAL
URBAN REGION SHARES
($ in thousands)
FISCAL YEAR 2014-15
FEDERAL
TAP

URBAN REGIONS
MTC Region
SACOG Region
SCAG Region
Fresno COG (Fresno UZA)
Kern COG (Bakersfield)
SANDAG (San Diego UZA)
San Joaquin COG (Stockton)
Stanislaus COG (Modesto)
Tulare CAG (Visalia)
Total

$

$

10,503
2,945
28,985
1,118
895
5,052
633
612
375
51,119

FEDERAL
OTHER
$

$

3,829
1,218
9,667
498
450
1,658
367
275
237
18,199

STATE
$

$

5,816
2,247
12,213
1,005
1,021
2,013
931
562
634
26,442

TOTAL
$

$

20,149
6,410
50,865
2,622
2,366
8,722
1,931
1,450
1,246
95,760

Disadvantaged
Communities*
$

$

5,037
1,602
12,716
655
591
2,180
483
362
311
23,940

FISCAL YEAR 2015-16
FEDERAL
TAP

URBAN REGIONS
MTC Region
SACOG Region
SCAG Region
Fresno COG (Fresno UZA)
Kern COG (Bakersfield)
SANDAG (San Diego UZA)
San Joaquin COG (Stockton)
Stanislaus COG (Modesto)
Tulare CAG (Visalia)
Total

$

$

5,252
1,472
14,493
559
448
2,526
317
306
187
25,559

FEDERAL
OTHER
$

$

1,915
609
4,833
249
225
829
183
138
118
9,100

STATE
$

$

2,908
1,123
6,106
503
510
1,006
465
281
317
13,221

TOTAL
$

$

10,075
3,205
25,432
1,311
1,183
4,361
966
725
623
47,880

Disadvantaged
Communities*
$

$

2,519
801
6,358
328
296
1,090
241
181
156
11,970

Notes: Individual numbers may not add to total due to independent rounding. Final dollar amounts may vary based on actual apportionment and obligational
authority by FHWA or any changes in Federal guidance.
*Per Senate Bill 99, ATP guidelines shall include a process to ensure no less than 25 percent of overall program funds benefit disadvantaged communities.
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STAFF REPORT
SUBJECT:

2014 Congestion Mitigation & Air
Quality Program Call for Projects Update

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Information

SUMMARY:
The San Joaquin Council of Governments (SJCOG) initiated a Call for Projects (CFP) for the
2014 Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality (CMAQ) Program on December 18, 2013.
Applications for the 2014 CMAQ CFP are due to the SJCOG offices by 5:00 PM on Friday,
February 14th, 2014. The CFP will result in the programming of new CMAQ projects in Fiscal
Years (FYs) 2016/17 and 2017/18, which are being added to the SJCOG Federal Transportation
Improvement Program (FTIP) as part of the 2015 FTIP Update. An estimated $20.2 million will
be available for the CMAQ CFP. From the beginning of the 2014 CMAQ CFP development in
October 2013, SJCOG staff, in coordination with the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and
the CMAQ Policy Review Committee, have worked closely with projects sponsors to ensure that
the application development process, scoring criteria, and project selection/project eligibility
criteria have met the following standards:
1. Transparency. The application process, scoring criteria, cost effectiveness methods, and
project selection criteria were developed, reviewed and approved by the TAC and
presented for SJCOG Board of Directors approval in December 2013. This information
was included in the December 18th, 2013 CFP Announcement.
2. Objectivity. All project applications are subject to the established scoring criteria and
cost-effectiveness methods approved by the TAC and Board in December 2013. The
expectations and responsibilities of project sponsors are clearly established in the 2014
CMAQ Application and Scoring Criteria.
3. Accessibility. All of the 2014 CMAQ CFP materials have been made readily available to
potential applicants and project sponsors throughout the process. SJCOG sent the
information via email to the TAC as well as posting the 2014 CFP on the SJCOG web
page. In addition, SJCOG staff initiated meetings with partner agencies to discuss
potential CMAQ projects and address any questions related to the CMAQ Program.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Discussion only.

FISCAL IMPACT:
Based on the CMAQ apportionment estimates provided by Caltrans, there is approximately
$20.2 million dollars in CMAQ funding for the FY 2014 CMAQ Call for Projects including
$19.4 million in new apportionments and approximately $820,000 in carry-over funding from the
FY 2012 CMAQ Cost Savings pool.
BACKGROUND:
2014 CMAQ Call for Projects – Progress to Date
SJCOG staff began development of the 2014 CMAQ CFP process in October 2013. The
following is a list of milestones to date:


In October 2013, SJCOG announced the development of the upcoming 2014 CMAQ CFP
to the TAC. It was requested by TAC members that SJCOG provide clarification on the
existing CMAQ Cost Savings Policy, Cost Effectiveness Policy, and the Scoring Criteria.



In November 2013, SJCOG facilitated a meeting of the CMAQ Policy Review
Committee to establish and clarify the 2014 CMAQ Cost Savings Policy, Cost
Effectiveness Policy, Traffic Signal Default Values, and Scoring Criteria. The
recommendations of the Policy Review Committee were presented-to and approved by
the SJCOG Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and Board of Directors (Board) in
December 2013.



SJCOG staff conducted CMAQ outreach meetings with local agencies to discuss
potential projects and address questions regarding the CMAQ Program as well as to
clarify the CMAQ Scoring Criteria and Cost Effectiveness Policy (December 2013
through February 2014).



At the request of the TAC, SJCOG initiated contact with the California Air Resources
Board (ARB) to discuss the impact of Roundabout and Bicycle/Pedestrian projects in the
ARB Cost Effectiveness Model. The results of these discussions were shared with the
TAC and project sponsors via email on January 23rd, 2014.



SJCOG conducted a CMAQ Workshop for project sponsors on January 16th, 2014 to
provide an overview of the CMAQ Program and an introduction to the ARB Cost
Effectiveness Model. The results of the Workshop and a follow-up list of Workshop
questions and answers (Q&A) were emailed to TAC members and project sponsors on
January 23rd, 2014.



SJCOG staff worked with project sponsors to develop a working methodology for
demonstrating the benefits of Roundabout projects. This information was shared at the
2014 CMAQ Workshop and included in the subsequent Workshop Q&A emailed out to
project sponsor.

2014 CMAQ Scoring Committee and Project Selection
Applications for the 2014 CMAQ CFP are due to the SJCOG offices by 5:00 PM on Friday,
February 14th, 2014. The applications will be reviewed, scored and ranked by the CMAQ
Scoring Committee—an ad hoc committee made up of TAC representatives and traffic engineers
from partner agencies. All submitted applications will be reviewed and scored based upon the
existing Scoring Criteria and Cost Effectiveness Policy approved by the TAC and SJCOG Board
of Directors in December 2013.
The CMAQ Scoring Committee is scheduled to meet on Thursday, February 20th and
Wednesday, February 26th from approximately 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM to review, score and rank
the 2014 project applications. SJCOG is open to the suggestion of holding only one meeting on
February 26th, although this will be subject to the total number of applications received by
SJCOG for this cycle. The purpose of holding two meetings is to ensure that the CMAQ Scoring
Committee has adequate time to successfully review and score all project applications.
After the Scoring Committee has completed the review, scoring and ranking of the 2014
applications, a final ranked list of CMAQ funding recommendations will be presented for review
and approval to the SJCOG standing committees in March 2014. The final Board-approved
funding recommendations will then be incorporated into the 2015 FTIP update.
ATTACHMENTS:
1. 2014 CMAQ Call for Projects Schedule
2. 2014 CMAQ Application
3. 2014 CMAQ Scoring Criteria
4. 2014 CMAQ Workshop Follow Up Q&A

Prepared by: Anthony M. Zepeda, Associate Regional Planner
M\STAFFRPT\2014\February\TAC\FY 2014 CMAQ Call for Projects – Update.doc

ATTACHMENT 1:
2014 CMAQ Call for Projects Schedule
December 12, 2013:

SJCOG Board Approves the 2014 CMAQ Scoring
Criteria, Cost Savings Policy, Cost Effectiveness Policy
and Authorizes Staff to Initiate the 2014 CMAQ Call for
Projects

December 18, 2013:

Announce 2014 CMAQ Call for Projects

Dec. 2013 – Feb. 2014: SJCOG Conducts One-on-One Meetings with Project
Sponsors to Develop and Refine Potential Projects

January 16, 2014:

CMAQ Workshop for Project Sponsors

February 14, 2014:

CMAQ Applications Due to SJCOG Offices by 5:00 PM

February 20, 2014:

CMAQ Scoring Committee to Review and Score
Applications / Project Sponsor Presentations

February 26, 2014:

CMAQ Scoring Committee to Review and Score
Applications / Project Sponsor Presentations

March 12, 2014:

Present Scoring Committee Rankings/Funding
Recommendations to the Technical Advisory Committee
for Approval

March 25, 2014:

Present Scoring Committee Ranking/Funding
Recommendations to the SCJOG Board of Directors for
Approval

ATTACHMENT 2:
2014 CMAQ APPLICATION

SJCOG 2014 CMAQ APPLICATION
CMAQ Project Submittal Form
Agency: ____________________________________________________________________
Application Prepared by:
____________________________________________________________________________
Name
Title
Phone
Date
Check all that apply
Project is eligible for CMAQ under Federal guidelines.
Use of Toll Credits will not redirect nonfederal funds away from transportation.
Project complies with American Disability Act.
Project can be obligated within the timelines identified below.
Project map is attached, if applicable.
Project is consistent with the project list submitted for 2015 RTP update.
Project scope will remain the same as identified below, if awarded CMAQ funds.
Air Quality emission reduction calculations using ARB method are attached.
Applicable Air Quality Exempt Code (Refer to the Exempt code list, Appendix B)
Project is on the roadway included in the Federal Aid System
Project is part of agency Short or Long Range Plans (attach appropriate documentation)
Certification Statement
I have been duly authorized to submit the following project proposal to the San Joaquin Council of
Governments for scoring and possible programming. I certify that the information and response
contained herein are accurate to the best of my knowledge. I acknowledge that project readiness is a
key component of the scoring criteria. By signing this document I am committing my agency to
provide the required non-federal matching funds, and deliver the proposed project within the scope
and schedule specified in this application should this project be awarded funding.

Signature: ____________________________________________Date:___________________
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SJCOG 2014 CMAQ APPLICATION
The following information will be used directly in the development of the FTIP. Please use care
in writing the descriptions.

Project Name and Limits:
Project Description
(Scope):
CMAQ Request:
Local Match:
Total Project Cost:
Project Delivery Schedule
Fund
Work
2014/2015
Phase

2015/2016

2016/2017

2017/18

CMAQ
PE
ROW
Const.
Total
Local (Identify the Source of local match, refer to the “Appendix A” )
PE
ROW
Const.
Total
Project Total
PE
ROW
Const.
Total

2

Total

SJCOG 2014 CMAQ APPLICATION

Category A: Air Quality Benefits
Air Quality benefits
Proposed Project is listed as a Transportation Control Measure (TCM)
in a applicable State Implementation Plan (SIP) (Please refer to the
Timely Implementation Document (TID) table in Appendix A )
Cost-Effectiveness-dollars/pound (Submit calculations as attachment)
Please check the appropriate box; this information will be used by the person scoring your
application to look in the relevant scoring sections. Project will only receive points under one
category, check the box that best describes the proposed project category.
Category B: Proposed Project will maintain/sustain the existing transportation system
Category C: Proposed Project will relieve congestion
Category D: Proposed Project is System Expansion

Category B: Maintain Sustain the Existing Transportation

B-1 For Transit Projects Only
Please refer to ARB 2005 Methods Guidance, for On-Road Cleaner Vehicle Purchases
on page 4 in the Comments section of the Inputs Table. Use the life of the project
suggested defaults as the life cycle of the vehicle to be replaced.
Explain the current age and condition of the capital equipment to be replaced / rehabilitated:
If the proposed project is a rehab project, how long will the useful life be extended?
Provide the age of the vehicle at programmed replacement year:

Describe the applicable life cycle and level of improvement (e.g. urgent, normal, prolong %):
3

SJCOG 2014 CMAQ APPLICATION
Other information related to the proposed project relevant to this section:

B-2 For Non Transit Capital Replacements/Rehab/Diesel Retrofits Projects only
Applicant must explain the project and what makes the project eligible for CMAQ funds.
The explanation must not be covered under any other category of this criteria.
Explain current age and condition of the capital equipment to be replaced / rehabilitated:

If the proposed is a rehab project, how long will the useful life be extended?

Provide the age of the vehicle at programmed replacement year.

Describe the applicable life cycle and level of improvement (e.g. urgent, normal, prolong %):

Other information related to the proposed project relevant to this section.

Category C: Improve System Efficiency and Effectiveness
Note: Multimodal projects may score “add-on” points for the secondary modes. Please check all
appropriate boxes that best describes the proposed project.

4

SJCOG 2014 CMAQ APPLICATION
.
C-1-a Check all that applies to the proposed roadway project:
CMP Deficiency Plan Measure, or medium impact type improvement on CMP
routes
Signal interconnect of 8 or more signals
Change intersection to interchange
Traffic operations system and Transportation Systems Management (TSM) projects
Geometric improvements (left or right turn pockets or other intersection improvements)
Turn lanes or acceleration/decelerations lanes
Signal interconnect project of 3 to 7 signals
Grade separations that do not add through lanes
New traffic signal (not interconnected) or roundabout
Pave shoulders
Other , please explain below

C-1-b Check all that applies to the proposed transit Project:

✔

Significantly increase transit vehicle capacity (by 20% or more)
CMP deficiency plan measure, or medium impact type improvement affecting
intercity or interregional commute corridors (Explain below)
Significantly increase service reliability (Explain below)
Interconnection or fare coordination project
Intermodal facility (including park and ride lots) that accommodate major transfers
Significantly reduces travel/transfers time on existing route by 12% or more
Minor increase in service reliability
Minor interconnection or fare coordination project (explain below)
Intermodal facility (including park and ride lots) that accommodates significant
transfers
Reduces travel time on existing route by less than 12%
Increase transit vehicle capacity (10-19%)
Bus turnouts/bulbs
Increases passenger comfort or convenience, such as bike racks
Intermodal facility that accommodates an uncertain number of transfers
5

SJCOG 2014 CMAQ APPLICATION
Increase transit vehicle capacity from (1-9%)
Other , please explain below

C-1-c Check all that applies to the proposed Bicycle/Pedestrian Project:
CMP Deficiency Plan Measure
Bike path/lane or sidewalk that primarily serves commuters
Sidewalks where none exist, to connect to Transit Center
Project that interconnects to jurisdictional boundaries
Bike path/lane or sidewalk with mixed Commuters and other use
Sidewalk segments, including upgrades and new installations, to connect to
activity center
Other eligible non-motorized project , Please explain below

Provide Level of Service information on the roadway, transit route, or corridor in question.
(Note: Please use peak hour volumes based upon the Highway Capacity Manual to establish
LOS (A-F). For transit projects use the LOS of the highest congested roadway within San
Joaquin County that constitutes the service corridor)

6

SJCOG 2014 CMAQ APPLICATION
Does proposed project improve freight movement on the truck routes? If yes, please provide
information on the daily truck traffic.

Does proposed project involve a major intermodal freight facility? If yes, explain.

Does proposed project involve truck stop electrification? If yes, explain.

Does proposed project involve purchase of integrated, interoperable emergency
communications equipment? If yes, explain.

7

SJCOG 2014 CMAQ APPLICATION

Category D: System Expansion
D-1 and D-3: Check the appropriate box that applies to the proposed roadway project:
HOV Lanes
Improve access to major freight distribution facilities (e.g. Port of Stockton or
Stockton Airport )
Improves access to minor freight distribution facilities

D-2: Check the appropriate box that applies to the proposed transit project:
Significant expansion; including supporting features to implement regional or
interregional service significantly increase service reliability
Minor expansion; including supporting features to implement regional or
interregional service
Significant expansion; including supporting features to implement local service
Minor expansion; including supporting features to implement local service

D-4: Check the appropriate box that applies to the proposed bicycle/pedestrian project:
Bike path/lane or sidewalk that will primarily serve commuters (i.e., parallel
reliever route)
Bike path/lane or sidewalk with mixed commuter and other use
Other eligible non-motorized project, please explain below:

8

SJCOG 2014 CMAQ APPLICATION

Provide Level of Service (LOS) information on the roadway or transit route or corridor in
question. (Note: Please use peak hour volumes based upon the Highway Capacity Manual to
establish LOS (A-F). For transit projects use the LOS of the highest congested roadway
within San Joaquin County that constitutes the service corridor)

Check the appropriate box that applies to the proposed project
Proposed Project has zero emissions, explain.

Proposed Project uses hybrid, compressed natural gas, or other alternative fuel, explain.

Proposed Project uses clean diesel above current CARB standard, explain.

9

ATTACHMENT 3:
2014 CMAQ Scoring Criteria

SJCOG 2014 CMAQ CALL FOR PROJECTS
SCORING CRITERIA
CATEGORY A:
AIR QUALITY BENEFITS
Maximum 60 Points
Transportation projects that improve air quality will receive points under this category. Applicants
will submit data and calculations verifying the cost-effectiveness using the model developed by the
California Air Resources Board.
Air Quality Benefits
Project is listed as a TCM in an applicable SIP
See the Timely Implementation Document in Appendix A
Project meets SJCOG cost effectiveness threshold of $30/lb
The cost-effectiveness of an Air Quality project is based on the
amount of pollution it eliminates for each CMAQ dollar spent.
The SJCOG Board adopted the Cost-Effectiveness Threshold
Policy July 2007. The policy states that SJCOG will program at
least 20% of its CMAQ funds for an FTIP period to projects that
meet the $30/lb criteria.
Project exceeds $30/lb threshold
One point will be added to the project score for each dollar/lb
beyond the cost-effectiveness threshold (e.g. a project that
produces a reduction of $20/lb will receive ten points under
this category).

Points
10
30

1 Point/$/lb

Applications are eligible for points under Category A, Bonus Points and one of the
following categories (B, C, or D):

1

SJCOG 2014 CMAQ CALL FOR PROJECTS
SCORING CRITERIA
CATEGORY B: MAINTAIN /SUSTAIN THE EXISTING TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM
Maximum 25 Points

B-1 Transit Capital Replacements/Rehab/Diesel Retrofits Based
on Short Range Transit Plan
Urgent replacements (more than 20% beyond life cycle)
Normal replacements (Within 20% life cycle)
Rehabs that prolong life by at least 50%
Rehabs that prolong life by at least 40%
Please refer to ARB 2005 Methods Guidance, for On-Road
Cleaner Vehicle Purchases on page 4 in the Comments section
of the Inputs Table. Use the life of the project suggested defaults
as the life cycle of the vehicle to be replaced.
Other CMAQ eligible projects
Applicant must explain the project and what makes the project
eligible for CMAQ funds. The explanation must not be covered
under any other category of this criteria.

Points

B-2 Non Transit Capital Replacements/Rehab/Diesel Retrofits
Urgent replacements (more than 20% beyond life cycle)
Normal replacements (Within 20% life cycle)
Rehabs that prolong life by at least 50%
Rehabs that prolong life by at least 40%
Please refer to ARB 2005 Methods Guidance, for On-Road
Cleaner Vehicle Purchases on page 4 in the Comments section
of the Inputs Table. Use the life of project suggested defaults as
the life cycle of the vehicle to be replaced.
Other CMAQ eligible projects
Applicant must explain the project and what makes the project
eligible for CMAQ funds. The explanation must not be covered
under any other category of this criteria.

Points
20
15
20
10

2

25
20
25
15

10

10

SJCOG 2014 CMAQ CALL FOR PROJECTS
SCORING CRITERIA
CATEGORY C: IMPROVE SYSTEM EFFICIENCY AND EFFECTIVENESS
Maximum 25 Points
Emphasis in this category is on relieving existing congestion by augmenting and/or better utilizing
existing facilities (contrast with Category D System Expansion). Multimodal projects may score
"add-on" points for the secondary modes; Any bicycle/pedestrian points calculated as "add-ons"
under C-2 are NOT cut in half, but are treated just like any other add on (i.e., 1.5, 1.0, .5 as explained
below).
For transit projects, this category is intended to address fleet capacity. For bus transit projects it
implies replacing a smaller van or bus with a larger bus and for Rail projects it implies adding cars to
existing trains.
C-1: CONGESTION RELIEF
Maximum 20 Points
C-1-a: ROADWAY PROJECTS





High Impact - 20 Points

CMP Deficiency Plan Measure, or medium impact type improvement on
CMP routes
Signal interconnect of 8 or more signals
Change intersection to interchange
Traffic operations system and Transportation Systems Management (TSM)
projects

C-1-a: ROADWAY PROJECTS
Medium Impact - 15 Points
 Geometric improvements (left or right turn pockets or other intersection
improvements)
 Turn lanes or acceleration/decelerations lanes
 Signal interconnect project of 3 to 7 signals
 Grade separations that do not add through lanes
C-1-a: ROADWAY PROJECTS
Low Impact - 5 Points
 New Traffic signal (not interconnected) or Roundabout
 Pave shoulders
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SJCOG 2014 CMAQ CALL FOR PROJECTS
SCORING CRITERIA
C-1-b: TRANSIT PROJECTS
High Impact – 20 Points
 Significantly increase transit vehicle capacity (by 20% or more)
 CMP deficiency plan measure, or medium impact type improvement
affecting intercity or interregional commute corridors
 Significantly increase service reliability
 Interconnection or fare coordination project
 Intermodal facility (including park and ride lots) that accommodate major
transfers
 Significantly reduces travel/transfers time on existing route by 12% or more
C-1-b: TRANSIT PROJECTS
Medium Impact -15 Points
 Minor increase in service reliability
 Minor interconnection or fare coordination project
 Intermodal facility (including park and ride lots) that accommodates
significant transfers
 Reduces travel time somewhat on existing route by less than 12%
 Increase transit vehicle capacity (10-19%)
 Bus turnouts/bulbs
C-1-b: TRANSIT PROJECTS
Low Impact - 5 Points
 Increases passenger comfort or convenience, such as Bike Racks
 Intermodal facility that accommodates an uncertain number of transfers
 Increase transit vehicle capacity from (1-9%)
C-1-c: PEDESTRIAN & BICYCLE PROJECTS
High Impact - 20 Points
 CMP Deficiency Plan Measure
 Bike Path/Lane or Sidewalk that primarily serves commuters
 Sidewalks where none exist, to connect to Transit Center
 Project that interconnects to jurisdictional boundaries
C-1-c: PEDESTRIAN & BICYCLE PROJECTS Medium Impact - 15 Points
 Bike Path/Lane or Sidewalk with mixed Commuters and other use
 Sidewalk segments, including upgrades and new installations, to connect to
activity center
C-1-c Other Non-Motorized
Low Impact – 5 Points
 Other Eligible Non-motorized Project

4

SJCOG 2014 CMAQ CALL FOR PROJECTS
SCORING CRITERIA
All Projects under C-1 are subjected to a multiplier based on the congestion problem on the
roadway or transit route or corridor in question. For transit projects use the LOS with the
highest congestion on the Corridor.
Roadway Condition
High congestion (LOS E or F) multiply by
Medium congestion (LOS C or D)
Low congestion (LOS B)

Multiplier
1.0
0.6
0.2

Bonus Points are added after the multiplier.
C: Bonus Points –
Maximum – 1.5 Points
Additional high impact component different mode
Additional medium impact component different mode
Additional low impact component different mode

Points
1.5
1.0
0.5

C-2: FREIGHT MOVEMENT
Maximum 10 Points
C-2-a: Truck Routes
Projects that improve freight movement on truck routes will be
granted points at the rate of 1 point for each 2% daily truck traffic or
400 trucks present on the roadway (exclude pickups, use whichever
measure gives the higher score).
Or C-2-b: Intermodal Freight Facilities
Major facility that makes a major reduction on the amount of time
required for a freight container to travel through the region
Minor facility that reduces the amount of time required for a freight
container to travel the region

Points
10

Or C-2-c: Truck Stop Electrification
Project provides Truck Stop Electrification

8 Points

5

10
5

SJCOG 2014 CMAQ CALL FOR PROJECTS
SCORING CRITERIA
C-3: Emergency Equipment
Maximum 10 Points

Purchase of integrated, interoperable emergency communications equipment

CATEGORY D: SYSTEM EXPANSION
Maximum 20 Points

Emphasis in this category is on relieving existing congestion by adding new capacity (compare with
category C-1 Congestion Relief). Projects with multimodal aspects are scored as the primary mode of
the project.
Projects are not additive across the Category D subsections with the following exception: D-3 points
are additive within the D-3 subcategory. For example, if a project meets both of the criteria
established under subcategory D-3, it may receive a total of 25 points (15 +10).
All Projects under Category D are subjected to a multiplier based on the congestion problem on the
roadway or transit route or corridor in question.
For Transit projects under this category, System Expansion implies adding a new bus for Bus Transit
or adding an additional train to Rail Transit.

D-1: ROADWAY PROJECTS

Maximum
Points 15
15

HOV Lanes
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SJCOG 2014 CMAQ CALL FOR PROJECTS
SCORING CRITERIA
D-2: TRANSIT PROJECTS
Significant expansion; including supporting features to implement
regional or interregional service
Minor expansion; including supporting features to implement
regional or interregional service
Significant expansion; including supporting features to implement
local service
Minor expansion; including supporting features to implement local
service

Maximum
Points 20
20
15
15
10

D-3: INTERMODAL FREIGHT FACILITIES
EXPANSION
Improve access to major freight distribution facilities (e.g; Port of
Stockton and Stockton Airport )
Improves access to minor freight distribution facilities

Maximum
Points 25
15

D-4: BICYCLE/PEDESTRIAN COMMUTER
EXPANSION
Bike path/Lane or sidewalk that will primarily serve commuters
(i.e., parallel reliever route)
Bike path/lane or sidewalk with mixed commuter and other use
Other Eligible Non-motorized Project

Maximum
Points 20
20

Roadway Condition
High Congestion (LOS E or F) multiply by
Medium Congestion (LOS C or D)
Low Congestion (LOS B)

Multiplier
1.0
0.6
0.2

BONUS POINTS FOR ENGINE REPLACEMENT
PROJECTS USING CLEAN FUELS ABOVE CURRENT
CARB STANDARDS
Project has Zero emissions

10

15
5

Maximum 10
Points
10

Or 7
Project uses hybrid, compressed natural gas, or other alternative
fuel
Or

5

Project uses clean diesel above current CARB standard
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ATTACHMENT 4:
2014 CMAQ WORKSHOP Q & A

2014 CMAQ Workshop
Q

Questions for SJCOG Staff

The 2014 CMAQ Process:
1. When are CMAQ applications due to SJCOG?

CMAQ applications are due to SJCOG by 5:00 PM on Friday, February
14th, 2013. Please refer to attachment # 1 for additional information.

2. When will the CMAQ Scoring Committee be meeting to review and score the
applications?

The CMAQ Scoring Committee is scheduled to meet on February 20th,
2014 and February 26th, 2014.

3. What is the status of the SJCOG effort to meet with the California Air Resources
Board (ARB) to discuss the cost effectiveness of Roundabouts and Bike/Ped
projects in the ARB Cost Effectiveness Model?

ARB is willing to discuss the cost effectiveness of Roundabouts and
Bike/Ped Projects with individual project sponsors. However, they
have stated that any changes to the current ARB Cost Effectiveness
Model can only be addressed during the next model update (2015-16).

CMAQ Application and Scoring Criteria
CATEGORY A: Air Quality Benefits (page 3 of the CMAQ Application).
1. Can an applicant receive double points if they are listed as both a RACUM and
Timely Implementation Project TCM?

No. An application will receive 10 points whether it is on either list or
both lists (see page 1 of Attachment # 3 - Scoring Criteria).

2. How will an applicant know if their project is included in the project list submitted
for the 2014 RTP update?

It is the responsibility of each applicant to confirm with SJCOG staff
that their CMAQ Project(s) is included in the 2014 RTP update. Please
contact Anthony Zepeda or Will Ridder to confirm.

CATEGORY D: System Expansion (page 8 of Application)
3. Are projects identified in Categories B, C, and D eligible for additional points via
the “additive points” identified on page 6 of the CMAQ Scoring Criteria (sub
category D-3: Intermodal Freight Facilities Expansion)

No. The points within subcategory D-3 are additive within the
subcategory only. For example, a D-3 project that meets both of the
criteria established under D-3 would receive 25 points rather than 10
or 15.

For the rest of the Category D subcategories (D-1, D-2, and D-4), point
totals within the subcategories are not additive. For example, in
subcategory D-3 the criteria are not additive, thus, the maximum point
total available subcategory D-3 is 20.
In order to provide clarification and transparency for project sponsors,
as well as the CMAQ Scoring Committee, SJCOG has updated the
Scoring Criteria language to better communicate the amount of
available points identified in Category D (see Attachment #3 – Scoring
Criteria).
4. Are all projects under D-1 subject to a multiplier based on “the congestion
problem on the roadway or transit route in corridor in question”

All projects in Category D are subject to a multiplier based on roadway
congestion. The multiplier is identified on page 7 of Attachment #3 –
Scoring Criteria.

5. Are bus projects limited to only Category B – Maintain Sustain the Existing
Transportation System (page 3 of Attachment #2 – 2014 CMAQ Application)?

Category B includes Transit Capital Replacements and Non Transit
Capital Replacements. Thus, bus replacement, rehab and diesel
retrofits would fall under this category. However, non-capital
replacement Transit projects may also be eligible under Categories C
and D. Project sponsors, please contact SJCOG staff if there is a
question as to which category a particular Transit projects falls under.

2014 Default Inputs for Signal Coordination Projects
1. Length of Congested Roadway Segment: What is an example of the “extra
documentation” referred to in the Default Values for Signals (Attachment #4 –
2014 CMAQ Default Values for Signals)?

SJCOG leaves this decision to the discretion of the project sponsoring
agency/traffic engineer. Traffic engineers from each partner agency
will be part of the CMAQ Scoring Committee. The project
sponsor/project traffic engineer will have the opportunity to “present
their case” to a committee consisting of their professional peers. It
will then be up to the committee to accept or reject the documentation
provided by the project sponsor/traffic engineer.

2. What is the life cycle standard for Roundabout projects?

SJCOG identified a 20-year horizon in the example methodology
provided at the CMAQ Workshop. However, SJCOG will defer to the
traffic engineers on the CMAQ Scoring Committee if they can provide
documentation of an established industry standard for Roundabout life
cycles. The final decision will be at the discretion of the CMAQ Scoring
Committee.

February 2014
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STAFF REPORT
SUBJECT:

2014 California Statewide Local Streets and
Roads Needs Assessment – Local Survey

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Information

SUMMARY:
As part of the 2014 California Statewide Local Streets and Roads Needs Assessment all cities and
counties throughout California are being asked to complete a survey of their local roadway
conditions and financing. The culmination of this information is a statewide report that is used to
help both protect transportation funds currently available for local streets and roads purposes and
advocate for increased funding. To ensure the success of this effort SJCOG is asking that each
jurisdiction in San Joaquin County complete the online survey. Letters from the Statewide Needs
Assessment Oversight Committee have been sent to all cities and counties, addressed to the Public
Works Directors, City/County Engineers, pavement engineers, as well as Finance Directors for
help filling out the survey. The survey is available online at www.SaveCaliforniaStreets.org and
will be open until March 31, 2014.
RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Information only.
FISCAL IMPACT:
None at this time. Since the 2012 Statewide Needs Assessment, SJCOG along with all other
Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs) across the state have been contributing 50%
of the cost of the effort with the remaining 50% split between the cities and counties through the
League of California Cities and California State Association of Counties (CSAC) respectively.
For SJCOG this cost is $4,160 over the 2012 and 2014 Statewide Needs Assessment cycles that
totaled $500,000. SJCOG previously contributed the $4,160 through federal Regional Surface
Transportation Program (RSTP) funds.
ATTACHMENTS:
1) California Statewide Needs Assessment Fact Sheet
2) Instructions for Online Survey
3) Listing of Local Agencies Unresponsive to 2012 Survey

Prepared By: Wil Ridder, Senior Regional Planner
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STAFF REPORT
SUBJECT:

2014 Regional Transportation Plan/
Sustainable Communities Strategy Update

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Information

SUMMARY:
This staff report is an update on the current status of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and
the refinements made to Scenario C, following Board direction from its September 2013 meeting.
RECOMMENDATION:
This is an item for discussion only; no action is required.

FISCAL IMPACT:
The development of the 2014 RTP/SCS is programmed in the SJCOG’s Overall Work Program.
The adoption of an RTP/SCS that meets the intent of SB-375 has direct future implications on the
SJCOG Regional Transportation Plan and related Federal Transportation Improvement Program.
Should the SB-375 GHG target not be met or the 2014 RTP/SCS adopted, there are future financial
implications related to project funding, project delivery, and CEQA relief (of the project
applicant).
BACKGROUND:
The adoption of SB-375 in 2008 required the development of a Sustainable Communities Strategy
that demonstrates the ability of the San Joaquin region to reduce greenhouse gas emissions from
cars and light duty trucks through integrated land use, transportation investments, and policies.
The 2014 RTP will identify how and where the region’s future population will be housed and the
corresponding transportation investments through 2040.
Over the course of the last 14 months SJCOG staff coordinated with the local agencies on
anticipated transportation projects, financial assumptions, and regional growth potential. These
assumptions served as the basis for the four RTP/SCS scenarios developed by staff and the
RTP/SCS Advisory Committee. The four scenarios were rolled out in a public outreach process
that took place in July and August 2013.

Following the public outreach process, SJCOG staff recommended Scenario C as the basis for the
development of the 2014 RTP/SCS to the SJCOG Board at their September 26, 2013 meeting. This
recommendation was based on technical analysis, public input, and COG committees input
including the RTP/SCS Advisory Committee.
Scenario C captures the intent of SB-375 and provides the greatest transportation, regional growth
opportunities, and environmental benefits within the limits of local general plans. The RTP/SCS
Advisory Committee supported this recommendation, acknowledging that Scenario C is ambitious
yet achievable. The SJCOG Board supported staff’s recommendations with the additional
direction to work with the local agencies to further refine the project lists and regional growth
potential of Scenario C. This effort has been completed. The project lists have been reviewed and
refined by local agencies and SJCOG staff. Project costs have been matched to revenues and the
project lists are fiscally constrained. The land-use changes and modifications to the project lists
resulted in the following changes in the revenue allocation from the 2011 RTP to the 2014 RTP:


Of the anticipated nearly $11 Billion in Total Revenue:
o $3.3 Billion is allocated to roadway expansion projects, 26% less than the 2011
RTP
o $3.9 Billion is allocated to maintaining & improving the operation of the existing
roadway system, 15% more than the 2011 RTP
o $3.5 Billion is allocated to transit improvements & operations, an increase of 28%
over the 2011 RTP
o Over $280 Million is allocated to active transportation improvements, such as
bicycle, pedestrian, and streetscape; an increase of 78% over the 2011 RTP

The resulting percentages in each of the four categories of investments in the 2014 versus the 2011
RTP are reflected in the pie charts below:

SCHEDULE:
The draft 2014 RTP is scheduled to be considered by the SJCOG Board for release at its February
meeting, with Board action on adoption of the final document in June 2014. The major milestones
and deliverables leading up to the release of the Draft RTP/SCS and Environmental Impact Report
are listed in the chart below.

Overall 2014 RTP/SCS Schedule
Date
Milestone/Deliverable
February 2014
Anticipated SJCOG Board Approval to Release Draft
RTP/SCS EIR (55 day public review period)
March 2014
Anticipated Workshops & Public Hearings on Draft
RTP/SCS and EIR
April 2014
Anticipated Close of Public Comment Period and
Preparation of Response to Comments
June 2014
Anticipated Adoption of 2014 RTP/SCS and EIR

Status of Activities/Next Steps:
SJCOG staff is currently providing additional public presentations on the RTP and SCS and will
continue to do so through the release of the plan in February and during the 55-day public
comment period. Dates for the public workshops and hearings anticipated for March 2014 will be
announced soon and widely disseminated. As part of the requirements of SB375, SJCOG staff
intends to hold a workshop for the SJCOG Board and other elected officials on the draft RTP/SCS
prior to its action to consider release of the document in February. The date and time of this
workshop has not yet been determined.

Prepared by: Kim Anderson, Associate Regional Planner
M:\STAFFRPT\2014\February\TAC\RTP Update_February2014_TAC.doc
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STAFF REPORT
SUBJECT:

Measure K Ordinance and Expenditure Plan
Amendment Process

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Information

SUMMARY:
On January 29, 2014, SJCOG staff sent out a letter to interested parties soliciting proposals for
amendments to the Measure K Ordinance and Expenditure Plan. The proposed amendments are
for the 2014/15 fiscal year. Proposed requests must be submitted in writing by the County
Administrator, City Manager, Public Works Director, San Joaquin Regional Transit District
(SJRTD) General Manager, San Joaquin Regional Rail Commission (SJRRC) Executive
Director, any interested party or individual citizen to SJCOG by March 21, 2014 at 5:00 p.m.
This is a firm deadline and no amendment request will be accepted after this time.
Process Schedule:
Date

Activities

March 21

Deadline to submit proposed amendment requests

March/April

Compile and evaluate requests/circulate recommendation through committees

May

Committee input. Adoption of amendment by SJCOG Board of Directors, if any

May/June

Public hearing at SJCOG Board meeting

RECOMMENDATION:
Information only
FISCAL IMPACT:
None at this time. Fiscal impact will be evaluated as part of the amendment process.

ATTACHMENTS:
1) 2014 Measure K Ordinance and Expenditure Plan Amendment Process Schedule
2) Measure K Renewal Ordinance and Expenditure Plan – Sections 8 and 9

Prepared by: Donald Mascardo, Associate Regional Planner

2014 Measure K Ordinance and Expenditure Plan Amendment Process
May 1 – 22

January

March 21

SJCOG sends out letter to
agencies and special districts
soliciting proposals to the
Measure K Ordinance and
Expenditure Plan.

Deadline: Interested
agencies, special
districts, or interested
individuals submit a
written proposal to
SJCOG to amend the
Measure K Ordinance
and Expenditure Plan.

MAR

APR

MAY

Committee input. On May 22nd
SJCOG Board holds a public
hearing on the proposed
amendments. Upon
. the hearing, the
completion of
amendments must be passed
by a roll call vote and must
have two-thirds majority of
concurrence.

JUNE

JULY

AUG

May 22
If the SJCOG Board passes
any amendments, SJCOG
staff will notify the Board of
Supervisors, City Councils,
and Commissioners of. the
cities and special districts in
the county providing each
entity with a copy of the
proposed amendments.

JAN

FEB

SEP

OCT

.

March 24 – April 30

May 23 – July 8

SJCOG staff analyzes the proposals
and develops recommendations for
Committees. A public notice and public
hearing notice on the proposed
amendments is published in the major
local newspapers at least 45 days prior
to public hearing date.

In the event that a local jurisdiction does not agree with the
amendments, it must, by majority vote, notify SJCOG via mail, of their
intent to obtain an override of the amendments from a majority of the
cities representing a majority of the population residing within the
incorporated areas of the county and from the Board of Supervisors.
The deadline for this letter is July 8, 2013, 45 days after SJCOG
provides notification of amendment. On June 26th, a public hearing
may be also held during this 45-day period at the SJCOG Board
meeting. If a jurisdiction does not obtain he necessary resolutions
supporting the override, the Authority’s amendment to the Expenditure
Plan will stand
.If SJCOG Board takes action NOT to amend the
Expenditure Plan, then the steps identified for May 23July 8 are not applicable.

NOV

DEC

MEASURE K RENEWAL - SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PLAN

Sections 8 & 9
SECTION 8. AMENDMENTS TO THE TRANSPORTATION EXPENDITURE PLAN.
8.01. Except as specifically provided within the Transportation Expenditure Plan regarding
amending the Local Street Repair and Roadway Safety Funds distribution formula, the Authority
may annually review and propose amendments to the Transportation Expenditure Plan to provide for
the use of additional federal, state and local funds to account for unexpected revenues, or to take into
consideration unforeseen circumstances. The Authority shall act on only one package of
amendments each fiscal year. The Authority shall establish a process for proposed Transportation
Expenditure Plan amendment(s) which ensures that the affected Authority committee(s), established
pursuant to this Ordinance, participate in the development of the proposed amendment(s).
8.02. Upon completion of this process, amendments(s) to the Transportation Expenditure
Plan must be passed by a two-thirds majority of the Authority by a roll call vote entered in the
minutes of the Authority following a noticed, public hearing of the Authority. Notice of the public
hearing shall be published pursuant to Government Code section 6062. Subsequently, the Authority
shall notify the Board of Supervisors, the City Council of each city in the county and provide each
entity with a copy of the proposed amendment(s). Pursuant to Public Utilities Code 180207,
proposed amendment(s) shall become effective 45 days after notice is given, unless appealed under
the process outlined in the following paragraph. Should an appeal be filed, the Authority shall hold a
public hearing on the proposed amendment(s) within 45 days of the filing of the appeal.
8.03. In the event that a local jurisdiction does not agree with the Authority's
amendments(s), the jurisdiction's policy decision-making body must, by a majority vote, determine
to formally notify the Authority of its intent, in writing by registered mail, to obtain an override of
the Authority's amendment(s). The appealing jurisdiction will have 45 days from the date the
Authority adopts the proposed amendment(s) to obtain resolutions supporting an override of the
amendment(s) from a majority of the cities representing a majority of the population residing within
the incorporated areas of the county and from the Board of Supervisors. If a jurisdiction does not
obtain the necessary resolutions supporting the override, the Authority's amendment(s) to the
Ordinance will stand. If the necessary resolutions supporting the override are obtained within 45
days from the date the Authority adopts the proposed amendment(s), then the amendment(s) shall
not become effective.
8.04. The Transportation Expenditure Plan shall be updated by the Authority every ten
years that the sales tax is in effect to reflect current and changing priorities and needs in the County,
as defined by the duly elected local government representatives on the Authority Board. Any
changes to the Transportation Expenditure Plan must be adopted in accordance with current law in
effect at the time of the update and must be based on findings of necessity for change by the
Authority.

SECTION 9. AMENDMENTS TO THIS ORDINANCE.
9.01. This Ordinance may be amended to further its purposes. The Authority shall establish
a process for proposed Ordinance amendment(s) which ensures that the Authority committees
established by this Ordinance participate in the development of the proposed Ordinance
amendment(s).
9.02. Upon completion of that process, amendment(s) to this Ordinance must be passed by
a two-thirds majority of the Authority by a roll call vote entered in the minutes of the Authority.
The Authority must hold a noticed, public hearing on the matter before formal adoption of any
amendment to the Ordinance. Notice of the public hearing shall be published pursuant to
Government Code section 6062.
9.03. In the event that a local jurisdiction does not agree with the Authority's
amendments(s), the jurisdiction's policy decision-making body must, by a majority vote, determine
to formally notify the Authority of its intent, in writing by registered mail, to obtain an override of
the Authority's amendment(s). The appealing jurisdiction will have 45 days from the date the
Authority adopts the proposed amendment(s) to obtain resolutions supporting an override of the
amendment(s) from a majority of the cities representing a majority of the population residing within
the incorporated areas of the county and from the Board of Supervisors. If a jurisdiction does not
obtain the necessary resolutions supporting the override, the Authority's amendment(s) to the
Ordinance will stand. If the necessary resolutions supporting the override are obtained within 45
days from the date the Authority adopts the proposed amendment(s), then the amendment(s) shall
not become effective.
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STAFF REPORT
SUBJECT:

Status of Major Highway Projects – Project
Matrix

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Information

DISCUSSION:
Attached to this staff report is a project matrix developed as a project management communication
tool to provide updates on the current delivery status of projects on the state highway system. For
these major highway projects, SJCOG is an implementing agency, financial sponsor, or both and
shares in the responsibility in helping to insure the successful delivery of the projects identified.
Please see project notes section on the spread sheet for related information.
Project Information/Action (see additional staff reports)
STATE ROUTE 4 WESTERN EXTENSION TO NAVY DRIVE (CROSSTOWN)
Information regarding assistance needed from the City of Stockton to help resolve operational
issue with a Navy Drive business.
INTERSTATE 5 CALTRANS/MK CONSTRUCTION COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT
AMENDMENT
Amendment request to overall construction funding to cover shortfall needed to complete project.

Prepared By: Kevin Sheridan, Project Manager

Major Highway Project in Construction

Project Exceeding Expectations
Project Meeting Expectations
Project Not Meeting Expectations
Measure K

Existing
Funding
Total Project Cost
Commitment
(millions)

Project Description

Measure K
Highway

Highway 12 Improvements (I-5 to
Terminous) Intersection Improvement,
left turn channelization, lane extension,
and ITS.

20.5

20.5

Highway 12 Bouldin Island
Rehabilitation (Caltrans SHOPP)
shoulder widening to 10' and pavement
rehab from Terminous to Moke River

56.33

56.33

Western Extension Highway 4
(Crosstown Freeway) Extend
Crosstown Freeway from Fresno Ave to
Navy Drive.

140.4

193.64

70.2

Route 99 South Stockton (Crosstown
Freeway to Arch Road) Inside widening
to 6 lanes, interchange
modification/construction, and auxilliary
lanes

214.46

214.46

36.56

RTIF

Measure K
Local

STIP

PROP 1B
Other Local

RTIF Highway

RTIF Local

TCIF

CMIA

Route 99

HRCSA

SLPP

STIP Local
(RIP)

STIP
State
(IIP)

Other State Federal Funds

20.5

56.33
SHOPP

70.2

11

132.26

16.01

17.02

1.558

Project Phase

Begin Construction
Phase Date

Comments

Construction

May 2012

Project construction complete. Close out phase.

Construction

October 2013

Construction winterized. Construction to resume in spring.

Construction

Nov 2013

Construction contract kick off meeting 2/10/14. Unresolved Right of Way
issues needing assistance from the City of Stockton MUD, see attached
Staff Report for further details. SJCOG and Caltrans to finalize remaining
Right of Way activities and contaminated soil remediation.

Construction

February 2013

Golden Gate MLK Interchange and BNSF Railroad Structure construction on
going. Bridge local street overcorssings being prepped for inside widening of
the highway. Clark Drive access to 99 closed.
Project split into three construction phases. Construction on going for all

Route 99 Manteca (Arch Road to Rt.
120) Inside widening to 6 lanes,
interchange modifications/construction.

154.84

154.84

22.53

10

32.77

89.54

Construction

phases. Phase 1 Hwy. 99 inside widening, Phase 2 French Camp
Phases 1 & 2
Interchange, Phase 3 Lathrop Road/Main Street Interchange. Northbound 99
Summer/Fall 2012,
Main Street On-ramp permanently closed on July 8. Detour in effect until
Phase 3 Winter 2012 Lathrop Interchange is completed.Phases I&II anticipated completion Fall

Construction

August 2011

Stage I to widen the median and bridges complete. Stage II to shift traffic to
the median Northbound from Country Club to Hammer Lane complete.
Northbound lanes scheduled to be completed by August 2014. Southbound
lanes will then begin construction. Caltrans constructing rehabiliation project
between 8th Street and Country Club Blvd. Additional funding needed see
Staff Report.

Construction.

April 2011

Construction completed April 2013.

Construction

January 2013

Construction contractors are Bay Cities/Myers Inc. Joint Venture. Partnering
meetings being held between Contractors, City of Stockton, and SJCOG
staff. Construction on going.

Construction

June 2011

Construction completed, open to traffic and ribbon cutting held on 12/19/13.
Revegetation of sensitive areas ongoing.

Construction

January 2011

Construction Completed

2014, Phase III Fall 2015.
I-5 North Stockton Widening Inside
widening to 8 lanes from Country Club to
Hammer Lane with some auxiliary lanes
and HOV lane option beginning at
Charter Way.

119.5

119.5

44.22

33.35

I-205 Auxiliary Lanes construct 2 aux
lanes between Mt. House and 11th Street
and (5) Accel/Decl lanes at Grant Line,
Tracy Blvd., and Holly Dr.

19.72

19.72

10.65

9.07

48.90

48.9

9.2

47.90

47.90

9.2

71.20

55.2

27.8

893.75

930.99

32.8
SHOPP for
Construction

I-5 French Camp Road Interchange
Modify and reconstruct Interchange

Sperry Road Extension and realignment
of approximately 5,300 linear feet of
Sperry Road from Performance Drive to
French Camp Road

North Stockton Grade Separations
Constructing two roadway overpass on
Eight Mile Road and an underpass
crossing at Lower Sacramento Road

Total =

.50

193.36

58.50

251.86

21

1.5

13.50

23.7

16.3 City &
2.6 UPRR

0.00

1.50

1.50

53.40

53.40

14.4 RSTP &
IMD

3.8

93.90

42.42

221.80

402.33

19.3

5.1

19.30

24.91

70.29

1.56

160.98

89.13

14.40

14.40

02/06/2014

