SAN JOAQUIN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
MANAGEMENT AND FINANCE COMMITTEE
ERNIE’S FOOD & SPIRITS
1351 N. Main Street, Manteca, CA 95336
HOSTED BY: CITY OF MANTECA
Wednesday, November 19, 2014
Noon
The San Joaquin Council of Governments is in compliance with the American 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.

AGENDA
1. Call to Order and Self Introductions
2. Public Comments
3. Approve Minutes of September 17, 2014

Action

4. Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) Programming of
Regional Share Allocation

Action

5. Measure K Strategic Plan Amendment for Stockton Metropolitan
Airport Improvements – Nguyen

Action

6. Fiscal Year 2013/14 Regional Transportation Impact Fee (RTIF)
Program Annual Report

Action

7. Strategic Growth Council’s Affordable Housing and Sustainable
Communities Program Call for Projects - (No Staff Report)

Information

8. Executive Director’s Report
9. Other Matters of Business
10. Adjourn to next regular scheduled meeting on Wednesday, January 21, 2015
Chair: Steve Salvatore
City of Lathrop

Vice Chair: Kurt Wilson
City of Stockton

SAN JOAQUIN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
MANAGEMENT AND FINANCE COMMITTEE
Meeting held at
Ernie’s Food & Spirits
1351 N. Main Street, Manteca, CA 95336
September 17, 2014

MINUTES
1. The meeting was called to order at 12:05 p.m. by Chair Steve Salvatore.
Attendance and Self Introductions:
Troy Brown, Tracy City Manager; Karen McLaughlin, Manteca City Manager; Harry
Mavrogenes, Airport Director; Steve Salvatore, Lathrop City Manager; Wally Sandelin, Lodi
Public Works Director; Andrew Chesley, SJCOG Executive Director; Steve Dial, SJCOG
Deputy Executive Director; Steve Mayo, SJCOG Program Manager; Kim Anderson, SJCOG
Senior Regional Planner; Rosie Gutierrez, SJCOG Office Services Supervisor.
Other Attendees:
Elena Reyes, Senior Deputy County Administrator
Committee Members Not Present:
Tammy Alcantor, Escalon City Manager; Donna DeMartino, SJRTD General Manager/CEO;
Stacey Mortenson, SJRRC Executive Director; Monica Nino, County Administrator; Steve
Schwabauer, Lodi City Manager; Kevin Werner, Ripon City Administrator; Kurt Wilson,
Stockton City Manager.
2. Public Comment:
None.
3. Approve Minutes of August 20, 2014:
It was moved/seconded (McLaughlin/Sandelin) to approve the minutes of August 20, 2014.
Motion passed unanimously by voice vote with the correction that Karen McLaughlin was not
late to the meeting.
4. 2014 Active Transportation Program (ATP) Funding Recommendations for Fiscal Year 2014/15
and 2015/16
Mr. Chesley announced that Kim Anderson will be discussing this item, and that it’s in response
to the new funding program we have regarding active transportation.
Ms. Anderson stated this is a new state program that combines several revenues into one
program to benefit active transportation. Ms. Anderson stated this is from the regional call for
projects initially in May. These applications were given to Caltrans for the statewide pot of
money which is approximately $180 million. Staff received a total of 29 applications from San
Joaquin County. In the statewide call for projects four of the City of Stockton’s were funded for

approximately $3 million and were taken off the table. There was $2.9 million remaining for San
Joaquin County for the MPO to program. The remaining 25 applications not funded in the State
level were considered for regional funding opportunity.
Ms. Anderson gave an overview on how the multi-disciplinary committee scored the remaining
25 projects. The results for the funding recommendations from committee are two projects that
were considered for partial funding. One is the Century Blvd. Project in Lodi and the second is
the Minor Avenue Project in Stockton.
Ms. Anderson stated members input will be considered along with the other committees. This
item will be presented next week to the Board, if they concur with the recommendation it will
move forward to the CTC for their consideration.
Mr. Brown asked in regards to the projects that only got partial funding would there be some
percentage of the allocation that will come off the top. Ms. Anderson said no, that is not the case.
Mr. Chesley reported on Mayor Ives comment from the last Board meeting stating he was a little
hesitancy on the group that was selected and that did the scoring because they were basically
from Stockton.
It was made/seconded (Salvatore/Sandelin) to approve the 2014 Active Transportation Program
(ATP) funding recommendations. Motion passed unanimously by voice vote.
5. Regional Transportation Impact Fee (RTIF) Program
Ms. Anderson discussed this item stating part of this is some administrative changes from the
2011 RTIF update. Last month there were recommendations from the TAC concerning the way
the annual adjustment was being handled and suggested an update to be done. When it was
reviewed by legal counsel it was determined that a Nexus Study update and a related
Amendment to the Operating Agreement needed to occur. Ms. Anderson stated the reporting
requirements are going to change and she reviewed those changes. If approved by the COG
Board, the amended operating agreement will be circulated to each member agency for review
and potential adoption by the individual governing boards/city councils. Staff will be available to
present this item if requested by the jurisdictions. Ms. Anderson stated this should occur in
October.
Mr. Dial added that until the approval has been done and it circulated to each jurisdiction for
action on the Operating Agreement the correct adjustment fee cannot be put into place for
2014-2015.
Mr. Sandelin asked about the changes in the industrial definitions. Ms. Anderson stated that was
from the 2011 update and the TAC members felt there should be a Warehouse category should
be distinct from the Industrial category because this fee is for transportation impacts and the
Warehouse category didn’t have the same impact. Ms. Anderson stated staff is describing more
with in the addendum.

Ms. McLaughlin asked about the difference between the E&R and the CCCI. Mr. Dial stated the
intent after the nexus analysis was to use E&R and have been making that adjustment based on
the CCCI. However it was not included in the nexus analysis.
This item was for discussion only, no action was taken.
6. 2015 San Joaquin Multi-Species Conservation Plan Development Fees
Mr. Mayo discussed this item stating this is the development fees handled by the Habitat
program and it is an annual adjustment every year. Staff and the HTAC Financial Subcommittee
completed the 2015 fee analysis, with this being the last year it is an increase of 9.38% to the
habitat development fees from the prior year. Mr. Mayo stated the results in the fee increase are
shown in tables 1 & 2 of the staff report. Mr. Mayo stated attachment 1 of the staff report is on
land sales that were pulled. Mr. Mayo explained by opting for participation projects can choose
any number of ways to provide mitigation for the impacts of the project through the plan.
Or the project proponent can chose to not participate in the plan and fulfill mitigation
requirements on their own with state and federal permitting agencies.
Mr. Mayo stated if the development fees are approved by the Board at their September 25th
meeting staff will notify each local jurisdiction regarding the annual adjustments to the SJMSCP
development fees and how to apply them.
Mr. Mavrogenes asked if the developer wants to bring in land in lieu he is also charged the fee.
Mr. Mayo stated just the endowment portion. Mr. Mavrogenes asked how much would that be.
Mr. Mayo answered as of 2015 it will be a combination of Assessment & Enhancement of
$3,259.76 and Management & Administration which is $1,856.24 so it would be $5,116. Mr.
Mavrogenes asked if staff was to go find the developers land then the cost would be what. Mr.
Mayo said $4,200.
Mr. Salvatore asked if SB 5 should have been taken into consideration with this item. Mr. Mayo
stated no that it has nothing to do with SB 5. Mr. Dial stated the key is that it will allow for the
take by the developer.
Mr. Chesley commented that it’s not separable and it’s important that we all to stay together and
keep the program operating.
This item was for discussion only, no action was taken.
7. Final FY 2013-14 State Transit Assistance (STA) Revenue and Apportionment Schedule
Mr. Dial presented this item stating these are funds that come from the state and is broken down
into two categories. The 99314 funds are based upon the ratio of population and the 99313 funds
to individual transit operators fare revenue compared to other fare operators in the state. The
99314 revenues decreased by $174,922 while the 99313 category increased by $132,037 which
resulted in a decreased of $42,885. On the second page of the staff report you can see the
previous estimate. On the first attachment of the staff report shows how the 99314 funds are
broken down. Mr. Dial stated the STA allocations are controlled by the State Controller’s Office.
The 99313 are regional monies and allocated by COG policy which was adopted in 2010 for a
five year period.

It was moved/seconded ( McLaughlin/Sandelin) to recommend to the Board approval of the
Final FY 2013-14 Revenue and Apportionment schedule. Motion passed unanimously by voice
vote.
8. Revised FY 2014-15 State Transit Assistance (STA) Revenue and Apportionment Schedule
Mr. Dial presented this item stating as mentioned previously the revenue estimates comes out in
phases and this is the September revenue estimate change. The new estimate is $59,684 lower
than the original estimate. Mr. Dial stated the statewide estimate remains the same for both
categories. Table 1 of the staff report shows the distribution of both the 99313 and 99314 and
table 2 shows the distributions to each individual agency.
It was made/seconded (Sandelin/McLaughlin) recommend to the Board approval of the revised
FY 2014-15 Revenue Estimate and Apportionment schedule. Motion passed unanimously by
voice vote.
9. Executive Director’s Report
Mr. Chesley reported that in June the adoption on the RTP/SCS is moving forward with
implementing the RTP and stated there were a couple of issues that have come up. Mr. Chesley
discussed the first issue on trip making and assumptions that were used. Mr. Chesley stated to
solve this staff is arranging a meeting between Metropolitan Transportation Commission,
Association of Bay Area Governments and eventually with StanCOG and SACOG to come up
with a process to determine what the right numerical assumptions are in order to come up with a
standard trip making assumption. The anticipated meeting with MTC is schedule for October
14th at Tracy’s City Hall.
Mr. Chesley stated staff will be going to the California State Resource Board most likely in
December possibly January to get their blessing on our SCS. The state law requires that the
California State Recourses Board determines if we have met the targets they set for GHG
Emissions.
10. Other Matters of Business:
None.
11. Adjournment
There being no further business to discuss, the meeting was adjourned at 12:55 p.m. to
Wednesday, October 15, 2014.
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STAFF REPORT
SUBJECT:

Regional Surface Transportation Program
(RSTP) Programming of Regional Share
Allocation

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve Projects for Programming

DISCUSSION:
SUMMARY:
The San Joaquin Council of Governments (SJCOG) staff proposes to use the Regional Surface
Transportation Program (RSTP) Regional Set-Aside Share to fund the following proposed
projects and respective phases:




SR 99 / SR 120 Operational Improvements Project (Engineering);
SR 99 / Victor Road Improvements (Engineering); and
McHenry Avenue Widening (Construction).

There is approximately $5 million needed for engineering to position two SR 99 projects for
future Highway 99 Bond Savings or State Highway Operation and Protection Program funding.
And, $5,499,000 is proposed as a dollar-for-dollar swap to get the McHenry Avenue Widening
Project out of the State Transportation Improvement Program and into the RSTP. This “fund
exchange” would enable the County to meet the project’s 2016 construction schedule.
The financing for the proposed projects would involve unprogrammed revenue as well as
advancing future year RSTP shares (from the Regional Set-Aside Share).
RECOMMENDATION:
Apply a not-to-exceed amount of $10,499,000 in “regional set-aside” RSTP funding for the SR
99 / SR 120 Operational Improvements Project, SR 99 / Victor Road Improvements Project, and
the McHenry Avenue Widening Project as identified in Table 1.
FISCAL IMPACT:
Approval of the recommendation would program $10.499 million in RSTP funding from the
regional set-aside account to three projects. The fiscal impact will be to the RSTP “regional setaside” shares through Fiscal Year 2021/22.

BACKGROUND:
SJCOG staff is proposing three projects for RSTP regional share unprogrammed balance (i.e.,
“regional set-aside”). Below is description of the RSTP, history of funding allocations against
the regional set-aside, and a description of the proposed projects.
RSTP Eligible Projects
The RSTP was established by California State Statute utilizing Surface Transportation Program
Funds that are identified in Section 133 of Title 23 of the United States Code. Projects eligible
for funding from the RSTP include:













Construction, reconstruction, rehabilitation, resurfacing, restoration, and operational
improvements on
o Federal-aid highways (i.e., on any highways, including NHS and Interstate
Highways that are not functionally classified as local or rural minor collectors)
o Bridges (including bridges on public roads of all functional classifications
including any such construction or reconstruction necessary to accommodate
other transportation modes, and including the seismic retrofit and painting of and
application of calcium magnesium acetate on bridges and approaches and other
elevated structures)
Mitigation of damage to wildlife, habitat, and ecosystems caused by a transportation
project funded under RSTP
Capital costs for transit projects eligible for assistance under the Federal Transit Act and
publicly owned intracity or intercity bus terminals and facilities
Carpool projects, fringe and corridor parking facilities and programs, and bicycle
transportation and pedestrian walkways on any public roads in accordance with Section
217 of Title 23, U.S.C.
Highway and transit safety improvements and programs, hazard elimination, projects to
mitigate hazards caused by wildlife, and railway-highway grade crossings. Safety
improvements are eligible on public roads of all functional classifications
Highway and transit research and development and technology transfer programs
Capital and operating costs for traffic monitoring, management and control facilities
Surface transportation planning programs and Transportation enhancement activities
Transportation control measures listed in Section 108 (f)(1)(A) (other than clauses xii &
xvi) of the Clean Air Act
Development and establishment of management systems under Section 303 of Title 23,
U.S.C.
Wetlands mitigation efforts related to RSTP projects

RSTP Formula Policy (approved by SJCOG Board)
The RSTP Formula Policy was approved by the SJCOG Board in December 2013. According to
the policy the funds are distributed as follows:





25% to a Regional Set-Aside (Reserve Funds) administered by SJCOG and 75%
distributed to the local jurisdictions;
The 75% to local jurisdictions would be further distributed to provide 38% to the
unincorporated County, with the remainder split among the cities based on the most
recent Department of Finance (DOF) population estimates;
Small cities have a minimum allocation of $200,000 per year.

Previous Projects approved for Programming against Regional Share
Of the $12 million allocated to this program from the SJCOG formula distribution to the
“regional set-aside” since FY 2010/11, there is an unprogrammed balance of approximately $1.5
million in this program from the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program.
Approximately $9 million in funding had previously been allocated to the Manteca Multimodal
Station ($1.5 Million) and the I-5/French Camp Interchange ($7.3 million). The I-5/French
Camp Project advanced future years of “regional set-aside” in order to commit the $7.3 million
to the project.
Last year, $1.5 million was allocated to augment the Active Transportation Program “Call for
Projects.”
Proposed Projects
1. Engineering Phase of Two Projects on SR 99:
The SR 99 / SR 120 Operational Improvements Project would add a second lane to the SR 99
northbound off-ramp / SR 120 westbound on-ramp. This improvement would alleviate weaving
issues at the SR 99 northbound off-ramp by offering additional capacity for motorists bound for
SR 120 west. The proposed improvement would also alleviate queuing that currently occurs
along the ramp and continued stacking on the SR 99 northbound mainline.
The SR 99 / Victor Road Improvements would include (a) increasing vertical clearances of SR 99
at the Victor Road / SR 12 separation, Lodi Union Pacific Railroad underpass, and the East
Lockeford Street overcrossing; (b) improving the turning radii at the SR 99 northbound on-ramp
at Victor Road and increasing the weave distance between Victor Road and Turner Road along
northbound SR 99 by realigning ramps; and (c) constructing an auxiliary lane from the entrance
of the northbound Victor Road on-ramp to the exit of the northbound Turner Road off-ramp.
These projects have been selected as priorities in order to position them for any 99 Bond Savings
or SHOPP (State Highway Operation and Protection Program) savings that may be realized in
the future.
The anticipated total engineering need for these projects is $5,000,000.

2. Construction Phase of the McHenry Avenue Widening Project
The project would improve a 1.1 mile segment of McHenry Avenue, including (a) signalizing
and widening the McHenry Avenue / River Road intersection; (b) widening McHenry Avenue to
add a center two-way left-turn lane; and (c) replacing the existing bridges across the South San
Joaquin Irrigation District Canal and the Stanislaus River.
This project is anticipated to be reprogrammed in the 2015 STIP, with the construction phase
programmed years beyond when the project is “construction ready”. This is due to the limited
financial capacity in the STIP to accommodate programming in early years. Currently, the
project is planned to advertise for construction as early as the first quarter of calendar year 2016.
In order to move the project forward, SJCOG proposes a dollar-for-dollar swap from STIP
funding to RSTP funding, accounting for $5,499,000 of overall project funding.
Table 1 below summarizes the proposed funding need.
Table 1: Proposed Funding Need for the Regional Set-Aside (STP) Category
Project
Engineering for 99/120 and 99/Victor Road
Construction RSTP/STIP Swap for McHenry
Avenue Widening Project ($ for $ swap)
TOTAL

Amount
$5,000,000
$5,499,000
$10,499,000

RSTP Apportionment
Of San Joaquin County’s annual apportionment of RSTP funding, 25 percent is set aside for
regional priority projects by SJCOG. See Table 2 below for unprogrammed balances.
Table 2: Unprogrammed Regional Set-aside Apportionments
FY
Unprogrammed from
2013 FTIP
Fiscal Year 2016/17
Fiscal Year 2017/18
Fiscal Year 2018/19
Fiscal Year 2019/20
Fiscal Year 2020/21
Fiscal Year 2021/22
TOTAL
Notes:
1.

Regional Set-Aside
$1,500,000
$1,505,650
$1,505,650
$1,558,348
$1,612,890
$1,669,341
$1,727,768
$11,079,647

Fiscal Years 2018/19 and beyond assumes 3.5% annual growth rate per SJCOG Regional Transportation Plan. It also
assumes continuation of 25% funding for Regional Set-aside Share.

2.

These are projected figures only and are contingent on federal transportation re-authorization and realized “actual
apportionments” for the Regional Surface Transportation Program.

Should there be cost savings from either the I-5/French Camp Project or higher than realized
RSTP revenues, these funds would be credited to the Regional Set-aside Share. This, in turn,
would offset (or reduce) the amount needed of future year RSTP advances.

NEXT STEPS:
If approved by the SJCOG Board, an amendment to the 2015 Federal Transportation
Improvement Program is needed to program the projects into the Regional Surface
Transportation Program.
Prepared by: Ryan Niblock, Associate Regional Planner
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STAFF REPORT
SUBJECT:

Measure K Strategic Plan Amendment for
Stockton Metropolitan Airport
Improvements

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve Measure K Strategic Plan
Amendment

DISCUSSION:
SUMMARY:
In June 2014, the San Joaquin Council of Governments (SJCOG) Board of Directors added the
Stockton Metropolitan Airport Improvements to the Measure K Expenditure Plan. This action
made the project eligible for Measure K funds without assigning it to a Measure K category. At
a later date, the Measure K Strategic Plan would instead determine how to fund the project based
upon scheduling, cash flow, and project priorities. In October 2014, the Stockton Metropolitan
Airport requested a Measure K Strategic Plan amendment to program $9.7 million in Measure K
funds for terminal related improvements (see attached letter). The improvements will upgrade
and/or modernize the facility. The Airport indicates this will maximize the Airport’s ability to
bring in other air services.
RECOMMENDATION:
Approve a Measure K Strategic Plan Amendment that adds the Stockton Metropolitan Airport
Improvements Project with a Measure K funding amount of $9.7 million. The Measure K funds
would come “off the top” as a separate category.
FISCAL IMPACT:
Approval of the recommendation would program $9.7 million in a stand-alone category for
Stockton Metropolitan Airport Improvements starting in Fiscal Year 2021. The fiscal impact is
that all other Measure K categories will be impacted by reduced Measure K revenue allocation.
BACKGROUND:
Measure K Expenditure Plan. In 2006, San Joaquin voters renewed the Measure K half-cent
sales tax program to a 30-year period up to year 2041. The Measure K Expenditure Plan calls for
street repairs, safety and operational improvements on local streets and roads, projects to reduce

congestion on streets and highways, passenger rail and bus service to provide alternatives to the
car and improve air quality of the San Joaquin Valley, as well as separation of streets from
railroads at designated crossings to improve safety. In order for a project to be eligible for
Measure K funding, it must be identified in the Measure K Expenditure Plan.
The SJCOG Board of Directors (this past June) approved the addition of the Stockton
Metropolitan Airport Improvements Project into the Measure K Expenditure Plan. Expenditure
Plan amendments do not directly assign Measure K funding, however, the SJCOG Board also
directed that the project be introduced into the Expenditure Plan as a separate category. As a
stand-alone category, the Board was briefed there is no additional revenue available to
accommodate the Airport’s request at this time and on the fiscal impact of hypothetically
allocating $9.7 million Measure K funding “off the top”. In June, the following table was
presented as an example of the impact to all jurisdictions and agencies of taking $9.7 million “off
the top”. Effectively, the cost sharing among all Jurisdictions and Agencies Participating in the
Measure K Program would be as follows:
Table 1: Fiscal Impact of $9.7 million for Standalone Airport Category
San Joaquin County:
$ 1,761,033
City of Stockton:
$ 1,651,454
City of Tracy:
$ 467,315
City of Manteca:
$ 399,995
City of Lodi:
$ 349,342
City of Lathrop:
$ 108,841
City of Ripon:
$ 81,531
City of Escalon:
$ 40,192
SJRTD:
$1,571,400
SJRRC:
$1,134,900
Grade Separation Program: $ 242,500
State Highway Program:
$1,891,500
Notes: Substantial commitments have already been made in the grade separation program so the impacts by
jurisdiction are unknown at this time. State Highway Program is fully expended, so these costs will have to be
distributed in some manner that is, as yet, undetermined. The table also does not reflect reduced revenue for the
Regional Arterial portion of the Congestion Relief category. Figures do not add exactly to $9.7 Million due to some
rounding.

Measure K Strategic Plan. The Expenditure Plan process does not address changes specific to
cost, schedule, and funding of eligible Measure K projects. Those are dealt with through a
separate process and are considered amendments to the Measure K Strategic Plan. The Measure
K Strategic Plan serves as the programming document for local sales tax revenue generated by
the Measure K Program. Furthermore, the Strategic Plan is the Capital Improvement Program for
delivery of the Measure K Expenditure Plan projects.
The Stockton Metropolitan Airport formally requested a Measure K Strategic Plan amendment to
add the Airport Terminal improvements into the Strategic Plan with a funding request of $9.7
million in Measure K. Attached to this staff report is the letter, dated October 8, 2014 for details
about the project scope and funding needs.

Stockton Metropolitan Airport Request - $9.7 million in Measure K funds
SJCOG staff has reviewed the request and determined that the expenses are eligible for
programming in Measure K and are consistent with the scope of improvements approved by the
SJCOG Board in the Expenditure Plan.
The complexity of the Airport’s letter is primarily the funding request of $9.7 million in Measure
K funds. Over the years, SJCOG Committees and the Board of Directors have been regularly
briefed that there would be no additional sales tax revenue added to the Measure K Strategic
Plan, thus no projects would be added. Briefings included the fact that there is an over
programming of Measure K funds. In part, this is due to delivery of the “Early Action Program”
which advanced Measure K funding through a bond. Also, the economic recession was
unforeseen and resulted in adverse impacts to the amount of Measure K revenue collected.
Measure K revenue projections indicate the revenue is $2 billion lower than anticipated in the
life of the program.
For the 2011 Strategic Plan Update and reaffirmed in 2013, the SJCOG Board directed staff to
defer all regional arterial project funding until 2021 in light of these developments. Since the
2013 Strategic Plan Update, Measure K sales tax revenue has demonstrated little year over year
growth. The Early Action Program continues to consume all Congestion Relief programming.
Passenger Rail and Transit agreements for the next three years are maximizing those expected
programmatic revenues and all Local Street Repair funds are being allocated per the Expenditure
Plan and Ordinance.
Recommendation:
SJCOG acknowledges the urgency of the Airport’s request for Measure K funding and the
potential economic benefits of the proposed capital improvements for the San Joaquin region.
Therefore, SJCOG is recommending inclusion of the Airport Projects identified in the attached
letter as an amendment in the Measure K Strategic Plan. The proposed Measure K funding is for
$9.7 million in Fiscal Year 2021. Programming acceleration and/or availability of Measure K
bonding due to improved economic conditions are continuously monitored by SJCOG staff.
Those may result in future opportunities to advance any project in the Measure K Program.

Prepared by: Diane Nguyen, Deputy Director and Steve Dial, Deputy Executive Director/Chief Financial Officer
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Mr. Andrew Chesley
Executive Director
San Joaquin Council of Governments
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Airport Director
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Subject: Proposed Airport Improvement Projects to be Funded by San Joaquin Council of
Governments Strategic Plan Amendment
Dear Mr. Chesley:
Thank you for your continued assistance and support. I am grateful and pleased that your board voted
unanimously to include the funding of Stockton Metropolitan Airport improvements into the COG's
Expenditure Plan. I understand that we still need to undergo the Strategic Plan Amendment proce~~ in
order to receive any specific funding. Please consider this letter our request to amend the current COG
Strategic Plan to fund $9.7 million in Airport improvements. This is consistent with the request we made ~n
the Expenditure Plan Amendment process.
The projects, mostly terminal related land-side improvements, are ready to be delivered as we have
completed working drawings for most of the work and are 95 percent complete for the balance. We have
also been aggressively pursuing air-side improvement funding from the Federal A~~iation Adiiinis~ra~ion
(FAA), with your assistance and support, especially with our participation in the Washington One Voice trip.
That effort has borne fruit as a result of the recent announcement that Stockton.Metropolitan Airport was.
awarded a $1.4 million Discretionary Grant by the FAA to complete the rehabilitation of the Terminal Apr~n.
As you are aware, we have a letter of intent from Allegiant Air to begin service to Mexico subject to our,
ability to get a Federal Inspection Services (FIS)facility constructed within a reasonable timeframe.
Several months have gone by since that initial letter. Additionally, at the Routes Air Services Conference
last month, I met with 11 different airlines. One of the Mexican airline carriers strongly indicated interest in
serving Stockton subject to implementing the FIS facility. As a result, we are requesting that you begin the
Strategic Plan Amendment process as soon as possible.
Attached is a detailed list of funding needs.
Sincerely,

rry S. Mavrogenes
Airport Director
HSM:dIv
Attachment
cc:

Board of Supervisors
County Administrator
County Aviation Advisory Board

5000 SOUTH AIRPORT WAY • TERMINAL BUILDING, SUITE 202 • STOCKTON, GILIFORN/A 95206-3996 • PHONE:(209)468.4700 • FAX:(209)468-4730

Proposed Airport Improvement Prgject to be Funded by Council of Governments
Strategic Plan Amendment

Proiect Description and Need —

~~

The Stockton Metropolitan Airport Terminal is atwo-story, 44,393 square-foot structure thal
houses airline ticket counters, airline offices, baggage claim and storage, departure lounges,
lobby area, concessions, restaurant, airport administration offices, and room for security
screening. The original facility was built in 1962 and its appearance and functionality require
upgrading and capacity expansion. A holdroom was added in 2011.
The following is a partial list of deficiencies that would be addressed under the Terminal
Moderniz~:xio.n Program:
• An FIS facility needs to be implemented to accommodate international travel.
• Restrooms are inadequate and have faulty drainage.
• Vacant ticket counters are in a state of disrepair and cannot accommodate new airlines.
• The baggage claim is too small for current activity levels and presents both security and
_safety issues.
Proiect Scope of Work —Total Cost $9.7 Million
• Restroom Renovation —under the Program element all fixtures and flooring would be
replaced; new lighting to include emergency lighting would be installed; new P-trap chargers
for floor drains would be installed; sanitary drain pipes would be replaced; and ADAcompliant stalls would be built. Estimated Costs: $400,000
• Ticket Counters Replacement and Renovation of Ticket Counter Areas A,B, and C —
Counters A,B, and C have long exceeded their useful life and need to be replaced. Under
this Prodam, acrylic sign panels would be removed and a new facade would be installed;
be
electrical and network wiring would be replaced; new -floor, ceilings, and counters would
installed as well as new accessibility signage. Estimated Costs: $110,000
• Baggage Claim Area Expansion —The present baggage area measures only 750 square feet
and does not adequately accommodate current activity levels. Under this Program element,
the baggage claim area would be relocated and significantly expanded in order to
accommodate increased activity as well as up to date security requirements. Estimated
Costs: $2.5 million (If it can be built in conjunction with the FIS facility).
• Vertical Lift — (elevator to second floor) plus structural modifications. Estimated Costs:
$100,000

~'i

• Federal Inspection Station ("FIS") Facility —Under this Program element, an 18,000 to
20,000 square-foot FIS facility would be built to meet U.S. Customs &Board Pafrol
standards. Staff has received significant input from USCPB on design and requirements.
This facility will accommodate international travel. Estimated Costs: $5.7 million
• Remaining Architectural/Engineering Services and Construction Management &
).
Administration — (some architectural and engineering fees have already been incurred
Estimated Additional Costs: $79Q,000

November 2014
Management & Finance

STAFF REPORT
SUBJECT:

Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Regional
Transportation Impact Fee (RTIF)
Program Annual Report

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Accept the Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RTIF Annual Report

DISCUSSION:
SUMMARY:
This RTIF Annual Report represents the period of July 1, 2013 through June 30, 2014 and
satisfies the requirements under the Fee Mitigation Act (Gov. Code §§ 66000 et seq.). The
report was developed based on annual RTIF activity reported to SJCOG from all participating
agencies. SJCOG staff continues to work with partner agency staff to ensure that the information
reported is accurate. All activity involving individual submissions and supplementary
information submitted to SJCOG by participating agencies is subject to an annual fiscal audit
conducted by an outside independent consulting firm.
The report includes all necessary information regarding the RTIF Program funds held by SJCOG
and the County that were distributed to the County and SJCOG from each Participating Agency
pursuant to section 5.2 of the program’s executed Operating Agreement. Furthermore, it
documents the collection, expenditure, and land use permit activities subject to the RTIF for the
report period and provides a summary of activities since program inception. The attached annual
report document details the disposition of nearly $38 million in RTIF program fees collected
since the inception of the program.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Management & Finance Committee review and accept the 2013/2014
RTIF Annual Report.
FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

BACKGROUND:
The Regional Transportation Impact Fee (RTIF) program’s objective is to generate funding from
new development projects that have an impact upon the Regional Transportation Roadway
Network and to integrate these funds with federal, State, and other local funding to make
transportation improvements identified in the RTIF Program. It is a countywide, multijurisdictional capital improvement funding program. SJCOG led establishment of the RTIF
program as the agency responsible for regional planning and programming of the regional
transportation network, the countywide network of highways, regional arterials, and related
transit services.
The program was established in October 2005; in April 2006, SJCOG entered into the RTIF
Operating Agreement with the eight local jurisdictions in the county to administer the RTIF
program. The first fiscal year of the RTIF program was 2006-2007. While the RTIF program
fees are collected by the participating agencies, the RTIF program is managed by SJCOG for the
benefit of the entire San Joaquin County region.

ATTACHMENTS:
1. RTIF FY 2013/2014 Annual Report
Prepared by: Kim Anderson, Senior Regional Planner and Lynnetta Castle, Staff Accountant

FISCAL YEAR 2013 / 2014
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION
IMPACT FEE (RTIF)
ANNUAL REPORT

November 5, 2014

Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Regional Transportation Impact Fee (RTIF) Annual Report
The Regional Transportation Impact Fee (RTIF)
program’s objective is to generate funding from
new development projects that have an impact
upon the Regional Transportation Network and
to integrate these funds with federal, State, and
other local funding to make transportation
improvements identified in the RTIF Program. It
is a countywide, multi-jurisdictional capital
improvement funding program. SJCOG led the
establishment of the RTIF program as the agency
responsible for regional planning and
programming of the regional transportation
network, the countywide network of highways,
regional arterials, and related transit services.

Participating agencies have committed in
excess of $23 million across 14 eligible
RTIF projects. Exhibit A provides a
summary of RTIF revenue commitments
and expenditures by project and
participating agency.

Arch-Sperry Road Extension from I-5 to
Performance Drive

The program was established in October 2005; in
April 2006, SJCOG entered into the RTIF
Operating Agreement with the eight local
jurisdictions in the county to administer the
RTIF program. The first full fiscal year of the
RTIF program was 2006-2007.
Since its inception, $38.2 million of RTIF
funding has been generated. Taking into account
interest and program administration expenses, a
net of $33.5 million has been generated for
project delivery. As of June 30, 2014,
approximately $11.1 million has been expended
on 14 regionally significant transportation
projects.

SR 99 at Harney Lane Interchange

Sample Projects Advanced
Eight Mile Road Widening from West Lane to
Holman which includes a Grade Separation

Hammer Triangle Regional / Interregional Bus
Rapid Transit System

Project Eligibility Criteria
RTIF is expended on regionally significant
capital improvement projects that have met
approved criteria. The criteria for highway,
interchange, and regional roadway projects
include:
1. Falls on the adopted RTIF regional roadway
network.
2. Identified in the fiscally constrained project
list of the most recent Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP).
3. Excluding interchanges, involves a capacity
improvement of one or more through travel
or passing lanes, or auxiliary lanes (i.e., turn
lanes).
4. Modeled and screened consistent with the
requirements of the Mitigation Fee Act
criteria for establishing a rational nexus.
The criteria for public transit improvement
projects include:

Project list amendments are conducted at
minimum on an annual basis. This process takes
into consideration the comments received from
each Participating Agency consistent with the
project eligibility criteria. The Master RTIF
Capital Project List, attached as Exhibit B,
provides greater detail regarding each project
description and limits. Each project on the
project list undergoes a “fair share” nexus
calculation, which identifies the percentage share
of the project cost related to the network impacts
of new development. These total “fair share”
costs form the basis of the maximum RTIF fee
structure.
During this report period, there were no
modifications to the RTIF Master Project List;
however, as part of an Addendum to the 2011
RTIF Update, two projects will be added to the
project list in FY 2014/2015:



1. Must involve an improvement to an existing
or a new service/facility which connects at
least two (2) or more cities or regions.
2. Identified in the fiscally constrained project
list of the most recent Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP).
3. Project is modeled and screened consistent
with the requirements of the Mitigation Fee
Act criteria for establishing a rational nexus.

RTIF Master Capital Project List
There were 62 projects identified in the 2011
RTP (the adopted RTP at the time of the last
RTIF update in late 2011) eligible for RTIF
revenue. Of those projects, 9 were highway
widening, 20 were highway interchange, 24 were
regional roadway, and 9 were public transit
projects.
SJCOG is responsible for establishing and
maintaining the RTIF Capital Project List. As
needs and priorities change over time, an agency
can request modifications to an existing project
and/or delete/add a project to the list. Capital

Navy Drive / BNSF Undercrossing
Project (Port of Stockton)
Austin Road / SR99 Interim Interchange
Improvements (City of Manteca).

These projects are expected to be advanced
in FY 2014/2015 and will be further detailed
in the next annual report.

The RTIF Roadway Network
The RTIF Regional Roadway Network consists
of all highway facilities along with select
existing and future roadways considered
regionally significant. During the 5th year update
of the program in 2011, two major arterials were
added to the network: Roth Road from I-5 to
Airport Way and the Arch-Sperry Road
extension from Performance Drive to I-5. Both
of these facilities are regionally significant to the
goods movement industry and the region’s
economy. During this report period, the network
was not modified. The Addendum to the 2011
RTIF update details the analysis to add Navy
Drive from the SR4 Extension to Washington
Drive to the network during FY 2014/2015.

RTIF Regional Roadway Network

Development Permit Activity
The total single-family residential land-use
activity for this report period is 685 units. As
has been the case over the last several years, the
highest permit activity was reported by the City
of Manteca with 366 units, followed by the City
of Lathrop at 111, and the City of Stockton at 93.

FY 13- 14 New Single Family Residential
Activity (In Units)

Reported multi-family permit activity was
limited to San Joaquin County (27 units) and the
City of Stockton (9 units). Since program
inception, 89% of the total residential activity
has been single-family. Total new residential
permit activity since program inception was
6,136 units for single-family and 785 for multifamily, for total reported units of 6,921 or an
average of 865 units per year. While permit
activity is slowly increasing since the recession,
it is still well below the historic highs of the
early to mid-2000s. Cumulative totals are
presented in the chart that follows.
Total Residential Perimit Activity (In Units)
through FY 13/14

The non-residential land-use activity for this
report period included 56,935 square feet of
retail, 53,941 square feet of office, and 237,827
square feet of commercial/ industrial (including
warehouse). Since program inception, a total of
nearly 19.7 million square feet of non-residential
development has been subject to the RTIF, the
majority (79%) has been commercial/industrial.
FY 06 ~ FY 13 RTIF Non-Residential Activity

FY 2013/2014 RTIF Structure
The RTIF program fee structure is set according
to a nexus analysis that links the transportation
impacts of new development projects to a “fair
share” of the cost of projects designed to
mitigate those impacts. The fee is uniform
across all participating agencies. As noted
previously, the “fair share” nexus findings from
the 2011 RTIF update form the basis of the
maximum justified fee structure. The required
analysis is detailed in the 2005 RTIF Technical
Analysis and the 2011 RTIF Update.
The fee schedule in effect at the time of the 2011
RTIF update was lower than the calculated
maximum allowed, thus the existing fee schedule
was maintained, subject to an annual fee
adjustment based on a three-year rolling average
of the percentage change in the California
Construction Cost Index (CCCI).
For fiscal year 2013/2014, the universal fee
schedule was as follows:

Regional Transportation Impact Fee
Land Use Type
Residential Single-Family DUE
Residential Multi-Family DUE
Retail (Sq. Ft.)
Office (Sq. Ft.)
Commercial / Industrial (Sq. Ft.)
Warehouse (Sq. Ft.)
Other - Per Trip Fee

FY 13/14 Fee
$3,028.25
$1,816.95
$1.21
$1.52
$0.91
$0.38
$133.61

During the administrative annual adjustment
process in June 2014, it was noted that the
methodology being utilized for the adjustment
was having the unintended consequence of
producing a negative fee adjustment even though
there had been three years of increase in the
index (as occurred with the 2014/2015 proposed
adjustment). The Addendum to the 2011 Update
addresses this issue and a new annual fee
adjustment methodology will be introduced that
will utilize the arithmetic mean of the three most
recent annual percentage changes in the CCCI.
The Addendum also clarified the definition of
the warehouse land-use category as separate
from the commercial/industrial category. These
items will be further detailed in the FY
2014/2015 report.

HISTORICAL RTIF COLLECTION

RTIF Funds Collected Since Program Inception

In summary, there has been $38.2 million of
RTIF collected by all the incorporated cities and
the County of San Joaquin since program
inception. Since this is an impact fee program
imposed on new development projects, it comes
as no surprise that revenue was substantially
reduced during the recent economic downturn,
with revenue falling precipitously between 2008
and 2009. While development has begun a slow
rebound, it remains well below historical highs.

Historical Trend of RTIF Collected (in millions)

Revenue Distribution
The individual participating jurisdictions are
responsible for collection of RTIF fees at the
time a building permit is issued. Of the total
RTIF collected, the individual incorporated cities
retain 75%, 10% is distributed to San Joaquin
County and 15% is distributed to the San Joaquin
Council of Governments. The County also
distributes 15% of total collections to SJCOG.

Historically, the City of Stockton has collected
the largest share of RTIF fees countywide;
however, Stockton was particularly hard-hit by
the economic downturn and has been slower to
recover than other cities in the region. Manteca,
on the other hand, fared remarkably well, with
steady project development throughout the
downturn. As can be gleaned from the chart that
follows, Stockton and Manteca have collected
nearly equal amounts of RTIF since program
inception:

The funds retained by participating agencies are
available to cover administrative costs up to 2%
of the first million dollars retained annually and
1% of the amount over one million each fiscal
year. Remaining funds are expended on RTIF
eligible projects at the discretion of the
jurisdiction.

FY 2013/2014 RTIF Activity Summary
Revenue & Expenditures
The RTIF Annual Activity Report is attached as
Exhibit C. The following is a summary of the
activity for the report period and since program
inception:
After distributions, operational deductions, and
project expenditures, the net RTIF generated
across participating agencies for this report
period was $2,151,561.

FY 13/14 RTIF Retained
Transit
Category (5%)
$1.861 Million

RTIF Regional
Share (15%)
$5.583 Million
Highway &
Interchange
Category (10%)
$3.722 Million

After distributions and operational costs, the net
RTIF retained by the end of the report period
across participating agencies was $25,822,557.
Cumulative to FY 13/14 RTIF Retained

The net RTIF generated and retained for
highway widening and public transit projects
between July 1, 2013 and June 30, 2014 was
$488,305. Since program inception a net of
$5.583 million has been retained by SJCOG for
project programming.
The chart below identifies projects previously
funded or currently programmed within the
transit subcategory and the unprogrammed
funding available for future projects:

TRANSIT REGIONAL SHARE BALANCES
Project (Transit)

SJCOG Regional Share
Of the RTIF collected by participating agencies,
15% is distributed to SJCOG to manage and
program on RTIF eligible projects at the regional
level. Of the total 15%, by formula 10% is to be
expended on highway, interchange, or regional
roadways to increase capacity and the remaining
5% is to be expended on public transit projects.

Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
Hammer Triangle Project
Cabral Station Improvement
Project
Remaining Transit “Regional
Share” Unprogrammed

Project
Sponsor
SJRTD

Board approved
Funding Amount
$800,000

ACE

$173,410
$887,590

In the highway, interchange, and regional
roadway sub-category, the total available funds
had previously been programmed to the SR4
Extension project. However, this project is
being delivered under budget and these funds
will be made available for programming to other
eligible projects. The chart below details
anticipated programming in this category during
FY 2014/2015:

REGIONAL ROADWAY SHARE
BALANCES
Project
Navy Drive/BNSF Undercrossing
Project
SR 99/Austin Road Interchange
Improvements
Remaining Highway,
Interchange, Regional Roadway
Share Unprogrammed

Project
Sponsor
Port of
Stockton

Funding
Amount
$1,673,000

Manteca

$ 350,000
$1,699,000

Future Activities and Next Steps
Several changes are being proposed for the RTIF
program during the coming fiscal year. Some
changes are adminstrative, others represent
policy changes to programming criteria.
In the 2011 Update to the RTIF program, several
recommendations were made and implemented
adminstratively that will be relfected in an
update to the RTIF Operating Agreement in FY
2014/2015, as will some additional modifications
being brought forward by SJCOG staff. These
changes will include:
1. Clarification of the annual fee adjustment
to specify the use of a simple three-year
rolling average based on the CCCI.
2. Clarification of the Warehouse and
Industrial land-use categories as separate
from one another with different fee rates.
3. Clarification of the “per trip” fee
category.
4. The addition of the previsouly approved
Navy Drive / BNSF project to the RTIF
Captial Project List and formally
programming funds to the project.
5. Programming of SJCOG “regional share”
funding to the Austin Road / SR99
Interim Interchange Improvement
Project.
6. Clarification of language related to
consistency of the RTIF with the
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).

7. Changes in the timing of program fee
payments from quarterly to semi-annual,
to be accompanied by semi-annual
reporting.
8. Changes in the required reporting to the
SJCOG Board from semi-annual to
annual.
In addition, SJCOG staff is proposing the use of
up to $1 million in “regional share” RTIF
funding for transportation improvements to
enhance economic development prospects
region-wide. Funds would potentially be utilized
to fund required transportation impact
mitigations for firms seeking to locate in the
region, bringing with them new jobs to San
Joaquin County. Specific program
recommendations will be developed and
potentially implemented during FY 2014/2015
following a robust analsysis of the program
against required findings for a legal nexus to the
RTIF program as required by the Fee Mitigation
Act (Gov. Code §§ 66000 et seq.).
These and any other changes to the technical
documentation and RTIF Operating Agreement
will be closely coordinated with the RTIF
Technical Advisory Committee. Staff will also
be moving forward with an Implementation
Handbook and proposing a workshop for city
and county staff to go over program changes and
reporting proceedures.
Documents referenced in this report and other
RTIF program information may be accessed
here:
http://www.sjcog.org/DocumentCenter/Index/20.
Quesitons regarding this report may be directed
to Kim Anderson, SJCOG Senior Regional
Planner at (209) 235-0565 or
anderson@sjcog.org.

Attachment A
RTIF Revenue Commitments and Expenditures by Project and Participating Agency
ID#
7
12
13
15

COG
LAT
LAT
LOD

SR-4 Extension
I-5 @ Lathrop Road
I-5 @ Roth Road
SR-99 @ Harney Lane

17
18

MAN
STK

21
23
24

STK
STK
STK

SR-120 @ McKinley
SR-99 @ Eight Mile Road
North Stockton I-5 Mainline
Interchange
SR-99 @ Morada Lane
I-5 @ Eight Mile Road

28

TRA

I-205 @ Lammers Road

36
42

RTP TIER I RTIF PROJECTS
Project Description
New alignment from Fresno Avenue to
Daggett Road
Reconstruct Interchange
Reconstruct Interchange
Reconstruct interchange

Project

STK

Eight Mile Road

STK/SJC Arch-Sperry Road

45

LAT

Lathrop Road

47
52

LAT
ESC

Golden Valley Parkway
McHenry @ Ullrey Intersection

57

COG

Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)

61

COG

ACE Capital Project

Attachment B
Master Project List

Facility Name/Route

Project
Nexus

RTIF Eligible
Cost

RTIF
Committed

RTIF
Expended

$150,000,000
$33,000,000
$16,800,000
$39,200,000

43.5%
79.1%
82.7%
54.1%

$65,250,000
$26,100,000
$13,900,000
$21,200,000

$3,396,898
$1,525,500
$800,000
$822,723

$0
$175,500
$13,851
$822,723

Reconstruct/Improve interchange
Reconstruct Interchange

$30,200,000
$122,000,000

62.0% $20,500,000
87.0% $106,200,000

$800,000
$1,100,000

$344,932
$1,084,193

Construction of new interchange
Reconstruct interchange
Interchange modification

$80,300,000
$110,800,000
$47,000,000

76.5% $61,800,000
96.0% $106,400,000
84.0% $39,500,000

$1,131,000
$1,100,000
$15,773

$1,105,034
$1,086,611
$15,773

Construction of new interchange

$86,100,000

58.0%

$49,900,000

$2,331,655

$499,963

$50,000,000

69.5%

$34,750,000

$5,217,000

$2,952,269

$55,000,000

78.0%

$42,900,000

$3,483,638

$2,067,944

$2,800,000

71.4%

$2,000,000

$124,970

$124,970

$59,300,000
$1,500,000

86.0%
73.3%

$51,000,000
$1,100,000

$349,676
$175,970

$0
$0

$35,000,000

34.0% $11,900,000

$800,000

$800,000

Widen from 2 to 6 lanes, West Lane to
Holman (Grade separation @ UPRR)
Construct 2 to 8 lanes, I-5 to
Performance Drive
Widen from 2 to 4 lanes, I-5 to east
UPRR
Parallel facility along north/west side of I5 from Lathrop Road to Paradise
Intersection improvement
Regional/Inter-Regional BRT System
(Hammer Triangle)
ACE Maintenance and Facility Expansion
TOTALS

Agency
City of Escalon
City of Lathrop
City of Lodi
City of Manteca
City of Ripon
City of Stockton
San Joaquin County
City of Tracy
SJCOG
TOTALS
Balance Remaining

ID

Gross
Project Cost

Net RTIF
$175,971
$2,195,248
$1,565,615
$8,277,745
$127,518
$7,586,583
$3,074,218
$8,329,772
$5,583,653
$36,916,323
$25,822,559

$4,000,000
$919,000,000

Committed
$175,970
$1,880,176
$822,723
$800,000
$0
$10,547,411
$1,500,000
$2,331,655
$4,370,308

Project Description

50.0%

$2,000,000
$654,400,000

$173,410
$0
$23,348,213
$11,093,764

Developer
Improvemnts

$14,381

$130,012

$144,393

Expended Net RTIF Balance
$0
$175,971
$314,321
$1,880,927
$822,723
$742,892
$344,932
$7,932,813
$0
$127,518
$6,811,825
$774,758
$1,500,000
$1,574,218
$499,963
$7,829,809
$800,000
$4,783,653
$11,093,764
$25,822,559

Project Limits

ID

Facility Name/Route

Project Description

Project Limits

Mainline Highway Projects
1
2
3

SR-4 Extension
I-5 Widening
I-5 Widening

4
5
6
7

I-5 Widening
I-5 Widening
SR-12
SR-99 Widening

8
9

SR-120 Widening
I-205 Widening / HOV

New alignment from Fresno Ave. to Navy Drive
Widen and construct HOV lanes in median with auxiliary lanes
Widen and construct HOV lanes in median from Country Club Blvd. To
Hammer Lane and restripe existing median lanes to HOV lanes from Charter
Way to Country Club Blvd.
Widen 6 to 8 lanes (Inside) and construct HOV lanes
Widen 6 to 8 lanes (Inside)
Widen 2 to 4 lanes (Outside), add turn lanes, from SR-99 to SR-88
Widen 4 to 6 lanes using inside median w/ interchange modifications &
realignment of the SR-4 east approach & connection to SR-99
Widen 4 to 6 lanes (Inside)
Widen 6 to 8 lanes (Inside/Outside)

Fresno Avenue to Navy Drive
Hammer Lane to Eight Mile Road
Country Club to Hammer Lane

French Camp Road to Charter Way
SR 120 to French Camp Road
SR-99 to SR-88
Arch Road to Crosstown/SR-99
interchange
I-5 to SR-99
I-580 to I-5

Highway Interchange
Projects
10
11

State
SR-99 @ Mariposa Road
SR-99 @ French Camp Road

Reconstruct interchange
Reconstruct interchange

SR-99 @ Mariposa Road
SR-99 @ French Camp Road

12
13

Lathrop
I-5 @ Lathrop Road
I-5 @ Roth Road

Reconstruct interchange
Reconstruct interchange

I-5 @ Lathrop Road
I-589 @ Roth Road

14

Lodi
SR-99 @ Harney Lane

Reconstruct interchange to provide 6 through lanes on SR 99, 4 lanes on
Harney and modify on-ramps and off-ramps

SR-99 @ Harney Lane

15

Manteca
SR-120 @ McKinley Exp.

SR-120 @ McKinley Avenue

16

SR-99 @ McKinley Exp.

Reconstruct/Improve interchange including necessary auxiliary lanes (P.M.
2.2/.2)
Construct new interchange

Stockton
SR-99 @ Eight Mile Road
SR-99 @ March Lane/
Wilson
I-5 @ French Camp/Arch
Sperry Road
I-5 @ Gateway Boulevard

Reconstruct Interchange (PM 35.1-35.5)
New interchange - Construct combined Wilson Way, March Lane
Interchange (P.M. 21.1-22.1)
Reconstruct existing French Camp Road Interchange, construct auxiliary
lane on I-5 , and realign Manthey Road (P.M. 20.8-21.2) (HR 3-193 #2067)
Construction of a new interchange and auxiliary lanes (PM 36.0/36.9)

SR-99 @ Eight Mile Road
SR-99 @ March Lane/Wilson

17
18
19
20

SR-99 @ McKinley Exp.

I-5 @ French Camp/Arch Sperry Road
I-5 @ Gateway Boulevard

ID

Facility Name/Route

21
22
23
24
25

SR-99 @ Gateway Blvd.
SR-99 @ Morada Lane
I-5 @ Eight Mile Road
I-5 @ Otto Drive
I-5 @ Hammer Lane

26

San Joaquin County
SR-132 @ I-5 and Bird Road

27

Tracy
I-205 @ Eleventh Street

28
29

Project Description

Project Limits

Construction of new interchange
Reconstruct interchange (PM 23.5-24.5)
Modification of interchange
Construction of new interchange and auxiliary lanes (PM 33.3/34.2)
Interchange Modification and auxiliary lanes (PM 32.6)

SR-99 @ Gateway Boulevard
SR-99 @ Morada Lane
I-5 @ Eight Mile Road
I-5 @ Otto Drive
I-5 @ Hammer Lane

Upgrade interchange, lengthen ramps, widen approaches, install signal
controls w/ necessary auxiliary lanes (P.M. 2.2/2.2)

SR-132 @ I-5 and Bird Road

I-205 @ Eleventh Street

I-205 @ Chrisman Road

Construct Interchange I-205 @ Eleventh Street; realign and widen Eleventh
Street to 6 lanes north of Grant Line Road to Byron Road.
Phase 1: Construct new interchange east-west ramps

I-205 @ Grantline Road

Modification of existing interchange

I-205 @ Grantline Road

30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38

Stockton
Lower Sacramento Road
Lower Sacramento Road
Lower Sacramento Road
Eight Mile Road
Eight Mile Road
Eight Mile Road
Eight Mile Road
Eight Mile Road
Pacific Avenue

Widen from 2 to 6 lanes
Widen from 2 to 6 lanes
Widen from 2 to 6 lanes
Widen from 5 to 8 lanes
Widen from 2 to 8 lanes (involves 1 railroad grade separation)
Widen from 2 to 6 lanes
Widen from 2 to 6 lanes (Involves 1 railroad grade separation)
Widen from 2 to 6 lanes
Widen from 6 to 8 lanes

39
40
41
42

March Lane Extension
Airport Way
Thornton Road
Arch-Sperry Road

Construct a new 8 lane Road
Widen from 4 to 6 lanes
Widen from 4 to 6 lanes
Construct elevated 4 lane arterial

Eight Mile Road to Grider Way
Grider Way to Armor Drive
Armor Drive to Morada Lane
I-5 to Thornton Road
Thornton Road to Lower Sacramento Rd.
Lower Sacramento Road to West Lane
West Lane to Holman Road
Holman Road to SR-99
Hammer Lane to March Lane - between
the Calaveras River and Hammer Lane
Holman to SR-99
Arch/Sperry Road to French Camp Road
Purshing Avenue to Bear Creek Bridge
French Camp @ I-5 Interchange to Sperry
Road/Performance Drive intersection

I-205 / Chrisman

Regional Roadway Projects

Lodi
43

Harney Lane
Manteca

Widen from 2 to 4 lanes

SR-99 to Lower Sacramento Road

44
45

Airport Way
Lathrop Road

Widen from 4 to 6 lanes
Widen from 2 to 4 lanes

SR120-Lathrop Road (Manteca)
From east of UPRR to SR-99

ID

Facility Name/Route

Project Description

Project Limits

46

McKinley Expressway
Lathrop

Construct new 4 lane expressway

SR-120 to SR-99

47
48

Golden Valley Parkway
Lathrop Road
Tracy

Parallel facility along north/west side of I-5
Widen from 2 to 4 lanes

Lathrop Road to Paradise Road
I-5 to east UPRR

49
50
51

Corral Hollow Road
Lammers Road
Linne Road
Escalon

Widen from 2 to 4 lanes
Widen from 2 to 4 Lanes
Widen from 2 to 4 lanes

Parkside Drive to Linne Road
Phase I: I-205 to Old Schulte Road
Corral Hollow Road to Chrisman Road

52

McHenry @ Ullrey
Intersection
Ripon

Intersection Improvement

McHenry @ Ullrey Intersection including
UPRR Crossing

53

River Road, Phase I

Widen from 2 to 6 lanes

North Ripon Road to Jack Tone Road

Purchase of buses for service expansion (Intercity/Interregional)
Corridor improvement costs including traffic signal upgrades, bus stop
amenities, and access enhancements
Hybrid Diesel - Electric Bus Procurement

San Joaquin County - Capital
San Joaquin County - Capital

Hammer Triangle Transfer Station

San Joaquin County - Capital

Fleet Expansion
Expand capacity of Regional Transportation Center from 110 to 250 buses

San Joaquin County - Capital
San Joaquin County - Capital

Acquisition of ACE Corridor
Maintenance facility expansion from 9 train sets to 17 train sets Phase I

Between Lathrop and Niles Junction
Location to be determined

Double track in Lathrop and track extension in Stockton

Between Stockton and Lathrop

Transit Projects
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62

SJRTD
Bus Rapid Transit Vehicles
BRT Phase III: Hammer Lane
Corridor
BRT Phase III: Hammer Lane
Corridor
BRT Phase III: Hammer Lane
Corridor
Intercity/Interregional Bus
Regional Transportation Ctr.
SJRRC
ACE Corridor
ACE Capital: Maintenance
Facility Expansion
ACE Capital: Track extension

San Joaquin County - Capital

Attachment C
RTIF Annual Activity Report: July 1, 2013 through June 30, 2014
Agencies

Land Use Type

RTIF Revenue / Interest / Distribution / Cost

1a

1b

1c

1d

1e

Single Family
Homes

Multi-Family
Homes

Retail
(Sq. Feet)

Office
(Sq. Feet)

Comm./Ind
(Sq. Feet)

RTIF Funds
Collected

Earned
Interest on
Account

2

3

4

RTIF Funds
+Interest

10%
SJC w/
Interest

15% SJCOG
w/ Interest

5
SJCOG
Interest
Earned

Credits, Reim- 15% SJCOG +
bursements,
Interest from
Refunds, Adj.
Account

For Admin. Calc.

6

7

3rd Party
Cost

2% Admin.
Cost

8

9

10

Project Costs

Report Period
Net Total

TOTAL
Program Net

City of Escalon

41

0

33,703

0

18,682

$181,940

$135

$182,075

$18,199

$27,298

$37

$0

$27,335

$136,578

$0

$3,885

$0

$132,693

$175,971

City of Lathrop

111

0

7,236

-

240

$344,808

$4,609

$349,417

$34,480

$51,721

$827

$0

$52,548

$263,216

$0

$4,950

$133,821

$124,444

$1,880,927

-

540

9,600

$44,345

$4,892

$49,667

$5,017

$6,664

$806

$0

$0

$37,985

$0

$932

$0

$37,053

$742,892

2,305

-

70,030

$1,166,435

$0

$1,166,435

$116,644

$174,965

$4,610

$0

$179,575

$874,826

$0

$17,497

$88,755

$768,575

$7,932,813
$127,518

City of Lodi

11

0

City of Manteca
City of Ripon

366

0

3

0

0

200

2,394

$11,551

$0

$11,551

$1,155

$1,733

$54

$0

$1,787

$8,664

$0

$0

$0

$8,664

City of Stockton

93

9

10,178

26,543

12,000

$481,456

$0

$481,456

$46,438

$69,657

$4,348

$0

$74,005

$365,360

$0

$6,967

$659,698

-$301,304

$774,756

City of Tracy

30

0

-

4,525

106,816

$194,513

$95

$194,608

$19,461

$29,191

$653

$0

$29,844

$145,956

$0

$2,771

$0

$143,185

$2,574,255

SJ County

30

27

3,513

22,133

18,065

$913,144

$0

$913,144

$137,040

$1,262

$0

$138,302

$776,103

$0

$26,157

$0

$749,946

$6,829,772

$498,270

$0

$9,965

$0

$488,305

SJCOG
Totals

685

36

56,935

53,941

237,827

$3,338,192

$9,731

$3,348,352

$241,394

$498,270

$12,597

$0

$503,397

$3,106,959

$0

$73,124

$882,274

For Admin. Calc.

3rd Party
Cost

2% Admin.
Cost

Project Costs

$2,151,561

$4,783,653
$25,822,557

RTIF Program Summary: Program Inception ~ June 30, 2013
Agencies

Land Use Type
Single-Family
Homes

Multi-Family
Homes

Retail
(Sq. Feet)

RTIF Revenue / Interest / Distribution / Cost
Office
(Sq. Feet)

Comm./Ind
(Sq. Feet)

RTIF Funds
Collected

Earned
Interest

RTIF Funds +
Interest

10%
SJC

15% SJCOG

SJCOG
Interest

Credits, Reim15% SJCOG +
bursements,
Interest
Refunds, Adj.

Balances as of June 30, 2013

City of Escalon

11

0

4,400

13,418

5,751

$57,644

$991

$58,635

$5,881.00

$9,547

$154

$0

$9,700

n/a

$378

$772

$0

$43,278

City of Lathrop

810

23

293,549

40,923

773,185

$3,210,898

$99,981

$3,310,879

$330,645

$480,594

$22,406

$404,407

$503,000

n/a

$32,965

$48,369

$180,500

$1,756,483

1,068,862

$1,927,999

$14,792

$1,942,791

$194,204

$289,904

$5,594

($9,838)

$295,498

n/a

$12,104

$29,138

$822,723

$705,838.88

523,413 $10,035,131

$79,784

$10,114,915 $1,011,492

$1,506,600

$33,265

($1,304)

$1,539,865

n/a

$79,330

$136,514

$256,177

$7,164,238

$15,847

$23,589

$444

$0

$24,033

n/a

$553

$2,331

$0

$118,854

$10,761,037 $1,069,867

$1,599,546

$35,907

($35,970)

$1,635,454

n/a

$84,325

$119,413

$6,152,129

$1,076,060

City of Lodi

46

6

319,894

433,328

City of Manteca
City of Ripon

2,597

250

1,049,926

546,188

9

0

17,973

32,846

City of Stockton

1,523

71

307,116

308,252

205,846

City of Tracy
SJ County
SJCOG
Totals

12

0

443

399

0

0

5,451

749

62,245

$157,237

$1,238

6,759,039 $10,697,483

$63,554

$158,475

59,587

3,647,259

$3,432,832

$26,899

$3,459,731

$345,973

$515,235

$10,315

$0

$525,549

n/a

$12,442

$49,044

$499,963

$2,431,070

329,969

2,391,407

$5,331,833

$51,484

$5,383,317

$0

$812,223

$13,101

$10,459

$825,324

n/a

$48,692

$106,537

$1,500,000

$6,079,826

0

0

0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$803

$0

$0

n/a

$48,132

$95,364

$800,000

2,320,932

1,764,511

$35,189,780

$2,973,909

122,228

n/a

15,231,161 $34,851,057

$338,723

$4,437,238

$121,989

$367,754

$5,358,423

n/a $318,921

$4,295,348

$587,482

$10,211,492

$23,670,996

2% Admin.
Cost

Project Costs

NET TOTAL

$660,606

$11,093,766

$25,822,557

RTIF Program Summary: Program Inception ~ June 30, 2014
Land Use Type
Single Family
Homes
Totals

6,136

Multi-Family
Homes
785

Retail
(Sq. Feet)
2,377,867

Office
(Sq. Feet)
1,818,452

Comm./Ind
(Sq. Feet)

RTIF Funds
Collected

Earned
Interest

RTIF Funds
+Interest

10%
SJC

15,468,988 $38,189,249

$348,454

$38,538,132

$3,215,303

RTIF Revenue / Interest / Distribution / Cost
Credits, ReimSJCOG
15% SJCOG +
15% SJCOG
bursements,
Interest
Interest
Refunds, Adj.
$4,935,508
$134,586
$367,754
$5,861,820

n/a

3rd Party
Cost
- $318,921

