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Please Note: All Board of Supervisors meetings are tape-recorded. 
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REGULAR SESSION ADDENDUM AGENDA 

DATE:   Tuesday, September 24, 2019 

TIME:   9:00 AM 

LOCATION: COUNTY ADMINISTRATION CENTER  

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS CHAMBERS 

810 Court Street 

Jackson, CA 95642 

 

 

 

1. ADDENDUM #3  

3.a. Discussion & possible action regarding The Roads "Self-Help" Measure Committee Update  

Suggested Action: Pleasure of the Board 

self-help measure summary 9-18-19.docx 

Appendix A.pdf 

Appendix B.pdf 

Sample Ordinance - TAMC.pdf 

Example Investment Plan - Madera .pdf 

SB 1 - Self Help Competitive Program.pdf 

Example Expenditure Plan - Monterey County.pdf 

Self-help Measure Prospectus 8-15-19.pdf 

Example Policies & Project Descriptions - Monterey.pdf 

SB 1 - Self Help Formulaic Program.pdf 

 

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/436692/self-help_measure_summary_9-18-19.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/436713/Appendix_A.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/436714/Appendix_B.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/436715/Sample_Ordinance_-_TAMC.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/436716/Example_Investment_Plan_-_Madera_.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/436717/SB_1_-_Self_Help_Competitive_Program.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/436718/Example_Expenditure_Plan_-_Monterey_County.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/436719/Self-help_Measure_Prospectus_8-15-19.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/436720/Example_Policies___Project_Descriptions_-_Monterey.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/436721/SB_1_-_Self_Help_Formulaic_Program.pdf
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Self-Help Measure Summary 
September 19, 2019 
 
To:  The Amador County Board of Supervisors 
 
From:  The Roads Self-help Measure Ad Hoc Committee 
 
Background: 
 
Due to years of deferred maintenance caused by a lack of State funds and revenue decreases 
during the Great Recession, our Amador County roads have deteriorated in both the incorporated 
and un-incorporated areas of the county. Funding from the new gas tax provides new levels of 
funding for all jurisdictions, but it’s not enough. There remain significant funding gaps that need 
to be bridged if we are to bring our roads up to an acceptable condition throughout the county. 
For example, just for the un-incorporated parts of Amador County it has been estimated from a 
2015 study (Public Work website) that the County requires roughly $6,000,000 annually for road 
maintenance and repair. Revenues from the State gas tax are projected to increase and plateau at 
about $3,000,000 annually (Appendix A). Thus, leaving a funding gap of approximately 
$3,000,000 annually needed for road maintenance and repair. The situation is even direr for the 
incorporated cities for Amador County (Appendix B). 
 
Therefore, representatives of both the Cities and the County have met on a number of occasions 
to discuss the possibility of a self-help tax measure to provide additional funding for all 
jurisdictions in Amador County for road maintenance and repair. Projected revenue from a ½ ¢ 
sales tax is estimated to be about $3,000,000 annually based on the revenue collected from 
Measure M which is also a ½ ¢ sales tax. In addition, population and road miles data were 
presented to the committee with the intention of using that information to develop a way of 
apportioning the estimated revenue. Discussions focused on determining an apportionment 
scheme for all 6 jurisdictions. 
 
The apportionment scheme developed by the ad hoc committee is: 
 

• The first assumption is that the transactional tax would be ½ ¢, which would result in 
roughly $3,000,000 annually based on a similar ½ ¢ measure in existence (Measure M) 

• Each of the five (5) incorporated Cities and the County will receive a base allocation 
from the first $1,000,000 of proceeds collected 
 The cities of Sutter Creek and Plymouth would receive a base allocation of 

$100,000 each annually 
 Amador City would receive a base allocation of $75,000 annually  
 The cities of Ione and Jackson would each receive a base allocation of $112,500 

each annually 
 And the County would receive a base allocation of $500,000 annually 

• The remaining $2,000,000+/‒ will be split amongst the six (6) jurisdictions according to 
the percentage of the population residing in their respective jurisdiction 
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The actual population data and the estimated amounts are shown in the tables in the prospectus 
including 10 year projection of the revenues for each jurisdiction.  
This apportionment scheme and revenue estimates were shared with all the governing boards of 
the jurisdictions involved before or on August 27, 2019. 
 
At the August 27, 2019 meeting of the Amador Board of Supervisors, the Board had some 
questions regarding how self-help measures work, how much additional funding would be 
available by being a self-help county and how would that work, the status of mileage based 
revenue schemes, and the use of road miles in the apportionment scheme. 
 
Since its discussion on the Board of Supervisors agenda, the self-help measure ad hoc committee 
has met twice to discuss the questions and concerns of the various governing boards and councils 
that would have ultimately have to approve placing such a measure on the ballot for 
consideration by the public. Included in these discussions were representatives from the Board of 
Supervisors, the 5 incorporated cities, and Amador County Transportation Commission. The 
committee discussed the aforementioned items and reviewed numerous documents describing 
them. 
 

• The ad committee heard from ACTC about their road model and traffic counts for 
Amador County and how it could be used to prioritize road maintenance and repair 
project lists. In the ACTC database are pavement condition indexes (PCIs) for all roads 
and their level of traffic. The ACTC staff illustrated how these data could be used to 
prioritize the roads in most need of maintenance and repair. 

• With respect to extra funding from SB1 due to being a self-help county there are two 
ways for that to occur: 1) through a formulaic distribution program, and 2) through a 
competitive program. The formulaic plan is population based; however, for self-help 
entities that are small there’s a minimum base allocation of $100,000 annually. The 
competitive program tends to be for larger projects, and there’s a preference for projects 
that are shovel ready which would be ideal for helping close the funding gap on the Pine 
Grove Corridor project. 

• In addition, the ad hoc committee studied a number of other documents pertaining to self-
help measures by other California Counties: 

 
 Sample Ordinance – Monterey County 
 Example Expenditure Plan – Monterey County 
 Example Investment Plan – Madera County 
 Example Policies & Project Descriptions – Monterey County 

 
The committee felt that the measure put in place by Monterey County would serve as 
good model for Amador’s planned ordinance since there are multiple jurisdictions 
involved. 
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What the Measure Entails: 
 

• A ½ ¢ transactional tax 
• A apportionment scheme as outlined in the attached prospectus 
• It was decided that a ten (10) year sunset clause should be imposed so that there will be a 

need to demonstrate effective progress with the tax payer’s money 
• The money could be spent on road repair and maintenance within the right-of-way of the 

road, which could include sidewalks in urban areas and brush clearing in the county 
• There should be an oversight committee to examine how the funding is being spent 
• Each jurisdiction should submit a list of road project which could be prioritized using the 

ACTC road/traffic model and database 
 
Follow-up Questions and Comments: 
 

1. Mileage-Based Revenue Collection: In 2018, SB 1328 created the California Road Usage 
Charge (RUC) Technical advisory committee whose purpose was to guide the 
development and evaluation of a pilot program to assess the potential for mileage-based 
revenue collection scheme as an alternative to the gas tax system. A final report from a 
pilot program of an earlier bill (SB 1077) on this subject exists. The committee is 
currently reviewing this document. 

 
2. The committee reviewed the apportionment scheme and felt the current scheme is simple 

and easy to understand. However, there was a desire to see a regional element included in 
the distribution. To that end, it was proposed that the extra-funding that our self-help 
coalition could receive, as a result of being a self-help community, can be directed toward 
more regional projects and use the ACTC road model. In particular the Pine Grove 
Corridor Improvement Project could be a beneficiary of the competitive process, and in 
the future Latrobe Road. 

 



New County Revenues from SB 1 (Beall, 2017) ‐ ALL New Revenues* 

COUNTY 2017‐18 2018‐19 2019‐20 2020‐21 2021‐22 2022‐23 2023‐24 2024‐25 2025‐26 2026‐27

Alameda 7,140,000$              18,510,000$            26,130,000$            29,780,000$            31,610,000$            33,070,000$            34,590,000$            36,250,000$            37,860,000$            39,530,000$           
Alpine  140,000$                 350,000$                 500,000$                 570,000$                 600,000$                 630,000$                 660,000$                 700,000$                 730,000$                 750,000$                
Amador  660,000$                 1,680,000$              2,380,000$              2,670,000$              2,810,000$              2,920,000$              3,050,000$              3,190,000$              3,320,000$              3,450,000$             
Butte  2,340,000$              5,960,000$              8,480,000$              9,490,000$              10,000,000$            10,430,000$            10,860,000$            11,340,000$            11,810,000$            12,280,000$           
Calaveras  1,000,000$              2,550,000$              3,640,000$              4,050,000$              4,280,000$              4,460,000$              4,650,000$              4,850,000$              5,050,000$              5,250,000$             
Colusa  790,000$                 1,990,000$              2,840,000$              3,140,000$              3,310,000$              3,440,000$              3,570,000$              3,730,000$              3,880,000$              4,020,000$             
Contra Costa  5,960,000$              15,460,000$            21,820,000$            24,870,000$            26,400,000$            27,630,000$            28,900,000$            30,280,000$            31,620,000$            33,010,000$           
Del Norte  410,000$                 1,040,000$              1,490,000$              1,640,000$              1,730,000$              1,800,000$              1,870,000$              1,950,000$              2,040,000$              2,110,000$             
El Dorado  2,100,000$              5,440,000$              7,700,000$              8,760,000$              9,280,000$              9,700,000$              10,150,000$            10,620,000$            11,100,000$            11,570,000$           
Fresno  7,160,000$              18,290,000$            26,010,000$            29,120,000$            30,770,000$            32,090,000$            33,440,000$            34,900,000$            36,350,000$            37,850,000$           
Glenn  960,000$                 2,420,000$              3,440,000$              3,820,000$              4,030,000$              4,180,000$              4,350,000$              4,520,000$              4,710,000$              4,890,000$             
Humboldt  1,860,000$              4,720,000$              6,740,000$              7,500,000$              7,920,000$              8,250,000$              8,590,000$              8,950,000$              9,310,000$              9,690,000$             
Imperial  3,240,000$              8,170,000$              11,700,000$            12,910,000$            13,590,000$            14,150,000$            14,690,000$            15,310,000$            15,890,000$            16,510,000$           
Inyo  1,150,000$              2,910,000$              4,150,000$              4,600,000$              4,850,000$              5,050,000$              5,250,000$              5,460,000$              5,690,000$              5,910,000$             
Kern  6,740,000$              17,250,000$            24,510,000$            27,540,000$            29,120,000$            30,390,000$            31,690,000$            33,110,000$            34,500,000$            35,940,000$           
Kings  1,410,000$              3,580,000$              5,110,000$              5,670,000$              5,970,000$              6,230,000$              6,470,000$              6,750,000$              7,010,000$              7,290,000$             
Lake  1,000,000$              2,540,000$              3,630,000$              4,050,000$              4,280,000$              4,450,000$              4,640,000$              4,840,000$              5,040,000$              5,250,000$             
Lassen  970,000$                 2,470,000$              3,520,000$              3,920,000$              4,130,000$              4,290,000$              4,470,000$              4,670,000$              4,860,000$              5,050,000$             
Los Angeles  43,150,000$            111,800,000$         157,870,000$         179,860,000$         190,910,000$         199,780,000$         208,930,000$         218,870,000$         228,610,000$         238,660,000$        
Madera  2,040,000$              5,180,000$              7,400,000$              8,200,000$              8,630,000$              8,990,000$              9,350,000$              9,740,000$              10,120,000$            10,510,000$           
Marin  1,620,000$              4,170,000$              5,920,000$              6,700,000$              7,100,000$              7,430,000$              7,760,000$              8,120,000$              8,470,000$              8,840,000$             
Mariposa  640,000$                 1,620,000$              2,320,000$              2,580,000$              2,720,000$              2,830,000$              2,940,000$              3,070,000$              3,190,000$              3,330,000$             
Mendocino  1,490,000$              3,790,000$              5,420,000$              6,030,000$              6,370,000$              6,630,000$              6,910,000$              7,200,000$              7,490,000$              7,780,000$             
Merced  2,700,000$              6,860,000$              9,800,000$              10,890,000$            11,480,000$            11,960,000$            12,450,000$            12,970,000$            13,490,000$            14,030,000$           
Modoc  940,000$                 2,370,000$              3,390,000$              3,770,000$              3,980,000$              4,130,000$              4,300,000$              4,480,000$              4,650,000$              4,850,000$             
Mono  690,000$                 1,760,000$              2,520,000$              2,810,000$              2,960,000$              3,090,000$              3,210,000$              3,350,000$              3,480,000$              3,620,000$             
Monterey  2,950,000$              7,570,000$              10,740,000$            12,090,000$            12,800,000$            13,370,000$            13,940,000$            14,570,000$            15,190,000$            15,830,000$           
Napa  1,150,000$              2,930,000$              4,160,000$              4,700,000$              4,970,000$              5,190,000$              5,420,000$              5,670,000$              5,910,000$              6,160,000$             
Nevada  1,170,000$              3,010,000$              4,260,000$              4,820,000$              5,100,000$              5,330,000$              5,560,000$              5,820,000$              6,070,000$              6,340,000$             
Orange  14,730,000$            38,240,000$            53,950,000$            61,580,000$            65,390,000$            68,460,000$            71,620,000$            75,060,000$            78,410,000$            81,890,000$           
Placer  3,030,000$              7,860,000$              11,110,000$            12,650,000$            13,420,000$            14,050,000$            14,690,000$            15,400,000$            16,080,000$            16,780,000$           
Plumas  780,000$                 1,990,000$              2,820,000$              3,180,000$              3,360,000$              3,520,000$              3,670,000$              3,840,000$              4,010,000$              4,180,000$             
Riverside  11,850,000$            30,570,000$            43,260,000$            49,070,000$            52,020,000$            54,390,000$            56,830,000$            59,490,000$            62,090,000$            64,770,000$           
Sacramento  8,800,000$              22,720,000$            32,160,000$            36,480,000$            38,670,000$            40,440,000$            42,250,000$            44,220,000$            46,150,000$            48,150,000$           
San Benito  660,000$                 1,690,000$              2,400,000$              2,680,000$              2,840,000$              2,950,000$              3,070,000$              3,210,000$              3,340,000$              3,480,000$             
San Bernardino  11,470,000$            29,620,000$            41,890,000$            47,560,000$            50,420,000$            52,730,000$            55,110,000$            57,690,000$            60,210,000$            62,830,000$           
San Diego  16,510,000$            42,730,000$            60,360,000$            68,710,000$            72,900,000$            76,270,000$            79,750,000$            83,530,000$            87,230,000$            91,040,000$           
San Francisco** 3,360,000$              8,620,000$              12,230,000$            13,780,000$            14,580,000$            15,240,000$            15,890,000$            16,620,000$            17,330,000$            18,050,000$           
San Joaquin  4,770,000$              12,240,000$            17,350,000$            19,570,000$            20,700,000$            21,620,000$            22,560,000$            23,590,000$            24,600,000$            25,630,000$           

CSAC Estimates ‐ May 16, 2017



Estimated: 11-Jan-18

AMADOR COUNTY
AMADOR 1,320                    3,424                       4,851                     5,488                     5,813                     6,075                     6,344                     6,638                     6,925                     7,221                     54,099
IONE 54,159                 140,488                  199,002                225,139                238,500                249,243                260,287                272,323                284,087                296,247                2,219,476
JACKSON 33,092                 85,840                    121,593                137,563                145,727                152,291                159,039                166,393                173,581                181,011                1,356,129
PLYMOUTH 6,902                    17,903                    25,359                   28,690                   30,392                   31,761                   33,169                   34,702                   36,202                   37,751                   282,830
SUTTER CREEK 17,661                 45,812                    64,893                   73,416                   77,773                   81,276                   84,878                   88,803                   92,639                   96,604                   723,754
County of Amador 642,205               1,665,867               2,380,000             2,670,000             2,810,000             2,920,000             3,050,000             3,190,000             3,320,000             3,450,000             26,098,072

Total Cities & County: Amador 755,339               1,959,334               2,795,699             3,140,296             3,308,206             3,440,646             3,593,716             3,758,859             3,913,433             4,068,833             30,734,361



































































































































































































Annual revenue projections

Assumptions:

Total revenue based on Measure M 0.5% tax revenues:  $3,000,000

From total revenues distribute baseline revenue to each city and County (amount varies)

Distribute remaining revenues proportionally to each entity based on unincarcerated population

Assumes 10 year sunset

Poulation‐based Total 

Percentage  of Baseline Proportional Annual

Population Total Population Revenue Revenue (est.) Revenue (est.)

Amador City  188 0.54 $75,000 $10,898 $85,898

Ione  4,200 12.17 $112,500 $243,457 $355,957

Jackson  4,770 13.82 $112,500 $276,498 $388,998

Plymouth  1,012 2.93 $100,000 $58,662 $158,662

Sutter Creek  2,559 7.42 $100,000 $148,335 $248,335

County  21,774 63.11 $500,000 $1,262,151 $1,762,151

Total  34,503 100.00 $1,000,000



10‐year revenue projections

Assumptions:

Total revenue based on Measure M 0.5% tax revenues:  $3,000,000

From total revenues distribute baseline revenue to each city and County (amount varies)

Distribute remaining revenues proportionally to each entity based on unincarcerated population

FY 20/21 revenues begin 01‐01‐21 and FY 30/31 revenues end 12‐31‐30

Assumes 10 year sunset

FY 19/20 FY 20/21* FY 21/22 FY 22/23 FY 23/24 FY 24/25 FY 25/26 FY 26/27 FY 27/28 FY 28/29 FY 29/30 FY 30/31*

Amador City  $0 $42,949 $128,847 $214,745 $300,643 $386,541 $472,439 $558,337 $644,235 $730,133 $816,031 $858,980

Ione  $0 $177,979 $533,936 $889,893 $1,245,850 $1,601,807 $1,957,764 $2,313,721 $2,669,678 $3,025,635 $3,381,592 $3,559,570

Jackson  $0 $194,499 $583,497 $972,495 $1,361,493 $1,750,491 $2,139,489 $2,528,487 $2,917,485 $3,306,483 $3,695,481 $3,889,980

Plymouth  $0 $79,331 $237,993 $396,655 $555,317 $713,979 $872,641 $1,031,303 $1,189,965 $1,348,627 $1,507,289 $1,586,620

Sutter Creek  $0 $124,168 $372,503 $620,838 $869,173 $1,117,508 $1,365,843 $1,614,178 $1,862,513 $2,110,848 $2,359,183 $2,483,350

County  $0 $881,076 $2,643,227 $4,405,378 $6,167,529 $7,929,680 $9,691,831 $11,453,982 $13,216,133 $14,978,284 $16,740,435 $17,621,510

Total  $0 $1,500,001 $4,500,002 $7,500,003 $10,500,004 $13,500,005 $16,500,006 $19,500,007 $22,500,008 $25,500,009 $28,500,010 $30,000,010

*  FY 20/21 and FY 30/31 include one‐half of the annual projected revenue







































































CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
Adoption of the 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program Funding DislHHW£U\ltTION COMMISSION 

June 27-28, 2018 
' 

RESOLUTION G-18-31 

1.1 WHEREAS, on April28, 2017, the Governor signed Senate Bill (SB) 1 (Beall, Chapter 5, 
Statutes of2017), enacted as the Road Repair and Accountability Act of2017, creating the 
Local Partnership Progratn to provide funding to jurisdictions that have sought and 
received voter approved taxes and enacted fees for road maintenance and rehabilitation and 
other transportation improvement projects; and 

1.2 WHEREAS, On June 27, 2017, the Governor signed Assembly Bill (AB) 115 (Ting, 
Chapter 20 , Statutes of20 17) which clarified language in SB 1 regarding local and regional 
transportation agency eligibility and expanded the types of projects eligible for program 
funding; and 

1.3. WHEREAS, the Comtnission adopted the 2018 Local Partnership Formulaic Program 
funding share distribution for Fiscal Years 2017-18 and 2018-19 on December 6, 2017, 
which included shares for 40 agencies; and 

1.4 WHEREAS, Commission staff held a workshop on June 5, 2018, to solicit feedback and 
comments to ensure jurisdictions interested in receiving the 2019 Local Partnership 
Formulaic Progrmn funding shares were given an opportunity to review, comment, or 
request modifications; and 

1.5 WHEREAS, Commission staff revised the funding share distributions and incentive grants 
for 40 agencies based on the most current data available; and 

1.6 WHEREAS, On June 12 , 2018, staff posted the revised funding share distribution on the 
Commission's website for review. 

2.1 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation 
Cormnission adopts the 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program Funding Share 
Distribution as reflected in the Attachment; and 

2.3 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Commission staff is authorized to make minor 
technical changes as needed to the 2019 Local Partne.rship Formulaic Program Eligible 
Submittals and Proposed Formulaic Shares; and 

2.4 BE IT FURTHERRESOLVED;thatthe Commission directs staff to post the 2019 Local 
Partnership F onnulaic Program Eligible Submittals and Proposed Formulaic Shares on the 
Cmnmission's website. 



UPDATED 06115/18 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program 
Eligible Submittals and Proposed Formulaic Shares 

(Shares in $1,000s) 

Local Partnership Formulaic P.rogram ,, -'·., __ '_ 

,. 2019·20 
Formulaic Program Cycle 2 I $100,000 

Incentive Program (funded by Competitive Program Cycle 2) I $5,000 

Proposed Annual Share Distribution ·: I· <\ 2011-20 
Tolls+ VRF +parcel/property tax 7.0% $6,978 

North sales tax 27.3% $27,288 

South sales tax 65.7% $65,733 

Shares for Voter-Approved Tolls, VRF, Parcel/Property Taxes .•"l 
2019-20 

Applicant Agency (Measure) Revenue Funding Share 
Bay Area Transportation Authority (RM1, RM2) 285,496 $4,649 
Alameda County Transportation Commission (Measure F-VRF) 13,075 $213 
Transportation Authority Marin County (Measure B-VRF) 2,376 $100 
San Francisco County Transportation Authority (Prop AA-VRF) 5,362 $100 
City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County (Measure M-VRF) 7,471 $122 
Santa Clara County Valley Transportation Authority (Measure B-VRF) 16,545 $269 
Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District (Parcel Tax) 29,509 $480 
B Area Rapid Transit District (Parcel Tax) 
City of Orinda (Measures J & L-Parcel Tax) 

51,899 
1,686 

$845 
$100 

Yuba County Depletion Surcharge (Measure D-Parcel Tax) 483 $100 

Totals 413,902 $6,978 

Shares Based on Voter-Approved Sales Taxes- North 

2019-20 
County (Agency) Population Funding Share 
Alameda (Alameda County Transportation Commission) 1,660,202 $3,589 
Contra Costa (Contra Costa Transportation Authority) 1,149,363 $2,486 
Fresno (Fresno County Transportation Authority) 1,007,229 $2,173 
Lake (City of Clearlake) 15,917 $100 
Madera (Madera County Transportation Authority) 158,894 $341 
Marin (Transportation Authority Marin County) 263,886 $383 
Marin (Sonoma Marin Area Rail Transit District) - $192 
Mendocino (City of Fort Bragg) 7,512 $100 
Mendocino (City of Point Arena) 448 $100 
Mendocino (City of Willits) 5,128 $100 
Merced (Merced County Transportation Authority) 279,977 $599 
Monterey (Transportation Agency for Monterey County) 443,281 $724 
Monterey (Monterey-Salinas Transit District) - $241 
Napa (Napa Valley Transportation Authority) 141,294 $311 
Nevada (Nevada City) 3,226 $100 
Nevada (Town of Truckee) 16,681 $100 
Sacramento (Sacramento Transportation Authority) 1,529,501 $3,304 
San Francisco (San Francisco County Transportation Authority) 883,963 $1,907 
San Joaquin (San Joaquin County Transportation Authority) 758,744 $1,629 
San Mateo (San Mateo County Transportation Authority) 774,155 $840 
San Mateo (San Mateo County Transit District) - $840 
Santa Clara (Santa Clara County Valley Transportation Authority) 1,956,598 $4,228 
Santa Cruz (Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission) 276,864 $302 
Santa Cruz (Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District) $302 
Sonoma (Sonoma County Transportation Authority) 503,332 $551 
Sonoma (Sonoma Marin Area Rail Transit District) $551 
Stanislaus (Stanislaus County Transportation Authority) 555,624 $1,196 

Totals 12,391,819 $27,288 

Funding Shares Based on Voter-Approved Sales Taxes - South _ " 

2019-20 
County (Agency) Population Funding Share 
Imperial (Imperial County Local Transportation Authority) 190,624 $556 
Los Angeles (Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority) 10,283,729 $29,973 
Orange (Orange County Transportation Authority) 3,221,103 $9,388 
Riverside (Riverside County Transportation Commission) 2,415,955 $7,042 
San Bernardino (San Bernardino County Transportation Authority) 2,174,938 $6,339 
San Diego (San Diego County Regional Transportation Commission) 3,337,456 $9,727 
Santa Barbara (Santa Barbara County Local Transportation Authority) 453,457 $1,322 
Tulare lTulare County Transportation Authority) 475,834 $1,387 

Totals 22,553,096 $65,733 

Shares for Agencies through Local Partnership Program Incentive Grant ,. 

I I 2019-20 
Applicant Agency (Measure) 
Bay Area Transportation Authority (RM3) 

I I 
I I 

Funding Share 
$5,000 

2019 LPP Formulaic Shares - Revised: 6/15/18 



Memorandum 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: June 27-28, 2018 

Reference No.: 4. 7 
Action 

Published Date: June 15,2018 

From: SUSAN BRANSEN 
Executive Director 

Prepared By: Christine Gordon 
Assistant Deputy Director 

subject: 2019 LOCAL PARTNERSHIP FORMULAIC PROGRAM FUNDING SHARE 
DISTRIBUTION, RESOLUTION G-18-31 

ISSUE: 

Should the California Transportation Cmnmission (Cotnmission) adopt the 2019 Local Partnership 
Formulaic Program funding share distribution? 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Commission staff recommends that the Commission adopt the 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic 
Program funding share distribution outlined in the 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program 
Eligible Submittals and Proposed F onnulaic Shares, as set forth in the Attachment. 

BACKGROUND: 

Senate Bill 1 (Chapter 5, Statutes of 2017), which created the Local Partnership Program, was 
signed by the Governor on April 28, 2017. Assetnbly Bill 115 (Chapter 20, Statutes of 2017), 
signed by the Governor on June 27, 2017, clarified Senate Bill 1 language regarding local and 
regional transportation agency eligibili and expanded the types of projects eligible for the 
program. The objective of the Local Partnership Formulaic Program is to reward counties, cities, 
districts, and regional transportation agencies in which voters have approved fees or taxes solely 
dedicated to transportation improvements. 

The 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program is funded from $100 million annually in state 
funds authorized by Senate Bill 1 that are appropriated from the Road Maintenance and 
Rehabilitation Account for Fiscal Year 2019-20. The 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program 
only awards funding to those agencies with Comtnission- adopted shares and committed local 
matching funds. 

Commission staff held a workshop on June 5, 2018, to solicit feedback and comtnents to ensure 
jurisdictions interested in receiving the 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program funding shares 
were given an opportunity to review, comment, or request modifications prior to the 
June 27-28, 2018 Commission meeting. The workshop objectives were to discuss the proposed 
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CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 4.7 
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amendments to the 2018 Local Partnership Program Guidelines, identify potential jurisdictions 
eligible for funding shares in subsequent cycles, and discuss the proposed funding share 
distribution for Fiscal Year 2019-20. Commission staff revised the share distributions and 
incentive grants for 40 agencies adopted for the 2018 Local Partnership Formulaic Program based 
on the most current data available. On June 12, 2018, staff posted the revised funding share 
distribution for the 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program on the Commission's website for 
review. 

Attachments: 

Attachment A: Resolution G-18-31 

Attachment B: 2019 Local Partnership Formulaic Program Eligible Submittals and Proposed 
Fonnulaic Shares 
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