NOTICE OF REGULAR MEETING
OF THE
MERCED COUNTY REGIONAL WASTE MANAGEMENT
AUTHORITY BOARD/
TRANSIT JOINT POWERSAUTHORITY FOR
MERCED COUNTY/
MCAG GOVERNING BOARD

County of Merced
Board of Supervisors Chambers
2222 M Street
Merced, CA 95340
(209) 723-3153

THURSDAY, AUGUST 21, 2008 —3:00 P.M.

1. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

MEMBERSOF THE PUBLIC MAY ADDRESSANY ITEM ON
THE AGENDA DURING CONSIDERATION OF THAT ITEM.

2. ROLL CALL

3. ORAL COMMUNICATIONS

PERSONSWISHING TO ADDRESSAGENDA ITEMSOR
COMMENT ON ANY ITEM NOT ON THE AGENDA, MAY DO
SO AT THISTIME. COMMENTSARE LIMITED TO THREE
MINUTES PER PERSON. PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND

ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD.
FORITEMSNOT ON THE AGENDA, NO ACTION WILL BE
TAKEN AT THISTIME. IFIT REQUIRESACTION, IT WILL
BE REFERRED TO STAFF AND/OR PLACED ON THE NEXT
AGENDA.

COPIESOF STAFF REPORTSOR OTHER WRITTEN

DOCUMENTATION RELATING TO ITEMS OF BUSINESS
REFERRED TO ON THE AGENDA AREON FILE IN

THE OFFICE OF MERCED COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF

GOVERNMENTS. PERSONSWITH QUESTIONS

CONCERNING AGENDA ITEMSMAY CALL MCAGTO
MAKE INQUIRY REGARDING THE NATURE OF THE ITEM

DESCRIBED ON THE AGENDA.
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MERCED COUNTY REGIONAL WASTE
MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY BOARD

4. Minutesof the July 17, 2008 M erced County Regional
Waste Management Authority Board meeting

* # 5. Public Hearing — Consider Revising the Solid Waste Jesse Brown
Facility Fee Schedule

Adopt by Resolution the Revised Solid Waste Facility
Fee Schedule as presented in Exhibit A.

# 6. Fiscal Year 2007/08 Annual Report from the Merced Jesse Brown
County Regional Waste M anagement Authority

For information only.

TRANSIT JOINT POWERSAUTHORITY FOR
MERCED COUNTY

7. Consent Agenda

a. Minutes of the July 17, 2008 Transit Joint Powers
Authority for Merced County meeting
# b. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Annual
Anticipated DBE Participation Level (AADPL)
Transit Joint Powers Authority for Merced County
“The Bus” — Merced County Transit

MCAG GOVERNING BOARD

# 8. Oral Report — Citizens Advisory Committee Tom Grave

The Citizens Advisory Committee is part of the Merced County Association of Governments. Its mission is to be the eyes,
ears and voice of the Citizens of Merced County and to make recommendations to the Governing Board concerning all
areas of transportation.

9. Consent Agenda

a. Minutes of the July 17, 2008 Governing Board

meeting
+ b. Pavement Management Annual Report - Final
# c. Annual Warrant Register July 2007 through June

2008 — Annual Report July 2007 — June 2008
d. Social Services Transportation Advisory Council



#+

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

I nformation/Discussion Only

a. Minutes of the August 13, 2008 Technical Review
Board meeting

b. Bicycle Plan Update

c. Release of California Department of Conservation
(DOC) Funds

d. County Wide Food Grading System

e. California Transportation Commission 30"
Anniversary Dinner

Oral Report — Caltrans
One Voice 2008-2009 Timeline
Approve the 2008-2009 One Voice timeline.

Public Hearing — Regional Housing Needs Allocation
Plan

Adopt the “Merced County Regional Housing Needs
Allocation Plan” by Resolution No. 2008/08-21-03 and
authorize staff to submit the plan to the State Department
of Housing and Community Development.

FY 2008-2009 L ocal Transportation Fund (LTF)
Claims

Approve the Local Transportation Fund claims received
by adoption of Resolution 2008/08-21-04.

L os Banos Bypass — Program Change Request

Concur with the proposed Program Change Request.
Atwater —Merced Expressway

Continue both the Atwater Merced Expressway
Environmental Impact Report Certification and Preferred

Alternative Selection for 30 to 60 days.

Oral Report —Jurisdictions

* Action # Attachment + Enclosure

Ken Baxter

Candice Steelman

Matt Fell

Marjie Kirn

Matt Fell

Jesse Brown

The next MCAG Governing Board meeting will be held on Thursday, September 18, 2008 at 3:00 p.m,

County of Los Banos, Council Chambers, 520 J Street, Los Banos, CA



MERCED COUNTY REGIONAL WASTE MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY BOARD
JULY 17, 2008
MINUTES

The regular meeting of the MERCED COUNTY REGIONAL WASTE MANAGEMENT
AUTHORITY BOARD held on Thursday, July 17, 2008, at the City of Livingston, Council
Chambers, 1416 C Street, Livingston, California, was called to order by Chair Oliveira at 3:02
P.M.

DIRECTORSPRESENT

Joan Faul

Tommy Jones

Johnny Mays

Mike Nelson

Jerald O’Banion

Joe Oliveira

Bill Ingram, for Gurpal Samra (arrived 3:27 p.m.)
Bill Spriggs (arrived 3:17 p.m.)

DIRECTORSABSENT
Kathleen Crookham
Deidre Kelsey

John Pedrozo

OTHERSPRESENT

Jesse Brown, MCAG staff

Tom Dumas, Caltrans

Matt Fell, MCAG staff

Scott Galbraith, MCEDCO

Robert Haden, Legal Counsel

Richard Jantz, CAC

Scott Johnston, Merced County Solid Waste
Larnold Jones, Merced County Transit — “The Bus”
Marjie Kirn, MCAG staff

Robin Lamas, MCAG staff

Ashley Leffard, MCEDCO

Bob Morrison, Consultant

Larry Shankland, Merced County Transit — “The Bus”
Candice Steelman, MCAG staff

3. Public Comment

None.



4, I nformation/Discussion Only

a. Announcement of a Grant Award for the Waste Tire Cleanup and Amnesty Event
Program from the California Integrated Waste Management Board

b. Preliminary Approval of the Regional Agency’s 2006 Annual Report to the
California Integrated Waste Management Board

5. Minutes of the May 15, 2008 Merced County Regional Waste Management
Authority Board meeting

Director Faul moved to approve the minutes of the May 15, 2008 Merced County
Regional Waste Management Authority Board meeting.

Seconded by Director O’Banion.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

6. Set a Public Hearing for August 21, 2008, to Consider Adopting by Resolution the
Revised Solid Waste Facility Fee Schedule

Director O’Banion moved to approve setting a Public Hearing for August 21, 2008 to
consider adopting, by resolution, the Revised Solid Waste Facility Fee Schedule.
Seconded by Director Faul.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

7. Sagouspe L ease Agreement Termination

Director Faul moved to adopt:

a. Resolution No. 2008/07-17-02 authorizing termination of the lease with Jean
Pierre Sagouspe, Il1; and

b. Authorize the Executive Director of the Merced County Regional Waste
Management Authority Board to sign the termination agreement.

Seconded by Director Jones.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

THERE BEING NO FURTHER BUSINESS OF THE MERCED COUNTY REGIONAL
WASTE MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY BOARD, THAT PORTION OF THE
MEETING WASADJOURNED AT 3:10 P.M.

/s/

Robin Lamas
Administrative Assistant |1



ITEM S5

MEMORANDUM

DATE: AUGUST 14, 2008

TO: MERCED COUNTY REGIONAL WASTE MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY
BOARD

FROM: JESSE BROWN, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF MERCED COUNTY

REGIONAL WASTE MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY

SUBJECT: PUBLIC HEARING - CONSIDER REVISING THE SOLID WASTE
FACILITY FEE SCHEDULE

At your July 17, 2008 meeting, the Merced County Regional Waste Management Authority

Board (MCRWMA) approved a recommendation to set a public hearing date for August 21,

2008 to consider revising the Solid Waste Facility Fee Schedule according to Exhibit A (See
Attachment 1).

This recommendation follows the May 19, 2008 meeting wherein the MCRWMA Board
approved a recommendation to move forward with implementing a Solid Waste Facility fee
increase according to Option 2 below and a 5.2% fee increase each fiscal year over a five fiscal
year period, beginning on July 1, 2009.
TIP FEE INCREASE OPTION 2

Fiscal Year 08/09 09/10 10/11 11/12 12/13 13/14

Option #2 0% 5.2% 5.2% 5.2% 5.2% 5.2%
The public hearing has been duly noticed according to California Government Code Section
6066, in the Merced Sun Star on July 28, 2008 and August 4, 2008, and in the Los Banos
Enterprise on August 1, 2008 and August 8, 2008.
The Technical Review Board concurs with the requested action.
REQUESTED ACTION
Adopt by Resolution the Revised Solid Waste Facility Fee Schedule as presented in Exhibit A.

Attachments: Exhibit A
Resolution No. 2008/08-21-01






SECTION 442 WEIGH LOADS RATE PER TON

EFFECTIVE DATE OF RATE
PER TON RATE

8/1/2006 | 7/1/2009
$60.00 | $63.00 $69.75 | $73.25 | $77.25

MINIMUM CHARGE $40.00 | $42. . $46.50 | $49.00 | $51.50
Loads containing a mixture of any of the following materials: lumber and wood scraps, brick,
rock, concrete and asphalt rubble, roofing/flooring/siding materials, sheetrock and wallboard,
insulation, pipes, duct work, electrical wiring, steel, paper and packaging from construction
materials, appliances and fixtures generated during remodel, brush/vegetation/soil associated
with any of the construction/demoolition projects listed above.

7/1/2010 | 7/1/2011 | 7/1/2012 | 7/1/2013

SECTION 5.0: DISPOSAL OF BANNED, HAZARDOUS AND PROHIBITED MATERIALS

Any material requiring inspection or approval by the Merced County Environmental Health Division
and determined to be banned, hazardous or prohibited will be charged a $100.00 inspection fee
and $1,000.00 removal fee or actual cost. In addition, the depositor may be subject to fines and
penalties imposed under ordinances, regulations, and laws of governmental agencies for improper
disposal of material.

SECTION 6.0: DISPOSAL FEES WHEN SCALES ARE INOPERATIVE

The following fees shall apply during times when the scale system is inoperative or where a load
is treated as a non weigh load. The volume in cubic yards of each load shall be determined by
the facility supervisor or his/her designee. Minimum charges for the specific material type listed
in Sections 3.1, 4.1 and 4.2 apply to charges in this section.

SECTION 6.1 UNCOMPACTED MATERIAL PER CUBIC YARD RATE
MATERIAL TYPE EFFECTIVE DATE OF RATE
» 8/1/2006 | 7/1/2009 | 7/1/2010 | 7/1/2011 | 7/1/2012 7/1/2013
Regular Waste $5.50 $5.80 $6.10 $6.40 $6.75 $7.10
Hard to handle
Material $13.00 $13.68 $14.39 $15.14 $15.92 $16.75
Special Burial
Material $20.00 $21.04 $22.13 $23.29 $24.50 $25.77
Shredded Tires $20.00 $21.04 $22.13 $23.29 $24.50 $25.77
SECTION 6.2 COMPACTED MATERIAL PER CUBIC YARD RATE
MATERIAL TYPE EFFECTIVE DATE OF RATE
8/1/2006 | 7/1/2009 | 7/1/2010 | 7/1/2011 | 7/1/2012 7/1/2013
Regular Waste $11.00 | $11.57 | $12.17 | $12.81 | $13.47 $14.17
SECTION 7.0 MIXED WASTE

Any weigh load delivered to the landfill that contains a mixture of regular waste, wood waste or
special fees waste (as defined in Section 4.0) shall be charged the highest rate based on the
contents of the load. Individual charge items (tires, appliances, mattresses, etc.) shall be in
addition to charges for a non weigh mixed waste load.

Page 3



SECTION 8.0 EXTENDED LANDFILL OPERATING HOURS

Any customer who has established an Authority facility charge account may request extended
landfill operating hours. All requests shall be in writing and approved by the Authority Executive
Director or his/her designee. Billings shall be for the cost of labor and equipment used during the
extended hours.

SECTION 9.0 CREDIT ACCOUNTS

Customers shall complete and submit a credit application to the Deputy Director of Merced County
Department of Public Works, Solid Waste Division (Deputy Director DPW/SWD) for approval prior to
establishment of a credit account. Approved credit accounts may be subject to a credit limit. Where
customers desire credit privileges for a limited time only, a deposit may be required prior to credit
approval. Credit limit amounts and deposit amounts shall be determined by the Deputy Director
DPW/SWD.

SECTION 9.1 CREDIT ACCOUNT PAYMENTS

All payments shall be posted to the appropriate credit account daily and shall be applied to the
oldest charges first. If the account shows a credit balance, the credit balance may be disbursed
to the customer upon written request to the Deputy Director DPW/SWD.

SECTION 9.2 CREDIT ACCOUNT INTEREST
All balances not paid within 45 days of the date of the statement shall be subject to a 1% per
month penalty.

SECTION 9.3 REVOCATION OF CREDIT

Facility credit privileges may be revoked if the account is 60 days past due. In this case, Deputy
Director DPW/SWD, shall cause a written notice to be mailed or delivered to the customer
notifying them that credit privileges are being discontinued. The notice shall give the account
holder 10 days to pay the account balance. If the account is not paid in full within 10 days, the
account will be closed.

SECTION 9.4 RE-ESTABLISHMENT OF CREDIT

Prior to future credit being extended, a customer having had a delinquent account shall pay all
outstanding charges and make a deposit in an amount determined by the Deputy Director
DPW/SWD to be equal to the charges for services likely to be supplied to said account during a
period of two months. Said deposit may be refunded to the account holder if all bills rendered
have been paid before the delinquent date for a period of one year.

SECTION 9.5 PREMIUM CHARGE

A five percent premium will be charged to any public entity which, in the opinion of the Authority
Executive Director and based on the prior account activity of that public entity, is unable to
comply with the policy in Section 9.2 hereof for payment of late payment penalties on delinquent
landfill credit accounts.

SECTION 10.0 RECYCLABLE COMMODITIES
The Authority Executive Director shall set, based upon market conditions, rates to be charged for
both receipt and sale of recyclable commodities such as appliances, asphalt, mattresses, concrete,

tires, compost, muich, biofuels and woodwaste.

Page 4



ATTACHMENT 2

RESOLUTION NO. 2008/08-21-01

RESOLUTION OF THE MERCED COUNTY REGIONAL WASTE MANAGEMENT
AUTHORITY BOARD AMENDING THE SOLID WASTE FACILITY FEE SCHEDULE
FOR THE SOLID WASTE ENTERPRISE

WHEREAS, the Merced County Regional Waste Management Authority
(Authority) is comprised of the cities of Atwater, Dos Palos, Gustine, Livingston, Los Banos and
Merced, and Unincorporated Merced County; and,

WHEREAS, the Merced County Regional Waste Management Authority Board
is the governing body of the Authority; and,

WHEREAS, the Joint Powers Agreement (JPA) of the Authority designates the
Authority the power to adopt fees for the Solid Waste Enterprise; and,

WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Resources Code section 40059, local agencies
are authorized to set fees within their respective jurisdictions; and,

WHEREAS, the solid waste facility fee schedule for the Solid Waste Enterprise
has been established to maintain the Solid Waste Enterprise as an unsubsidized operation; and,

WHEREAS, the issuance of Solid Waste Revenue Bonds in 2007 required the
Authority to set rates sufficient to comply with a “Rate Covenant” of said Bonds; and,

WHEREAS, the Authority Board, at a regularly scheduled meeting held on May
14, 2008, reviewed and approved a motion to move forward with implementing a balanced solid
waste facility fee schedule increase over a period of five fiscal years; and,

WHEREAS, a duly noticed and advertised public hearing was held by the
Authority Board on August 21, 2008 at 3 PM to take public testimony regarding said solid waste
facility fee schedule.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Merced County Regional
Waste Management Authority Board approves and adopts the Solid Waste Facility Fee Schedule
as indicated in the attached Exhibit A, which is hereby made, by reference thereto, a part of this
resolution.



The foregoing resolution was approved by the Merced County Regional Waste Management
Authority Board on August 21,2008 by who moved its
adoption, which motion was duly seconded by and which
was adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

Jesse Brown, Chief Executive Officer Joe Oliveira, Chairperson
Merced County Regional Waste Management Merced County Regional Waste

Authority Management Authority Board



TRANSIT JOINT POWERSAUTHORITY FOR MERCED COUNTY
JULY 17, 2008
MINUTES

The regular meeting of the MERCED COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
TRANSIT JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY FOR MERCED COUNTY held on Thursday,
July 17, 2008, at the City of Livingston, Council Chambers, 1416 C Street, Livingston,
California, was called to order by Chair Oliveira at 3:10 P.M.

DIRECTORSPRESENT

Joan Faul

Tommy Jones

Johnny Mays

Mike Nelson

Jerald O’Banion

Joe Oliveira

Bill Ingram, for Gurpal Samra (arrived 3:27 p.m.)
Bill Spriggs (arrived 3:17 p.m.)

MEMBERS ABSENT
Kathleen Crookham
Deidre Kelsey

John Pedrozo

OTHERSPRESENT

Jesse Brown, MCAG staff

Tom Dumas, Caltrans

Matt Fell, MCAG staff

Scott Galbraith, MCEDCO

Robert Haden, Legal Counsel

Richard Jantz, CAC

Scott Johnston, Merced County Solid Waste
Larnold Jones, Merced County Transit — “The Bus”
Marjie Kirn, MCAG staff

Robin Lamas, MCAG staff

Ashley Leffard, MCEDCO

Bob Morrison, Consultant

Larry Shankland, Merced County Transit — “The Bus”
Candice Steelman, MCAG staff

8. Consent Agenda

a. Minutes of the May 15, 2008 Transit Joint Powers Authority for Merced County
meeting



10.

b. Authorize a New Five-Year Lease Agreement with the City of Merced for
Common Area at the Transportation Center

Director O’Banion moved to approve the Consent Agenda.
Seconded by Director Faul.
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

Public Hearing — Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Plan and Goal FY
2008/09 — Merced County Transit

Larry Shankland gave a brief review of the DBE Program. A Public Hearing is required
to receive comments on the proposed plan and goal.

Public Hearing Open: 3:12
Public Hearing Closed: 3:13

No comments were received.

Director O’Banion moved to approve the adoption of Resolution 2008/07-17-01
approving the FY 2008/09 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Plan and Goal.

Seconded by Director Jones.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

Comparative Ridership Statistics for “The Bus’ — Merced County Transit 4™
Quarter of FY 2007-2008 Compared to FY 2006-2007 and Year to Date Ridership
for Both Fiscal Years

Larry Shankland stated that the ridership increase on “The Bus” was substantial and gave
a brief review of the comparative ridership statistics.

So noted.

THERE BEING NO FURTHER BUSINESS OF THE TRANSIT JOINT POWERS
AUTHORITY FOR MERCED COUNTY, THAT PORTION OF THE MEETING WAS
ADJOURNED AT 3:16 P.M.

/s/

Robin Lamas
Administrative Assistant |1



ITEM 7b

MEMORANDUM

DATE: AUGUST 14, 2008

TO: TRANSIT JOINT POWERSAUTHORITY FOR MERCED COUNTY
FROM: ROBIN LAMAS, ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 11

RE: DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISE (DBE) ANNUAL

ANTICIPATED DBE PARTICIPATION LEVEL (AADPL) — TRANSIT
JOINT POWERSAUTHORITY FOR MERCED COUNTY — “THE BUS’ -
MERCED COUNTY TRANSIT

In July 2006, the Transit Joint Powers Authority of Merced County (TJPAMC) entered into a
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Race-Neutral Implementation Agreement with Caltrans. The
updated Annual Anticipated DBE Participation Level (AADPL) is submitted to Caltrans at the
beginning of the new fiscal year.

The amount of the Annual Anticipated DBE Participation Level (AADPL) is presented herein, in
accordance with Title 49 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 26, and the State of California,
Department of Transportation Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Program Plan.

The Transit Joint Powers Authority for Merced County submits our AADPL information. We
have established an AADPL of 1% for the Federal Fiscal Year 08/09, beginning on October 1,
2008, and ending on September 30, 2009.

The Technical Review Board concurs with the requested action.

REQUESTED ACTION

Adopt Resolution No. 2008/08-21-02 establishing the 2008/09 Fiscal Year Disadvantaged
Business Enterprise Annual Anticipated DBE Participation Level of 1% for the Transit Joint
Powers Authority for Merced County’s consolidated transit system, “The Bus” — Merced County
Transit.

Attachments: Resolution 2008/08-21-02



RESOLUTION NO 2008/08-21-02

RESOLUTION OF THE TRANSIT JOINT POWERSAUTHORITY FOR
MERCED COUNTY ADOPTING THE 2008/09 FISCAL YEAR
DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISE ANNUAL ANTICIPATED DBE
PARTICIPATION LEVEL (ADDPL) OF 1%

WHEREAS, the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) requires that a Disadvantaged
Business Enterprise Annual Anticipated DBE Participation Level (AADPL) goal must be
adopted annually;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Transit Joint Powers Authority for
Merced County, that of any United States Department of Transportation funds used for contract
services, it will assure that minority and women owned businesses, otherwise know as
Disadvantaged Business Enterprises, shall have the opportunity to participate to the maximum
extent feasible in all required aspects of procurement and contracting in accordance with 49 CFR
Part 26 and other applicable statutes, regulations and executive orders.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that an Annual Anticipated DBE Participation Level
(AADPL) goal of 1% is hereby established for the Transit Joint Powers Authority for Merced
County’s consolidated transit system, “The Bus” — Merced County Transit for the 2007/2008
Fiscal Year.

The foregoing resolution was approved at the regular meeting of the Transit Joint Powers
Authority for Merced County on August 21, 2008, by who moved
its adoption, which motion was duly seconded by , and
which was adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ATTEST:

Jesse B. Brown, Executive Director Joe Oliveira, Chair
Merced County Association of Merced County Association of
Governments Governments



CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Meeting Highlights
August 8, 2008

CAC representativeto Governing Board items:

5.

11.

CAC Goal Setting Session

CAC members voted on a preliminary ranked priorities listing that includes these top five
ISsues:

1. Self-Help county status;

2 More jobs;

3. Alternative Modes of Transportation (Bike lanes, transit, light rail, etc.);

4. Preservation of Farm Land; and

5 Impact Fees.

This item has been carried over for further discussion to the September 5, 2008 CAC
agenda.

Pavement Management Annual Report - Final

The purpose of a Pavement Management System is to inventory local pavement data and
then allocate available funding in the most cost effective manner. If local agencies don’t
perform maintenance on a roadway when the pavement first starts to deteriorate, the life
of the pavement and cost of maintenance and/or future roadway restoration continues to
soar. The concept of maintaining a roadway now versus having to spend five times more
in the future for complete restoration is a complex issue that is difficult for residents to
grasp. Everyone wants to drive on new pavement and not beat up their vehicle, yet
when you have limited funding resources, the most cost effective option might be to
allocate available funding to the maintenance of a newer roadway and let poorer
condition roadways evolve into a gravel road.

Dennis Cote commented that the Pavement Management Annual Report supports the
maintenance of the worst condition roads first, which is the worst use of available funds.

Staff clarified that the Annual Report recommends preventative maintenance as a
priority, however jurisdictions may still need to do major improvements on their major
thoroughfares.

Richard Jantz asked if we know how many miles of existing roadway in Merced County
will turn to gravel in 20 years if there is not more funding available for road
maintenance?



13.

John Price made a motion to recommend the MCAG Governing Board accept the
Pavement Management Annual Report.

Seconded by Dan Hultgren.

Opposed — Dennis Cote.

MOTION CARRIED.

Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan

Matt Fell stated that State law requires Merced County to identify existing and projected
housing needs in a Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Plan. MCAG, in concert
with local jurisdictions, developed the RHNA methodology over the last few months. The
state department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) provided Merced
County housing allocation figures (16,500 total) based on projected population growth
and broken down by income level. These HCD figures are the basis of the Merced
County housing needs distribution (allocation) included in the 2008 plan. It is important
to distinguish that the housing need determines the land to be set aside for housing units
in local jurisdictions, yet it is not an actual requirement to construct the housing units
within the time period of the plan.

The RHNA plan is due to HCD by August 31, 2008. Once HCD approves the plan then
the local jurisdictions in Merced County must update their General Plan Housing
Elements with the new housing allocation figures in 2009.

John Price made a motion to recommend the MCAG Governing Board adopt the
“Merced County Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan” by Resolution No. 2008/08-
21-02, and authorize staff to submit the plan to the State Department of Housing and
Community Development.

Seconded by Dennis Cote.

Opposed — Diana Westmoreland Pedrozo.

MOTION CARRIED.

MCAG gtaff follow-up item Action Date

Top Five Prelimary Goals of CAC Agenda September

2. Local Development Fees Agenda September

3. Distribute RTP project list Email August 13, 2008




MCAG GOVERNING BOARD
JULY 17, 2008
MINUTES

The regular meeting of the MERCED COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
GOVERNING BOARD held on Thursday, July 17, 2008, at the City of Livingston, Council
Chambers, 1416 C Street, Livingston, California, was called to order by Chair Oliveira at 3:16
P.M.

DIRECTORSPRESENT

Joan Faul

Tommy Jones

Johnny Mays

Mike Nelson

Jerald O’Banion

Joe Oliveira

Bill Ingram, for Gurpal Samra (arrived 3:27 p.m.)
Bill Spriggs (arrived at 3:17 p.m.)

DIRECTORSABSENT
Kathleen Crookham
Deidre Kelsey

John Pedrozo

OTHERSPRESENT

Jesse Brown, MCAG staff

Tom Dumas, Caltrans

Matt Fell, MCAG staff

Scott Galbraith, MCEDCO

Robert Haden, Legal Counsel

Richard Jantz, CAC

Scott Johnston, Merced County Solid Waste
Larnold Jones, Merced County Transit — “The Bus”
Marjie Kirn, MCAG staff

Robin Lamas, MCAG staff

Ashley Leffard, MCEDCO

Bob Morrison, Consultant

Larry Shankland, Merced County Transit — “The Bus”
Candice Steelman, MCAG staff

At this time staff requested adding an emergency item to the agenda as staff had
received information on a National Rural Transportation Peer L earning Conference
that needed to be addressed at this meeting.



11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Director Jones moved to add Item 20c to the MCAG Governing Board Agenda.
Seconded by Director Faul.
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

Oral Report: Citizens Advisory Committee
Richard Jantz gave the Citizens Advisory Committee report.
Recognition of Service— Director Nelson

Chair Oliveira recognized Director Nelson for his service as Past Chair of the MCAG
Governing Board.

Consent Agenda

Minutes of the June 19, 2008 Governing Board meeting

High-Speed Rail Bond Act (AB 3034)

Support Letters for UC Merced Medical School and AB 2188

Proposed “San Joaquin Valley National Agricultural Goods Movement and Trade
Corridor Program”

e. Status of PM-10 Conformity Budgets and the Impact on the Draft 2009 Federal
Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) and Draft 2009 Interim FTIP

oo

Director O’Banion moved to approve the Consent Agenda.
Seconded by Director Faul.

Noes — Director Jones, Director Spriggs

MOTION CARRIED.

Information Only

a. Minutes of the July 9, 2008 Technical Review Board meeting
b. Merced Recycles Website

C. Pavement Management Annual Report - Draft

So noted.

Oral Report - Caltrans

Tom Dumas gave a brief report from Caltrans.

City-County Congress Next Stepsand M CEDCO Presentation
Scott Galbraith gave an in depth overview of MCEDCO’s servicess. A MCEDCO

Activity Tracking handout was distributed showing a variety of steps that MCEDCO goes
through in efforts to encourage economic development.



17.

18.

19.

20.

Jesse Brown gave a review of the City County Congress next steps. After discussion it
was suggested that staff organize a roundtable discussion, to be held prior to the next
City/County dinner, to discuss further economic development for Merced County. Scott
Galbraith will be invited to attend this roundtable meeting.

Staff will research the date of the next City/County dinner and set up a meeting time and
date.

SR 165 Project Study — Traffic M odeling Recommendations

Bob Morrison gave a review of the SR 165 Project Study — Traffic Modeling
recommendations. He stated the purpose of the SR 165 staff report was to provide a
project update to the Board and provide recommended action for the Board’s
consideration.

Director O’Banion moved to approve staff recommendations as outlined in SR 165
Project Study — Traffic Modeling Report.

Seconded by Director Nelson.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

Atwater-Mer ced Expressway Update

So noted.

“West Park” Notice of Preparation of Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

Matt Fell stated that Stanislaus County issued a Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the West Park Specific Plan. Since this major
project would likely have some traffic impacts on Merced County and its communities,
and it is unclear from the NOP if the EIR plans on detailing these impacts, MCAG is
planning on commenting on this NOP.

Compensation Study

Director Faul moved to approve:

a. The Compensation Study and Recommendations as prepared by Bryce Consulting
effective August 1, 2008; and
b. Approve the Federal Fair Labor Standards Act recommendations for

“Exempt/Non-Exempt” designation of MCAG Job Classifications as prepared by
Bryce Consulting effective August 1, 2008.

Seconded by Director Spriggs.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.



20c. National Rural Transportation Peer Learning Conference

Marjie Kirn handed out an agenda and registration form to the Directors in case anyone
was interested in attending the National Rural Transportation Peer Learning Conference.
Approval is needed from the Board for staff and Board members to travel out of state.

Director Faul moved to approve out of state travel for one staff member and no more than
five Directors to attend the National Rural Transportation Peer Learning Conference.
Seconded by Director O’Banion.
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.
21.  Oral Report —Jurisdictions

So noted.

THERE BEING NO FURTHER BUSINESS OF THE MCAG GOVERNING BOARD
THE MEETING WASADJOURNED AT 4:23 P.M.

/s

Robin Lamas
Administrative Assistant 11



ITEM 9b

MEMORANDUM

DATE: AUGUST 14, 2008

TO: MCAG GOVERNING BOARD

FROM: TY PHIMMASONE, PLANNER

RE: PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT ANNUAL REPORT - FINAL

Enclosed is the FINAL version of the Pavement Management Annual Report. This report
includes estimates of additional repair and rehabilitation dollars apportioned to Merced County
jurisdictions from the State Bond Measure 1B. This report also includes discussions of data
inventorying, benefits of “preventative” maintenance, and the methodology behind the
summarized results. Included also are each jurisdiction’s current tabular and graphed pavement
assessment (Appendix A) and pavement condition maps (Appendix B).

Staff has been working with each jurisdiction on updating the information in this report. This
FINAL report includes the most currently available maps and graphs. The updating is still in
progress with several jurisdictions.

The Technical Review Board concurs with the requested action.

REQUESTED ACTION

Accept the Pavement Management Annual Report.

Enclosure: Pavement Management Annual Report - FINAL



ITEM 9d

MEMORANDUM

DATE: AUGUST 14, 2008

TO: MCAG GOVERNING BOARD

FROM: LORI FLANDERS, ASSISTANT PLANNER

RE: SOCIAL SERVICESTRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COUNCIL

Staff is verifying membership on the Social Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC)
in preparation for the upcoming October unmet transit needs hearing process. It is this
committee’s primary role to oversee the annual unmet transit needs finding process, as required
by the Transportation Development Act (TDA).

Prior to making any allocation of TDA funds not directly related to public transportation
services, specialized transportation services, or facilities provided for the exclusive use of
pedestrians and bicycles, the transportation-planning agency shall annually go through an
assessment of unmet transit needs.

The process begins with the establishment of a SSTAC under the strict guidelines of the TDA, as
defined by the Public Utilities Code. The SSTAC shall consist of the following members:

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

2. One representative of potential transit users who is handicapped.

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

4, Two representatives of local service providers for the handicapped, including one

representative of a social service transportation provider, if one exists.

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

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

o

Staff has identified the following people to serve on the SSTAC and meet the requirements listed
above:

1. Dora Garcia — Senior transit user
2. Maria Nava — Area Agency on the Aging, senior agency
3. VACANT - Senior Transportation Provider



Dan Brunger — Kings View, handicapped transportation provider
Sommer Moniz — Human Services Agency, Limited Means Agency
Terry Nichols — State Department of Rehabilitation

Linda Reed —Disabled Transit Rider

Larry Shankland — Merced County Transit, The Bus

Larnold Jones — Merced County Transit, the Bus

©ooNo A

In addition to the above list, staff is recommending the Board approve the nomination of Don
Vanarx, with Riggs Ambulance Services, to fill the vacancy for Senior Transportation Provider.

The MCAG Social Service Transportation Advisory Council, in compliance with Section
99238.5, Article 3 of the Transportation Development Act, is in the process of scheduling public
hearings to gather public testimony regarding transit needs in Merced County.

After the public hearings, the SSTAC will meet to prepare its recommendation to the Governing
Board that: 1) there are no unmet transit needs; 2) there are no unmet transit needs that are
reasonable to meet; or 3) there are unmet transit needs, including needs that are reasonable to
meet. The recommendation from the SSTAC will be presented to the Governing Board in
November.

REQUESTED ACTION
Approve the appointment of Don Vanarx for the vacant position of representative of Senior

Transportation Provider and /or make any other appointment recommendations determined
appropriate.



TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD MEETING
August 13, 2008
MINUTES

The regular meeting of the Technical Review Board, held at the City of Merced, 678 W. 18"
Street, Merced, California, was called to order at 12:12 P.M.

MEMBERSPRESENT

Darrell Fonseca, City of Dos Palos

Dave Gonzalves, City of Merced (for Jim Marshall)
Steve Rath, City of Los Banos

Margaret Silveira, City of Gustine

Dee Tatum, County of Merced

Greg Wellman, City of Atwater

MEMBERSABSENT
Richard Warne, City of Livingston

OTHERSPRESENT

Jesse Brown, MCAG staff

Stan Feathers, City of Atwater

Paul Fillebrown, Merced County Public Works
John Gedney, Caltrans

Joy Gort, MCAG staff

Len Guillette, City of Atwater

Scott Johnston, Merced County Solid Waste
Larnold Jones, Merced County Transit — “The Bus”
Marjie Kirn, MCAG staff

Joe Oliveira, Director MCAG Governing Board
Jeff Palsgaard, Division Environmental Health
Stephen Qualls, California Cities

Larry Shankland, Merced County Transit - “The Bus”

2. Oral Communication

Marjie Kirn distributed a staff report regarding the Los Banos Bypass “Program Change
Request” seeking a concurrence from the committee.

3. Minutes of the July 9, 2008 Technical Review Board meeting

Dee Tatum moved to approve the minutes of the July 9, 2008 Technical Review Board
meeting.

Seconded by Steve Rath.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.



MERCED COUNTY REGIONAL WASTE MANAGEMENT
AUTHORITY BOARD

Minutes of the July 17, 2008 Merced County Regional Waste Management
Authority Board

So noted.

Consider Revising the Solid Waste Facility Fee Schedule

Dave Gonzalves moved to recommend the Merced County Regional Waste Management
Authority Board adopt by Resolution the Revised Solid Waste Facility Fee Schedule as
presented in Exhibit A.

Seconded by Darrell Fonseca.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

Fiscal Year 2007/08 Annual Report from the Merced County Regional Waste
Management Authority

So noted.

TRANSIT JOINT POWERSAUTHORITY FOR MERCED COUNTY

Minutes of the July 17, 2008 Transit Joint Powers Authority for Merced County
meeting

So noted.

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Annual Anticipated DBE Participation
Level (AADPL) Transit Joint Powers Authority for Merced County “The Bus’-
Merced County Transit

Dee Tatum moved to recommend the Transit Joint Powers Authority for Merced County
adopt Resolution 2008/08-21-02 establishing the 2008/09 Fiscal Year Disadvantaged
Business Enterprise Annual Anticipated DBE Participation Level of 1% for the Transit
Joint Powers Authority for Merced County’s consolidated transit system, “The Bus” —
Merced County Transit.

Seconded by Greg Wellman.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

MCAG GOVERNING BOARD

Information Only

Minutes of the July 17, 2008 Governing Board meeting
Bicycle Plan Update
Release of California Department of Conservation (DOC) Funds

So noted.
Caltrans Report

John Gedney gave a brief report from Caltrans and distributed a progress report on
current projects in Merced County.

Oral Report — County Wide Food Grading System

Jeff Palsgaard gave a report on the County Wide Food Grading System. Steve Rath will
move forward with the timeline and report back at a future meeting.

L ocal Development Fees Update
So noted.
Pavement Management Annual Report - Final

Dee Tatum moved to recommend the MCAG Governing Board accept the Pavement
Management Annual report.

Seconded by Darrell Fonseca.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

One Voice 2008-2009 Timeline

Darrell Fonseca moved to recommend the MCAG Governing Board approve the 2008-
2009 One Voice timeline.

Seconded by Greg Wellman.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan

Dee Tatum moved to recommend the MCAG Governing Board adopt the “Merced
County Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan” by Resolution No. 2008/08-21-03 and
authorize staff to submit the plan to the State Department of Housing and Community
Development.

Seconded by Steve Rath.

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.



16. FY 2008-2009 L ocal Transportation Fund (LTF) Claims
Darrell Fonseca moved to recommend the MCAG Governing Board approve the Local
Transportation Fund claims received by adoption of Resolution 2008/08-21-04.
Seconded by Dee Tatum.
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.

17.  Atwater — Merced Expressway
This item was continued to a future meeting.

18. Oral Report - Jurisdictions

So noted.

THERE BEING NO FURTHER BUSINESS, THE MEETING WAS ADJOURNED AT
1:01 P.M.



ITEM 10b

MEMORANDUM

DATE: AUGUST 14, 2008

TO: MCAG GOVERNING BOARD
FROM: ELLISA ROUGH, GRANT ANALYST
RE: BICYCLE PLAN UPDATE

The San Joaquin Valley is currently designated “serious” for Ozone and Particulate Matter
(PM10) pollutants identifying the need to clean up the air quality. Bicycle commuting is a great
avenue for local community members to contribute to better air quality by reducing vehicle
emissions. Bicycling is a healthy recreational activity. To fund projects, local jurisdictions may
choose to apply for grants.

Three of the major bicycle related grants available are Bicycle Transportation Account,
REMOVE Il and Recreational Trails Program grants. As most grants are not known for funding
seven jurisdictions within one county’s requests for grant funding, MCAG will be researching
other funding sources and grant opportunities for bicycle facilities.

Bicycle Transportation Account - BTA

The largest source of funding for bikeway projects is the Caltrans designated Bicycle
Transportation Account (BTA). The BTA provides State funds for city and county projects that
improve safety and convenience for bicycle commuters. In 2008 the BTA fund will provide $7.2
million for eligible bikeway commuting projects.

BTA grant applicants are required to have an existing Bike Transportation Plan (BTP) that has
been adopted no earlier than four years prior to July 1 of the fiscal year in which BTA funds are
granted. Local agencies applying for 2008/09 BTA funds must have a BTP adopted by January
1, 2003 or later which comply with the Streets and Highways Code as well as the Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP). Last year’s maximum grant amount was $1,800,000 and required a
10% match. The maximum number of grants awarded per county last year was two.

Staff is currently working with the City of Dos Palos to create their BTP. Staff will be working
with the cities of Gustine, Atwater, Merced and Merced County to update their plans in order to
apply for the 2008/2009 funding cycle.



REMOVE I

The REMOVE Il Program funded through the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
(SJVAPCD) provides incentives for specific projects that will reduce motor vehicle emissions
within the District. The Bicycle Infrastructure Component provides incentives for Class | or
Class Il bicycle path construction. The purpose of this program is to assist with the development
or expansion of a comprehensive bicycle transportation network. Residents of the San Joaquin
Valley can utilize commuter bicycling as an alternative to daily vehicular travel. Therefore, the
program serves to promote bicycling as a viable option of transportation for residents traveling
short distances (less than five miles) to school, work and commercial sites. The maximum
amount of REMOVE 11 funds is $150,000 for Class I bike construction and $100,000 for Class Il
Bicycle Lanes. No local match is required. No statistics on grant awards was available.

Recreational TrailsProgram - RTP

The Recreational Trails Program (RTP) provides funds annually for recreational trails and trails-
related projects. It is administered at the state level by the California Department of Parks and
Recreation (DPR). There is no minimum or maximum request limit. However, the maximum
amount of RTP funds allowed for each project is 88% of the total project cost. The applicant is
responsible for obtaining a match amount that is at least 12% of the total project cost. The focus
of this grant is recreational. The maximum number of grants awarded per county was three.

DISCUSSION

Below for your review and comment is the updated Bike Plan Adoption Schedule Table which
reflects the status of each jurisdiction’s Bike Plan.

Bike Transportation Account (BTA) —Bike Plan Status by Jurisdiction
Adopted Adopted by Adoption/ Status
Caltrans Jurisdiction Renewal Due
City of Atwater July 21, 2003 Jan 14, 2004 2008/2009 Needs Update
City of DosPalos | July 21, 2003 2008/2009 Needs Update
City of Gustine July 21, 2003 May 21,2001 | 2008/2009 Needs Update
City of Livingston | Feb. 17, 2006 Nov 15, 2005 2009/2010 Current
City of LosBanos | Nov. 21, 2006 | Nov 15, 2005 2011 Current
City of Merced July 21, 2003 Nov 17, 2003 2008/2009 Needs Update
County of Merced | July 21, 2003 June 19, 2003 | 2008/2009 Needs Update

REQUESTED ACTION

For information only.




ITEM 10c

MEMORANDUM

DATE: AUGUST 14, 2008

TO: MCAG GOVERNING BOARD

FROM: JENNIFER HALPIN, RECYCLING INFORMATION SPECIALIST

RE: RELEASE OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION

(DOC) FUNDS
BACK GROUND

In March 2008, the California Department of Conservation (DOC) announced the availability of
$10.5 million for California cities and counties to fund beverage container recycling and litter
abatement projects.

The deadline for the Funding Request Form (FRF) was June 30, 2008. Forms were approved
upon submission.

Jurisdictionswill receive their payments by July 31, 2008, if they submitted an FRF.

Each city is eligible to receive a minimum of $5,000 or an amount calculated by the Department
on a per capita basis, whichever is greater. Each county is eligible to receive a minimum of
$10,000 or an amount calculated by the Department on a per capita basis, whichever is greater.
The amount is calculated based upon the population as of January 1, 2007, as stated in the
Annual City/County Population and Housing Estimate Report submitted to the Governor by the
California Department of Finance.

If a jurisdiction would like to know the amount they have received, or will be receiving, please
contact the California Department of Conservation, sign in to your DOC account, or contact the
MCAG Recycling Information Specialist at 209-723-3153 x 315.

The DOC funds must be used for programs that promote beverage container recycling or litter
abatement. The goal of the Department’s beverage container recycling program is to reach and
maintain an 80 percent recycling rate for all California Refund Value (CRV) beverage containers
—aluminum, glass, plastic, and bimetal.

Examples of what the funds can be used for:
Recycling and/or trash cans in areas prone to litter
Beverage container recycling cans and paper recycling bins for school programs

Park benches and/or tables made from recycled-content
Media to promote beverage container recycling and litter abatement



Maintenance and service of recycling drop off centers

T-shirts to promote a local school recycling club

Other creative ways to promote beverage container recycling in your area
REQUESTED ACTION

For information only.



Message
From Steve Rath, L os Banos City Manager
August 8, 2008

To: Technical Review Board, MCAG

Subject: Merced County Food Program Ratings
and Inspection Procedures

Folks,
The City of Los Banos has been meeting with Jeff Palsgaard, Director, Division Environmental
Health to review the County’s Food Program ratings and inspection procedures in an effort to

update the process and better inform our citizens and visitors.

Currently food service businesses are rated either Good, Satisfactory or Unsatisfactory and
results are posted on the County’s web site.

To better serve our community and all of Merced County, We met with Jeff who has been
extremely helpful and innovative. Attached for your consideration is a draft proposal for the
Food Inspection Program that rates businesses as Good, or Closed. The proposed
rating program includes a new category we believe all food service businesses will want to aspire
too: Award of Excellence!

In addition to food inspection ratings being posted on-line, the City of Los Banos is asking that
the County Ordinance be amended to require the business proprietor to post the Field Inspection
Placard within five feet of the front door of the establishment to better inform our citizens and
patrons.

Because any changes to the Ordinance will require a County wide effort, Jeff has agreed to
attend the TRB meeting today to review the agenda item, answer any questions you may have
and to seek direction from TRB members.

Thank you!

Steve

CC: Jeff Palsgaard, Director, Merced County Environmental Health Division

Draft Attachments:

Food Establishment Placard/Grading
Placarding System for Disclosure of Inspection Results

food program ratings 8.4.08



Food Establishment Placard/Grading

PUI’pOSGZ To provide the public with easily accessible, simple to understand information on
the cleanliness of food establishments and to increase compliance with food safety laws.

Backgr ound: Atthe present time, Merced County utilizes a food grading system which
has the food inspection results posted on the Internet. Food establishments are categorized into
“Good”, “Satisfactory” or “Unsatisfactory” categories and the inspection results are posted on
the Internet. All facilities in California are required to post a sign indicating that a copy of the
latest food inspection results are on-site and available for review, upon request.

The draft proposed program for consideration is very similar to Sacramento County’s food
placard/grading program.

Proposed Food Placard/Grading Program

Pass/Good

A green pass placard is issued when no more than one major violation is observed. The major
violation must be corrected or mitigated at the inspection. Minor violations must be corrected
within the time frame indicated on the inspection report. A reinspection may be conducted if any
of the violations are not permanently corrected in a timely manner.

A yellow conditional pass placard is issued when two or more major violations are observed.
These violations must be corrected or mitigated at the inspection. A reinspection will be
conducted within 24-72 hours to ensure all major violations remain corrected. Minor violations
are required to be corrected within the time frame indicated on the inspection report. If all major
violations remain corrected during the reinspection, a green Pass/Good placard will be issued at
the reinspection.

Closed

Imminent threat to health and safety such as no hot water, surfacing sewage, rodent/insect
infestation, severe unsanitary conditions or power outage over an extended period of time.

Note:



Major violationsare violations that pose an imminent risk to public health and warrant
immediate closure of the food establishment or immediate correction (e.g. improper food holding
temperatures, contaminated equipment, lack of hot water, etc.).

Minor violationsare those that do not pose an imminent public health risk, but do warrant
correction (e.g. dirty floor, lack of adequate lighting, improper labeling, etc).

Award of Excellence-Special Recognition of Exceptional Facilities

In addition to the Pass/Good or categories, an “Award of
Excellence” category will be created. This category will recognize food establishments with
exceptional routine food safety and sanitation practices. The “Award of Excellence” will be
given to those food facilities which achieved a Pass/Good rating with no major violations and
less than four (4) minor violations for three (3) consecutive inspections.

Schedule of Actions Completion
Date
1) Develop a draft “Food Grading Ordinance™ and 9/1/08
procedures for implementing the ordinance.
2) Discuss proposal with food industry. 8/1/08-10/1/08
3) Present the proposal for the Technical Review Board 9/10/08

for review and comment.

4) Conduct westside and eastside workshops for 11/1/08
public comment on the proposed ordinance.

5) The Board of Supervisors and each city would 12/1/08-2/1/08
consider adoption of the food grading/placard ordinance.

Other Options/Consider ations for Food Facility Placar d/Grading:

1) An“A”, “B” or “C” grading system. This is popular and has been utilized for many years in
counties such as San Diego, Los Angeles and Riverside.

2) Some jurisdictions require that the inspection results be posted on-site (San Francisco).
3) Some jurisdictions give “Awards of Excellence” only, with no grades (Sonoma, Orange).

4) Some newspapers publish food establishment inspection results (Stanislaus County).



5) Many counties (e.g. Merced, Fresno, Los Angeles, Riverside, San Diego, etc.) currently post
the results of food inspections on the Internet.

Note: In the 8 county Central Valley area, only Kern County has a food grading system which
began in July 2007. Kern County utilizes an “A”, “B” or “C” food placard/grading system.

7/27/08



ITEM 12

MEMORANDUM

DATE: AUGUST 14, 2008

TO: MCAG GOVERNING BOARD

FROM: CANDICE STEELMAN, PUBLIC INFORMATION OFFICER
RE: ONE VOICE 2008-2009 TIMELINE

BACKGROUND

The MCAG One Voice program consists of a series of workshops to focus on state and federal
priorities to present to legislators. MCAG’s lobbyists, as well as other experts, participate in at
least one workshop to help ensure that projects are aligned with legislative interests and funding
opportunities for the year. A timeline is established each year that allows for discussion of
issues, selection, and approvals by the MCAG Governing Board. In addition, selection of trip
dates take into consideration many factors, including visits by other groups that might require
full-time attention from our legislators and their staff.

DISCUSSION

MCAG One Voice has been advised by both lobbyists and legislative staffers not to travel to
Washington DC the week before or after a Congressional break, as offices are reluctant to make
appointments. Unfortunately, no one knows exactly when those breaks will be scheduled until
late December or early January. Also to be considered is the fact that markups on appropriations
bills don’t usually begin until mid-May. There is something to be said for “last heard, first
remembered”. In addition, we cannot advocate for projects that have not been submitted on
appropriations requests forms, all of which are due at the end of January.

Attached is a timeline showing workshop dates and needed approval times. Also attached is a
calendar, which includes, per Directors’ request last year, dates of conferences, which are of
interest to elected officials. Based on this information, staff recommends we visit state
legislators February 10-12, 2009 and federal legislators on March 23-25, 2009.

Due to significant budget concerns, MCAG staff plans on finding lower cost venues and hotels in
Washington, D.C.

The Technical Review Board concurs with the requested action.
REQUESTED ACTION
Approve the 2008-2009 One Voice timeline.

Attachments: 2008-2009 One Voice timeline
Calendar of federal visits and conferences



L egislative Plan 2008-09
Schedule is subject to change

Activity Start Finish Product Lead
Seek participation in One Voice from Aug-Sep | Oct1 | Face-to-face invitations OV Delegates
private sector Staff
Interviews with city managers and key . . .
agencies to provide background for One Aug-Sep | Sep 10 M'atr!x. of cities/county/agencies Staff
. L priorities
Voice participants
Luncheon with XXXX XXX Thurs, Thurs, . .
12:00-1:20 p.m. Aug28 | Aug2s Background on state issues MCAG Chair
Hold issues brainstorming workshop with
attendees from public and private sectors. . .
Our Federal lobbyist will join us. Initial Wed, | Wed. | Thisworkshop will concentrate _
! . on developing a FEDERAL MCAG Chair
sign up for Sacramento and WDC trips. Oct1 Oct1 legislative agenda
Location: Atwater Community Center, g g '
760 E. Bellevue, 12:00-1:30
(l—DlalrdStaF;:eoljggt) Eﬁ\:ﬁogﬂzgs workshop. Thurs, Thurs, | This workshop will concentrate
o y I ' Oct on developing a STATE MCAG Chair
L ocation: Los Banos City Hall, 3 Oct 23 leqislative agenda
520.J St., 9:00-10:30 a.m. g genda.
Further_ discussion of projects. Receive Thurs, Thurs, | This workshop will concentrate
further input from area of focus leaders. . .
LT ) Nov on developing a STATE MCAG Chair
Location: Sam Pipes Room, Merced 21 Nov 21 legislative agenda
9:00-10:30 a.m. g genda.
Discussion and selection of priority
projects for 08-09 fiscal year Fri, Dec | Fri, Dec | Recommended priority projects MCAG Chair
L ocation: Sam Pipes Room, Merced, 19 19 list for 08-09
9:00-10:30 a.m.
Committee technical advisors prepare State and Federal priority Fact
Fact Sheets for State and Fed’l priorities Dec 22 Jan’5 Sheets Staff
Present_One Voice results to MCAG Jan 15 Jan15 | Report Staff
Governing Board for approval
Secure support for priorities from Jan Jan Letters/resolutions Staff
community OV Delegates
Sacramento delegates briefing meeting to
review trip arrangements, agenda, Thurs, Thurs, | Trip briefing; spokesperson
. ) . . . Staff
committees, practice meeting scripts Jan 29 Jan 29 | preparation
Location: MCAG conference room
Continue to research bills in committee — Knowledge; ability to speak to
State and Federal Jan Feb4 current legislative proposals Staff
Trip to Sacramento — Date; are s_ubjgct to Feb 10- Feb 10- _
change, based on changes in legislative 12 12 Trip Sacto Delegates
calendars.
Trip debrief Thurs, Thurs, Assessment & Lessons Learned Sacto
Location: MCAG or via conference call | Feb 19 Feb 19 Delegates
- . Thurs, | Thurs, Trip briefing; spokesperson
WDC delegates briefing meeting Mar 12 | Mar 12 | preparation Staff
Trip to Washington DC — NOTE: Dates
- Mar 22- | Mar 22- . WDC
may change, based on Congressional o5 o5 Trip (Sunday-Thursday) Delegates

calendar published in Jan.




Trip debrief

Thurs, Thurs, Assessment, lessons learned WDC
Location: MCAG or via conference call Apr 2 Apr 2 ’ Delegates
Monitor and report Ongoing | Ongoing | Legislative reports Staff
Continuous interaction w/ leg staffs Ongoing | Ongoing | Follow up on advocacy efforts Staff

Call Candice at 209-723-3153 x 308 for more information.
Candice.Steelman@mcagov.org




ITEM 13

MEMORANDUM

DATE: AUGUST 14, 2008

TO: MCAG GOVERNING BOARD

FROM: MATT FELL, SENIOR PLANNER

RE: PUBLIC HEARING - REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION
PLAN

BACKGROUND

MCAG is required by State law to periodically identify the existing and projected housing need
for the Merced County region. Merced County’s last Regional Housing Needs Allocation
(RHNA) Plan was adopted in 2002. The next is due by August 31, 2008. It must cover the
planning period January 1, 2007 through June 30, 2014.

The RHNA Plan must include:

. Projected housing need for each jurisdiction
. Projected housing need by income group among jurisdictions

The Regional Housing Needs Plan presents planning objectives. The method(s) by which each
jurisdiction addresses these planning objectives is decided within individual housing elements. It
is important to distinguish that the housing need determines the land to be set aside for housing
units in jurisdiction’s housing elements; it is not an actual requirement to construct the housing
units within that time period.

PROCESS
Several elements must be included in the process of developing the RHNA Plan, including

development of a methodology for the allocation, and provision of review and comment periods.
The following process was undertaken to develop the plan:



Tasks Date(s)

1. HCD determines regional housing need Aug. 31, 2007

2. MCAG accepts HCD’s determination Nov. 29, 2007

3. Request information from jurisdictions and prepare draft RHNA Nov. 2007 — Jan. 2008
methodology in consultation with HCD

4. Release draft methodology March 6

5. Minimum 60-day comment period on draft methodology March 6 — May 6

6. Adopt RHNA methodology June 19

7. 60-day review and comment period June 20 — Aug. 20
9. Draft RHNA Plan for MCAG committee review August

10. Conduct public hearing Aug. 21

11. MCAG adopts final RHNA Plan Aug. 21

12. Submit Plan to HCD by Aug. 31, 2008

PLAN AND ALLOCATION

The enclosed draft RHNA Plan includes the following final allocation, based on the
methodology adopted by the Governing Board at their June 19, 2008 meeting:

Ygx Low Moderate MAogg;/;te Total
Atwater 517 402 488 974 2,381
Dos Palos 51 37 29 68 185
Gustine 55 26 33 88 202
Livingston 86 83 75 131 375
Los Banos 525 403 602 1,470 3,000
Merced 918 574 540 1,044 3,076
Merced 7,364
County 1,648 1,241 1,430 3,045
Total 3,800 2,766 3,197 6,820 16,583

The Plan will be the subject of a public hearing at the August 21, 2008 Governing Board
meeting. Following adoption, the Plan must be submitted to HCD by August 31, 2008.

The Technical Review Board concurs with the requested action.

REQUESTED ACTION

Adopt the “Merced County Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan” by Resolution No.
2008/08-21-03, and authorize staff to submit the plan to the State Department of Housing and
Community Development.

Attachment: Resolution No. 2008/08-21-03

Enclosure: Merced County Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan



RESOLUTION NO. 2008/08-21-03

RESOLUTION OF THE MERCED COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
ADOPTING THE MERCED COUNTY REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDSALLOCATION
PLAN

WHEREAS, Cities and Counties are required by State law to prepare and adopt a
general plan with a housing element that addresses the need to attain housing goals; and

WHEREAS, Government Code Section 65580 directs each City and County to address
the housing needs of all segments of the community in the housing element of its general plan;
and

WHEREAS, Government Code Section 65584 directs Councils of Governments to
prepare regional housing needs plans, and requires that regional housing needs determinations
make allocations specific to jurisdictions, including consideration of housing needs of all income
levels;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Merced County Association of
Governments Regional Housing Needs Plan responds to State guidelines by identifying:

1. Existing and projected housing need within the Merced County Region during the
time period January 1, 2007 to June 30, 2014; and

2. Projected housing need among jurisdictions; and

3. Projected housing need by income group among jurisdictions; and

4. Other factors as required by statute.

BE IT FURTHER RESOL VED that the Merced County Association of Governments
does hereby approve and adopt the Merced County Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan.

THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION was introduced at the regular meeting of the
Merced County Association of Governments Governing Board, held on the 21st of August, 2008
by who moved its adoption, which motion was duly seconded by
, and which was adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ATTEST:

Jesse Brown, Executive Director Joe Oliveira, Chair
Merced County Association of Governments Merced County Association of Governments



ITEM 14

MEMORANDUM

DATE: AUGUST 14, 2008

TO: MCAG GOVERNING BOARD

FROM: LORI FLANDERS, ASSISTANT PLANNER

RE: FY 2008-2009 LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUND (LTF) CLAIMS

MCAG has received Local Transportation Fund (LTF) claims from the Cities of Atwater, Dos
Palos, Gustine, Livingston, Los Banos, Merced, and the County of Merced.

A resolution from the MCAG Governing Board approving the LTF claims is required by the
Merced County Auditor’s office so that these funds can be dispersed. Resolution 2008/08-21-04
IS attached for your review.

The Technical Review Board concurs with the requested action.

REQUESTED ACTION

Approve the Local Transportation Fund claims received by adoption of Resolution 2008/08-21-
04.

Attachment: Resolution 2008/08-21-04



RESOLUTION NO. 2008/08-21-04

RESOLUTION OF THE MERCED COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
GOVERNING BOARD APPROVING CLAIMSFOR
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUND (LTF)
MONIESFOR THE FISCAL YEAR 2008/2009

WHEREAS, Merced County Association of Governments (MCAG) is designated the Regional
Transportation Planning Agency for Merced County; and

WHEREAS, the Cities of Atwater, Dos Palos, Gustine, Livingston, Los Banos, Merced and
County of Merced have filed individual claims with MCAG for Local Transportation Fund (LTF)
(Transportation Development Act) monies in the amount of $5,800,000 for Fiscal Year 2008/2009; and

WHEREAS, these claims include streets and roads projects and projects used for pedestrians and
bicycles in the amount of $1,597,138 pursuant to Public Utilities Code (PUC), Division 10, Part 11,
Chapter 4, Article 8, Section 99400(a); public transportation services in the amount of $3,451,448,
pursuant to PUC, Division 10, Part 11, Chapter 4, Article 4, Section 99260(a) and PUC, Division 10, Part
11, Chapter 4, Article 8, Section 99400(c); and planning projects in the amount of $133,360 pursuant to
PUC, Division 10, Part 11, Chapter 4, Article 8, Section 99402 and PUC, Division 10, Part 11, Chapter 4,
Article 4, Section 99262 for Fiscal Year 2008/2009; and

WHEREAS, public transportation services are provided to the general public through operation
of the consolidated transit service, “The Bus” - Merced County Transit.

WHEREAS, specific efforts undertaken by MCAG in the transportation planning process and
approval of the unmet transit needs process were previously approved by the MCAG Governing Board in
a Resolution dated January 19, 2006; and

WHEREAS, the cities submitting these claims have filed their claims pursuant to the following
codes: for streets and roads PUC, Division 10, Part 11, Chapter 4, Article 8, Section 99400(a); planning
projects pursuant to PUC, Division 10, Part 11, Chapter 4, Article 8, Section 99402 and PUC, Division
10, Part 11, Chapter 4, Article 4, Section 99262 and public transportation pursuant to PUC, Division 10,
Part 11, Chapter 4, Article 4, Section 99260(a) and PUC, Division 10, Part 11, Chapter 4, Article 8,
Section 99400(c);

WHEREAS, the City of Atwater claim includes streets and roads projects in the amount of
$199,110 and planning projects in the amount of $20,292 for Fiscal Year 2008/2009; and

WHEREAS, the City of Dos Palos claim includes streets and roads projects in the amount of
$39,724 and planning projects in the amount of $2,598 for Fiscal Year 2008/2009; and

WHEREAS, the City of Gustine claim includes streets and roads projects in the amount of
$46,663 and planning projects in the amount of $2,732 for Fiscal Year 2008/2009; and

WHEREAS, the City of Livingston claim includes streets and roads projects in the amount of
$128,859 and planning projects in the amount of $7,045 for Fiscal Year 2008/2009; and

WHEREAS, the City of Los Banos claim includes streets and roads projects in the amount of
$240,824 and planning projects in the amount of $18,670 for Fiscal Year 2008/2009; and

WHEREAS, the City of Merced claim includes streets and roads projects in the amount of
$360,236 and planning projects in the amount of $42,268 for Fiscal Year 2008/2009; and

WHEREAS, the County of Merced claim includes streets and roads projects in the amount of
$581,723; public transportation services in the amount of $3,451,448; capital transit purchase in the
amount of $553,104 and planning pr ojects in the amount of $45,403 for Fiscal Year 2008/2009; and



WHEREAS, MCAG has conducted meetings of the Citizens Advisory Committee, the Social
Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) and a public hearing in conformance with the PUC,
Division 10, Part 11, Chapter 4, Article 3, Sections 99238(2) and 99238.5; and

WHEREAS, Merced County transit providers propose to serve, at a minimum, all claimant areas
of Merced County within their jurisdictions at the level of public transportation services that are
reasonable to meet as defined by the MCAG Governing Board; and

WHEREAS, the proposed expenditures on the claims are found to be in conformity with the
Regional Transportation Plan; now

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, after said SSTAC meetings, public hearings, consideration
of testimony presented therein, and consideration of all information identified in a MCAG Minute Order
dated November 29, 2007, that the claims for Merced County claimants for Local Transportation Funds
(Transportation Development Act) monies for the Fiscal Year 2008/2009 for the purposes specified in
PUC, Division 10, Part 11, Chapter 4, Article 8, Section 99400(a) in the amount of $1,597,138; PUC,
Division 10, Part 11, Chapter 4, Article 4, Section 99260(a) and PUC, Division 10, Part 11, Chapter 4,
Article 8, Section 99400(c) in the amount of $3,451,448; and PUC Division 10, Part 11, Chapter 4,
Avrticle 8, Section 99402 and PUC, Division 10, Part 11, Chapter 4, Article 4, Section 99262 in the
amount of $133,360 (as listed individually above) be, and are hereby approved.

The above resolution was approved by the Merced County Association of Governments on August 21,

2008 by , who moved its adoption, which motion was duly seconded
by , and which was adopted by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

APPROVED:

Jesse Brown, Executive Director Joe Oliveira, Chair

Merced County Association of Governments MCAG Governing Board

DATED:




ITEM 15

MEMORANDUM

DATE: AUGUST 14, 2008

TO: MCAG GOVERNING BOARD

FROM: MATT FELL, SENIOR PLANNER

RE: LOSBANOSBYPASS-PROGRAM CHANGE REQUEST

We have been working with Caltrans District 10 and the City of Los Banos to split the Los
Banos Bypass project into fundable segments. Without the resources to fund the entire project at
one time, this approach is the best way to keep it moving forward and to see something
constructed sooner rather than later.

The Caltrans Project Manager has developed a “Program Change Request”, an internal Caltrans
document, which spells out the change and the reasons for it (see attached). The Project Manager
is seeking MCAG concurrence on the change, so it can be submitted to Caltrans Headquarters for
approval. This is necessary for pending environmental mitigation and Right-of-Way support
work to proceed.

Staff will follow-up with a corresponding Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) amendment and
an amendment of the Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) in the next six to nine
months, when we can. Currently MCAG cannot make the necessary air quality conformity
determination as we (and the entire San Joaquin Valley) do not have EPA-approved emissions
budgets.

The Technical Review Board concurs with the requested action.

REQUESTED ACTION

Concur with the proposed Program Change Request.

Attachment: DRAFT Concurrence Letter to Ram Narayan Gupta
Program Change Request for Los Banos Bypass



[insert date]

Ram Narayan Gupta
Caltrans District 10

1976 E. Charter Way
Stockton, CA 95205

Subject: Program Change Request for L os Banos Bypass
Dear Ram,

The Merced County Association of Governments concurs with the proposed Programming
Change Request (PCR) for the Los Banos Bypass project (10-41910). This project is a high
priority for MCAG and we want to keep it moving forward expeditiously. Since Right-of-Way
(R/W) capital and Construction capital cannot be fully funded for the entire project at one time, it
is necessary to break the project down into fundable and constructible segments, and to free up
programming for environmental mitigation and R/W support. This approach was developed
jointly by District 10 Management, the City of Los Banos, and MCAG.

The three segments considered for construction of the entire Los Banos Bypass Project are as

follows:

Segment 1: Construct a portion of bypass from Route 165 to the east and tie-in with existing 152
with a signalized intersection.

Segment 2: Construct remaining portion of the bypass from existing 152 near Volta Road to
Route 165.

Segment 3: Construct the three interchanges.

With this change, savings of $3,886,000 in PS&E (Design) would be transferred to fund
$1,326,000 in R/W support and $2,560,000 in R/W capital needs for environmental mitigation
and for the railroad agreement for the entire project. PS&E funds of $2,500,000 will be
transferred to a new EA: 10-41911 for PS&E design of Segment 1.

It is important to note that this concurrence is not a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)
amendment, nor an amendment of the Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP).
Currently, MCAG cannot amend these documents. We cannot make the necessary air quality
conformity determination as we (and the entire San Joaquin Valley) do not have EPA-approved
emissions budgets. We expect this to be resolved later this year, and plan to make the appropriate
RTP and FTIP amendments at that time.

Thank you for your assistance in advancing the Los Banos Bypass Project. Please let me know if
you require any additional support in proposing this change request.

Sincerely,

Jesse Brown
Executive Director



ITEM 16

MEMORANDUM

DATE: AUGUST 14, 2008

TO: MCAG GOVERNING BOARD

FROM: JESSE BROWN, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

RE: ATWATER-MERCED EXPRESSWAY CEQA CERTIFICATION AND

PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE SELECTION

The Governing Board was scheduled to act upon the certification of the Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) and selection of a preferred project alternative for the Atwater-Merced Expressway
(AME) at the August 21, 2008 meeting. Staff isrecommending that thisitem be continued to
permit further discussionswith stakeholdersin the project study area.

Project Background

The Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Atwater-Merced Expressway project
was circulated to the public on March 3, 2008 and copies of the DEIR were provided to staff of
member agencies for review. A formal public hearing on the DEIR was held on April 1, 2008.
MCAG staff and the project consultant have also conducted two informational sessions with the
City Councils of Atwater and Merced, and the County Board of Supervisors in April 2008 and in
July 2008.

Fifteen (15) written comments and four (4) oral comments were received on the DEIR, which
was closed to public comment on May 2, 2008. Primary issues raised by the commenters include
farmland conversion, growth inducement, impacts to dairies, and relocations of private
properties. Responses to comments are included in the Final EIR that is enclosed.

Overall, no new impacts have been identified due to the comments received and no major
revisions will be made to the DEIR. Mitigation, monitoring, and reporting programs for
identified impacts are incorporated in the Final EIR.

Suggested mitigation ratios for biological impacts have been presented in Table 1. As you will
see, Alternative 1A impacts fewer acres of land identified as potentially suitable for California
Tiger Salamander and San Joaquin Kit Fox. Mitigation ratios for these impacts have been
determined based on consultation with the US Fish and Wildlife Service.



Table1- California Tiger Salamander and San Joaquin Kit Fox Impacts

Impacted Acreage M 'ggﬁgon Mitigation Required (acres)
Alt1A  Alt1B . AltIA  Alt1B
CTS Breeding )
Habitat 0.92 0.92 3:1 2.8 2.8
Suitable CTS
Habitat 10.4 40.4 3:1 31.2 121.2
(Permanent)
Suitable CTS
Habitat 9.2 13.7 1.1:1 10.1 15.1
(Temporary)
SIKF Habitat 194.9 205.7 2:1 389.8 411.4
(Permanent)
SIKF Habitat 95.9 96.1 0.5:1 48.0 48.1
(Temporary)

The costs for mitigating the potential impacts are summarized in Table 2. The project will
purchase the necessary mitigation credits for all impacts from mitigation banks located within
Merced County with the exception of Farmland impacts. As you will see, the mitigation costs for
the two alternatives are comparable.

Table2 —Probable Environmental MitigationCosts

Mitigation Required Mitigation Mitigation Cost

(acres) Cost / Acre

TS R TS T
CTS Breeding Habitat | 2.8 2.8 $ 60,000 $168,000  $168,000
Joint CTS /SIKF
Habitat (Permanent) 31.2 121.2 $ 15,000 $468,000  $1,818,000
Joint CTS /SIKF
Habitat (Temporary) 10.1 15.1 $ 15,000 $151500 = $226.500
SJKF Habitat
(Permanent(Balance) 358.6 290.2 $12500 = $4.482500  $3.627,500
SJKF Habitat
TemporanyyBalance) | 578 33.0 $ 12,500 $473,750 = $412,500
Important/Prime 308.0 306.0 $25000© | $7.700,000 = $7.650,000
lFarmIand

TOTALS (rounded) $13,500,000  $13,950,000

Estimated costs assume purchasing acreage within project area. Lower costs could be realized for out of area
conservation easement purchases.



The two alternatives differ significantly in right-of-way impacts and are compared in Table 3.
As you will see, Alternative 1A will affect the Migliazzo dairy facility more than Alternative 1B.
Both alignments will impact the Trindade dairy to the same extent. Alternative 1A will require
the relocation of a larger number of residences and creates more inaccessible parcels. Alternative
1B will affect two publicly owned facilities—the Castle Airport Aviation and Development
Center, and the proposed Atwater Elementary School.

Table 3 —Right of Way | mpacts

| mpact Alt 1A Alt 1B
Dairy Lands Affected

Migliazzo 95 acres 10 acres

Trindade 16 acres 16 acres

Foriano O acres 8 acres

(also feedlot and house)

Relocation of Residences 19 16
Relocation of Businesses 5 5
Non-Accessible Parcels Created 5 3
Number of <20 acre Parcels Created 13 6
Castle Airport ADC — Acreage Needed 0 acres 14 acres
School Sites Impacted 0 sites 1 site

The estimated total project costs for the two alternatives are comparable and are presented in
Table 4. The construction costs for Alternative 1B are projected to be higher due to the slightly
longer alignment and the larger number of waterway (Canal Creek) crossings. Right-of-way
costs for Alternative 1A are higher than those for Alternative 1B since it has a more diagonal
alignment between Route 99 and Bellevue Road, thereby creating a larger number of remnant

parcels.

Table4 — Project Costs

[tem Alt 1A Alt 1B
Roadway $ 179,400,000 $ 182,400,000
Structures $ 33,900,000 $ 33,900,000
Right of Way $ 27,600,000 $ 24,000,000
E;\(/llzr;)nmental Mitigations (CTS, $5.800,000 $6.300,000
Farmland Impact Mitigation @ $7,700,000 $7,650,000
Support Costs (Eng, Const, R/W)

Preliminary Design,

Environmental, and Final Design $20,000,000 $20,000,000

Construction Support $24,600,000 $24,600,000

R/W Engineering & Acquisitions $4,800,000 $4,800,000
Total Project Costs $303,800,000 $303,650,000

Estimated costs assume purchasing acreage within project area. Lower costs could be realized for out of
area conservation easement purchases.




PROJECT SCHEDULE

An informational workshop was conducted on July 31, 2008 with elected officials from the
Cities of Atwater and Merced and the County Board of Supervisors to review the status of the
DEIR, inform them about the comments received, discuss the comparisons indicated herein, and
project costs. Members of the public, property owners in the project area, and other stakeholders
in the project attended the workshop.

On August 21, 2008 the MCAG Board is scheduled to certify the environmental document and
select a project alignment between Alternatives 1A and 1B.

PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE RECOMMENDATION

When comparing AME Alternatives 1A and 1B, there many characteristics that they share and
very few that differentiate the two alignments.
Both alternatives meet the project “purpose and need”
Both alternatives adequately address the future traffic demand
Both alternatives are consistent with and complement local land use plans
Both alternatives virtually cost the same and can be phased
Both alternatives share environmental impacts, but in both alternatives, the impacts can be
mitigated to less than significant with the exception of a noise impact that again both
share
Where the two alternatives vary are with their impacts on property. As listed in Table 3 — Right-
of-Way Impacts:
Alternative 1A would take 111 acres of dairy, including a possible total take of one dairy,
Alternative 1B would take 34 acres
Alternative 1A would take 19 versus 16 residences for 1B
Alternative 1A would create 5 versus 3 non-accessible parcels for 1B
Alternative 1A would create 13 versus 6 <20 acre parcels for 1B
Alternative 1B would take a 10 acre school site, 1A would not
Alternative 1B would take 14 acres from Castle Airport and Development Center, 1A would
not

Thus the primary differences remaining between the two alternatives are the greater impact that
Alternative 1A would have to existing private residences, dairies, and residual parcels versus
Alternative 1B’s impact on vacant parcels owned by the County of Merced (Castle A&DC) and a
school site owned by the Atwater Elementary School District.

While the right-of-way acquisition process provides a means to fairly and equitably compensate
all property owners for the property required for this project, Alternative 1B has its major impact
on vacant lands, while Alternative 1A has its major impact on residences and viable agricultural
enterprises. For that reason Alternative 1B is the staff recommended alignment.

In summary, based on the information presented in the AME EIR, it can be seen that there are
very few differences in performance, cost, or environmental impacts between Alternative 1A and
1B. All environmental impacts will be mitigated to “Less that Significant” thresholds for each
alternative with the exception of a noise impact that would occur under either alternative.



However, Alternative 1B would have fewer impacts to existing residences and business; would
create fewer unusable parcel remnants; and minimize disruption to operating dairies in the
corridor.

Two separate but related actions are required to proceed with the project. These are listed below.
The first is the certification of the CEQA documentation and process. The second is the selection
of the preferred project alternative. It is recommended that opportunity for public comment
precede discussion and action (vote) by the Governing Board for each of these individual action
items. Staff is recommending that consideration by the Governing Board of these two
actions be continued 30 to 60 days to permit additional discussion with project
stakeholders.

ACTION TO COMPLY WITH CEQA

1. The Governing Board Certify that:

a. The final AME EIR has been completed in compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act;

b. The final AME EIR was presented to the decision-making body of the lead
agency (MCAG), and that the decision-making body reviewed and considered the
information contained in the final AME EIR; and,

C. The final AME EIR reflects the MCAG Governing Board’s independent judgment
and analysis.

ACTION TO SELECT PREFERRED PROJECT ALTERNATIVE

2. Selt_act Alternative 1B as the “preferred alternative” for the Atwater-Merced Expressway

3. 'T'Tr?nes?;it a request to the City of Atwater, City of Merced, and County of Merced to
incorporate the selected alternative alignment into their respective General Plans.

REQUESTED ACTION

Continue both AME EIR Certification and Preferred Alternative Selection for 30 to 60 days.

Enclosure:  Atwater-Merced Expressway Project Final Environmental Impact Report



