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APPENDIX A: 

REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION 
PLAN CHECKLIST 

 





 
Regional Transportation Plan Checklist 

 
 

(To be completed electronically Microsoft Word format by the MPO/RTPA and 
 submitted along with draft RTP to the Calif. Department of Transportation) 

 
Name of MPO/RTPA:  Merced County Association of Governments 
  
Date Draft RTP Completed:  March 6, 2007 
  
RTP Adoption Date:  May 17, 2007 
  
Environmental Document (ED) Certification Date (if  August 19, 2004 
applicable):  
  
Identify where the ED is located (in the RTP, separate   Separate Document 
document, etc.):  
 
 

By completing this checklist, the MPO/RTPA verifies the RTP addresses  
all of the following required information within the RTP. 

7   
A. Regional Transportation Plan Components Page # 
   
1. Explain how the RTP provides a coordinated and balanced transportation system 

 
The 2004 Regional Transportation Plan provides a Policy Element and an Action Element 
that addresses a coordinated and balanced transportation system 

 

   
2. Contains a short-term (10-year) time horizon………………………………………………… 35- 
   
3. Contains a long-term (20-year) time horizon…………………………………………………. 35- 
   
4. Considers strategies to meet the seven planning factors specified in Title 23, 134(f) of the   
 U.S. Code. (MPOs only)……………………………………………………………………... App. D 
   
5. Identify where the RTP describes how it is consistent with the Civil Rights Act as identified   
 in Title 23, CFR § 450.316(b)(2). (MPOs only)……………………………………………... 6 
   
6. Specify where the RTP identifies actions necessary to meet the ADA as identified in Title   
 23, CFR § 450.316(b)(3). (MPOs only)……………………………………………………… App. C  
   
7. Explain how the RTP considers, analyzes and reflects the following social and   
 environmental effects. (MPOs only)  
 a)     Housing………………………………………………………………………………….. EIR 
 b)    Employment……………………………………………………………………………… EIR 
 c)    Community Development………………………………………………………………... EIR 



 d)    Land Use…………………………………………………………………………………. EIR 
 e)    Central Development goals………………………………………………………………. N/A 

 
Other social and environmental effects (identify and specify page number) 
 
Agriculture preservation (pages 89-90) 
 
 
 
B. Public Involvement Page # 
   
1. Includes a public involvement program that meets the requirements of Title 23, CFR §   
 450.316(b)(1) (MPOs only)…………………………………………………………………... Appdx 
   
2. Where there are Native American Tribal Governments within the RTP boundaries, the tribal   
 concerns have been addressed and the Plan was developed in cooperation with the Tribal  
 Government(s) and the Secretary of the Interior (Bureau of Indian Affairs) (Title 23, CFR §  
 134, 135 [e])…………………………………………………………………………………... N/A 
   
3. Identify where the RTP describes the public involvement efforts the MPO/RTPA used   
 during the development of the Plan…………………………………………………………... 3 
   
4. Identify where the RTP describes the private sector involvement efforts the MPO/RTPA   
 used during the development of the Plan……………………………………………………... 3-4 
   
5. The RTP describes the coordination efforts of MPO/RTPA with regional air quality   
 planning authorities. (federal nonattainment and maintenance areas only)……………… AQCA 
   
6. Specify where the RTP addresses efforts concerning interagency coordination……………... 3 
   
 
C. Policy Element Page # 
   
1. Identify where the regional transportation issues are addressed in the Policy Element……… 20- 
   
2. Specify where the regional needs are identified in the Policy 

Element………………………. 
Action 
Element 

   
3. Identify where the regional transportation issues are described in the RTP………………….. 13 & 

appdx 
   
4. Identify where the objectives in the RTP are linked to a 10-year time frame………………... Action 

Elmt 
   
5. Identify where the objectives in the RTP are linked to a 20-year time frame………………... Action 

Elmt 
 



D. Action Element Page # 
   
1. Where are the transportation needs as discussed in the Policy Element identified in the   
 RTP……………………………………………………………………………………………. Action 

Elmt- 
by 
Mode 

 
 

  

2. Specify where the RTP describes that it is consistent with the adopted regional   
 transportation goals and policies?…………………………………………………………….. Action 

Elmt- 
by 
Mode 

   
3. Identify where the RTP conforms to the projected revenues…………………………………. 46 & 

105 
   
4. Where does the RTP identify consistency with the projected constrained financial revenues..  46 & 

105 
   
5. Includes a discussion of highways……………………………………………………………. 38-50 
   
6. Includes a discussion of mass transportation…………………………………………………. 50-63 
   
7. Includes a discussion of the regional airport system…………………………………………. 68-72 
   
8. Includes a discussion of regional pedestrian needs…………………………………………… 73-77 
   
9. Includes a discussion of non-motorized transportation……………………………………….. 73-77 
   
10. Includes a discussion of rail transportation…………………………………………………… 60-64 
   
11. Includes a discussion of maritime transportation……………………………………………... N/A 
   
12. Includes a discussion of goods movement…………………………………………………… 64-68 

 
 

E. Consistency Requirement Page # 
   
1. Where does the RTP state the first four years of the fund estimate is consistent with four   
 year STIP fund estimate adopted by the CTC………………………………………………… 103 
   
2. Where does the RTP state the goal, policy and objective statements is consistent with the   
 Financial Statement…………………………………………………………………………… 95 
   
3. Where does the RTP state the projects included in the ITIP are consistent with those   



 included in the RTP…………………………………………………………………………… 47 
   
4. Where does the RTP identify the projects included in the RTIP are consistent with the RTP.. 47 

 
F. Performance Measurement Page # 
   
1.  Identify the objective criteria for measuring the performance of the transportation system   
 located in the RTP?…………………………………………………………………………… 25-27 
   
G. Environmental Considerations    
   
1. How were the environmental impact considerations of the RTP addressed (choose A or B):.  
   
  Page # 
a. It was determined through the Initial Study (IS) process the projects in the RTP will not   
 impact the environment, therefore a Negative Declaration was prepared…………………….  
   
b. The MPO/RTPA prepared a program EIR in accordance with CEQA guidelines…………… EIR 
   
2. Specify where the RTP identifies how it will conform to the State Implementation Plan   
 (SIP). (federal nonattainment and maintenance areas only)……………………………… AQCA 
   
3. Specify where the RTP identifies TCM’s to be implemented in the region.  (federal   
 nonattainment and maintenance areas only)………………………………………………. AQCA 
   
4. Identify where the RTP addresses efforts to coordinate with the regional Air Pollution   
 Control District and the Calif. Air Resources Board (CARB) to ensure conformity with the  
 SIP (federal nonattainment and maintenance areas only)………………………………… AQCA 
   

AQCA- Air Quality Conformity Analysis. 
 

I have reviewed the above information and concur that it 
is correct and complete . 

 
 
 
 

 
   
               Date 
   
 
Marjorie C. Kirn  Deputy Executive Director 

Print Name  Title 
   
 
 



APPENDIX B: 

PUBLIC MEETINGS 
 





Chronological Schedule of Public Outreach Meetings 
 

In total, 100 Public Meetings were held: 

Workshops Round 1: Vision 

Date Group Agency Partner Meeting Type Attendees 

Jan. 27, 2003 Seniors Area Agency on 
Aging Advisory 
Council 

Focus group 55 

Feb. 4, 2003 Youth  Focus group 6 
Feb. 5, 2003 Merced City  Public workshop 9 
Feb. 7, 2003 Business/ Education  Focus group 9 
Feb. 10, 2003 Environmental/ 

OutdoorRecreation 
 Focus group 14 

Feb. 11, 2003 Atwater  Public workshop 18 
Feb. 13, 2003 Delhi Delhi MAC Public workshop 12 
Feb. 18, 2003 Franklin Franklin MAC Public workshop 17 
Feb. 18, 2003 Winton Winton MAC Public workshop 23 
Feb. 19, 2003 Southeast Asian Lao Family Center Focus group 10 
Feb. 19, 2003 Agriculture  Focus group 8 
Feb. 20, 2003 Los Banos  Public workshop 7 
Feb. 24, 2003 Hilmar Hilmar MAC Public workshop 24 
Feb. 25, 2003 Dos Palos  Public workshop 4 
Feb. 26, 2003 Livingston  Public workshop 0 
Mar. 5, 2003 Gustine  Public workshop 2 
Mar. 6, 2003 TPC Technical Planning 

Committee – MCAG 
Committee  6 

Mar. 7, 2003 CAC Citizens Advisory 
Committee – MCAG 

Committee  11 

Mar. 12, 2003 Dos Palos PC Dos Palos Planning 
Commission 

Public workshop; engage 
PC in PIP process 

 

Mar. 12, 2003 Governing Board Governing Board – 
MCAG 

Board meeting 13 

Mar. 19, 2003 Merced City PC Merced City Planning 
Commission 

Public workshop; engage 
PC in PIP process 

 

Mar. 24, 2003 Hispanic 1:1 interviews Focus group 6 
Mar. 26, 2003 Los Banos PC Los Banos Planning 

Commission 
Public workshop; engage 
PC in PIP process 

14 

Mar. 26, 2003 Merced County PC Merced County 
Planning Commission 

Public workshop; engage 
PC in PIP process 

7 

Mar. 26, 2003 Commuters/Drivers The Bus Focus group 7 
Mar. 31, 2003 PIP Advisory  PIP Advisory 

Committee – MCAG 
Ad hoc committee 23 

Apr. 8, 2003 Livingston PC Livingston Planning 
Commission 

Public workshop; engage 
PC in PIP process 

10 

Apr. 9, 2003 Gustine PC Gustine Planning 
Commission 

Public workshop; engage 
PC in PIP process 

7 

Apr. 9, 2003 TRB Technical Review 
Board – MCAG 

Board  15 



 

Workshops Round 2: Goals 

Date Group Agency Partner Meeting Type Attendees 

May 5, 2003 Le Grand Le Grand MAC Public workshop 12 
May 6, 2003 Youth  Focus group 2 
May 8, 2003 Delhi Delhi MAC Public workshop 22 
May 9, 2003 Business/Education  Focus group 7 
May 12, 2003 Agriculture  Focus group 6 
May 13, 2003 Livingston Livingston PC Public workshop 24 
May 14, 2003 Gustine Gustine PC Public workshop 7 
May 25, 2003 Environmental/ 

Outdoor Recreation 
 Focus group 9 

May 19, 2003 Seniors Area Agency on 
Aging Advisory 
Council 

Focus group 37 

May 19, 2003 Franklin Franklin MAC Public workshop 11 
May 20, 2003 Winton Winton MAC Public workshop 11 
May 21, 2003 Merced City Merced City PC Public workshop 9 
May 22, 2003 Southeast Asian Lao Family Center Focus group 9 
May 27, 2003 Hilmar Hilmar MAC Public workshop 12 
May 28, 2003 Atwater Atwater PC Public workshop 7 
May 28, 2003 Dos Palos Dos Palos PC Public workshop 4 
June 5, 2003 TPC Technical Planning 

Committee – MCAG 
Committee 11 

June 6, 2003 CAC Citizens Advisory 
Committee – MCAG 

Committee  11 

June 11,2003 Merced County Merced County PC Public workshop 6 
June 11,2003 TRB Technical Review 

Board – MCAG 
Board 12 

June 11,2003 Los Banos Los Banos PC Public workshop 9 
June 12,2003 Commuters/Drivers The Bus Focus group 7 
June 12,2003 Hispanic  Hispanic Network Focus group 8 
June 19,2003 Planada Planada MAC Public workshop 5 
June 30,2003 PIP Advisory Pip Advisory 

Committee – MCAG 
Ad hoc committee 19 



 

Workshops Round 3: Problems and Solutions 

Date Group Agency Partner Meeting Type Attendees 

Aug. 25, 2003 Seniors Area Agency on 
Aging Advisory 
Council 

Focus group 45 

Sep. 4, 2003 TPC Technical Planning 
Committee – MCAG 

Committee  8 

Sep. 8, 2003 Environmental/ 
Outdoor Recreation 

 Focus group 2 

Sep. 10, 2003 Dos Palos  Public workshop 0 
Sep. 10, 2003 Gustine  Public workshop 7 
Sep. 17, 2003 Atwater/Franklin/ 

Winton 
 Public workshop 6 

Sep. 17, 2003 Hispanic Hispanic Network Focus group 5 
Sep. 18, 2003 Agriculture  Focus group 5 
Sep. 19, 2003 Business/Education  Focus group 3 
Sep. 23, 2003 Commuters/Drivers The Bus Focus group 3 
Sep. 23, 2003 Le Grand/Planada  Public workshop 8 
Sep. 24, 2003 Merced City  Public workshop 9 
Sep. 25, 2003 Hilmar/Delhi  Public workshop 5 
Sep. 29, 2003 Southeast Asian Lao Family Center Focus group 6 
Oct. 1, 2003 Livingston Livingston PC Public workshop 15 
Oct. 2, 2003 Los Banos  Public workshop 0 
Oct. 3, 2003 CAC Citizens Advisory 

Committee – MCAG 
Committee  8 

Oct. 16, 2003 Governing Board Governing Board - 
MCAG 

Study session  



 

Workshops Round 4: Scenarios 

Date Group Agency Partner Meeting Type Attendees 

Jan. 21, 2004 PIP Advisory PIP Advisory 
Committee – MCAG 

Ad hoc committee  

Jan. 26, 2004 Hilmar Hilmar PC Public workshop 14 
Jan. 28, 2004 Atwater Atwater PC Public workshop 14 
Feb. 2, 2004 Le Grand Le Grand PC Public workshop 15 
Feb. 4, 2004 Merced City  Merced City PC Public workshop 5 
Feb. 5, 2004 Planada Planada MAC Public workshop 8 
Feb. 5, 2004 TPC Technical Planning 

Committee – MCAG 
Committee 7 

Feb. 6, 2004 CAC Citizens Advisory 
Committee – MCAG 

Committee 11 

Feb. 9, 2004 Environmental/ 
Outdoor Recreation 

 Focus group 7 

Feb. 10, 2004 Livingston Livingston PC Public workshop 23 
Feb. 11, 2004 Gustine Gustine PC Public workshop 5 
Feb. 11, 2004 TRB Technical Review 

Board – MCAG 
Board 11 

Feb. 12, 2004 Delhi Delhi MAC Public workshop 19 
Feb. 17, 2004 Winton Winton MAC Public workshop 20 
Feb. 20, 2004 Business/Education  Focus group 9 
Feb. 20, 2004 Commuters/Drivers The Bus Focus group 6 
Feb. 23, 2004 Southeast Asian Lao Family Center Focus group 9 
Feb. 23, 2004 Seniors Area Agency on 

Aging Advisory 
Council 

Focus group 37 

Feb. 24, 2004 Agriculture  Focus group 3 
Feb. 24, 2004 Hispanic Hispanic Network Focus group 8 
Feb. 25, 2004 Merced County Merced County PC Public workshop 7 
Feb. 25, 2004 Los Banos Los Banos PC Public workshop 11 
Feb. 26, 2004 Dos Palos Dos Palos PC Public workshop 3 
Mar. 10, 2004 PIP Advisory PIP Advisory 

Committee – MCAG 
Ad hoc committee 13 

Mar. 12, 2004 Youth Golden Valley High 
civics class 

Focus group 21 

May 15, 2004 All Los Banos Interactive Open House  
May 19, 2004 All Livingston Interactive Open House  
May 22, 2004 All Merced Interactive Open House  
 
 



APPENDIX C: 

LOCAL PROJECT LISTS 

These are lists of planned local projects by mode. They are not 
part of the financially constrained project set. They are provided 

for information only. 





 

Lead Agency Project Description Begin 
Year  

Total 
Cost  

(x $1,000) 

Funding 
Source(s) Status 

Bridge Projects 
Dos Palos Branch 3 & California Avenue 2005 65     
Dos Palos Branch 3 & Golden Gate Ave. 2005 65     
Merced Co. Oakdale Rd. over Edendale Creek 2004 400 USCOE Design 
Merced Co. Arboleda Dr. over Duck Slough   400 HBRR On hold 
Merced Co. Dickenson Ferry Rd. over Bear Creek   250 HBRR On hold 
Merced Co. La Grange Rd. over S. Dry Creek   250 HES On hold 
Merced Co. Avenue Two over Canal Creek 2005 600 HBRR/Co. R.O.W. 
Merced Co. La Grange Rd. over N. Dry Creek   700 HES On hold 
Merced Co. Almond Ave. over Livingston Canal 2006 400 HBRR On hold 
Merced Co. Bradbury Ave. over Highline Canal   100 HBRR On hold 

Merced Co. 

Relocate Concrete Headwalls 
(Roosevelt east of 59, Roosevelt @ 
Orchard, Arbor @ Roosevelt, McNamara 
west of Healy 

2005 349 HES Applied for 

Merced Co. 
Relocate Concrete Headwalls (Sandy 
Mush west of Bliss, Gerard @ Tyler, 
Worden east of 99) 

2005 261 HES Applied for 

Merced Co. Signal at August & 165 in Hilmar 2005 253 HES Applied for 
Merced Co. Sybil Crookham in Winton 2005 260 SR2S Applied for 
Merced Co. Franklin Elementary in Merced 2005 222 SR2S Applied for 
Merced Co. Merquin & Cesar E. Chavez 2005 124 SR2S Applied for 
Merced Co. Le Grand H.S. in Le Grand 2005 217 SR2S Applied for 
Merced Co. El Capitan Elementary in Delhi 2005 401 SR2S Applied for 
Merced Co. McSwain Elementary in Merced 2005 236 SR2S Applied for 
Merced Co. Lighted Crosswalk in Delhi 2005 28 OTS Applied for 
Merced Co. Lighted Crosswalks in Hilmar 2005 53 OTS Applied for 
Merced Co. Lighted Crosswalk in Planada 2005 28 OTS Applied for 
Merced City 16th Street over Bear Creek 2006 500     
Merced City Bridge #C46L on Left side Bear Creek 2007 600     
Merced City Bridge #C46R on Right side Bear Creek 2006 600     
Merced City Highway 59  over Black Rascal Creek 2008 3000     
Merced City M St. over Fahrens Creek 2010 1500     
Merced City Bellevue Rd over Farens Creek 2010 2500     
Merced City Gardner Road over Cottonwood Creek 2004 300     

Safety Projects 

Atwater Construction of new median barrier on 
Bellevue Road 2004 338 HES Pending 

Merced Co.   Signal Hwy 152 @ Volta 2005 250 fees Design 
Merced Co.   Signal Hwy 140 @ Planada 2005 250 HES Pending 
Merced Co.   Signal Hwy 165 @ Bradbury 2005 250 HES Pending 
Merced Co.   Signal Hwy 165 @ American 2005 250 HES Pending 
Merced Co.   Signal Hwy 165 @ August 2005 250 HES Pending 
City of Los 
Banos Signal Hwy 165 @ B Street 2005 292 CMAQ   



Lead Agency Project Description Begin 
Year  

Total 
Cost  

(x $1,000) 

Funding 
Source(s) Status 

Non-motorized Projects 

MCAG Bike program- 5% set aside of CMAQ 
appportionment annual 100 CMAQ   

MCAG Transportation Demand Management 2003 80 CAMQ   
Merced City North Merced Bike Path   280     
Merced City Bikeway Construction   1470     
Merced City Yosemite Parkway Beautification 2005 150     
Merced City Bike Path to Ashby Road 2004 150     
Merced City Ped Under-Xing along Blk Rascal Creek 2005 90     
Merced City Pedestrian/Bikeway Bridge  2005 100     
Merced City  Merced Fahrens Bikeway 2004 595     
Merced County- 
Merced  

Bike Under-crossing at Yosemite Ave. & 
Lake Road         

Merced County- 
Merced  

Reconstruct Class I Bike Path adjacent 
to Lake Road from Yosemite Ave. to 
Lake Yosemite 

2006 635 BTA Applied for 

Merced County- 
Merced  

Class II Bike Lane on Bellevue road from 
UC Merced to Atwater 2006 378 BTA   

Merced County- 
Merced  

Class II Bike Lane extension, southside 
Hwy 140 in Planada; Sutter St. to east 
end of town 

2006 265 BTA Applied for 

Merced County- 
Merced  

Class II Bike Lane, northside Hwy 140 in 
Planada; Plainsburg Rd east 600' 2006 300 EEM Applied for 

Caltrans-                              
Merced area 

Bike crossing at Highway 59 and existing 
Class I Bear Creek Bike Path                                        
*to be included in the Highway 59 
widening project 

2007   SHOPP/RIP Env. 

Merced County 
- Hilmar  

Hilmar Bike/Pedestrian Bridge across 
TID lateral canal No. 7 2006 200 BTA Applied for 

Merced County 
- Hilmar  

Class II Bike Lane on Highway 165 north 
to Merced County Line   161 ?   

Merced County 
- Hilmar  

Class II Bike Lane on Highway 165 
south to Stevinson/Highway 140   292 ?   

Merced City 

Class II Bike lane on Parsons from 
Yosemite Ave. south to Bear Creek Bike 
Path. A 4-way stop is needed at Olive 
Ave. & Parsons.  *4-way stop not 
included in project cost. 

  67     

Merced City Class II Bike Lane on Yosemite Ave. 
from G Street to Lake Road   89     

Merced City 

Bike/Ped Bridge over Bear Creek 
connecting north to south between G 
Street and McKee Road - Parsons is 
likely connector 

  200     

Merced City 
Bicycle signalization at Cottonwood 
Creek Class I Bike Path and G Street 
signal 

  ?     



Lead Agency Project Description Begin 
Year  

Total 
Cost  

(x $1,000) 

Funding 
Source(s) Status 

Merced City 

Connect Class I Black Rascal Creek 
Bike Path north of Olive Ave. to Class I 
Bear Creek Bike path south of Olive Ave. 
at Highway 59 

  9     

Merced City Connect Class I Cottonwood Creek Bike 
path to Lake Road Class I Bike Path   200     

MercedCity/ 
Merced County 

Bicycle signalization at intersections (left 
hand turn lane for bicycles to signal 
independently) 

  ?     

Merced County-            
Gustine  

Class II Bike Lane on Hunt Road south 
to Ingomar Grade Road on to Volta   555 ?   

Merced County-            
Gustine  

Class II Bike Lane on Highway 33 north 
to Merced County line   142 ?   

Merced County-            
Gustine  

Class II Bike Lane on Highway 33 south 
to Santa Nella   22 ?   

City of Los 
Banos 

Los Banos Bikelanes - installation of 
130,000 feet of Class II Bike lanes 2004 373 ?   

City of Los 
Banos 

Los Banos Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge at 
Monte Vista Drive 2004 184 ?   

City of Los 
Banos 

Los Banos Bike/Pedestrian Business 
Park Class I Trail 2004 148 ?   

Merced County-          
Winton 

Class II Bike Lane on Walnut Ave. from 
Winton to Livingston   312 ?   

Merced County-          
Winton 

Class II Bike lane on Walnut Ave. east to 
Shaffer Road   45 ?   

Merced County-          
Winton 

Class Bike Lane on Sante Fe Drive to 
Cressey   139 ?   

Merced County-          
Winton 

Class II Bike Lane on Shafffer Road 
north to Oakdale Road   219 ?   

Merced County-             
Ballico 

Class II Bike Lane on Sante Fe Drive 
northeast to Merced County line   214 ?   

Merced County-             
Ballico 

Class II Bike Lane on Ballico Ave. south 
to El Capitan Way    78 ?   

Merced County-              
Delhi 

Class II bike Lane on El Capitan Way 
southeast to Hilmar   274 ?   

Merced County-              
Delhi 

Class I bike Path on TID lateral canal 
No. 6 from Highway 99 to Merced Ave.   100 ?   

Merced County-              
Delhi 

Class II Bike Lane on El Capitan Way at 
Vincent east to Sante Fe Ave. (Cressey)   252 ?   

Merced County-            
Cressey 

Class II Bike Lane on Livingston-
Cressey Road southwest to Livingston   185 ?   

Merced County-            
Cressey 

Class II Bike Lane on Sante Fe Drive 
east to Ballico   117 ?   

Merced County-            
Cressey 

Class II Bike Lane on El Capitan Way 
east to Delhi   250 ?   

Merced County-              
Stevinson 

Class II Bike Lane on Highway 140 east 
to Gustine   420 ?   

Merced County-           
Stevinson 

Class II bike Lane on Highway 165 south 
to Los Banos   456 ?   

Merced County-               
Santa Nella 

Class II Bike Lane on Highway 333 
south to Highway 152   69 ?   



Lead Agency Project Description Begin 
Year  

Total 
Cost  

(x $1,000) 

Funding 
Source(s) Status 

Merced County-               
Santa Nella 

Class II Bike Lane on Henry Miller Road 
east to Los Banos   211 ?   

Merced County-               
Santa Nella 

Class I Bike Path on the Delta Mendota 
Canal from the Merced County Line 
north to south 

  3600 ?   

Dos Palos 
Class I Bike Path loop on Delhi canals 
(Colony Main canal, Colony Branch No. 
2, colony Branch No. 3) 

  900 ?   

Merced County-              
Planada County 140 Bikepath (Planada TEA) 2003 1000 TEA/CMAQ Contract 

Awarded 

Merced County-              
Planada 

Class II Bike Lane on Plainsburg Road 
from Highway 140 north to South Bear 
Creek 

  90 ?  

Merced County-              
Planada 

Class II Bike Lane on Plainsburg Road 
from Highway 140 east to Merced 
County line 

  297 ?  

Merced County-              
Planada 

Class II Bike Lane on Santa Fe Drive 
southeast to Le Grand   244 ?  

Merced County-             
Le Grand 

Class II Bike Lane on Sante Fe Drive 
south to Merced County line   259 ?  

Merced County-           
Snelling 

Class II bike lane on Highway 59 from G 
Street to Merced Falls Road   47 ?  

Merced County-           
Snelling 

Class II Bike Lane on La Grange Road 
north to Merced County line   47 ?  

Merced County-           
Snelling 

Class II Bike Lane on Highway 59 east 
to La Grange Road   523 ?  

City of 
Livingston 

See City of Livingston Bike Plan  - 
September 2000        

City of Gustine See City of Gustine Bicycle Plan - May 
2001        

City of Los 
Banos 

See City of Los Banos Commuter Bike 
Plan   November 2002        

City of Atwater See City of Atwater/Merced Bike Plan - 
November 2003        

City of Merced See City of Atwater/Merced Bike Plan - 
November 2004        

Merced County See Merced County Regional Commuter 
Bicycle Plan    - June 2003        

Transit Projects 

Merced County Purchase 8 Twenty Passenger 
Paratransit Buses - Replacements 2005  $        

662 

FTA 5307 $ 
497,600; LTF 

$124,400 
 

Merced County Purchase 17 Bus Shelters Annually 2005  $         68 
FTA 5307 $ 

54,400;                
LTF $ 13,600 

 

Merced County Purchase One Compressed Natural Gas 
(CNG) Powered Bus 2005  $        

675 

FTA 5309 
$300,000; 

LTF $75,000 
 

Merced County U.C. Merced Service Expansion 2005  $        
432 

FTA 5307; 
Farebox; 
LTF;STA 

 



Lead Agency Project Description Begin 
Year  

Total 
Cost  

(x $1,000) 

Funding 
Source(s) Status 

Merced County Purchase 8 Twenty Passenger 
Paratransit Buses - Replacements 2005  $        

662 

FTA 5307 $ 
497,600; LTF 

$124,400 
 

Merced County Electronic Validating Farebox System 2005  $        
675 

CMAQ $ 
597,578;                 

LTF $ 77,422 
 

Merced County Route Match Tracking System 2005  $        
185 

CMAQ $ 
185,000   

Merced County 
Purchase 4 New  Buses for increase 
service from 2003 Unmet Transit Needs 
findings 

2005  $     
1,500 

CMAQ; FTA 
5307; LTF  

Merced County Fare subsidy demonstration Program 
Spare The Air - 2 years 2005  $        

450 
CMAQ $ 
450,000  

Los Banos Westside Transportation Center  2006  $        
600 

CMAQ $ 
531,180;                

LTF $68,820 
 

Merced County Purchase 8 Twenty Passenger 
Paratransit Buses - Replacements 2006  $        

662 

FTA 5307 $ 
497,600; LTF 

$124,400 
 

Merced County Purchase 12 Compressed Natural Gas 
(CNG) Buses 2006  $     

4,500 
FTA 5309; 

CMAQ; LTF  

Merced County Construct CNG Fueling Facility 2006  $     
1,250 

FTA 5309; 
CMAQ; LTF  

Merced County Install shop upgrades for CNG 
maintenance requirements  2006  $        

550 
FTA 5309; 

CMAQ; LTF  

Merced County North County Transportation Center-
Delhi 2008  $        

700 

CMAQ $ 
619,710;              

LTF $80,290 
 

Merced County Purchase Twelve  (12) 35ft. Buses 
Replacements 2008  $     

4,500 
CMAQ; FTA 
5307; LTF  

Merced County Purchase 8 Twenty Passenger 
Paratransit Buses - Replacements 2009  $        

686 

FTA 5307 $ 
548,800; LTF 

$137,200 
 

Merced County 
Nextbus Electronic Bus Schedule 
Notification System for all major Bus 
Stops (50) 

2010  $        
575 

CMAQ $ 
575,000  

Merced County Operations & Maintenance   $ 5,290         
per year 

FTA 5307; 
Farebox; LTF, 

STA 
 

Merced County Bus Sign & Bus stop Development 
Program    $         70 

FTA 5307; 
Farebox; 
LTF;STA 

 

City of Atwater Construct new bus pullout lane and bus 
stop 2004 39 CMAQ  

Aeronautics Projects 
Castle Airport Runway Rehabilitation/Install PAPI's 2004 1,170     
Castle Airport Building Rehabilitation (MAP FUNDING) 2004 675     
Castle Airport Install Airfield Signage 2005 315     
Castle Airport Pavement Markings 2005 180     
Castle Airport Install REILS, Runway 13 2004 45     



Lead Agency Project Description Begin 
Year  

Total 
Cost  

(x $1,000) 

Funding 
Source(s) Status 

Castle Airport Airfield Security Fencing 2004 135     
Castle Airport Airfield Security Gates 2005 180     
Castle Airport Relocate HIRLS, Runway 13-31 2006 1,223     
Castle Airport Utility Infrastructure (MAP FUNDING) 2004 765     
Castle Airport Airport Master Plan 2005 315     
Castle Airport Project Design 2006 90     

Castle Airport Joint and Crack Sealing, Parking Apron, 
Phase 1 2006 450     

Castle Airport High-Speed Runway Sweeper 2006 148     
Castle Airport Project Design 2006 289     
Castle Airport ARFF Vehicles 2007 296     

Castle Airport Roads and Land Acquisition PHASE 1 
(MAP FUNDING) 2005 630     

Castle Airport Install MITLS 2007 225     

Castle Airport Joint and Crack Sealing, Parking Apron, 
Phase 2 2007 630     

Castle Airport Install MALSR, Runway 31 2007 594     

Castle Airport Land acquisition PHASE 2 (MAP 
FUNDING) 2006 1,890     

Castle Airport Project Design 2007 1,027     

Castle Airport Joint and Crack Sealing, Parking Apron, 
Phase 3 2008 652     

Castle Airport Runway Rubber Removal 2008 236     
Castle Airport Repaint Runway and Taxiway 2008 270     

Castle Airport Joint and Crack Sealing, Approach Ends 
Runway 13-31 2008 418     

Castle Airport Install MALSRs,Runway 13 2008 592     

Castle Airport FBO/General Aviation/Charter Terminal 
(MAP FUNDING) 20008 2,970     

Castle Airport Project Design 2008 253     

Castle Airport Joint and Crack Sealing, Parking Apron, 
Phase 4 2009 675     

Castle Airport Install MALSR - Runway 13 2009 594     
Castle Airport Project Design 2009 234     
Castle Airport Asphalt Paving Repairs 2009 450     

Castle Airport Joint and Crack Sealing, Parking Apron, 
Phase 5 2010 720     

Castle Airport Project Design 2010 355     
Castle Airport Install ILS, Runway 13 2011 1,777     
Castle Airport Project Design 2011 1,800     
Castle Airport Resurface Runway 13-31 2012 9,000     

Gustine Replace VASIs with PAPIs 2004 40 Federal-State-
Local   

Gustine Underground power poles 2005 130 " " 
Gustine AWOS Weather Equipment 2005 180 " " 
Gustine Land acquisition 2006 250 " " 
Gustine EA/EIR 2006 180 " " 

Gustine Extend Runway 18-36 and parallel 
taxiway; new entry/exit taxiway 2008 875 " " 

Gustine MIRL and MITL on runway and taxiway 
extensions 2008 155 " " 



Lead Agency Project Description Begin 
Year  

Total 
Cost  

(x $1,000) 

Funding 
Source(s) Status 

Gustine Construct apron to north 2008 160 " " 

Gustine Connect new development to city sewer 
system 2009 40 " " 

Gustine Construct taxiway to new hangar 2009 154 " " 

Gustine Extend utilities (electrical, water, 
telephone) to south side of the Airport 2010 40 " " 

Gustine Update Airport Master Plan and Airport 
Layout Plan 2010 150 " " 

Los Banos Airport Land Acquisition 2004 2,541 FAA   
Los Banos Fire Systems Including Water Lines 2004 34 FAA   
Los Banos Runway Extension Drainage 2004 139 FAA   
Los Banos Runway 14 VASI Relocation 2004 26 FAA   
Los Banos Runway Extension (75'x800') 2004 173 FAA   
Los Banos Runway Extension Earthwork 2004 202 FAA   
Los Banos Taxiway Edge Reflectors 2004 18 FAA   
Los Banos T-Hangar Taxiways 2004 115 FAA   
Los Banos Taxiway Extension and Hold Apron 2004 115 FAA   
Los Banos Internal Access Road 2004 87 FAA   
Los Banos Overlay fueling area apron 2004 77 FAA   
Los Banos Extend Fire Hydrant Systems NDB 2004 41 FAA   
Los Banos Runway 32 REIL 2004 29 FAA   
Los Banos Airfield Signing/Distance Signs 2004 45 FAA   
Los Banos AWOS Weather Equipment 2004 69 FAA   
Los Banos Runway MIRL Extension 2004 17 FAA   
Los Banos Remote Communication radio 2004 16 FAA   
Los Banos Airport Road Access Improvements 2004 52 FAA   

Los Banos Reimburse Environmental & Prelim. 
Expenses 2004 394 FAA   

Los Banos Land Acquisition - Airport Protection 2004 2,900 FAA   
Los Banos Earthwork/ Drainage 2004 983 FAA   
Los Banos Runway Paving ( 5800 X 100) 2004 2,146 FAA   
Los Banos Taxiway Paving 2004 1,389 State   

Los Banos Runway Overruns Paving ( 100' X 300' 
each) 2004 218 FAA   

Los Banos Runway & Taxiway Marking 2004 32 FAA   
Los Banos Runway Lighting 2004 227 FAA   
Los Banos Taxiway Lighting 2004 384 FAA   
Los Banos Lighted Airfield signs 2004 114 FAA   
Los Banos Precision Approach Path Indicators (2) 2004 65 FAA   
Los Banos Runway End Identifier Lights (2) 2004 52 FAA   

Los Banos Segmented Circle and Lighted Wind 
Cone 2005 19 FAA   

Los Banos Automated Weather Observation System  2004 105 FAA   
Los Banos New Airport Lighting Vault 2004 79 FAA   
Los Banos Apron (200,000SF) 2005 728 FAA   
Los Banos Hangar Taxiways (1,000 LF) 2006 90 FAA   
Los Banos T-Hangars (36 units) 2006 1,181 FAA   
Los Banos Water / Fire Protection System 2006 472 FAA   
Los Banos Site Electrical 2006 128 FAA   
Los Banos Sanitary system 2006 236 FAA   
Los Banos Access Road (3,870LF) 2006 422 FAA   



Lead Agency Project Description Begin 
Year  

Total 
Cost  

(x $1,000) 

Funding 
Source(s) Status 

Los Banos Runway, Taxiways and Apron Seal Cost 
and Marking 2015 918 State   

Merced 
Municipal 

Overlay Various Taxiways & Roads and 
Parking lot 2002 424     

Merced 
Municipal 

Slurry Seal Taxiways, replace distance 
remaining signs 2004 141     

Merced 
Municipal Update Airport Master Plan 2004 250     

Merced 
Municipal 

Airport Infrasturcture/Business 
Development Plan 2004 225     

Merced 
Municipal Resurface of Runway 12/30 2004 1,800     

Merced 
Municipal Runway Safety Area Enhancement 2004 45     

Merced 
Municipal 

Runway Distance Remaining Signs 
Replacement 2004 11     

Merced 
Municipal Lighting Ramp / Parking / Fence 2005 90     

Merced 
Municipal 

Terminal and Airfield Lighting 
Generators 2005 45     

Merced 
Municipal 

Closed Circuit Television 
System/Recorder 2005 67     

Merced 
Municipal 

Vehicle and Personnel Access Control 
System 2005 279     

Merced 
Municipal Safety Gear  2005 25     

Merced 
Municipal Thermal Imaging Equipment 2005 31     

Merced 
Municipal Detectors and Sensors 2005 10     

Merced 
Municipal 

Airport Fire Station Security Camera 
System 2005 13     

Merced 
Municipal Vehicle to Carry Equipment/Foam 2005 22     

Merced 
Municipal 

Underground Hydrants along Runway 
and Ramp 2005 13     

Merced 
Municipal Airport Perimeter Fence Access Road 2006 459     

Merced 
Municipal Pavement Construction 2007 334     

Merced 
Municipal Airline Terminal Relocation 2008 ?     

Merced 
Municipal Pending Airport Master Plan Update 2008 ?     

Various Local Projects 
Dos Palos Reconstruct sidewalks, curbs, & gutters   185     
Dos Palos Various Road Maintenance & Repair   700     
Dos Palos Reconstruct California Avenue 2006 320     
Dos Palos Downtown Alley Replacement 2006 10     
Dos Palos ROW Acquisition Powers/Pafford Street 2007 15     



Lead Agency Project Description Begin 
Year  

Total 
Cost  

(x $1,000) 

Funding 
Source(s) Status 

Dos Palos Reconstruct Frank Avenue 2007 300     
Dos Palos Reconstruct Golden Gate Avenue 2008 310     
Dos Palos Reconstruct Center Avenue 2008 300     
Dos Palos Reconstruct East Blossom 2009 250     
Dos Palos Reconstruct Marguerite Street 2010 285     
Dos Palos Repair & Overlay Lorraine Street 2010 9     

Dos Palos Reconstruct W. Almond, Redfern, & 
General  2010 22     

Gustine Citywide Reconstruction of Curbs, 
Gutters, and sidewalks   140 Local   

Gustine New Signal at intersection of Hwy 33 
and Hwy 140  2010 35 Federal & 

State   

Gustine New Signal at intersection of Hwy 33 
and  Sullivan Rd. 2010 70 Federal & 

State   

Gustine Reconstruct Various City Alleys   210 Local   
Gustine Reconstruct Carnation Rd. 2005 157 "   

Gustine Overlay Fentem Rd. from Jensen to  
Canal 2010 89 "   

Gustine Overlay North Avenue from Linden to  
Hwy 33 2005 92 "   

Gustine Overlay Lucerne Avenue from Jensen 
Rd. to West Avenue 2007 70 "   

Gustine Citywide Overlay in Conjunction with 
Waterline Replacements   210 "   

Livingston Winton Parkway 4 mil   4000     

Livingston Livingston-Cressy Rd. (Highway 99 - 
Swan Street) 2004 400     

Livingston F Street (City Limits to 5th Street) 2004 200     
Livingston Main Street (F Street to Front Street) 2004 400     
Livingston Peach Street (within City Limits) 2004 300     
Livingston D Street (West of 5th Street) 2005 53     
Livingston E Street (Main to 5th Street) 2006 100     
Livingston 5th Street (E Street to F Street) 2007 25     

Livingston White Street (Hwy 99 to Swan Street) 
Completed 2004 60     

Livingston Front Street (West of 6th Street) 2004 125     
Livingston Various Curb & Gutter Projects   150     
Livingston Hammatt Street (F to Park) 2004 180     

Los Banos New Construction: Page Ave from 11th 
St East to Hwy 165 2004 101 Local   

Los Banos Construct alley in block surrounded by 
Fourth, Fifth, H and I St 2007 21 Local   

Los Banos New Construction: parts of Cardoza Rd. 
from Center to Ortigalita 2004 138 Local   

Los Banos Construct Right Turn Lane: EB Hwy 152 
to SB Hwy 165 2004 157 CMAQ   

Los Banos Place Rd. Extension, east of new Los 
Banos Jr. High 2005 262 Local   

Los Banos Extension of Place Rd. from Hwy 152 to 
San Luis St. 2005 472 Local   

Los Banos Extension of West I St. to Pioneer Rd. 2007 184 Local   



Lead Agency Project Description Begin 
Year  

Total 
Cost  

(x $1,000) 

Funding 
Source(s) Status 

Los Banos Extension of Jefferson St. from South 
11th  to Hwy 165 2007 157 Local   

Los Banos Extension of South 12th St. from Hwy 
152 to Page Ave. 2007 735 Local   

Los Banos Extension of Ward Rd. to Henry Miller 
Ave. 2006 1575 Local   

Los Banos Construct Intersection of Overland Ave. 
and Ingomar Grade 2007 157 Local   

Los Banos Extension of Airport Blvd. from Airport to 
Badger Flat Rd. 2007 236 Local   

Los Banos Extension of Pioneer Rd. to Ward Rd. 2007 367 Local   
Merced City Class I Bikeway Maint/Repair   350     
Merced City Street Cyclical Maintenance (PMS)   15970     
Merced City Alley Reconstruction   1937     
Merced City Class II Repaint Bikelanes   78     
Merced City Parsons Avenue Construction   9000     
Merced City Miscellaneous Drainage Improvements   1050     
Merced City Bradley Overhead   700     
Merced City Curb/Gutter Replacement   3500     
Merced City Sidewalk Repalcement   1540     
Merced City New Signals - Growth   9800     
Merced City New Signal - 13th & G Street 2004 150     
Merced City New Signal - 13th & M Street 2004 150     
Merced City New Signal - Santa Fe & Glen Avenue 2005 120     

Merced City New Bridge - Yosemite Avenue at 
Fahrens Creek 2004 2250     

Merced City Reconstruct 14th Street 2005 160     
Merced City Reconstruct Melody Lane 2005 120     
Merced City Overlay 28th - G Steet to Canal Street 2005 75     
Merced City Reconstruct 13th Street - X Street Loop 2005 100     
Merced City New Signal - Main & V Street 2005 120     
Merced City Replace Signal 18th & R Street 2005 120     
Merced City Replace Signal 18th & MLK Way 2005 150     
Merced City Overlay  G Street - 16th to Olive Avenue 2005 5000     
Merced City New Signal - 25th & M Streets 2005 150     
Merced City Childs Avenue Drainage Correction 2005 350     
Merced City New Signal - 8th & R Steets 2005 100     

Merced City Reconstruct E Santa Fe G Street to 6th 
Street 2005 1200     

Merced City Reconstruct North Bear Creek Drive 2005 1800     

Merced City Reconstruct West Ave. - Wardrobe to 
Hwy 140 2005 600     

Merced City Replace Signal 18th  & Canal Streets` 2005 150     
Merced City Replace Signal Main & Canal Streets  2005 150     
Merced City Resurface Brookdale Drive Area 2005 160     
Merced City New Signal - Alexander & Parsons 2005 120     
Merced City New Signal 8th & M Streets 2005 150     

Merced City Reconstruct D Street - Childs Ave. to 
12th Street 2005 2000     

Merced City Reconstruct B Street - Childs Ave. to 
13th Street 2005 2500     



Lead Agency Project Description Begin 
Year  

Total 
Cost  

(x $1,000) 

Funding 
Source(s) Status 

Merced City New Signal - Olive & McKee 2005 130     
Merced City New Signal - Olive & Parsons 2005 130     
Merced City Overlay 25th to 27th - G to M Streets 2005 1400     
Merced City Overlay 18th to 23rd - G to M Streets 2005 2800     
Merced City Replace Signal 18th & G Streets 2005 150     
Merced City New Bridge - R Street at Fahrens Creek 2005 2250     
Merced City R Street - Yosemite to Cardella 2005 3335     
Merced City G Street - Yosemite to Cardella 2005 3335     
Merced City Cardella - Thorton to Hwy 59 2005 3000     
Merced City Bellevue - Thorton to Hwy 59 2005 3335     
Merced City Resurface 23rd Street - P to N Streets 2005 240     

Merced City Resurface Q Street - 16th to 23rd 
Streets 2005 380     

Merced City New Signal 11th & K Streets 2005 120     
Merced City New Signal 7th & T streets 2005 100     
Merced City Yosemite Avenue - R to Hwy 59 2005 1500     
Merced City Cardella Rd. - R to G Streets 2005 3000     
Merced City Bellevue - Hwy 50 to R Street 2005 3335     

Merced City New Bridge on G Street at Cottonwood 
Creek 2005 2250     

Merced City New Bridge on M Strret at Cottonwood 
Creek 2004 1500     

Merced City Replace Signal - 21st & Glen 2004 150     
Merced City Replace Signal - 20th & R Street 2004 150     
Merced City Cardella Rd. - Hwy 59 to R Street 2005 3000     
Merced City Bellevue Rd. - R to G Street 2005 3335     
Merced City New Bridge - Cardella at Fahrens Creek 2005 1875     
Merced City Replace Signal at 26th and G 2005 130     
Merced City Replace Signal at Main St. and N 2005 120     
Merced City Childs Ave.  2005 8788     
Merced City New Signal at Grogan and West 2005 120     

Merced City New Signal at Yosemite Ave. and R 
Street 2005 200     

Merced City New Signal at 15th and O 2006 120     
Merced City New Signal @ Bellevue and G Street 2004 350 CMAQ   
Merced City New Signal at Childs and R 3007 1120     
Merced City R St. - Cardella to Bellevue 2006 3335     
Merced City G St. - Cardella to Bellevue 2006 3335     
Merced City Cardella - G to Gardner 2006 3000     
Merced City Cardella - Gardner to Old Lake 2006 3000     
Merced City Yosemite Ave. - Hwy 59 to Thornton 2006 3000     
Merced City Gardner - Yosemite to Cardella 2006 2480     
Merced City Bellevue - G to Gardner 2006 3335     
Merced City Bellevue - Gardner to Old Lake 2006 3335     
Merced City Thorton - Mission to Hwy 140 2006 4960     
Merced City M St. Transitway - Yosemite to Cardella 2006 5000     
Merced City M St. Transitway - Cardella to Bellevue 2007 2500     
Merced City Santa Fe/Lake RR Grade Separation 2006 7000     
Merced City Santa Fe/G St. RR Grade Separation 2006 8000     

Merced City Reconstruct Lopes from West to 
Thornton 2006 500     



Lead Agency Project Description Begin 
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(x $1,000) 
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Merced City Overlay Olive Ave.  2007 2000     
Merced County Campus Parkway 2005 37000 TEA/RIP Env. 
Merced County Husman Rd.-Hwy 33 To Ingomar 2006 900 Fees   
Merced County Gurr Rd.-Dickenson Ferry To Rodner   600     
Merced County Gurr Rd- Rodner To Duck Slough   600     
Merced County Gurr Rd.-Duck Slough To Sandy Mush 2003 600     
Merced County Hunt Rd. -R/R To Cottonwood   2000     
Merced County Letteau Avenue-Griffith To Shanks   350     
Merced County Buchanan Hollow-Hwy 99 To Minturn   1600     
Merced County Cottonwood Rd.-Hwy. 33 To Hunt  2004 500     
Merced County Ortigalita Rd.-L.B. To Mervel 2002 470     

Merced County Childs Avenue- Plainsburg To Merced 
City 2002 420     

Merced County La Grange Rd.-Hwy 59 To County Line 2004 450     
Merced County Pioneer Rd.- Ortigalita To Volta 2004 800     
Merced County Volta Rd.-Pioneer To Hwy 152 2005 400 Developer   
Merced County Volta Rd.-Hwy 152 To Ingomar   250     
Merced County Merced Falls-La Grange To Hornitos   420     
Merced County Merced Avenue-August To Swanson   525     
Merced County Mitchell Rd.-Turner To County Line   1000     
Merced County Mc Henry Rd.-Arboleda To Hwy 99   150     

Merced County Burchell Road - Le Grand Rd. To Santa 
Fe   1000     

Merced County Burchell Rd.-Santa Fe To Childs   600     
Merced County Plainsburg Rd.-Miles Ck To Hwy 99   650     
Merced County Arboleda Drive-Yosemite To Hwy 99   500     

Merced County Yosemite Avenue-Merced City To 
Arboldeda   250     

Merced County Olive Avenue-Merced City To Arboleda   1500     
Merced County Sandy Mush-Hwy  99 To Healy   2000     
Merced County Sandy Mush -Healy To Hwy 59   250     

Merced County Ingomar Grade - Henry Miller to 
Cottonwood   750     

Merced County Turned Island - Hwy 152 to Sandy Mush   1000     
Merced County Snelling Rd - Bellevue to Hwy 59   1500     
Merced County Mariposa Avenue- Hwy 99 To Burchell   500     
Merced County Santa Fe Drive-El Capitan To Co.Line   375     
Merced County Oakdale Rd.-Dry Creek To County Line   375     
Merced County Turlock Rd.-Dry Creek To Lee   200     
Merced County Bradbury Ave - Lee To Santa Fe   200     
Merced County Lee Road-Bradbury To Oakdale   200     
Merced County Santa Fe Drive-Hwy 59 To Atw.   1000     
Merced County Buhach Rd.-Hwy 99 To Hwy 140   200     
Merced County Bellevue -Hwy 99 To City Atwater   1000     
Merced County Bellevue-Santa Fe To Franklin   1500     
Merced County Bellevue-Franklin To Lake Rd   450     
Merced County Westside Blvd.-Lincoln To Hwy 99   1700     
Merced County Le Grand Rd.-Santa Fe To  99   500     
Merced County Bloss Ave-Sycamore To Hwy 165   350     
Merced County Sycamore Avenue-Bloss To Main Street   70     
Merced County Vincent Avenue-El Capitan To Co. Line   250     



Lead Agency Project Description Begin 
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Merced County Montgomery Street-Hwy 59 To Keyes 
Rd   70     

Merced County Keyes Rd.-Montgomery St. To Cox Ferry   210     
Merced County River Rd.-Kelley To Hwy 165   2450     
Merced County Lincoln Blvd-Livingston To Hwy 140   375     
Merced County Almond Avenue-Creek Rd To Hwy 165   225     
Merced County Orchard Rd.-Co.Line To Cottonwood   400     
Merced County Poleline Rd.-Hwy 165 To Co. Line   400     
Merced County Eagle Field Rd.-Poleline To County Line   260     
Merced County Rosevelt-Hwy 59 To Bliss   4100     
Merced County Washington -Hwy 59 To County Line   375     
Merced County Lexington-Eucalyptus To Blossom   150     
Merced County Henry Miller- Hwy 33 to Turner Island   2000     
Merced County Mission Avenue-Henry To Hwy 59   1500     
Merced County Henry Street-Vassar To Mission   500     
Merced County Vassar Avenue-Healy To Henry   750     
Merced County Road Maintenance   31500     
Merced County Bridge Maintenance   1120     
Merced County Admin & Engineering   6200     
Merced County R/W   1395     
Merced County Bridge Construction   12200     
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FEDERAL PLANNING FACTORS 
 
The federal transportation legislation requires that metropolitan planning organizations consider 
seven specific issues or "factors" when developing transportation plans and programs. The following 
checklist discusses how each factor is treated in this plan. 
 
1. Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global 
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency. 
 
Transportation infrastructure and transit service intrinsically support the Merced County economy 
and its agricultural base. Major routes including I-5, SR 99, and SR 152 serve regional and interstate 
freight and travel; numerous projects on these routes and others that feed them are included in this 
plan. Construction of the 10th campus for the University of California, Merced, and providing 
transportation infrastructure to serve it will support economic growth and enable our region to 
compete globally. 
 
2. Increase the safety and security of the transportation system for motorized and non-
motorized users. 
 
Safety projects are included in the project lists for this plan, but many more are merged into other 
categories such as intersection improvements. Two programs are directly focused on safety and 
security: the Safety Authority for Freeway Emergencies (call box) program (SAFE), and the bicycle 
commuter and education and safety program. 
 
3. Increase the accessibility and mobility options available to people and for freight. 
 
Accessibility and mobility are dealt with throughout the plan in all sections. Also, MCAG has 
participated for several years in a tri-county Freight Advisory Committee which has provided input 
and direction regarding goods movement issues. 
 
4. Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, and improve 
quality of life. 
 
Several planning elements will result in the enhancement of the environment, energy conservation 
and quality of life improvement. Transportation Demand Management supports a vanpool project 
from Los Banos and western Merced County.  
 
5. Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and 
between modes, for people and freight. 
 
Better integration of modes is addressed in this plan through a variety of projects. The transit system 
is continually working on better transfer connections between modes. The 
Ridesharing and Bicycle programs are new and revitalized initiatives to integrate transportation 
modes. The YARTS program, administered by MCAG, is a major effort to enhance connectivity 
between modes for people. The transit system allows Park visitors and gateway community 
employees the option of taking transit to the Park. 



 
6. Promote efficient system management and operation. 
 
The plan encourages efficient management and operation in the Policy Element and includes 
numerous projects in the areas of transportation demand management (TDM) and transportation 
system management (TSM). Also, MCAG operates a Geographic Information System and a Traffic 
Model. These are key in the promotion of system management. They permit the efficient collection 
of data and the use of analytical tools to evaluate and select strategies for management and 
operation. 
 
7. Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 
 
Maintenance is a concern often expressed both by the staff of local agencies and by local elected 
officials., and a large portion of the available funding is dedicated to preservation and maintenance. 
A cooperative partnership with member agencies resulted in a Pavement Management System which 
will enable each agency to constructive preventative maintenance programs, making the best use of 
inadequate funding. 
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PROCEDURES FOR PUBLIC 
PARTICIPATION IN THE 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 
PROCESS 

BACKGROUND 

Requirements 

The Merced County Association of Governments was designated as a Metropolitan Planning 
Organization based upon the results of the 1990 Census. 

The 1991 Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) requires each Metropolitan 
Planning Organizations (MPOs) to adopt and implement procedures for public participation in their 
transportation planning processes. Each MPO is given great latitude to develop a program that will 
be the most effective in their region within the following guidelines. 

MPOs are required to develop a proactive public involvement process that provides complete 
information, timely public notice, full public access to key decisions, and supports early and 
continuing involvement of the public in developing transportation plans and programs and meets 
the requirements and criteria specified as follows: 

Require a minimum public comment period of 45 days before the public involvement process is 
initially adopted or revised; 

Provide timely information about transportation issues and processes to citizens, affected public 
agencies, representatives of transportation agency employees, private providers of transportation, 
other interested parties and segments of the community affected by transportation plans, programs 
and projects (including but not limited to central city and other local jurisdiction concerns); 

Provide reasonable public access to technical and policy information used in the development of 
plans and TIPs and open public meetings where matters related to the Federal-aid highway and 
transit programs are being considered; 

Require adequate public notice of public involvement activities and time for public review and 
comment at key decision points, including, but not limited to, approval of plans and TIPs (in non-
attainment areas, classified as serious and above, the comment period shall be at least 30 days for the 
plan, TIP and major amendment(s)); 

Demonstrate explicit consideration and response to public input received during the planning and 
program development processes;  



Seek out and consider the needs of those traditionally under served by existing transportation 
systems, including but not limited to low-income and minority households; 

When significant written and oral comments are received on the draft transportation plan or TIP 
(including the financial plan) as a result of the public involvement process or the interagency 
consultation process required under the U.S. EPA's conformity regulations, a summary, analysis, and 
report on the disposition of comments shall be made part of the final plan and TIP; 

If the final transportation plan or TIP differs significantly from the one which was made available 
for public comment by the MPO and raises new material issues which interested parties could not 
reasonably have foreseen from the public involvement efforts, an additional opportunity for public 
comment on the revised plan or TIP shall be made available; 

Public involvement processes shall be periodically reviewed by the MPO in terms of their 
effectiveness in assuring that the process provides full and open access to all; 

These procedures will be reviewed by the FHWA and the FTA during certification reviews for 
TMAs, and as otherwise necessary for all MPOs, to assure that full and open access is provided to 
MPO decision making processes; 

Metropolitan public involvement processes shall be coordinated with statewide public involvement 
processes wherever possible to enhance public consideration of the issues, plans, and programs and 
reduce redundancies and costs. 

Existing Processes 

For several years, MCAG has had an extensive public participation process with several 
components: 

• Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC). This Committee is comprised of eleven members 
appointed by the MCAG Governing Board, and is involved throughout the MCAG 
transportation planning process. 

• MCAG Journal. MCAG publishes a monthly newsletter that provides information about 
significant transportation planning efforts. The current mailing list includes approximately 
1200 persons. 

• Public Meetings. The interactive meetings provide MCAG staff with a important forum for 
interacting with members of the public and receiving input throughout the planning process 
on major projects. 

• Open Meetings. All MCAG meetings are open to the public, and agendas are mailed to 
interested parties and are posted. All  MCAG Board meetings and advisory committee 
meetings include opportunities for public participation on agenda and non-agenda items. 

• Public hearings.  As required for adoption of documents. 
The purpose of this document is to more thoroughly document existing public involvement 
programs that MCAG will conduct throughout its metropolitan planning process. The document is 
organized into the following sections: 

• Citizens Advisory Committee; 



• Monthly Newsletter; 
• Distribution of public notices for meetings and events; 
• Open and public meetings; 
• Public workshops for major transportation planning projects; 
• Documentation of  responses to comments received on significant transportation plans and 

programs; 
• Public Hearings. 

CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Committee Structure 

The MCAG Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) is currently composed of eleven members. Each 
member has been nominated by one of the eleven voting members of the MCAG Governing Board 
and appointed by the Governing Board. 

This plan proposes to create a fourteen (14) member Committee that includes five at-large seats and 
one representative from the following fields: 

• real estate 
• Chamber of Commerce 
• economic development 
• construction 
• civil engineering 
• goods movement 
• education  
• small business 
• farming/agribusiness 

Four of the five at-large positions will be filled with a consideration to geographic distribution  Ex-
officio members will be identified by MCAG staff. 

Selection of Committee Members 

MCAG will seek applicants to serve on the Citizens Advisory Committee through the media and 
contact with private citizens and local governments. Each applicant will be required to complete an 
application and will meet with staff in an informal interview. 

As vacancies occur, staff will recommend appointments to the Governing Board. The Governing 
Board will appoint all voting members. 

Length of Term 

Each member of the Committee may serve up to two complete, four-year terms. At the end of a full 
first term, a member may be re-appointed by the Governing Board. A member appointed to serve 



out the balance of the term of an existing vacancy may be re-appointed at the conclusion of the term 
and may ultimately serve two complete, four-year terms in addition to the balance of the initial term. 

Committee Responsibilities 

Develop a Mission Statement and Establish Committee Goals 

Committee members must understand their role on the Committee. The awareness is critical to 
individual effectiveness as well as to the effectiveness of the Committee. Within the work program 
set forth each year by the MCAG Governing Board and implemented by staff, there is a degree of 
latitude for the Committee to determine its own priorities. To this end, a mission or vision statement 
will be created and periodically reviewed.  The mission statement will provide purpose to the 
committee and will provide a foundation for future actions and decisions. 

The mission statement will consist of bullet statements describing the Committee's role and its 
purpose.  From that mission statement goals will be developed, and from those goals objectives. 
These goals and objectives will provide measures for the Committee and staff to determine the 
effectiveness of the Committee. 

The mission statement, goals, and objectives will be established once the committee has been re-
structured. 

Monthly Meetings 

Generally, the committee will meet once a month. The committee will review recent staff work, 
recommend actions to the MCAG Governing Board, and provide staff with input on transportation 
planning issues. 

Visits to Local Service Clubs 

Members of the Citizens Advisory Committee will play important roles of the process of 
disseminating information to the general public and bringing forth ideas and considerations of the 
general public to the MCAG planning process. Committee members will be encouraged to join staff 
in making an effort to visit local service clubs to make presentations on current issues and/or 
receive input on current planning projects. 

MONTHLY NEWSLETTER 
MCAG publishes a monthly newsletter that provides information about significant transportation 
planning efforts. The current mailing list includes approximately 1200 persons. 

The MCAG Journal will be used to assist the public involvement process in the following ways: 

• Notify the public of a 45 day public comment period before this public involvement process 
is adopted or revised; 

• Provide timely information about transportation issues and processes to citizens, affected 
public agencies, representatives of transportation agency employees, private providers of 



transportation, other interested parties and segments of the community affected by 
transportation plans, programs and projects (including but not limited to central city and 
other local jurisdiction concerns); 

• Provide reasonable public access to technical and policy information used in the 
development of plans and TIPs and open public meetings/hearings where matters related to 
the Federal-aid highway and transit programs are being considered; 

• Provide at least 30-day public notice for  public involvement activities and time for public 
review and comment at key decision points, including, but not limited to, approval of plans 
and TIPs; 

• Seek out and consider the needs of those traditionally under served by existing public 
transportation systems, including but not limited to low-income and minority households. 

• Provide notification of opportunities for public comment on the revised plan or TIP, if the 
final transportation plan or TIP differs significantly from the one which was made available 
for public comment and raises new material issues which interested parties could not 
reasonably have foreseen. 

DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC NOTICES FOR 
MEETINGS AND EVENTS  

Press Releases 

MCAG will continue to issue press releases in advance of public hearings and workshops, in 
accordance with applicable law or seven days in advance, whichever is longer. 

Public Service Announcements 

MCAG will continue to issue public service announcements in advance of public hearings and 
workshops. 

Local Cable Access Television 

Some local cable systems provide an excellent communication avenue for announcing upcoming 
events. Single or multiple screen messages can be displayed on the local access channel. Some  
production services for the advertiser are available. Where feasible, for large projects, MCAG will 
investigate the usefulness of this avenue for disseminating information to the public. 

Direct Mailings 

For workshops and other public planning sessions, MCAG will distribute information directly to 
interested parties on existing mailing lists and provide information to target mailing lists from other 
agencies (e.g. Chambers of Commerce, San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District). 



Summary 

These methods of distributing notices to the public for upcoming meetings will assist the public 
involvement process in the following ways: 

• Notify the public of a 45 day public comment period before this public involvement process 
is adopted or revised; 

• Provide timely information about transportation issues and processes to citizens, affected 
public agencies, representatives of transportation agency employees, private providers of 
transportation, other interested parties and segments of the community affected by 
transportation plans, programs and projects (including but not limited to central city and 
other local jurisdiction concerns); 

• Provide reasonable public access to technical and policy information used in the 
development of plans and TIPs and open public meetings/hearings where matters related to 
the Federal-aid highway and transit programs are being considered; 

• Provide at least 30-day public notice for public involvement activities and time for public 
review and comment at key decision points, including, but not limited to, approval of plans 
and TIPs; 

• Seek out and consider the needs of those traditionally under served by existing public 
transportation systems, including but not limited to low-income and minority households. 

• Provide notification of opportunities for public comment on the revised plan or TIP, if the 
final transportation plan or TIP differs significantly from the one which was made available 
for public comment and raises new material issues which interested parties could not 
reasonably have foreseen. 

OPEN AND PUBLIC MEETINGS 
All MCAG meetings of the Governing Board, Technical Review Board, Citizens Advisory 
Committee, Technical Planning Committee, and Freight Advisory Committee will continue to be 
open to members of the general public. 

PUBLIC WORKSHOPS FOR MAJOR 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING PROJECTS 
Workshops will be held for major transportation planning projects. These workshops will be 
interactive. Staff will provide background information and answer questions. Where applicable, staff 
and members of the public will engage in interactive workshop sessions to solicit public input into 
the planning process. 

Procedures for notifying the public as identified above will be followed. 



DOCUMENTATION OF RESPONSES TO COMMENTS 
ON SIGNIFICANT PROJECTS 
MCAG will demonstrate explicit consideration and response to public input received during the 
planning and program development processes. 

Moreover, when significant written and/or oral comments are received on the draft transportation 
plan or TIP (including the financial plan) as a result of the public involvement process or the 
interagency consultation process required under the U.S. EPA's conformity regulations, a summary, 
analysis, and report on the disposition of comments shall be made part of the final plan and TIP. 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 
Public hearings will be held prior to the adoption of the Regional Transportation Plan and any other 
documents which require a public hearing.   

OTHER POLICIES WITH RESPECT TO PUBLIC 
INVOLVEMENT 
MCAG will continue to comply with all State and Federal requirements regarding public 
participation, including those not explicitly provided for in this document. 

Public involvement processes shall be periodically reviewed by the MPO in terms of their 
effectiveness in assuring that the process provides full and open access to all citizens of Merced 
County. When appropriate, this document will be updated or revised. Metropolitan public 
involvement processes shall be coordinated with statewide public involvement processes wherever 
possible to enhance public consideration of the issues, plans, and programs and reduce redundancies 
and costs. 
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• Maintain and preserve interregional routes and routes that provide access to interregional routes. 

• Identify and implement operational improvements on interregional routes and routes that provide 
access to interregional routes. 

Metropolitan Planning Organizations/Regional Transportation Planning Agencies 
 

• Continue to coordinate planning of interregional transportation facilities to the extent necessary 
and feasible. 

• Continue to support efforts by state and federal agencies to program priority projects that 
enhance interregional transportation. 

• Support and participate with Caltrans in corridor studies on State Route 99. 

• Support new funding sources to fund local street and road maintenance needs. 

Local Agencies - Cities and Counties 
 

• Continue to maintain and improve local facilities. 

• Support new funding sources to fund local street and road maintenance needs. 

• Participate in the planning of regional and interregional facilities. 

 

1.4.3 RAIL 
 
Introduction 
 
In general, rail facilities are privately owned. Passenger service is provided by the National Rail 
Passenger Corporation, referred to as Amtrak. Private rail corporations, primarily the Union Pacific (UP) 
Railroad and the Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) Railroad provide freight service. In recent years, 
regional transportation planning agencies in the eight Valley counties have had an enhanced role in the 
planning of Interregional passenger rail service and rail freight movement. 
 
Existing Interregional Rail Facilities 
 
Rail facilities are located throughout the San Joaquin Valley. Many of these facilities provide for long 
distance movement of goods. In particular, several facilities owned by UP and BNSF stretch for significant 
lengths north-south through the Valley. These are connected at locations up and down the Valley by 
several shorter, east-west lines, owned by a number of different companies, such as the San Joaquin 
Valley Railroad. 
 
Valley passenger rail service is provided by Amtrak’s San Joaquins service route. The San Joaquins is 
the fourth busiest route in the Amtrak national system outside the Northeast Corridor, with ridership in FY 
2003-04 over 735,000. At present, there are six daily round trips provided from Oakland or Sacramento to 
Bakersfield. Connecting bus service has been significantly expanded over the years to now offer service 
points to the South Bay Area, as far north as Eureka, and as far south as Palm Springs and San Diego. 
The San Joaquins also provides connecting services to long-distance nationwide trains. Service stops 
along the route include the Valley cities of Lodi, Stockton, Modesto, Turlock/Denair, Merced, Madera, 
Fresno, Hanford, Corcoran, Wasco, and Bakersfield. 
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Interregional Issues 
 
Passenger Rail 
 
In 1987, members of the Caltrans San Joaquin Task Force formed a committee to take a more active role 
in developing suggestions for improving the Amtrak San Joaquins service. This committee, known as the 
San Joaquin Valley Rail Committee is comprised of representatives from each of the counties served by 
the trains, and representatives of interested counties served by the connecting bus network. The 
committee serves as an advisory body to Caltrans and Amtrak on issues pertaining to the San Joaquins 
service. 
 
Efforts of the San Joaquin Valley Rail Committee included the adoption of a Strategic Growth Plan for the 
San Joaquin Corridor. This report becomes a significant resource to the Caltrans Rail Program in their 
work efforts to update a business plan for the San Joaquins rail corridor. 
 
In recent years Committee work has focused on: 
 

1. Increasing service frequencies and improving on time performance; 

2. Improving the utilization of equipment so as to get the maximum number of car miles from this 
expensive equipment; 

3. Extending service to fill the gaps in the current route. The first priority is to extend through service 
with an existing train on an overnight schedule from Bakersfield to Los Angeles with connections 
to San Diego; 

4. Continuing efforts to make incremental track and signal system upgrades to improve speed, 
efficiency, and capacity; 

5. Creating a fare structure to maximize revenue per passenger mile; 

6. Restructuring on board services in order to satisfy the travel needs of passenger train travelers; 
and 

7. Increasing the level of public awareness of the San Joaquins so that citizens of the communities 
along the route think of the San Joaquins as their trains and communities along the route develop 
a pride of ownership. 

The California Department of Transportation released the “California State Rail Plan 2005-06 to 2015-06” 
in December 2005. This Plan is to develop and implement a statewide rail blueprint that will guide future 
planning and investment decisions in the near and long term. 
 
Some highlights of the plan include: 
 

• Improve on-time performance to 90 percent by 2015-16. 

• 2010-11 Bakersfield – Sacramento, third round-trip to extend from Stockton to Sacramento 
(seventh round-trip on route). 

• Bakersfield – Oakland, fifth round-trip from Stockton to Oakland (eighth round-trip on route). 

High Speed Rail 
 
In addition to state and regional planning efforts and interest in conventional inter-city passenger rail 
service, the State of California has made progress in establishing High-speed Rail service. To investigate 
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whether high-speed rail might be appropriate for California, the Governor and Legislature authorized 
Senate Concurrent Resolution 6 (SCR 6) in 1993. SCR 6 established a nine-member Intercity High-speed 
Rail Commission to assess the feasibility of a high-speed rail system in California. The Commission 
determined that high-speed rail is technically, environmentally, and economically feasible once 
constructed, and would be operationally self-sufficient. The Commission recommended a statewide high-
speed rail network 700 miles long. The network will link all of California’s major population centers: 
Sacramento, the San Francisco Bay Area, the Central Valley, Los Angeles, and San Diego. The 
Commission recommended that the service be routed through the Central Valley roughly parallel and 
adjacent to State Route 99. The construction of a high-speed rail system in California will be a public 
works program on the scale of the State Water Project or the creation of the state’s freeway system. 
 
Implementing the high-speed rail project is the responsibility of the California High-speed Rail Authority, 
created by Senate Bill 1420 in 1996 and signed by the Governor in September 1996. The Authority is 
required to direct the development and implementation of intercity high-speed rail service that is fully 
coordinated with other public transportation services. The Authority is required to prepare a plan for the 
construction and operation of a high-speed train network for the state capable of achieving speeds of at 
least 220 mph, and that is consistent with and continues the work of the Intercity High-Speed Rail 
Commission. The Authority has all the powers necessary to oversee the construction of a statewide high-
speed rail network. Assembly Bill 1703 (Florez/Costa) authorized in 2000, extended the tenure of the 
Authority through 2003. In 2002 the sunset date for the Authority was repealed with SB 796 (Costa) giving 
the California High-Speed Rail Authority permanent authority. 
 
The California High Speed Rail Authority completed a Business Plan in 2000 that recommended the route 
and alignments to be studied in the environmental clearance phase. For the San Joaquin Valley, the 
recommended alignment between Bakersfield and Sacramento is along the SR 99 corridor with stations 
at Bakersfield, Visalia, Fresno, Merced, Modesto, Stockton and Sacramento. Access to the Bay Area 
would be aligned from south of Merced through either the Pacheco Pass or the Altamont Pass. Access to 
Los Angeles is being considered on three alignments. One follows Interstate 5 over the Grapevine and 
the second is a line through the Antelope Valley across the Tehachapi Mountains, and the third is along 
the alignment of the California Aqueduct. Kern COG has supported service to the Antelope Valley along 
the Palmdale/Mojave alignment.  
 
The Authority began implementation of the environmental process by preparing a Draft Program CEQA 
EIR and a NEPA Tier 1 EIS released on January 27, 2004. After extensive review, the Final EIR/EIS was 
posted on the Federal Register on September 23, 2005 and certified on November 2, 2005.  The EIR/EIS 
identifies the preferred alignments which includes: the SR 99 corridor in close alignment with the BNSF; a 
broad corridor requiring further study for access to the Bay Area bound by Pacheco Pass to the south, 
Altamont Pass to the north, BNSF to the east, and Caltrain to the west; and an alignment through the 
Tehachapi Mountain Range between Los Angeles and Bakersfield via a crossing through Palmdale and 
the Antelope Valley.  The 2005 State Budget included $1.7 million to complete the next tier in the 
EIR/EIS.  
  
 
Freight Rail 
 
Central California is a major corridor for freight/goods movement. The highway system, and in particular 
State Route 99, is at times overwhelmed with truck traffic. In an effort to relieve congestion on highways, 
streets, and roads, several planning efforts are underway to enhance the efficient movement of freight 
and more efficiently use existing transportation facilities. 
 
In 1992, Caltrans District 6 prepared a report titled Freight Movement in the San Joaquin Valley. The 
report identifies key issues relating to goods movement and concludes with several recommendations, 
including “...modifying truck traffic demand over state highways by encouraging alternatives to highway 
freight movement. A logical alternative especially to long haul freight through the San Joaquin Valley 
would be to take advantage of available capacity on rail mainlines.” 
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In 2000, the counties of the San Joaquin Valley in conjunction with Caltrans, hired the consulting firm 
Cambridge Systematics, to conduct the “San Joaquin Valley Goods Movement Study”. This study noted 
that trucking is the dominant mode for moving freight, while rail accounted for 11% of the total tonnage. 
Rail was also found to be important for long-haul shipments of certain key commodities. Less than 25% of 
shippers surveyed currently use rail services and only one third of those indicated that their rail usage was 
likely to grow. The decline in rail shipments since 1993 may have been attributable to rail network 
mergers and acquisitions. Many rail shippers looked for alternative shipping options during this time and 
found it difficult to locate enough boxcars to meet their needs. There was also a transition with higher 
value shipments to alternative modes that provided greater reliability and faster transit times than rail. 
Food processors in the San Joaquin Valley continue to show strong interest in rail as a preferred shipping 
mode, and both UP and BNSF are taking steps to maintain market share in the Valley. In the future, it is 
expected that rail shipment volumes in the Valley will increase, although market share may continue to 
decline as demand for shorter-haul service increases and the quality of rail intermodal facilities improves. 
 
Another collaborated effort in rail planning was conducted in 1993 and 2001 by the City of Fresno, the 
Union Pacific Railroad, the Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad, Caltrans, the Council of Fresno 
County Governments, Madera County Transportation Commission and Fresno County. This effort was 
directed at estimating the cost of consolidating the Burlington Northern Santa Fe tracks into the Union 
Pacific corridor to eliminate freight train travel through the center of the City of Fresno. 
 
In an effort to preserve a rail corridor that was threatened with abandonment, funding for the rehabilitation 
of the Union Pacific Coalinga branchline between Huron and Visalia was obtained from various sources. 
Rehabilitation of the tracks improved freight service operated by the San Joaquin Valley Railroad and 
reduced the amount of truck traffic on regional roads and state highways. Funding for the $15 million 
project was provided with the Governor’s Traffic Congestion Relief Program, federal Economic 
Development Initiative grant, Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality funds from Fresno, Kings and Tulare 
Counties, the cities of Huron, Lemoore and Visalia, private agencies and the San Joaquin Valley 
Railroad. Rehabilitation work was completed in early 2004 and passenger service along this corridor will 
be revisited again.   
 
Short Range Action Plan 
 
Federal Government 

 
• Continue to fund Amtrak service. 

State of California 
 

• Continue financial support of Amtrak service. 

• Implement the California State Rail Plan 2005-06 to 2015-16. 

• Implement the San Joaquins Route FFY 2005-06 Business Plan, specifically: 

[ Open new stations in Lodi and Martinez; 

[ Complete final engineering for the next phase of track and signal improvements; 

[ Develop a marketing/public relations program campaign for the new stations; 

[ Monitor the feeder bus network and make appropriate adjustments; 

[ More clearly define the checked baggage procedures and promote use of the service; 

[ Explore the feasibility of providing a premium service on all trains; 
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[ Work with the San Joaquin Valley Rail Committee to coordinate with local on-line cities to 
increase community involvement; and 

[ Coordinate schedules with other Amtrak services where feasible. 

• Continue cooperative planning and coordination with recommendations of the San Joaquin Valley 
Rail Committee. 

Regional Transportation Planning Agencies 
 

• Participate in the San Joaquin Valley Rail Committee and support the committee 
recommendations. 

• Monitor the planning and analysis work of the California High Speed Rail Authority and participate 
in the planning effort to ensure that Valley interests are appropriately reflected. 

• Support state and federal actions that would increase accessibility to passenger rail service. The 
Central Valley passenger rail system should be designed to fully integrate the larger intermodal 
passenger transportation network including multimodal stations that provide convenient and direct 
access to all appropriate state, regional, and local modes, including, where applicable, urban 
commuter, inter-city and high speed rail service, regional and local bus service, airport shuttle 
services, and other feeder serviced that provide intermodal linkage. 

Long-Range Action Plan 
 
Federal Government 

 
• Continue to fund Amtrak service. 

State of California 
 

• Continue financial support of Amtrak service. 

• Implement the recommendations of the San Joaquin Valley Rail Committee. 

Regional Transportation Planning Agencies 
 

• Participate in the San Joaquin Valley Rail Committee and support the committee 
recommendations. 

• Support state and federal actions that would increase accessibility to Amtrak service. 

1.4.4 Aviation 
 
Introduction 
 
Aviation facilities within the eight county San Joaquin Valley are used for the interregional movement of 
persons and goods. Each of the eight San Joaquin Valley counties has a system of aviation facilities 
designed to meet the local and regional needs of its municipalities. The eight RTPAs representing the 
counties participated with Caltrans in the development of the region’s first Central California Aviation 
System Plan (CCASP). The CCASP was completed in January 1998 to include the Valley’s fifty public 
use airports that serve the aviation needs in the Valley. Each county was responsible for preparing their 
CCASP document for Caltrans to use in the California Aviation System Plan (CASP). The CCASP 
analyzes each county’s aviation system. The contents of the CCASP include an inventory of services and 
operations, forecasting of future needs, financial sources and needs, and systems requirements to meet 


