




















Communities Strategies (SCS) Pursuant to SB 375, dated July 2011. We indicated that initial comments
had been drafted for discussion with ARB staff. Please note that the MIP Team was requested to provide
comments as well, but none have been received. MPO staff requested that the initial draft be provided for
review and discussion prior to meeting with ARB; in response, a staff call was conducted on October 5,
2011. The Initial Draft Comments will be updated to incorporate additional staff input and then will be
provided to ARB staff.

6. California Partnership S. Dabbs

Ms. Stacie Dabbs gave the update for the California Partnership for the San Joaquin Valley. She noted
that they were pleased with the participation at the Bakersfield Summit and thanked those who attended.
The California Partnership submitted a proposal for the New Partners for Smart Growth Conference in
San Diego next February 2012 and was selected as a breakout panel with Mike Dozier as the moderator.

The Community Regional Planning Center at CSU Fresno has a new Director, Dr. Dong who is working
towards building an on-campus repository of regional planning materials.

Finally, the California Partnership received $400,000 for two years so they will be hiring a new
legislative coordinator and program manager, who will seek out additional funding and work with
unincorporated communities under 50,000.

7. Valley Modeling Improvements M. Bitner

The Valley is on schedule to complete our projects however other areas are not on schedule and will be
contacting legislators for extensions. The review by Valley modelers needs to be finished by the end of
this month as well as review of network changes. Land-use has been divided into even more categories
and this work also need be finished within the month.

Mike Bitner has seen the draft of the Quick Response Tool that has been developed. The Quick Response
Tool will analyze strategies that cannot be looked at with street models such as: pedestrian crossings, bike
walks, telecommuting, and trails.

Mr. Bitner went on to discuss iPlaces and the need to move away from this software. Currently, this work
is paid for through a one-year grant however it will not be completed within a year and it does not look
like there will be funding in the future (it is estimated to cost $175,00/year in the Valley). Mr. Bitner
stated we need to look at other options. He recommended Envision Tomorrow (it’s Free!) that is being
successfully used elsewhere. Mr. Bitner explained it was also used successfully in the Public
Transportation Infrastructure study. Contacts with University of California, Davis speculate the land-use
models can be converted to Envision Tomorrow.

8. Valley Legislative Affairs Committee (VLAC) D. Barthe

Ms. Dianne Barthe informed the directors of the Valley Voice trip and directed them to a feedback packet
provided by Fresno COG. Ms. Barthe felt the timing was perfect as representatives had more time to meet
with the group. Ms. Barthe did bring up the idea of extending the trip to three-days next year as Mayor
Spriggs stayed on a third day for more meetings this year. Mr. Ted Smalley echoed Ms. Barthe’s
enthusiasm for the September date as well as Mr. Tony Boren who found the small meeting groups
especially productive.

9. SIV Goods Movement M. Sigala



Mr. Michael Sigala informed the directors that we had a successful meeting on September 26, 2011 with
approximately 50 people in attendance. Consultants continue to update Mr. Sigala monthly so directors
should expect another update shortly after this conference. He reminded the directors we are still in Phase
One gathering data and community outreach.

10. Fall Policy Conference P. Taylor

Ms. Patricia Taylor gave an overview of the Fall Policy Conference schedule including speakers and
discussion topics.

11. Tiger 111 Grant V. Harris

Mr. Vince Harris informed the directors that a phone conference was held on September 29, 2011 and
based on those discussions the directors present felt it was unfair not to provide letters of support to the
Valley projects submitting applications for this grant. Mr. Harris felt it was unreasonable for the Directors
to judge which applicants deserved support and so requested the Directors’ Committee to make a motion
for all projects to receive letters of support. Motion carried.

Ms. Stacie Dabbs requested that any letter of support needed from the California Partnership be sent
directly to her rather than Mike Dozier.

12. 2010 Valleywide STIP V. Harris

Mr. Vince Harris summarized his staff report (Item 12 on the last agenda) that addressed the need to
establish a protocol whereby agencies are able to move project timelines to the outer years of the STIP
where needed. Mr. Andy Chesley asked that the Directors’ Committee recognize any participation by an
agency is voluntary. Mr. Ron Brummett added that if an agency chooses not to participate then further
STIP discussions would not include that agency. Mr. Derek Winning stated that the Valley needs to
communicate to California Transportation Commission (CTC) that when we decide to move projects to
the outer years we are not freeing resources for projects outside the San Joaquin Valley. The Directors
collectively agreed to work together on the item as it arises, no formal motion was made.

13. SR 99 Bond Saving V. Harris/ P. Taylor

Mr. Vince Harris introduced this item by asking the Directors” Committee to formalize support for
Valleywide action on a funding proposal as described in the staff report for this item. The item is a three
point proposal between MCAG and StanCOG whereas: 1) both entities have agreed in principal to a
funding strategy that would reprogram STIP, SR 99 Bond Savings, any future federal transportation
stimulus funds, and local funds, to advance the AME project in Merced County and Kiernan/99 project in
Stanislaus County; 2) Replace funding for existing State Route 99 Corridor Bond Program cost saving’s
projects with new funds from the President’s Job Proposal or other stimulus funding. The new funds
would allow the reprogramming of any existing SR 99 Bond savings to the next project(s) as follows:

. Madera Ave 12/99 Interchange (original Bond Program project in need of additional funds)
. Tulare, Tulare to Goshen Widening

. Kern, Taft Highway Widening

. Stanislaus, Kiernan/99 Interchange

. Merced, AME Widening and Interchange

. Kern, 7th Standard Road

. Stanislaus, Pelandale Interchange

. Tulare, Cartmill Avenue Interchange
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and; 3). Re-rank the SR 99 Bond Savings project list with the Stanislaus Kiernan/99 project in the 3rd
position and the Merced AME project in the 4th position (as shown above, previously both projects
occupied the “3"" position).

Mr. Derek Winning went on to discuss the funding deficit Madera has with one of its projects. MCTC has
submitted an amendment request because they have been refused SR 99 Bond Saving money when they
moved local monies towards this project. Currently, the project needs $6.4 million to make the project
whole. Ms. Patricia Taylor stated that her contact with CalTrans requested a letter of support from each
COG on this issue. Mr. Andy Chesley questioned why each COG would need to submit an individual
letter when all the Valley COGs work together under this Council.

Mr. Ron Brummet requested that all projects be displayed on the list when SR 99 Bond Saving is
discussed, and questioned the word “certain” in the staff report. Mr. Smalley suggested we seek action
from the Regional Policy Council in support of the Madera funding issue. Mr. Tony Boren made the
motion and Mr. Chesley seconded the motion to approve and support the MCAG and StanCOG funding
proposal as presented. Motion passed.

14. Directors Retreat V. Harris

Mr. Vince Harris revisited the question of having a Directors” Retreat at Wonder Valley. Fresno COG
made a $750 deposit at Wonder Valley however some directors felt the community members would see a
retreat as a misuse of public funds. Another concern raised was how each COG was to pay for
participation in the conference — whether it is by attendees or collectively as a Valleywide retreat. Mr.
Jesse Brown favored a retreat but emphasized the importance of a competent facilitator that will further
discussion and provide meaning to the time spent. Ms. Terri King raised concerns that such a facilitator
would be too costly and make the retreat an excessive expense. Ms. King also raised concern as to the
nebulous discussion of retreat that lacked purpose and specific topics of discussion. Mr. Ted Smalley felt
in his words, “We cannot afford not to.” Mr. Ron Brummett recommended calling the retreat a
“workshop”. Mr. Tony Boren favored a retreat for the purpose of addressing sensitive topics in a candid
setting.

The Directors” Committee concluded that Michael Sigala with Mr, Harris will move forward with plans
for a workshop at Wonder Valley at a time to be determined by the Chair (likely this Dececember/January).

15. Valleywide Blueprint B. Steck

Ms. Barbara Steck introduced the new planner Rob Terry to the Directors” Committee. She then
presented the Valleywide Blueprint packet and requested the Committee to move for its” distribution. Mr.
Jesse Brown made the motion and Mr. Tony Boren seconded. Motion passed.

16. Regional Energy Planning M. Sigala

Mr. Michael Sigala gave an update on the latest efforts on regional energy planning. He requested the
Directors Committee to pass a motion in support the pre-planning concept for the SJV Regional Energy
Planning effort with the Regional Policy Council on Thursday, October 13", Jesse Brown made the
motion and Tony Boren seconded. Motion passed.

17. Public Comment

No public comment
Meeting adjourned at 5:30 pm.



Minutes from SJV RTPA’s Director’s Committee Meeting with
Congressman Jeff Denham

Date: October 19,2011

Location: Fresno District Office

Attendees: Congressman Denham
Bob Rucker

Patricia Taylor

Terri King

Ted Smalley

Andy Chesley (via phone)
Michael Sigala

Subject: MPO Size Definition in Proposed Transportation Reauthorization Bill

Patricia Taylor gave a background introduction noting that there is proposed language that
would increase the MPO size definition from 50,000 to 200,000. This would impact Madera
and Kings Counties who became MPOs in 2000. The proposed change would eliminate 50
percent of the MPOs nationally. This could be problematic for Kings and Madera Counties,
and for some states like South Dakota.

Ted Smalley noted that small MPOs need to stay MPOs in order to effectively plan to grow.
It was also noted that if you lose federal MPO status, direct formula funding like STIP funds
would be eliminated.

The Congressman wanted to know what was driving this. DOT/FHWA is downsizing due to
budget concerns and there will be less staffing available. Also, there is some indication that
the Senate is involved. Ted noted that the three largest regional organizations, including
NARC and AMPO, are opposed to the MPO size definition increase.

The Congressman reiterated his commitment to water and transportation, his focus as a key
subcommittee chair. He noted that unemployment, goods movement, air quality, and
NEPA/CEQA streamlining was more important to him than MPO size definition
modifications and he wanted some specific Valley project examples where streamlining
would save time and funding. Ted replied that if a project is in a COGs 25 year plan, then
you shouldn’t have to go thru the FTIP process, as an example of streamlining. The
Congressman also wanted to know how the Valley COGs felt about redirecting $3.7 billion in
HSR funding to other transportation projects.

Michael was to get the list of Valley TIGER III applicants to Bob Rucker. The SJV RTPAs
would get more streamlining examples back to Denham’s office.
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Item 2

Bass Lake, CA 93604

Regional Policy Council Meeting
Thursday, October 13, 2011
2:00 p.m.

Members Attending:

Bill Spriggs, Mayor, City of Merced, MCAG — Chair

Allen Ishida, Supervisor, County of Tulare, TCAG — Vice-Chair
Bill O’Brien, Supervisor, County of Stanislaus, StanCOG

Joe Oliveira, Mayor Pro Tempore, City of Gustine, MCAG
Robert Poythress, Mayor, City of Madera, Madera CTC (phone)
Amarpreet Dhaliwal, Mayor, City of San Joaquin, Fresno COG
Judy Case, Supervisor, County of Fresno, Fresno COG

Paul Boyer, Councilmember, City of Farmersville, TCAG

Tom Jordan for Seyed Sadredin, SJTVAPCD

List of Other Attending: Appendix A

1. Approval of August 31, 2011 Minutes B. Spriggs

Bill Spriggs, Chair, opened the meeting with a round of introductions and a roll call to
establish a quorum.

A motion was made by Mr. Amarpreet Dhaliwal to approve the minutes and seconded
by Mr. Joe Oliveira. The minutes were approved.

2.  Election of a New Chair and Vice-Chair B. Spriggs

Mayor Bill Spriggs, current chair, moved to elect current Vice-Chair, Supervisor Allen
Ishida, to take Chair. Mr. Spriggs then opened the floor to nominations for a new Vice-
Chair. Paul Boyer nominated Robert Poythress and Judy Case seconded that motion.
The motion passed.




3. Informational Items V. Harris

Mr. Vince Harris made a motion to move onto Discussion/Action items. Motion approved unanimously.

4. Tiger 111 Grant V. Harris

Mr. Vince Harris informed the Policy Council that the Directors held a phone conference on September
29, 2011 and based on those discussions the directors present felt it was unfair not to provide letters of
support to the Valley projects submitting applications for this grant. Mr. Harris felt it was unreasonable
for the Directors to judge which applicants deserved support and the Directors’ Committee agreed to
write letters of support for all Valley projects.

Mr. Ishida informed the Policy Council that Tulare might withdraw its plan because the San Joaquin
railroad has withdrawn its matching funds thereby making the project financially unfeasible. The railroad
provided no explanation for rescinding its funds. Mr. Paul Boyer urged the Policy Council to still write a
letter of support for the Tulare project in the event the project moves forward. Mr. Amarpreet Dhaliwal
made the motion and Mr. Boyer seconded the motion. Motion passed.

S 2010 Valleywide STIP V. Harris

Mr. Bill O’Brien brought this item to the agenda as a discussion only. Mr. Vince Harris opened the
discussion with an overview of the 2010 Valleywide STIP and summarized his staff report that addressed
the need to establish a protocol whereby agencies are able to move project timelines to the outer years of
the STIP where needed. Supervisor Judy Case expressed concerns that one county's choice to “swap”
funds with another county outside the Central Valley — Santa Clara in this case — would negatively affect
the progress of Central Valley projects and cooperation. Mr. Jesse Brown addressed her concerns and
iterated that the protocol items would not impact Valley projects.

6. SR 99 Project Funding V. Harris/J. Brown

Mr. Vince Harris provided background on SR 99 Bond Plan and went on to say that significant savings
has been identified. Although exact numbers have not been confirmed, Mr. Harris indicated savings will
be coming to Valley projects. The Tulare County Project has already been awarded monies and so Mr.
Harris and Mr. Jesse Brown outlined a three point proposal between MCAG and StanCOG whereas: 1)
both entities have agreed in principal to a funding strategy that would reprogram STIP, SR 99 Bond
Savings, any future federal transportation stimulus funds, and local funds, to advance the AME project in
Merced County and Kiernan/99 project in Stanislaus County; 2) Replace funding for existing State Route
99 Corridor Bond Program cost saving’s projects with new funds from the President’s Job Proposal or
other stimulus funding. The new funds would allow the reprogramming of any existing SR 99 Bond
savings to the next project(s) as follows:

a. Madera Ave 12/99 Interchange (original Bond Program project in need of additional funds)
1. Tulare, Tulare to Goshen Widening

2. Kern, Taft Highway Widening

3. Stanislaus, Kiernan/99 Interchange

4. Merced, AME Widening and Interchange

5. Kern, 7th Standard Road

6. Stanislaus, Pelandale Interchange

7. Tulare, Cartmill Avenue Interchange



and; 3). Re-rank the SR 99 Bond Savings project list with the Stanislaus Kiernan/99 project in the 3rd
position and the Merced AME project in the 4th position (as shown above, previously both projects
occupied the “3™ position. Not all of the projects listed above were verbalized in the meeting).

Ms. Patricia Taylor brought attention to the Madera project that is now incomplete because SR 99 funding
has become withheld from the project. According to protocol, the Policy Council will support the
completion of the Madera projects (i.e. the project is to be made financially whole) before new projects
are supported. The Policy Council urged staff to work with Madera and CTC to ensure funding is
allocated to this project.

Discussion followed on fund-swapping with self-help counties. Supervisor Judy Case felt strongly that
Central Valley projects need to take priority before swapping with other counties outside the Central
Valley as such few funds are available in the current economic situation. Jesse Brown reiterated the
importance of working together and getting all Valley projects completed. This might include working
with counties outside of the Valley as long as the Valley also benefits. Supervisor Case made a motion (o
support the item, and Mayor Spriggs seconded the motion. Motion passed.

7. Central California Workforce Collaborative K. Fairfax

Ms. Kristy Fairfax brought an information packet titled, “Workforce Needs for Public Infrastructure
Projects” that was built out of $8.2 million National Emergency Grant. Most of this grant money went to
job training with $225,000 to the Workforce Development Plan in Public Infrastructure. The first phase
of the project involved data collection — some of which is included in the packet provided. Ms. Fairfax
urged the Policy Council to review the statistical data and provide any feedback on inconsistencies or
statistics that do not seem to be in line with the realities of our region. The second phase of this project
will be establishing a leadership team. Ms. Fairfax wants to include the Policy Council in this phase as
part of a permanent communication strategy along with Valleywide Workforce Investment Board.

8. Regional Energy Planning M. Sigala

Mr. Michael Sigala presented a Draft Regional Energy Planning packet to the Policy Council. He
explained the packet is a pre-planning roadmap on planning for investments on energy. He asked for the
Policy Council’s support to continue his pre-planning work. Mr. Sigala also discussed the Strategic
Growth Council as a possible funding source. Supervisor Judy Case raised a concern of depleting prime
agriculture land due to solar farm expansion in the Central Valley and its’ relationship to the Williamson
Act. Discussion ensued and Michael Sigala committed to including this thought into the Regional Energy
Plan. Carol Whiteside spoke about 30,000 acres of solar development currently underway in the Valley.
Mayor Dhaliwal made a motion to approve, seconded by Mayor Spriggs. Motion passed.

9, Policy Member Comments
a. Reverse Valley Voice B. Spriggs

Mr. Bill Spriggs has had conversations with PG&E regarding the sponsorship of a “Reverse
Valley Voice” whereas Washington D.C. representatives would visit the Central Valley to meet
with our staff and perhaps other agencies to discuss local issues. Mr. Spriggs plans to talk with
Washington D.C. representatives on their interest in such a trip and what commitment they could
make to send staffers here to the Central Valley. Talks with PG&E will continue in regards to
what funding the Council can dedicate to this. Mayor Spriggs would work with VLAC further on
this item.



b. Meeting Location Change A. Ishida

Mr. Allen Ishida addressed the December 9" meeting which conflicts with the Partnership
meeting in Turlock. Mr. Ishida mentioned the value of considering moving the Policy Council
meeting to Turlock so that both this Council and the Partnership can benefit from added
participation. The Council agreed to move the December 9" meeting with Turlock with Vince
Harris to find a venue suitable for both meetings.

10. Public Presentation

Carol Whiteside from California Strategies addressed the Policy Council on the issues and role of
California Strategies suggesting there is a role for the Regional Policy Council in discussions on
economic development. Ms. Whiteside highlighted several California Strategies projects and her work
with the Great Valley Center in Modesto and its permanent home at University of California, Merced.
Ms. Whiteside requested an expression of interest from the Policy Council allowing her to follow-up with
more information on California Strategies as a possible partner and value added work in economic
development. Additionally Ms. Whiteside mentioned the possibility of providing some seed money to
help the Policy Council break into economic development projects.

Meeting adjourned at 3:02 pm



Terri King, KCAG

Jesse Brown, MCAG
Patricia Taylor, MCTC
Tony Boren, Fresno COG
Barbara Steck, Fresno COG
Rob Terry, Fresno COG
Jose Flores, Fresno COG
Becky Napier, Kern COG
Robert Phipps, Kern COG
Rosa Park, Stan COG
Vince Harris, Stan COG
Andrew Chesley, SICOG
Kim Anderson, SICOG

Appendix A: List of Others Attending

Stacie Dabbs, California Partnership
Kristy Fairfax, Tulare Workforce Investment Board

Carrie Bowen, Caltrans

Carol Whiteside, California Strategies
Michael Sigala, SJV Coordinator/Sigala Inc
Rebecca Caporale, SIV Coordinator/Sigala Inc.



——— Item 6

SJV Rural Development Center

Connecting Everyone to Opportunity

Rationale

The lack of resources and personnel has precluded rural communities from executing projects that are
essential to their infrastructure, economy, and overall quality of life. As a result, the Office of Community
and Economic Development at Fresno State created the San Joaquin Valley Rural Development Center
(SJV RDC) to serve the 8 counties of the San Joaquin Valley. The SJV RDC is aligned with the principal
of public service that is a pillar of Fresno State. The SJV RDC provides rural communities across the
region with a consolidated one-stop clearinghouse of “mezzanine” consulting services consisting of:
technical assistance, capacity building, project planning and development, funding strategies, and
resource facilitation. The goal is to connect rural communities to a myriad of indispensable expertise,
services, and resources that will ensure that their needs are met efficiently, effectively and affordably.

Functionality

The SJV RDC consortium currently consists of 35 partners committed to providing their expertise,
services, and resources to rural communities in the region. To date the STV RDC has served 13 rural
communities in the San Joaquin Valley. The breadth of service areas, and consortium partners within each
service area, continues to grow. The SJV RDC currently provides services to region’s rural communities
in the following 12 areas: business services; clean energy; economic development; finance; health and
human services; housing; non-profit capacity; planning; project design and construction; trade
development; transportation; and water infrastructure. The SIV RDC Director is responsible for
connecting the needs of rural communities with the expertise, services, and resources of appropriate SJV
RDC consortium partners.

Role of the Small Communities Network

The Small Communities Network (SCN) is a regional platform for convening representatives of rural
communities throughout the San Joaquin Valley. The SCN facilitates quarterly regional workshops,
webinar trainings, and daily email blasts of opportunities to its membership. The SCN serves as an
optimal medium for disseminating information of the services the STV RDC provides to rural
communities. The SJV RDC collaborates with the SCN in providing rural communities valuable
programming. The SCN is coordinated by the California Coalition for Rural Housing.

Next Steps

In coming years, the STV RDC will continue to establish itself as the premier technical assistance
provider for rural communities in the San Joaquin Valley. As demand for assistance and services grows,
funding is needed to equip the SJV RDC with the capacity to supply solutions to these communities. To
maintain an active level of activity and value, the STV RDC must be able to facilitate services that are not
only affordable for rural communities to consume but also cost effective for consortium partners to
provide. Fully funding the STV RDC position will also be a necessary step in the evolution of the SIV
RDC. A funded marketing/outreach initiative is also needed to expand the services of the STV RDC to the
other 46 rural cities and 567 unincorporated communities in the San Joaquin Valley. This effort will
require, among other things, the establishment of a multi-functional website that will serve as the nexus
for timely information, resources and inquiries from rural communities.




Save the Date 2012: It's never too early
to start thinking about next year!

® Sun, Surf and Smart Growth

The New Partners Conference begins its second
decade by heading west, back where it started
— San Diego.

The eighth-largest city in the U.S., San Diego is
one of the most livable and sustainable major
metropolitan areas in the nation. An innovative
pioneer in the smart growth movement, the
San Diego region provides inspiring models for
creating transit-oriented, compact development;
transforming downtowns and ethnically diverse,
older neighborhoods; designing walkable,
mixed-use urban villages; and fostering the
emergence of leading high-tech, telecommuni-
cations and clean-tech businesses.

Join leaders from across the U.S. as we tackle
the tough economic, environmental and social
challenges of our day and demonstrate smart
growth solutions that support strong econamies,
reduce our dependence on foreign oil, assure 3
healthy population, foster more equitable devel-
opment, and expand transportation and housing
options for all Americans.

m Working Together

A significant factor in this event’s tremendous
success is its appeal to so many different
disciplines. The conference will draw a national
audience of local elected officials and ity and
county staff; state and federal agency leaders;
professionals in planning, transpartation, public
health, landscape architecture, architecture, parks
and recreation, housing, public works and crime
prevention; realtors, developers, builders and
bankers; advocates for equity and environmental
justice, youth, older adults, and walking and

| Local
@) Government
ZZI\NNS Commission

13031 5t,, Suite 250 = Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 448-1198 « www.lgc.om

biking; labor representatives; school leaders
and staff; environmentalists; and all others
committed to building safer, healthier and more
Iivable communities everywhere.

m An Action-Packed Program
The program will kick off on Thursday morning
and continue through Saturday aftemoon. It
indudes a dynamic mix of plenaries, breakouts,
implementation workshops, trainings, network-
ing activities, and exciting tours of local model
projects.

There's something for everybody, from veteran
experts 1o smart-growth novices, with over 100
sessions and workshops. Learn from hundreds of
speakers who cross disciplines to share insights,
and valuable tools and strategies for making
smart growth 3 success in your community.
The program will be infused with sessions and
case studies focusing on equity and environ-
mental justice issues.

m Location and
Accommodations

The conference will
be held at the San
Diego Sheraton Hotel
and Marina.The hotel
is offering a group
rate of $131 sgl/dbl
occupancy.Call (800) 325-3535 to make a reser-
vation and indicate you are attending the New
Partners Conference.

For more information, contact

the Local Government Commission:

m Melissa Harper-Barton, Event Coordinator
(916) 448-1198 x327 - mbarton@Igc.org

For updated conference & registration info:

www.NewPartners.org
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