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New Language In This Draft

Language was added in Section 3.1.1 to better define regionally significant projects.

Language was added in Section 3.4.1 to reference the conformity rule which will be passed by ARB.  References to the Central Mountain Counties will also be changed to the Southern Mountain Counties.  

Federal Agencies and Yosemite National Park

There was quite a bit of discussion regarding Yosemite Park not wanting to sign this MOA, and the possibility of the Park having a separate MOA with Caltrans.  This may work out, since the Park is considered another federal entity such as the Forest Service, or the Tribes through BIA.  Since the Park received federal transportation funds, they would need to seek conformity before undertaking a project.  

FHWA thought it was odd that Yosemite would want their own MOA with Caltrans.  Any other agreement they have with Caltrans would need to substantially reference the other MOA.  It may be possible to have a separate agreement with other federal agencies such as FHWA, FTA, EPA.  These agencies are not signing the MOA either.  

The federal agencies (FHWA, FTA, EPA) are not going to sign the MOA because they don’t want conformity arbitration by the governor.  Federal agencies have their own arbitration process, which they will use.  Agencies that don’t sign this MOA must still go through the conformity process. Again the example of the Forest Service, Tribes, or possibly the Park.  Any significant transportation projects would be included in the FTIP.  

Transit

The Park has nothing to do with YARTS.  YARTS is governed by a joint powers authority with Mono, Mariposa, and Merced Counties.  

The biggest issue with Yosemite Park is the question of if it is a transit agency.  While the Park does not operate YARTS, it does have shuttles operating within its borders operated by a private firm.  However, if certain money for transit comes from the federal government through the Park to operate this transit service, that may make the park a transit agency.  If it is determined that the park is a transit agency, they will have to sign the MOA.  

Conformity Determinations

Changes to a Minor Arterial is regionally significant, but the rules make no mention of Collector roads.  These roads could be regionally significant depending on the characteristics of the area they are serving.  If an agency has a project which they feel has the possibility of being regionally significant, a conformity group meeting will be called and the group will decide.  The group makes determinations for conformity.  An agency will contact the Caltrans air quality representative, in this case Sally, and a meeting will be held.  

Developer projects may determine the critical path here.  Tuolumne County has developer projects that will widen existing, or create new Collector roads.  A meeting should be scheduled to determine if these projects have any regionally significant projects.  The way the rule is currently written, a Minor Arterial is significant, but a Collector is not necessarily.  This is something to be discussed by the group.  

Another way to look at significance is to look at the modeling network.  Any significant roadway in the traffic model beyond a Minor Arterial could be viewed as regionally significant, again depending on the characteristics of the area.  

Rules, SIPs, and Enforceability

The air districts are not yet doing their conformity SIPs.  There needs to be control strategies by mid 2007 per the 2 year rule.  SIPs need to be done 2 years after an area’s original determination.  ARB is currently working with the air districts to get the process underway.  Right now, only the Bay Area has an approved SIP.  Most other areas have one at least submitted to EPA.  

ARB wants to adopt a statewide rule that the regions can reference.  The SIP should not be finalized until ARB adopts the rule.  

An air district rule puts the topic of enforceability of an MOU or MOA moot.  

Board Meetings

Caltrans will be attending  the County Board of Supervisors meetings for Amador and Calaveras Counties.  Mariposa and Tuolumne Counties also expressed a desire for Caltrans to be present at their meetings.  Caltrans should also be present at the RTPA’s Technical Advisory Committee and Tuolumne County Transportation Council meetings.  The MOA for Interagency Consultation Process needs to be signed by air district board, Board of Supervisors, and RTPA.  

Tribal Contact

Caltrans is meeting with all of the tribes individually

Action Items

Action Item:  Tuolumne County will get the current and future 25-year traffic demand models to Caltrans if this has not yet been done.

Action Item:  FHWA and Yosemite will work on the National Park issue.

Action Item:  Yosemite National Park will determine if they receive any transit funding, possibly making the Park a transit agency.

Action Item:  Mariposa and Tuolumne Counties will give Sally dates for board meetings.  These will most likely be in July or August.

Action Item:  Caltrans will clean up the draft MOA and send a final version to the agencies by July 1.

