


REPORT TO THE LEGISLATURE

REIMBURSABLE STATE TRANSPORTATION
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM PROJECTS
IMPLEMENTED PRIOR TO ALLOCATION

PURPOSE:

This report was prepared in accordance with Chapter 572, Statutes of 1999 (Government Code
Section 14529.19(b)), which states:

“Notwithstanding Section 7550.5, on July 1, 2000, and annually thereafter, the
department shall compile information and report to the Legislature on the
number of projects for which an agreement to transfer funds under subdivision
(a) was executed and on all projects for which an agreement was not executed
within the period provided under subdivision (a) and the reasons therefore.
The information provided by the department shall include a description of any
actions taken by the department during the prior fiscal year to streamline,
expedite, and simplify the department’s process for executing the agreements
to fransfer funds required under subdivision (a).”

The purpose of the report is to provide the Legislature with information on efforts to help local
agencies accelerate projects and receive timely reimbursement.

BACKGROUND:

Senate Bill (SB) 45, Chapter 633, Statutes of 1997, provided 75 percent of funds allocated
through the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) for projects selected by regional
agencies. The 75 Percent Program, entitled the Regional Transportation Improvement Program
(RTIP), allows regional agencies to program State and federal STIP funds for projects on the
State Highway System or on eligible local roads. Under the STIP guidelines, agencies must
request allocation for their projects through the California Transportation Commission (CTC).

Assembly Bill (AB) 872, Chapter 572, Statutes of 1999, amended by SB 184, Chapter 462,
Statutes of 2007, permits a regional or local agency to spend its own funds in order to implement
projects programmed in the STIP in advance of CTC approval of project allocations. The
regional or local agency will be reimbursed for the expenditures subsequent to the CTC’s
approval of the allocation. Regional or local agencies have to comply with all legal requirements
for the project, as specified in State and federal law. Per SB 184, Section 14529.17, the statute is
limited to projects advanced for expenditure within the current fiscal year STIP. Per AB 872,
section 14529.19, the Califomia Department of Transportation (Calfrans) 1s required to execute
the program supplement agreement within 90 days from the date on which the CTC approves an
allocation for the project.


http:14529.19
http:14529.17

This statute was rutiated to streamline the process by which local agencies may begin projects
and was an atterapt to *“‘spend down” the then large amount of dollars accumulated in the State
Highway Account (SHA). The Legislature was concemed that the allocation process impeded
the delivery of transportation projects programmed in the STIP. Local agencies could expedite a
project using their own funds, with the expectation of receiving an allocation vote from the CTC.
Once a project is allocated, Caltrans is required to execute an agreement within 90 days of the
allocation and an agency can request reimbursement from Caltrans. This would increase the
delivery of local projects within a given fiscal year.

PROJECT DATA:

Under AB 872, allocations totaling $20,856,000 were made between April 1, 2009, and March
31, 2010, for 32 projects. Detailed information about the projects is shown on the attachment to
this report. The agreements for 27 projects were executed or amended within 90 days of
allocation. Caltrans sent agreements to the local agencies for the remaining five projects within a
month of allocation and the agreements were signed by the local agencies after the 90 day

period. This delayed execution of the agreements for the remaining five projects. Currently, all
projects on the report have executed agreements in place.

PROGRAM CHALLENGES:

Budget difficulties faced by the State of California have led to changes in funding and

allocations for transportation projects. At the July 2009 CTC meeting, the CTC voted to defer all
local STIP project allocations, due to the uncertainty of available funds. Allocations for local
STIP projects resumed in August 2009, however, the CTC placed several projects on a
“Delivered but not yet allocated list” because the total potential allocations for the 2009-10 fiscal
year exceeded the STIP allocation capacity. Several local agencies with projects on the
“Delivered” list invoked SB 184 to begin expending their own funds in advance of the CTC’s
approval. The CTC made 32 allocations under AB 872 for this report period, which represents a
1600 percent increase in the number of allocations reported in last year’s report.

SUMMARY:

Between April 2009 and March 2010, allocations were made under the provisions of AB 872 for
32 projects. The agreements were processed within the 90 day period provided in the legislation
for 27 of the projects on the report. Caltrans sent agreements to the local agencies for the
remaining five projects within 2 month of allocation and the agreements were signed by the local
agencies after the 90 day period. This delayed execution of the agreements for the remaining
five projects. Currently, all projects on the report have executed agreements in place.



Report of Reimbursable STIP Projects Impiemented Prior to Allocation Per AB 872
Allocation Period: April 1, 2009 to March 31, 2010

Program Program
Supplement | Supplement Plans,
Agreement | Agreerment | Environmental | Specifications
County Project Allocation | *Effective | Effective | **amended| & Permits & Estimates | Right of Way | Construction
District | Agency Name Name CTC Code | HNumber PPNO Locatlon Description Date Relmb Date Date Data Funds Funds Funds Funds
Del Norte
County
Transportation| Del Norte | Del Norte Planning, Programming and
01 Commigsion |  County LTC 6130(028) | 01-1032 Monitoring 12/10/09 | 0B/06/09 | 02/24/10 $0 $0 $0 $84,000
Planning, Programming and
01 Lake County [Lake County|Lake CCAPC| 6136(031) | 01-3002P Monitoring 08/13/05 | 08/03/09 | 10/6/2009 $0 30 $0 $140,000
Mendocing
Coundil of | Mendocina | Mendocino Planning, Programming and
01 Governments | County CoG 6140(028) | 01-4002P Monlkoring a8/13/09 | 08/03/09 [ 10/23/09 $0 $0 $0 $450,000
on Edgewood Rd at Shasta River
Slskiyou Siskivou | Sisklyou adjacent Lo 1-5 north of Weed, CRS
02 County County LTC 5902(053) | 02-2423 map 5B31. 10/15/09 | G2ré4/08 | 04/05/07 | 02/63/10 30 $0 0 $140,000
In Tehama County on Cottonwood
Tehama Tehama Tehama Creek Bridge @ Evergreen Road
02 County County LTC 5508(025) [ 02-2379 #08C-008 10/15/09 | 07/10/09 | 07/02/99 | 10/30/09 $50,000 $0 $0 $0
Tehama Tehama Tehama on McCoy Road @ South fFork Dibbie
02 County County LTC 5908(038) | 02-2184 Creak, Bré 08C-0240 10/15/09 | 04/10/09 | 03/07/01 | 02/25/10 3G 30 40 $260,000
Tehama Tehama Tehama on McCoy Road @ CF Dibble Creek
02 County County LTC 5908(039) [ 02-2185 Bridge, Br# 08C-0250 10/15/00 | 04/10/09 | 03/07/01 [ 02/17/10 30 30 40 $314,000
TFrinity 9-mile bridge rehab on thyampom
02 Trinity County | County | Trinity LTC | 5905(379) | 0221408 Road, 10/15/09 | 07/04/09 | 11/24/09 $0 $0 $0 $485,000
Butte County
Assoclation of Butte Planning, programming and
03 Governments | County BCAG 6092(047) | 03-0L16 monltoring 08/13/08 | 07/29/09 | 0928109 $0 40 $0 $130,000
E1 Dxorada
County
Trenspartation| El Dorade | E) Dorado Planning, pragramming and
03 Commission County LTC 6157(037) | 03-0L14 monitoring 08/13/05 | 07/28/09 | 09/24/09 $0 30 $0 $200,000
Nevada County
Transportation | Nevada Planning, programming and
03 Commission County | Nevada LTC| 6144(025) | (3-0L81 monitoring. 09/10/09 | 07/28/09 12/24/09 §0 50 30 $95,000
Placer County
Transportation
Planning Placer Planning, Programming and
03 Agency County Placer TPA | 6158(043) | 03-0L11 Monitoring 08/13/09 | 07/27/0% 10/22/09 30 $0 $0 $100,000
Sacramento
Area Coundl of| Sacramento Planning, programming and
03 Governments County SACOG 6085(045) | 03-0L30 monitering 08/13/09 | 07/31/09 10/01/09 $0 $0 $0 $80%,000
Sacramento
Area Council of|  Sutter Planning, grogramming and
03 Governments | County SACOG | 6085{045) | 03-0L53 monitoring 08/13/09 | 08/06/03 | 10/01/09 $0 $0 $0 $54,000
Sacramentn
Area Council gf Planning, programming and
03 Governments | Yolo County | SACOG 6085(045) | 03-0L37 monitoring 08/13/09 | 08/06/05 | 10/01/0% %0 $0 30 §116,000

* Dale of the |ocal agency's notification to the Callfornla Transportation Commission that identiflas The local agency’s Intent lo spend local funds in advance of an allocation
** Executed Frogram Supplement Agresment amanded by a Finance Lalter







Report of Reimbursable STIP Projects Implemented Prior to Allocation Per AB 872
Allocation Period: April 1, 2009 to March 31, 2010

Program Program
Suppternent | Supplement Plans,
Agreement | Agreement | Environmental | Specifications
County Project Allocation | *Effective | Effective |**Amended| & Permits & Estimates | Right of Way | Censtruction
District | Agency Name Name CTC Code Number PPNO Locatlon Description Date Relmb Date Data Data Funds Funds Funds Funds
Amador Local
Transportation| Amador Planning, Programming and
10 Commigslon |  County |Amador LTC| 6127(039) | 10-81950 Monitorng 08/13/0% | 07/30/08 | 10/25/09 50 $0 30 $110,000
Merced County
Association of | Merced Planning, Programming and
10 Governments | County MCAG 6095(058) | 10-5960 Menitoring. 12/10/08  07/29/09 | 02/08/10 $0 $0 40 $640,000
San Joaquin
Council of | San Joaquin
10 Governments | County SYCOG | 608B(039) | 10-7952 San Joaquln County 08/13/09 | 07/28/09 | 10/14/09 $0 $0 $0 $206,000
Tuolumne
County
Transpertation| Tuoclwmpe | Tuclumne Planning, Programming and
10 Commission County CTC 6154(035) | 10-0452 Monitering. 10/15/09 | 08/03/09 12/16/09 30 $0 30 $145,000
San Dlego
Assoctatlon of | San Diego Pianning, Programiming and
11 Governments | County SANDAG | 6066(D30) | 11-7402 Monitaring 08/13/09 | 07/31/09 | 10/12/09 $0 40 $0 $705,000
Orange County|
Transportation| Orange
12 Authority Coungy _ QCTA 6071(045) | 12-2132 Throughout Orange County 09/10/09 | ©07/31/09 | 02/16/10 30 $0 $0 $3,245,000
Total: 450,000 %0 $0 $20,806,000

* Date of the local agency's noliflicallon to the Galiformla Transportation Commission that identilles the local agency's Intent to spand local funds In advancs of an allocatlon
** Executed Frogram Supplement Agreement amended by a Finance Letler






www.dot.ca.gov/reports.htm

