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RESOLUTION SLP1B-G-1112-01

ISSUE:

Pursuant to the California Transportation Commission’s (Commission) approved 2010-11 through
2012-13 State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP) Guidelines, adopted on April 8, 2010 and
extended through 2012-13 on June 22, 2011, the Commission will adopt the annual funding share for
each eligible applicant for the Voter-Approved Taxes and Fees sub-account, which will be
determined using the most current data available through June 30" of each year. SLPP funding
shares for 2012-13 have been calculated, and are attached.

RECOMMENDATION:

Commission staff recommends that the Commission adopt the Proposition 1B State-Local
Partnership Program funding distribution for 2012-13 in accordance with attached Resolution
SLP1B-G-1112-01 and share table.

BACKGROUND:

On November 7, 2006, the voters approved Proposition 1B, the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction,
Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006. Proposition 1B authorized $1 billion for the State-
Local Partnership Program, to be available, upon appropriation by the Legislature, for allocation by
the Commission over a five-year period to eligible transportation projects nominated by eligible
transportation agencies. The program is divided into two sub-programs — a formula program to
match local sales tax, property tax and/or bridge tolls (95%) and a competitive program to match
local uniform developer fees (5%). The Legislature enacted implementing legislation (AB 268) in
2008 to add Article 11 (commencing with Section 8879.66) to Chapter 12.491 of Division 1 of Title
2 of the Government Code, and appropriated funds for the first year of this program. The proposed
2012-13 Budget includes an appropriation for the program’s fifth and final year. The Commission is
required by statute to adopt a program by October 2012, and allocations will be made when bond
funds are available. All remaining SLPP funds must be programmed and allocated by June 2013, the
end of the five-year period.
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The Commission will, per Section 8879.72 of the Government Code, include in the annual formula
program of projects each project nominated by an eligible applicant provided that the Commission
determines that the nomination meets the requirements of the statute and that the project has a
commitment of the required match and any supplementary funding needed for full funding.

The Commission will, per Section 8879.73 of the Government Code, select competitive grant
projects from among eligible project nominations. No single competitive grant may exceed $1
million. The Commission considers approval of a competitive grant only when the request meets the
requirement of the statute and the project has a commitment of the required match and any
supplementary funding needed for full funding.

Attached to this book item and resolution are the adopted SLPP Guidelines and the revised funding
share distribution for 2012-13 calculated using the most recent data available for population and tax
and toll revenues.

Attachments
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

State-L ocal Partnership Program (SL PP) Guidelines and Funding Shares

June 27-28, 2012
RESOLUTION SLP1B-G-1112-01

WHEREAS the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond
Act of 2006, approved by the voters as Proposition 1B on November 7, 2006, authorized
$1 billion to be deposited in the State-L ocal Partnership Program (SLPP) Account, and

WHEREAS the Bond Act provides that funds in the SLPP Account shal be available to
the Caifornia Transportation Commission, upon appropriation by the Legislature, for
alocation over a five-year period to eligible transportation projects nominated by an
applicant transportation agency, and

WHEREAS implementation legidation for the Bond Act enacted in 2007 (SB 88 and
AB 193) designated the Commission as the administrative agency for the State-Local
Partnership Program Account and mandated that program guidelines provide for audits of
expenditures and outcomes, require that project nominations identify a project’s useful
life and delivery milestones, and require recipient agencies to report on progress made
toward project implementation, and

WHEREAS implementing legislation specific to the SLPP was enacted as AB 268
(2008), which mandates that the Commission develop and adopt guidelines for the
program, adopt the initial program of projects and make initial allocations to projects at
the Commission’s meeting in April 2009, and by October for each fiscal year thereafter,
and

WHEREAS the Commission adopted the 2010-11 Guidelines, Resolution SLP1B-G-
0910-02, in April 2010, with those guidelines remaining in effect through the end of the
program in 2012-13, and

WHEREAS Government Code Section 8879.71 requires the Commission to distribute the
funds from each annual appropriation to the SLPP Account between the V oter-Approved
Taxes and Fees Subaccount (95%) and the Uniform Developer Fees Subaccount (5%),
and

WHEREAS Government Code Section 8879.72 requires the Commission to establish
funding shares for each digible applicant for funding from the Voter-Approved Taxes
and Fees Subaccount prior to the commencement of each annual funding cycle, and

WHEREAS Government Code Section 8879.72, subdivision f, requires the Commission
to establish projected targets for SL PP funds that have not yet been appropriated, and

WHEREAS Commission staff, in accordance with Sections 8879.71 and 8879.72, has
prepared a calculation of 2012-13 SLPP funding shares,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Commission approves maintaining the
2010-11 Guidelines through the end of the State-Local Partnership Program in 2012-13,
and adopts the 2012-13 SL PP funding shares, and
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that 2012-13 isthefinal year of the five-year State-
Local Partnership Program, and all SLPP formula and competitive funds must be
programmed and allocated by the June 2013 Commission meeting, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the purpose of the SLPP guidelinesisto identify the
Commission’s policy and expectations for the SLPP and thus to provide guidance to
eligible applicants and implementing agencies in carrying out their responsibilities under
the program, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that these guidelines do not preclude any project
nomination or any project selection that is consistent with the Bond Act and the
implementing legislation in Chapter 12.491 (commencing with Section 8879.50) of
Division 1 of Title2 of the Government Code, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission directs staff to post the 2012-13
funding distribution and formula funding shares, along with the Guidelines, on the
Commission’s website and requests that the Department assist Commission staff in
making copies available to eligible applicants and implementing agencies.



STATE-LOCAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM

FUNDING SHARES, 2012-13
(Funding Shares in $1,000's)

Funding Distribution of Appropriation

June 27-28, 2012

Program Categories Amount
Total Annual Program 200,000
Take-off for Bond administration (2%) 4,000] 2011-12 | Tot. Share
Subtotal 196,000| balance | Available
Discretionary grant program (5%) 9,800 1,045 10,845
Formula share program (95%) 100.00000% 186,200
Tolls + parcel/property tax 9.79518% 18,239
North sales tax 24.33472% 45,311
South sales tax 65.87010% 122,650
Funding Shares Based on Voter-Approved Tolls & Parcel/Property Taxes 2011-12 | Tot. Share
Applicant Agency Revenue Factor| Funding Share| balance | Available
Bay Area Transportation Authority 252,006,314 11,225 0 11,225
Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District 96,358,312 4,292 8,500 12,792
Bay Area Rapid Transit District 61,108,520 2,722 0 2,722
Total 409,473,146 18,239 26,739
Funding Shares Based on Voter-Approved Sales Taxes - North 2011-12 | Tot. Share
County/City Population Factor| Funding Share| balance | Available
Alameda 1,532,137 6,790 0 6,790
Contra Costa 1,065,117 4,721 0 4,721
Fresno 945,711 4,191 17,780 21,971
Madera 152,074 674 0 674
Marin 254,790 1,129 0 1,129
Mendocino - Fort Bragg 7,255 32 131 163
Mendocino - Point Arena 446 2 9 11
Mendocino - Willits 4,857 22 94 116
Nevada - Nevada City 3,062 14 27 41
Nevada - Truckee 15,918 71 0 71
Sacramento 1,435,153 6,360 9,917 16,277
San Francisco 812,538 3,601 15,765 19,366
San Joaguin 695,750 3,083 4,129 7,212
San Mateo 729,443 3,233 11,199 14,432
Santa Clara 1,816,486 8,051 0 8,051
Santa Cruz 265,981 1,179 4,633 5,812
Sonoma 487,011 2,158 4,279 6,437
Total 10,223,729 45,311 113,274
Funding Shares Based on Voter-Approved Sales Taxes - South 2011-12 | Tot. Share
County Population Factor| Funding Share| Balance | Available
Imperial 177,441 1,016 3,857 4,873
Los Angeles 9,884,632 56,570 20,149 76,719
Orange 3,055,792 17,488 57,806 75,294
Riverside 2,227,577 12,749 46,182 58,931
San Bernardino 2,063,919 11,812 2,608 14,420
San Diego 3,143,429 17,990 7,378 25,368
Santa Barbara 427,267 2,445 3,480 5,925
Tulare 450,840 2,580 0 2,580
Total 21,430,897 122,650 264,110

Several agencies have already programmed projects against the 2011-12 total share available, based on a prior
estimate of 2011-12 shares. Programming will be adjusted accordingly.

California Transportation Commission
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Item 4.17
STATE-LOCAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM
TAX/TOLL REVENUES USED TO DETERMINE FUNDING SHARES
FOR 2012-13

Voter-Approved Tolls, Parcel/Property Taxes Annual Revenue
Bay Area Transportation Authority (BATA) 252,006,314
Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District 96,358,312
Bay Area Rapid Transit District 61,108,520
Total toll/parcel/property tax 409,473,146

BOE Quarterly Gross Receipts (reported by Bd of Equalization)

N/S| Code|Voter-Approved Transportation Sales Taxes Total 1st Q, 2012 4th Q, 2011 3rd Q, 2011 2nd Q, 2011
N | 002 |San Mateo County Transit District 68,717,702.00 16,634,422.00 18,196,803.00 17,217,602.00 16,668,875.00
N | 003 |Santa Clara County Transit District 164,642,515.00 39,876,766.00 43,519,760.00 41,119,837.00 40,126,152.00
N | 004 |Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District 15,873,404.00 3,659,350.00 4,086,334.00 4,075,288.00 4,052,432.00
S | 005 |Los Angeles County Transportation Commission 645,253,095.00 156,982,756.00) 168,852,083.00) 160,281,873.00) 159,136,383.00)
N | 006 |Santa Clara County Traffic Authority 4,882.00 1,803.00 1,198.00 1,118.00 763.00
N | 010 |Alameda County Transportation Authority 45.00 -15,675.00 8,785.00 3,329.00 3,606.00
N | 012 |Fresno County Transportation Authority 57,635,242.00 14,025,729.00 14,823,418.00 14,408,709.00 14,377,386.00
S | 013 |San Diego County Regional Transportation Commission 238,213,862.00 58,293,536.00 62,125,807.00 59,181,597.00 58,612,922.00
N | 018 |San Mateo County Transportation Authority 68,719,262.00 16,636,089.00 18,193,249.00 17,220,597.00 16,669,327.00
N | 023 |Sacramento Transportation Authority 91,979,577.00 21,595,854.00 24,328,061.00 23,115,822.00 22,939,840.00
N | 024 |Contra Costa Transportation Authority 68,705,589.00 16,557,614.00 18,299,862.00 16,968,287.00 16,879,826.00
S | 026 |Riverside County Transportation Commission 133,177,294.00 33,386,443.00 35,727,662.00 31,149,737.00 32,913,452.00
N | 027 |San Francisco County Transportation Authority 80,477,939.00 18,789,963.00 21,540,470.00 20,416,039.00 19,731,467.00
S | 029 |Imperial County Local Transportation Authority 12,594,907.00 3,061,150.00 3,444,480.00 2,999,940.00 3,089,337.00
S | 030 |Santa Barbara County Local Transportation Authority 31,909,670.00 7,783,804.00 8,246,378.00 7,975,985.00 7,903,503.00
S | 031 |San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 130,864,475.00 32,506,781.00 33,727,819.00 32,801,056.00 31,828,819.00
N | 034 |Madera County Transportation Authority 3,333.00 0.00 1,643.00 622.00 1,068.00
S | 035 |Los Angeles County Transportation Commission 645,336,453.00 157,005,430.00) 168,860,544.00) 160,325,577.00) 159,144,902.00)
S | 037 |Orange County Transportation Authority 248,068,544.00 59,758,198.00 65,413,283.00 61,140,195.00 61,756,868.00
N | 038 |San Joaquin Transportation Authority 43,148,905.00 10,104,126.00 11,426,326.00 10,936,153.00 10,682,300.00
N | 068 |Town of Truckee Road Maintenance Tax 1,747,331.00 359,413.00 442,819.00 539,527.00 405,572.00
N | 079 |Alameda County Transportation Improvement Authority 112,408,564.00 27,287,483.00 29,484,642.00 28,222,944.00 27,413,495.00
N | 084 |City of Willits Road System Tax 847,661.00 195,401.00 197,519.00 229,479.00 225,262.00
N | 085 |City of Point Arena 50,120.00 9,842.00 12,768.00 11,029.00 16,481.00
N | 094 |City of Fort Bragg Maintain City Streets 787,791.00 204,189.00 187,458.00 205,813.00 190,331.00
N | 102 |Transportation Authority Marin County 21,298,463.00 5,003,587.00 5,714,327.00 5,272,277.00 5,308,272.00
N | 115 |Sonoma County Transportation Authority 17,847,645.00 4,120,082.00 4,686,681.00 4,620,662.00 4,420,220.00
N | 123 |Santa Clara County Valley Transportation Authority 164,198,208.00 39,861,519.00 43,432,807.00 41,104,372.00 39,799,510.00
N | 144 |Madera County Transportation Authority, 2006 7,736,762.00 1,824,300.00 1,857,093.00 1,997,126.00 2,058,243.00
N | 146 |Nevada City Street Improvements Tax 598,571.00 119,604.00 150,233.00 148,876.00 179,858.00
S | 162 |Tulare County Transportation Authority 25,842,019.00 6,228,633.00 6,877,694.00 6,218,976.00 6,516,716.00
N | 174 |City of El Cerrito Streets Improvements Tax (eff 7-1-08) 1,489,763.00 347,513.00 416,073.00 370,562.00 355,615.00
N | 193 |Sonoma Marin Area Rail Transit District (eff 4-1-09) 28,358,001.00 6,622,104.00 7,510,293.00 7,193,426.00 7,032,178.00
S | 217 |Los Angeles County Metro Transp. Authority (eff 7-1-09) 642,343,156.00 156,633,968.00| 168,394,039.00 158,814,626.00| 158,500,523.00

Total, Voter-Approved Sales Tax 3,770,880,750.00 915,461,777.00| 990,188,411.00| 936,289,058.00 928,941,504.00|
Voter-Approved Sales Tax, North 1,017,277,275.00 400,455,046.00 436,912,661.00 414,214,122.00 408,038,602.00
Voter-Approved Sales Tax, South 2,753,603,475.00 515,006,731.00| 553,275,750.00 522,074,936.00 520,902,902.00

Distribution
Factor Percentage
Total, voter-approved tolls + taxes 4,180,353,896.00 100.00000%
Tolls + parcel/property tax 409,473,146.00 9.79518%
North sales tax 1,017,277,275.00 24.33472%

South sales tax

2,753,603,475.00

65.87010%

California Transportation Commission



CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
State-Local Partnership Program
2010-11 Guidelines
April 2010
RESOLUTION SLP1B-G-0910-02

General Program Policy

1.

Authority and purpose of gquidelines. The Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air
Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006, approved by the voters as Proposition 1B
on November 7, 2006, authorized $1 billion to be deposited in the State-Local
Partnership Program (SLPP) Account to be available, upon appropriation by the
Legislature, for allocation by the California Transportation Commission over a five-year
period to eligible transportation projects nominated by an applicant transportation
agency. The Bond Act required a dollar for dollar match of local funds for an applicant
agency to receive state funds under the program.

In 2008, the Legislature enacted implementing legislation (AB 268) to add Article 11
(commencing with Section 8879.66) to Chapter 12.491 of Division 1 of Title 2 of the
Government Code. Article 11 defines the purpose and intent of the program, defines the
eligibility of applicants, projects, and matching funds, and provides that 95% of program
funds will be distributed by formula to match voter-approved transportation taxes and
fees and that the remaining 5% will be available for a competitive grant application
program to match uniform developer fees. Section 8879.74 requires the Commission to
adopt an annual program of projects for the program and to develop and adopt guidelines
to implement the program, consistent with Article 11. Project allocations are to be made
beginning no later than October of each year.

Earlier legislation to implement the Bond Act (SB 88, Chapter 181, Statutes of 2007)
designated the Commission as the administrative agency for the SLPP and mandated that
various administrative and reporting requirements be incorporated in the guidelines for
all programs established by Proposition 1B.

Program of Projects. The Commission will adopt an annual program of projects for the
SLPP, by October of each fiscal year. The program will consist of projects nominated by
eligible applicants for the formula program and projects selected by the Commission
under the competitive grant program to match uniform developer fees. SLPP project
funding will match eligible local funding for project construction or equipment
acquisition, consistent with Section 8879.70. The Commission will not program or
allocate SLPP funding to match local funding for preconstruction work.

The program of projects for each fiscal year will include, for each project, the amount to
be funded from the SLPP, the source of the dollar-for-dollar match of SLPP funding, and
the estimated total cost of project construction or equipment acquisition, including any
additional supplementary funding. The source of the dollar-for-dollar match will include
only revenues from the transportation tax or fee that qualifies the applicant for SLPP
funding. The match must be in the Construction component, the same component as
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SLPP funds, except in the case of a design build project, where a portion of the match
may be in design (PS&E). Eligible match funds must be expended after Commission
allocation of the SLPP funds, and concurrently and proportionally to the SLPP funds.

The Commission will program and allocate funding to projects in whole thousands of
dollars and will include a project only if it is fully funded from a combination of SLPP
and other committed funding. The Commission will regard funds as committed when
they are programmed by the Commission or when the agency with discretionary authority
over the funds has made its commitment to the project by ordinance or resolution. For
federal formula funds, including RSTP, CMAQ, and federal formula transit funds, the
commitment may be by federal TIP adoption. For federal discretionary funds, the
commitment may be by federal approval of a full funding grant agreement or by grant
approval.

The Commission’s annual SLPP program of projects will also include multiyear
programs of projects for SLPP funding that eligible applicants may elect to adopt and
submit to the Commission. The Commission will include these multiyear programs for
informational purposes, acknowledging the future plans and intent of the eligible
applicants. The inclusion of an applicant multiyear program, however, will not constitute
a programming commitment by the Commission for future year funding, except in the
case of a project for which the Commission has approved a Letter of No Prejudice based
on future year formula funding.

Formula Program for VVoter-Approved Taxes and Fees

3.

Annual Funding Shares. The Commission will adopt the annual funding share for each
eligible applicant for the VVoter-Approved Taxes and Fees Subaccount with the adoption
of these guidelines and at the beginning of each subsequent fiscal year. These shares will
be determined in accordance with Government Code Section 8879.72 and rounded to the
nearest whole thousand dollars. In establishing funding shares, the Commission will use
the most current data available through June 30 of each year, as follows:

e For toll revenues, the sum of revenues from Regional Measures 1 and 2 for the most
recent fiscal year, as reported in audited financial statements from the Bay Area Toll
Authority.

e For parcel and property tax revenues, the revenues for the most recent fiscal year, as
reported to the State Controller pursuant to Government Code Section 53891.

e For local sales tax revenues, the sum of gross revenues for the most recent four
quarters as reported for each local tax by the Board of Equalization.

e For population, the annual population estimate for cities and counties issued by the
Department of Finance in May prior to the beginning of each fiscal year.

The Commission will determine a funding share for each eligible applicant with a voter-
approved tax or toll that was approved prior to the adoption of the funding shares and will
be collected during the fiscal year. Where a city has a voter-approved local sales tax and
is located within a county without a countywide sales tax, the Commission will adopt a
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funding share for the city based on the city’s population. Where there are multiple
eligible applicants with a voter-approved local sales tax within a county with a
countywide sales tax, the Commission will adopt a single countywide funding share
based on the population for the county.

The Commission will set aside up to 2 percent of the total amount appropriated each year
for the program as a reserve for bond administrative expenses. In the absence of an
enacted state budget, the Commission may establish the funding shares based on its best
estimate of the amount that the Legislature will appropriate to the SLPP Account, subject
to adjustment based on the final appropriation in the Budget Act.

4. Project nominations. The Commission will include in the annual program of projects
each project nominated by an eligible applicant for a formula funding share provided that
the Commission finds that the nomination meets the requirements of statute and that the
project has a commitment of the required match and any supplementary funding needed
for full funding. Each applicant should submit its nomination by August15. The
Commission’s program of projects shall not include a project nomination that exceeds the
applicant’s formula funding share, except in the case where an agreement has been
reached among agencies to pool shares or borrow from existing formula shares, with
repayment to be made out of future formula shares. In the case of such an agreement, a
copy of the agreement shall be attached to the project nomination. A nomination shall
include the signature of the Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized by the
applicant’s governing board. Where the project is to be implemented by an agency other
than the applicant, the nomination shall also include the signature of the Chief Executive
Officer or other authorized officer of the implementing agency. Applicants for funding
from a formula share should submit three hard copies of each nomination. The
nominations should be addressed or delivered to:

Bimla G. Rhinehart, Executive Director
California Transportation Commission
Mail Station 52, Room 2231

1120 N Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

A project nomination may be for supplemental funding of a project that was allocated
SLPP funding in a prior year, provided that the supplemental SLPP funding and the
match for that supplemental funding will not be expended until after the allocation of the
supplemental funding. The supplemental SLPP funding may be to replace local funding
already committed to the project, subject to the required one-to-one match.

For each nominated project, the applicant should submit project information using the
Project Programming Request form in use for STIP projects. The nomination should
identify the implementing agency, which may be different from the applicant agency. As
specified in statute, the nomination shall include:

e A description of the nominated project, including its cost and scope and the
specific improvements and benefits it is anticipated to serve. The description
should identify the project’s useful life.
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e A description of the project’s current status, including the current phase of
delivery, and the schedule for the completion of construction or acquisition.

e A description of how the project would support transportation and land use
planning goals within the region.

e The amount and source of matching funds.
e The amount of SLPP funds requested.

An eligible applicant may adopt and submit a multiyear program for SLPP funding, either
in addition to or in lieu of project nominations for the program year. As described in
section 2, the Commission’s acknowledgement of an applicant’s multiyear program will
not constitute a Commission programming commitment of future year SLPP funding.

Balance of funding share. If the program of projects adopted by the Commission does
not program the full amount of an applicant’s formula funding share, the balance will
remain available for later program amendments supported by eligible project
nominations. A balance not programmed in one fiscal year will carry over and be
available in the following fiscal year.

Competitive Grant Program to Match Uniform Developer Fees

6.

Project selection. The Commission will select projects from among eligible project
nominations for the competitive grant program from the Uniform Developer Fees
Subaccount pursuant to Government Code Section 8879.73. No single competitive grant
for the SLPP may exceed $1 million. The Commission will consider approval of a
competitive grant only when it finds that the grant request meets the requirements of
statute and that the project has a commitment of the required match and any
supplementary funding needed for full funding. The selected projects will be included in
the Commission’s annual program of projects for the SLPP. The Commission will
consider only projects for which five hard copies of a complete nomination are received
in the Commission office by August 15. A nomination shall include the signature of the
Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized by the applicant’s governing board.
Where the project is to be implemented by an agency other than the applicant, the
nomination shall also include the signature of the Chief Executive Officer or other
authorized officer of the implementing agency. The nominations should be addressed or
delivered to:

Bimla G. Rhinehart, Executive Director
California Transportation Commission
Mail Station 52, Room 2231

1120 N Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Project applications. For each project nominated for the competitive grant program, the
applicant should submit project information using the Project Programming Request form
in use for STIP projects. The nomination should identify the implementing agency,
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which may be different from the applicant agency. As specified in statute, the
nomination shall include:

e A description of the nominated project, including its cost and scope and the
specific improvements and benefits it is anticipated to serve. The description
should identify the project’s useful life.

e A description of the project’s current status, including the current phase of
delivery, and the schedule for the completion of construction or acquisition.

e A description of how the project would support transportation and land use
planning goals within the region.

e The amount and source of matching funds.
e The amount of SLPP funds requested.

In addition, the grant request should include a copy of the ordinance or resolution
adopted by a city, county or city and county that establishes the uniform developer fee to
be matched by the grant.

An agency may apply for supplemental funding of up to $1 million for a project that was
allocated SLPP funding in a prior year or years, provided that the supplemental SLPP
funding and the match for that supplemental funding will not be expended until after the
allocation of the supplemental funding. The supplemental SLPP funding may be to
replace local funding already committed to the project, subject to the required one-to-one
match. Prior year funding of a project under the SLPP discretionary grant program is not
a selection criterion for funding in a subsequent year. The Commission will evaluate
applications competitively in each year.

8. Project selection criteria. In approving grants for inclusion in the program of projects, the
Commission will give consideration to geographic balance and to demonstrated project
cost-effectiveness. The Commission will give higher priority to projects that are more
cost-effective, that can commence construction or implementation earlier, that leverage
more uniform developer fees and other funds per program dollar, and that can
demonstrate quantifiable air quality improvements, including a significant reduction in
vehicle-miles traveled. In addition, the Commission intends to give higher priority to
projects nominated by agencies that are located in areas without formula funding shares.

9. Balance of grant program funds. If the program of projects adopted by the Commission
does not program the full amount of the share for the competitive grant program, the
balance will remain available for later program amendments supported by eligible project
grant requests. A balance not programmed in one fiscal year will carry over and be
available for the competitive grant program in the following fiscal year.

Project Allocations and Delivery

10.  Amendments to program of projects. The Commission may approve an amendment of
the SLPP program of projects at any time. An amendment need only appear on the
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11.

12.

13.

14.

agenda published 10 days in advance of the Commission meeting. It does not require the
30-day notice that applies to a STIP amendment.

Allocations from the SLPP Account. The Commission will consider the allocation of
funds from the SLPP Account for a project when it receives an allocation request and
recommendation from the Department of Transportation, in the same manner as for the
STIP (see section 64 of the STIP guidelines). The recommendation will include a
determination of the availability of appropriated funding from the SLPP Account and the
availability of all identified and committed matching and supplementary funding. The
Commission will approve the allocation if the funds are available, the allocation is
necessary to implement the project as included in the adopted SLPP program, and the
project has the required environmental clearance.

Letter of No Prejudice. The Commission will consider approval of a Letter of No
Prejudice (LONP) to advance a programmed SLPP project. Approval of the LONP will
allow the agency to begin work and incur eligible expenses prior to allocation. The
LONP Guidelines were adopted in December 2009 and are available on the
Commission’s website.

The Commission shall establish, using the distribution formula set forth in Government
Code Section 8879.71, subdivision (a), projected targets for distribution of formula funds
not yet appropriated for the purpose of planning consistent with Section 8879.501
(LONP). These projected targets will be annually reviewed and revised. If an
implementing agency requests and receives approval for a LONP against future, not yet
appropriated formula funds, that agency proceeds at its own risk, as there is no guarantee
of when those future funds will be made available for allocation. Allocation to reimburse
expenses under an approved LONP cannot occur prior to appropriation and availability of
formula funds in each funding cycle. In no case shall an allocation exceed the agency’s
formula share in that funding cycle year.

Timely Use of Funds. Under statute, projects receiving an SLPP allocation shall
encumber the funds no later than two years after the end of the fiscal year in which the
Commission makes the allocation. Commission policy, however, is that SLPP
allocations are requested in the fiscal year of project programming, and are valid for
award for six months from the date of approval unless the Commission approves an
extension. Applicants may submit and the Commission will evaluate extension requests
in the same manner as for STIP projects (see section 66 of the STIP guidelines).

Semiannual delivery reports: As a condition of the project allocation, the Commission
will require the implementing agency to submit semiannual reports on the activities and
progress made toward implementation of the project.

As mandated by Government Code Section 8879.50, the Commission shall forward these
reports to the Department of Finance. The purpose of the reports is to ensure that the
project is being executed in a timely fashion and is within the scope and budget identified
when the decision was made to fund the project. If it is anticipated that project costs will
exceed the approved project budget, the implementing agency shall provide a plan to the
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Commission for achieving the benefits of the project by either downscoping the project to
remain within budget or by identifying an alternative funding source to meet the cost
increase. The Commission may either approve the corrective plan or direct the
implementing agency to modify its plan.

Final delivery report. Within six months of the project becoming operable, the
implementing agency shall provide a final delivery report to the Commission on the
scope of the completed project, its final costs as compared to the approved project
budget, its duration as compared to the project schedule in the project agreement, and
performance outcomes derived from the project as compared to those described in the
project agreement. The Commission shall forward this report to the Department of
Finance as required by Government Code Section 8879.50.

For the purpose of this section, a project becomes operable when the construction
contract is accepted or acquired equipment is received.

Audit of project expenditures and outcomes. The Department of Transportation will
ensure that project expenditures and outcomes are audited. For each SLPP project, the
Commission expects the Department to provide a semi-final audit report within 6 months
after the final delivery report and a final audit report within 12 months after the final
delivery report. The Commission may also require interim audits at any time during the
performance of the project.

Audits will be performed in accordance with Generally Accepted Government Auditing
Standards promulgated by the United States Government Accountability Office. Audits
will provide a finding on the following:

e Whether project costs incurred and reimbursed are in compliance with the executed
project agreement or approved amendments thereof; state and federal laws and
regulations; contract provisions; and Commission guidelines.

e Whether project deliverables (outputs) and outcomes are consistent with the project
scope, schedule and benefits described in the executed project agreement or approved
amendments thereof.
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