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Allocation of 18% Local Street Maintenance & Improvement Funds
For Fiscal Years 2007-08 and 2008-09
Reporting Period: Calendar Years 2006 & 2007

Instructions

Note: This document may be downloaded from the Web at www.ccta.net.,

Background

To receive 18% Local Street Maintenance and Improvement funds, Measure C requires each
Jjurisdiction in Contra Costa to take several actions. These actions include adopting a Growth
Management Element that sets traffic level-of-service and facility performance standards,
adopting both a development mitigation program and a transportation systems management
ordinance, participating in cooperative planning to reduce traffic impacts, developing a five-year
capital improvement program, and addressing housing options and job opportunities.

Each jurisdiction should use the attached checklist to demonstrate how it complies with the
requirements of Measure C. In addition to filling out the checklist, the jurisdiction must attach
the detailed information that is requested in the attachments section. A completed compliance
‘checklist and attachments with supporting documentation must be submitted by the jurisdiction,
then reviewed and approved by the Authority. Upon approval of a jurisdiction’s checklist, the
Authority will allocate funds by formula in accordance with the table in Exhibit 2. In Fiscal Year
2007-08, approximately $12.8 million will be allocated.

The Authority will distribute the checklist by January 31 of even-numbered years. Jurisdictions
may submit their Checklists for review any time after receipt of the Checklist. Jurisdictions are
eligible to receive 18 percent funds on July 1 following the close of each fiscal year, provided
they have demonstrated program compliance. If the jurisdiction cannot certify that it meets all of
the program requirements by June 30 of the year following the year that the checklist is issued, it
should prepare a “Statement of Progress” outlining how it is working to meet those requirements.

Shift from Annual to Biennial Reporting

For the first ten years of the Measure C program, the Authority used an Annual Checklist as the
instrument of compliance. In 1999 and 2000, the Authority conducted an extensive “mid-point”
review of the Growth Management Program (GMP). Based upon that review, it was determined
that shifting from annual to biennial compliance could reduce the administrative burden of the
GMP, both on local jurisdictions and Authority staff, without compromising program
effectiveness. This checklist for Calendar Years 2006 and 2007 marks the fourth biennial
checklist.

The shift to biennial compliance required amending the Measure C Ordinance itself, since it
specified annual compliance review. To accomplish this change, the Authority adopted Ordinance
01-01 (Exhibit 3) in January 2001. Subsequently, the Authority adopted Resolution 01-01-G,
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(Revision 1) (Exhibit 4), which addressed the remaining policy issues surrounding how thechange
from annual to biennial reporting would be implemented, and how funds would continue to be
allocated on a yearly basis, while checklists would be submitted every other year. As a result of
these changes, jurisdictions that successfully complete this Calendar 2006 & 2007 checklist will
first receive payment for FY 2007-08 after July 1,2008,, and then receive automatic payment of
FY 2008-09 funds on the one-year anniversary of the first year’s allocation, without having to
submit another checklist.

Suggested References

Some important reference documents that the Authority has adopted and that local staff should
have on hand when completing the Checklist are:

1) Growth Management Implementation Documents: Implementation Guide, Model
Growth Management Element, and Administrative Procedures Manual,
December 1990;

2) Guide to Local FPlanning and Growth Management, October 1990;
3) Technical Procedures, updated July 2006; and

4) Year 2004 Update to the Countywide Comprehensive Transportation Plan, and
Action Plans for Routes of Regional Significance, adopted May 19, 2004.

All of these documents are available through the Authority offices at no expense. Should you
need a copy, please call us at (925) 256-4720. The document may also be viewed and
downloaded from cur website at www.ccta.net,

Measure C Requirements

The following describes in greater detail the requirements of the Measure C Growth Management
Program (GMP) as they relate to each section of the Checklist. These requirements were broadly
defined in the Measure C Expenditure Plan that was approved by the voters of Contra Costa in
November 1988. The Growth Management Implementation Documents, adopted by the
Authority in December 1990, elaborate on the technical and procedural requirements of the GMP.

The compliance requirements listed below constitute a synopsis of both the Measure C
Expenditure Plan GMP and the Implementation Documents. The jurisdiction should respond
“yes” or “no” to each question depending upon whether it has fulfitled the requirements. For
certain questions, the “Not Applicable” response is appropriate.

1. Action Plans. Measure C requires local jurisdictions to implement the actions, measures, and
programs agreed upon in the Action Plan for Routes of Regional Significance as adopted by the
jurisdiction’s Regional Transportation Planning Committee (RTPC) and the Contra Costa
Transportation Authority. The question has three parts:

Part a asks if the jurisdiction has taken steps to implement the actions, programs, and
measures identified in its subarea Action Plan. Detailed information on steps taken needs
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to be attached. Jurisdictions should work with their RTPC managers to obtain formatting and
reporting guidance on providing the information requested;

Fart b is a three-part question that relates to procedural requirements in the Action Plan:

i. Circulation of environmental documents is required under Authority
Resolution 92-03-G adopted in March 1992 (Exhibit 5). For projects and
general plan amendments that generate more than 100 peak hour trips,
jurisdictions must circulate Notices of Preparation and Notices of
Completion to afl Regional Committees.

ii. The jurisdiction must analyze the impacts of proposed General Plan
Amendments and determine if the amendment would violate action plan
policies or the ability to meet Traffic Service Objectives. The
jurisdiction may propose changes to the Action Plan for consideration by
its Regional Committee to assure that the general plan amendment does
not adversely affect the regional transportation network,

iii. The jurisdiction should review its subarea Action Plan to determine if
any conditions exist for the approval of projects. For example, the East
County Action Plan includes specific project evaluation responsibilities
of local jurisdictions and a Mitigation Toolbox that jurisdictions are to
use and report on in their environmental documents.

Part c relates to Authority Resolution 95-06-G (see Exhibit 6), the General Plan
Amendment review procedure that was adopted by the Authority in July 1995 along with
the first Countywide Comprehensive Transportation Plan. Attachment B to the
resolution is a flow chart illustrating the CEQA-Based Multi-Jurisdictional Review
Process for General Plan Amendments. When preparing General Plan Amendments,
jurisdictions must follow this procedure in order to be found in compliance with the
GMP.

A “yes” response is appropriate if the jurisdiction has complied with these requirements by
following the procedure. Or, if no general plan amendments were considered during the reporting
period, a “yes” response is also appropriate.

2. Repgional Transportation Mitigation Program (RTMP). Measure C requires local
jurisdictions to adopt a local development mitigation program to ensure that new development
pays its fair share of the costs associated with that development and that no funds from the
Measure will be used to replace private developer funding that has been or will be committed to
any project (part a). Part b relates to the jurisdiction’s participation in the Authority’s effort to
develop, through the regional committees, a regional transportation mitigation program including
fees, assessments, or other mitigation.
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