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CO U NC I L COM M U N I CAT1 0 N 

APPROVED: 
THOMAS A. PETERSON - . C - y r  

AGEWA TITLE: Revised Transportat ion Development Act (TDA) Claim 1989-90 

MEETING DATE: February 20, 1991 

PREPARED BY: Ass is tan t  Ci ty  Manager 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: The City Council approve a revised claim f o r  
1989-90 Transportat ion Development Act (TDA)  
funds. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: O u r  COG l i a i s o n  has suggested we submit a revised 
cJaim f o r  1989-90 t o  more c l e a r l y  show how we 
ac tua l ly  used the  f u n d s  received. 

The claim wil l  then r e f l e c t  ac tua l  receipts and expenditures and wil l  a l so  
t rack  through the City of Lodi 's  f i s c a l  records.  Me a r e  a l s o  making 
changes t o  the operational information as  i t  gives a b e t t e r  indicat ion of 
system performance and fu tu re  outlook. 

T h i s  revised claim has no f i s c a l  impact. I t  i s  just  a mat ter  of cleaning 
up paperwork so t h a t  a l l  records coincide.  

Respectftll ly submit ted,  

J e r r y  L.  Glenn 
Ass i s t an t  Ci ty  Manager 

JLG:br 

Attachments 

FUNDING: None required 



FISCAL YEAR 1989-90 

SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY COG 

TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT 

CLAIM FORMS AND GUIDELINES 

FOR 

STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUND (STA) 

AND 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUND (LTF - TDA) 



TO: San Joaquin County Council of Governments 
1860 East Hazelton Avenue 
Stockton, CA 95205 

City o f  Lodi FROM: Applicant: 

Address: 
(City, zip) 

221 W .  Pine St. ,  P .  0 .  Box 3006, Lodi, CA 95241-1910 

Contact Person: Jerry L.  Glenn phone: 209/333-6700 

Assistant City Manager 
hereby requests, in accordance The 

with Chapter 1400, Statutes 1971 and applicable rules and 
regulations, that its annual transportation claim he approved in 
the amount of $ 1.778.790 for fiscal year 1989-90 , to be 
drawn from the Local Transportation Fund. 

City of Lodi 

When approved, please transmit this claim to the County Auditor 
for payment. Approval of the claim and payment by the County 
Auditor to this applicant is subject to such monies being on hand 
and available for distribution, and to the provisions that such 
monies will be used only in accordance with the terms of the 
approved annual financial plan. 

The claimant certifies that this Local Transportation Fund claim 
and the financial information contained therein, is reasonable 
and accurate to the best of my knowledge, and that the 
aforementioned information indicates the eligibility of this 
claimant for  funds for the fiscal year of the application 
pursuant to CAC Section 6634 and 6734. 

I 
- . .  
A: rROVED: 

San Joaquin County Council 
of Governments 

By: 

Title: Executi**e Dir ector 

PETER D. VERDOORN 

Date: 19- 

icant: CITY OF LODI 

Signed : 

Name: T- 

Title: 
City Manager 

Date: 19- 

- 5 -  
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SSISTANCE- m T E  -SIT A 

San Joaquin County Council of Governments 
1860 East Hazelton Avenue 
Stockton, CA 95205 

TO: 

FROM: Applicant: Ci ty  o f  Lodi  

Address: 221 w. Pine St . ,  P .  0. Box 3006, Lodi ,  CA 95241-1910 
(City, zip) 

Contact Person: Jerry L. Glenn phone :209/333-6700 
Assistant City Manager 

This claimant, qualified pursuant to Section 99203 and 99315 of 
the Public Utilities Code, hereby requests, in accordance with 
Chapter 1400, Statutes of 1971 as amended, and applicable rules 
and regulations, that an allocation be made in the amount of 
$ 4,927 1989-90 , to be drawn from the 
State Transit Assistance trust fund of Sari Joaquin County for the 
following purposes and in the  following respective amounts: 

for fiscal year 

Purposes 

Streets and Roads 
Amounts 

$4,927 

Allocation instruction and payment by the County Auditor to this 
claimant are subject to such monies being on hand and available 
for distribution, and to the provisions that such monies will be 
used only in accordance with the terms of the approved claim. 

The claimant certifies that this State Transit Assistance Fund 
Claim and the financial information contained herein, is reasonable and accurate to the best of my knowledge, and that the 
aforementioned information indicates the eligibility of this 
claimant for funds for the fiscal year of the application 
pursuant to CAC Section 6634 and 6734. 

APPROVED : 1 Applicant: CITY OF LODI 

San Joaquin County Council 
of Governments 

By: 

Title: Executive Director 

PETER D. VERDOORN 

Signed : 

Name:- 

Title: City Manager 

Date : 19- 
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a .  b 'Y .  

1- 

I. Local Transportation Fund Available Apportionment 

A. Area Apportionment 1989-90 

B. Pedestrian/Bicycle Apportionment 

- $ 921,652 

17,305 

C. Previous Years' Unclaimed Apportionment 41,933 

D. Unexpended Carryover 790,900 

1,778,790 E. 

F. 

Total Available for 1989-90 Claim(s) 

less any LTF Already Claimed 1989-90 -0- 

G. TOTAL AVAILABLE FOR THIS CLAIM 1,778,790 
(Also enter on page 8 ,  1st column) 

11. State Transit Assistance Fund Available Apportionment 

$ A. Area Apportionment 1989-90 

B. Special Transit Apportionment 1989-90 

C. Previous Years' Unclaimed Apportionment 4,927 
-0- 

D. Unexpended Carryover 

E. Total Available for 1989-90 C l a i m ( s )  4,927 
-0- 

F. 

G.  

less any STA Already Claimed 1989-90 

TOTAL AVAILABLE FOR THIS CLAXM 
(Also enter on page 8, 2nd column) 

4,927 
$ 

-7- 
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claim Purr, ose 

I .  PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION 

I .  LTF 

Article 4 (99260) -Operator 300,300 

Article 8 (99400(c)) 
Contractor operating 

Article 8 (99400(e)) 
Contractor capital 

11. PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE 

Article 3 (99234) 

Article 8 (99400(a)) 

111. ROADS AND STREETS 

Article 8 (99400(a)) 

I V .  OTHER 

Article 8 (99400(b) 
or 99400(d) 

11,305 

11. STA 

1,459,185 4,927 

................................................................. 

TOTAL T H I S  CLAIM 

TOTAL AVAIILABLE FOR T H I S  CLAIM 
(from page 7, I. and 11. G.) 

1,778,790 4,927 

1,778,790 4,927 

-0- - 0- 
UNCLAIMED APPORTIONMENT 

(TOTAL AVAIL. less TOTAL T H I S  CLAIM) 

IMP0 RTANT : To avoid accidental overpayment, please identify in the 
space below any unexpended carryover included i n  the amounts being 
claimed above. 

Road and Streets includes $790,900 o f  unexpended LTF money. 

-8 -  



PART I - PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION 

Please Circle either: Article 4 operator p~ Article 8 contractor 

I. OPERATING REVENUE 

401 Passenger Fares 
402 Special Transit Fares 

403 School Bus Service Revenues 
404 Freight Tariffs 

1988-89 
Please Circle 1989-90 

ACTWALXWXES-TB Budgee2 
39,450 39,313 

405 Charter Service Revenues 
406 Auxiliary Transportation Revenues 

407 Non-Transportation Revenues 
408 

409 Local Cash Grants t Reimbursements 

1,225 113 

Taxes Levied Directly by Transit 
System (Specify) 

(Specify) Local Transportation Fund 201,460 245,200 (LTF) 
410 Local Special Fare Assistance 

411 State Cash Grants & Reimbursements 
(Specify) State Transit Assistance 
Fund (STA) 6,950 

412 State Special Fare Assistance 
413 Federal Cash Grants & Reimbursements 

(Specify) UMTA Grants 
430 Contributed Services 

Sale o f  Property 1,600 
440 (Specify) Reimbursements A - LGR 

TOTAL 384.Fi7F; 
11. CAPITAL REVENUE 

4 6 4  Federal Capital Grants & Subsidies 

State Capital Grants ti Subventions 
(specify) 

(Specify) State Transit Assistance 
Funds (STA) 

Local Capital Provisions (Specify) Local Transportation Fund (LTF) 65,000 55,100 

Non-Governmental Donations Sal e o f  Property 29,759 

65,000 84,859 TOTAL 

-9- 
* Reflects Actual Receipts 
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111. OPERATING EXPENSES 

5 0 1  Labor 
Operators Salaries/Wages 

Other Salaries/Wages 

502 Fringe Benefits 

503 Services 

504  Materials/Supplies 

Fuels/Lubricants 
Tires/Tubes 

505 

506 
507 

508 
509 

510 
5 1 1  

512 

513 

Other 
utilities 

Casualty/Liability Costs 
Taxes 

Purchased Transportation Service 
Miscellaneous Expenses 
Expense Transfers 
Interest Expense 

Leases and Rentals 
Depreciation/Amortization 
Operator Funds 
Grant Funds 

TOTAL 

IV . CAPITAL EXPENSES * 
Debt Service 
Land/Property ACqUiSftiQn 

Vehicles 
construction 

other 

19 88-89 1989-v (1) 
Please Circle 

Actual Wm&EbXX%kX# Budge 

49,793.75 

210,446.80 
2.234.23 

53 

51,208 

224,104 
~~ 

988 

~~ 

262,474.78 276,385 ( 2 )  

30,303.97 84,185 

30,303.97 TOTAL - 

*Allowable capital expenses are limited for Article 0 claimants; see 

?1?~8$flk%- actual expenditures.  
(2)  Revenue exceeds expenditures by $8,241 - unexpended carry-over wi l l  be reclaimed n a i  i n  

1 1 2 1  -10- 
(3 )  Revenue exceeds expenditures by $91 - unexpended carry-over wi l l  be reclaimed i n  FY91 
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-1OIJAL I N F O W T I O N  * 

1. patronacre 

a. Total Passengers 

Actual Actual/Est. Proposed (1) 
FY 1987-88 FY 1988-89 FY 1989-90 

76,207 73,115 77,605 

5,510 4,935 6,928 b. Revenue Passengers 

c. Youth Passengers 
70,697 65,90? 68,610 

2,273 2,067 
d. Elderly Passengers 

County 
e. WX&%&3'$2& passengers 

2. Vehicle Miles 

a. Total Vehicle Miles 140,069 141,767 156,104 

b. Revenue Vehicle Miles 

3. pevenue Vehicle Hours 

4. pevenue Vehicle Fuel 
ConsumDtion 

a. Diesel 

b. Gasoline 13,819 13,714 14,183 

c. Liquid Natural Compressed 
Gas 

5. Fare Structure 

a. Base 

b. Zone 

c. Youth 

d. Senior 

e. Handicapped 

.50 -50 .50 

.50 -50 -50 

-50 -50 .50 

f. Monthly Pass 

g. Other 

h. Average Fare 

1 - 0 0  1.00 1 - 0 0  

.54 .54 .52 

*Attach additional pages as necessary to alter or complete description 
(1) Relfects a c t u a l  performance -11- 



Operating Expenses 

199 0-9 1 1991-92 1992-93 

$ 300,000 $ 330,000 $ 278,640 

Operating Revenues 

$ 229,565 $ 248,475 $ 275,950 

5,220 5,400 5,600 

Sources: LTF 

STA 

Federal 

Fares 46,000 48 , 300 43,750 

General Fund 

other 

T o t a l  

105 125 150 

330,000 
S 

300,000 
$ 

278,640 
$ 

38, ooo 64 , 500 $ ia , ooo $ Capital Expenses $ 

Capital Revenue 

Sources: LTF 

Total 

STA 

Federal 

Other 

38,000 
$ 

18,000 
$ 

64,500 
$ 

38,000 
$ -  

18,000 
$ 

64,500 
$ 

-12- 



FLEET INVENTORY 
(Transit Vehicle O w n e r s  Only) 

-- 

* * 7 * 7 7 * i  

C h e v .  I m p a l a  

Chev . C a p r i c e  

Chev.Capricd 

Produc t ion  
Xake & Model 

Chev. Impal; !  

Dodge Carav2.n 

1 X 

5 X S t a t i o n  wag n , 

V a n  I 

1985 

1985 

1986 

1982 

1989 

x x  

$ 0: 

Veh. 

1 

3 

1 

1 

2 

8 

F u e l  
me 

Specizl Fpa 

I"' 

n:x XX 

Seat . 
capacity 

res 
the= 

S t a t i o n  w a g o n  

5 t a t i o n  wagon 

S t a t i o n  wagon 

S t a t i o n  wagon 

V a n  

1 

-13- 



Attachment  t o  Page - 13 - of F l e e t  Inventory 
F i s c a l  Year 1989-90 T D A  Claim 

I t  is t h e  i n t e n t  o f  t h e  City o f  L o d i  t o  purchase from Dial-A-Ride 

t h e  two Dodge Caravans.  These v e h c i l e s  a r e  inadequa te  f o r  o u r  

p r e s e n t  usage .  

We i n t e n d  t o  purchase  f i v e  s t a t i o n  wagons i n  t h e  1989-90 f i s c a l  

y e a r .  Two of t h e s e  w i l l  be t o  r e p l a c e  the  vans.  Two of t h e  v e h c i l e s  

w i l l  be used t o  r e p l a c e  the  o l d e s t  and m o s t  expens ive  v e h i c l e s .  The 

f i f t h  w i l l  b e  e i t h e r  an a d d i t i o n  t o  t he  f l e e t  o r  t o  r e p l a c e  a n  e x i s t i n g  

vehi  c l  e .  

The handicap v a n  i s  included i n  a n  amendment t o  t h e  1988-89 c l a im.  



r 

Xr- ic le  4 Operator  TDA Requirements 

1. Fare gat io / -ca l  Suppor- Requirements 

x11 A,--icle 4 c l a b a n t s  a r e  r e q u i r e d  t o  ma in ta in  a s p e c i f i e d  
ratio 0 2  fare revenue t o  o p e r a t i n g  cost.  I n  adc i i t ion ,  S E D  
o n l y  is requ ized  t c  m a i z t a i n  a r a t i o  of f a r e  revenue  p l u s  
l o c a l  supporZ t o  o p e r a t i n g  c o s t  of  32%. See 99268.2 - 
99268.19 for d e t a i l s  and exemptions pe r -a in ing  to r a t i o s .  

A. what is this system's r e q u i r e d  f a r e b o x  r ecove ry  r a z i o ?  
10': 

B. Does L5e atcached budget  demonst ra te  t h a t  L!is system 
v i l l  meet its r equ i r ed  farebox recovery  and for SHTD its 
farebox p l u s  l o c a l  supporz r a t i o s ?  ves 

C.  Has t h i s  system u t i l i z e d  its grace  year? 

D. H a s  t h i s  system been i n  non-compliance w i t h  its required 
r a t i o ( s ) ?  no 

IZ y e s ,  i d e n t i f y  the year or yea r s  

2 .  Extension of Service/Nev Se-rvice 

A n  e x t e n s i o n  of service o r  nev service is  exempt from =he 
required farebox and l o c a l  suppor t  r a t i o s  if: 

A-  The e x t e n s i o n  of service o r  n e v  service h a s  been in 
opera t ion  f o r  less than  t v o  f u l l  fiscal yea r s .  The two- 
y e a r  ex tens ion  of services e x c l u s i o n  a p p l i e s  u n t i l  t;ro 
y e a r s  a f t e r  t h e  end of t h e  f i s c a l  y e a r  i n  which t h e  
ex tens ion  of s e r r i c e s  vas  p u t  i n t o  o p e r a t i o n .  

B- The c la iman t  submits  a report on the e x t e n s i o n  of  Ser- 
v i c e s  t o  t h e  COG w i t h i n  90  days aftez t h e  end o f  t h e  
f i s c a l  year .  (For d e t a i l s  of t h e  repor , ,  see 6633.8 (5) 1 .  

No 1s an er -ens ion  of s e r r i c e / n e v  s e r v i c e  be ing  claimed? 

If S O ,  has  *he r equ i r ed  r e p o r t  been submi t t ed  f o r  t h e  n o s t  
recently conple ted  full f i s c a l  year? If n o t ,  t h a t  repor: 
must accmpany this claim. 

-14- 
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3. F i f t e e n  Percent Expenditure Increase  (6632) 

12 any of t h e  line items on t h e  a t tached  budget exceed by 
more than 1 5 1  *be expenditure f o r  %!at sane i ten i n  *the pre- 
vious year’s budget, then an e q l a n a t i o n  f o r  that i n c r e a s e  
must be given belov. A C a &  an e x t r a  page iF necessary. 

The addition t o  the  f l ee t  will require additional expense for insurance. 

The purchase of f o u r  replacement vehicles necessitates the addition of 
capital funds. 

. _ . _  . . . . .  

4 .  Narrative Description (6632) 

. P l e a s e  d e s c r i b e  i n  +he space below any changes i n  service 
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  from the  previous f i s c a l  year. This should 
specifically include any substantial increase o r  decrease  i n  
the geographic a rea  served, major changes to tbe scope of 
o p e r a t i o n s ,  o r  a d d i t i o n  of s a j o r  nev Cixed F a c i L i t i e s .  
P lease  attach an addi t iona l  page if necessary.  

$XTp - Exclude c e r t a i n  costs and fares as specified i n  the nos: 
r e c e n t  -e Aud-.. iC BOVJQF’. - - =  

mdi - Exclude County s e r r i c e  vhen c a l c u l a t i n g  f a r e s  and 
expenses. 

-LS- 



Article 8 Contractor TDA Requirements 

for contracted transportation service providers, the San Joaquin 
county Council of Governments' Executive Board has waived the 
farebox and local support ratios as it is empowered to do by 
99405(c). The COG Board has established a two-step process. 

1. Match Requirement 

For any Article 8 transit claim, no more than 90% of the 
total operating funds (minus depreciation) in the budget may 
be TDA (LTF and STA) derived. The ten percent or more match- 
ing funds may come from any other source available to the 
claimant besides TDA. 

2 .  Operating Cost Per Passenger Objective 

To receive an amount of TDA operating funds (LTF and STA com- 
bined) in excess of what was claimed the previous fiscal 
year, the claimant must establish an operatinq cost Per pas- 
senqer objective for the fiscal year of the claim. The 
objective should be a realistic one based on current and past 
system performance, but should be low enough to represent an 
"improvement" when warranted. The COG Executive Board Will 
adopt the systemwide operating cost per passenger objective 
for the fiscal year of the claim. 

If the system failed to meet its operating cost per passenger 
objective in the fiscal year prior to the fiscal year 
of the claim, then the claimant is only eligible to file a 
claim for the level of TDA operating funding received in that 
prior fiscal year. In the case of a unified transit system, 
each claimant would be limited to the prior year's level of 
TDA operating funding. If a system wishes to be eligible for 
increased TDA operating funding i n  a future fiscal year, then 
the claimant should identify an operating cost per passenger 
objective. 

i. What was the level of TDA operating funding received 
in the previous fiscal year for this system by this 
claimant (LTF p lus  S T A ) ?  $ 

Does t h e  attached budget information demonstrate at 
least a 10% match of non-TDA funds? - 

ii. 

iii. Is this claim requesting more TDA operating funds 
than were received for this system by this claimant 
in the previous fiscal year? 

iv. If yes, did the system meet its operating cost per 
passenger objective in the previous fiscal year? 

An affirmative answer should be 
documented in Part v. on the next page. 

-16- 



V.  

vi. 

What was last year's Operating Cost per Passenger 
Objective? What was the 
actual operating cost per passenger? . . . 
a. FY 1988-89 Operating Cost $ 

b. Total Passengers 

c. Operating Cost Per Passenger 

What is the Operating Cost per Passenger Objective 
for this claim? . . . 

(a / b) $ 

d. Budgeted Operating Cost $ 

e. Estimated Total Passengers 

f. Calculated Operating Cost 
per Passenger (d / e) $ 

PASSENGER OBJECTIVE $ 
g. FY 1989-90 OPERATING COST PER 

h. If this claim is for a unified transit system 
(see footnote), has the contributing claimant been 
appraised of the planned systemwide objective set 
in g. above? 

3. Fifteen Percent Expenditure Increase (6632) 

If any of the line items on the attached budget exceed by 
more than 15% the expenditure for that same item in the 
previous year's budget, then an explanation for that increase 
aust be given below. Attach an additional page if necessary. 

4. Narrative Description (6632) 

Please  descr ibe  on an attached page any changes i n  service 
characteristics from the previous fiscal year. This should 
specifically include any substantial increase or decrease in 
the geographic area served, major changes to the scope of 
operations, or addition of major new fixed facilities. 

IMPORTANT: If this Claim is f o r  a unified transit system (per 
definition p. 17a), all calculations and numbers on (2)iv. and 
(2 )v .  must include both City and County totals. Also, contribut- 
ing claimants to unified transit systems should not use this 
page: use page 17a instead. 

-17- 
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ARTICLE f? CONTRACTOR TDA REQUIREMENTS (CONTRIBUTING CLAI'MANTS) 

r .  In the case of a "unified transit system," this page is to be 
used by the "contributing claimant" rather than page 17. A 
"unified transit system" is defined as one which has the same 
fare structure throughout the service area, but whose TDA 
expenses are claimed separately by two different TDA claim- 
ants. Additionally, to qualify as a unified transit system, 
all system TDA funding must be claimed under Article 8 (both 
claimants). "Contributing claimant" is defined as the claim- 
ant contributing a minority of the unified transit system's 
TDA funds. The claimant furnishing the majority of TDA funds 
is defined as the "primary claimant." 

Currently, the following local transit services qualify as 
unified transit systems: 

PY 1989-90 Unifi ed Tr ansit Svstems This Pase Used by: 

Tracy Trans County 

Tracy Taxi County 

Escalon Public Transit System County 

11. 1. Name of unified transit system 

2. Systemwide operating cost per passenger objective for FY 
1989-90 identified in primary claimant's adopted transit 
claim (from that claim, page 17, (2) v i .  4.) 

anticipated future date, if not yet adopted) 
3. Date of primary claimant's adopted transit claim (or 

IMPORTANT: 

The operating cost per passenger objective identified in 3. 
above will be applied uniformly to the total of City and 
County TDA funds used by the unified transit system, to 
determine eligibility f o r  increased TDA funding as explained 
on page 16. Separate calculations w i l l  not be done f o r  City 
and County. 

-17a- 
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PART 11 - PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE PROJECTS 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUND 

Project Title and DescriDtion 

I 

STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE F"D 

LTF Cost 
proi ect L i m i t s  Total Cost 

STA Cost 

-18- 
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PART X I 1  - ROAD AND STREET PRaTFICXS 

?lease provide tbe requested i n f o m a t i o n  for each p r o j e c -  being identified 
for T z a n s p o e a t i o n  Development ACE fw-ding. 

I 

(Use Additionai Page if 

pro jcc ,  T , l p s c  - -cs 

1,464,112 
2 .C49,555 

I 
( U s e  Addi=lonal page 1: Necessary) 

-19- 



PAia I11 - ROAD AND STREET PROJECS 

?lease provide the reques=ed i n f o n a t i o n  for eadl pro jec-  being i d e n t i f i e d  
f o r  T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  Development A c t  funding. 

LOCK, TWLNSPORTXION FUND 
-on m< - ; i  

Harney Lane Over lay 

Lockeford S t .  Over lay  

Ham Lane Over lay  b Opera t iona l  

Pac i f i c  Ave. Over lay  
Walnut i3 Oak S t .  Overlay 

Improvements 

Tokay S t .  Voer lay  

2 a i  1 road Cross ing  Improvements 

Over l ay  Analys i  ;/Design 

S t r e e t  Master P7an 

S t r e e t  Maintenance 

+ilork in progress 

3 F R R  t o  Cherokee Ln. 

'iiighway 12 t o  Vine S t .  

tWalnut t a  E l m  
%am t o  Pacific 

Lower Sacramento t o  M i  7 1 s 

*toma Or 
'Cherokee i n .  
C l u f f  Ave. 

( U s e  Additional Page if 

75,000 

115,000 

195,ooa 

35,000 

83,000 

8 ,;I00 
s.000 
lZ.000 

6,000 

2G.000 

149,555 

ecessary) 

STATS TXANSIT ASSISTANCE l 3 N D  

-19- 



PART 111 - ROAD AND S Z T m  ?RCXEcTS 

Please provide the  requested i n f o m t i o n  f o r  each p r o j e c t  being identified 
for Transpof,aZion Development A c r  funding - 

- 3 i e c  T i' ,le and D e s r  m n  

Ti-affic Sigtials 
(FAU Match) 
( F A U  Hatch) 

Hu tchi ns St ree t  Improvements 

Lower Sacramento 2d. Operational 
Improvements (FAU match) 

Pine St ree t  Overlay 

S tocicton S t r ee t  Cverlaq 

Lodi Ave./Ham Lane I n t e r s x t i o n  
Cvetl ay 

Lodi Ave. Overlay 

Lodi Ave. Overlay 

Church St. everlay 

Votk  in oroqress 

Victor 2d. & Cluff h e .  
Lodi Ave. & Lower Sacramento 
' E l m  St. & Lower Sacramento 2d 
Turner 2d.  & Stockton S t .  

'Tokay S t .  t o  Lodi Ave. 
Lodi Ave. t o  Pine St. 

'St. Mortiz t o  Turne r  Rd. 

SPR9 t o  Chwokee Lane 

Lodi Ade. t o  Lsckeford S t .  

'deckman t o  Xel ly 

Xain t o  Central 

Highway 1 2  to  Mendicino 

( U s e  Additional Page if 

C o s t  
Total COST 

S 9Z.OGO 
1. 12,300 

18 .a00 
21 .a00 

3CO ,000 
76 , OGO 

223,000 

175 ,OCO 

19,000 

25,GOO 

152 ,OGO 

71,600 

ecessary ) 

S T A  Cost 



I 

PART I1 - P E D E S T ? . .  iwD BICYCIS. PROJECTS 

TRIWSPORTATION FUHD 

STATS TRANSIT ASSISTAN= FUHD 

cos t  
Total CO 5'. 

I l I 

-18- 
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PART IV - OTHER PURPOSES 

It is possible that a claimant may wish to expend TDA funds for 
purposes allowed within the A c t ,  but not covered by the three 
previous parts. For instance, TDA funds may be clained under 
Article 3, 99400(b) to subsidize WTRAK service in a community, 
or under 99400(d) for administration and planning costs  for 
Article 8 transit services. To complete this section, please 
identify the pro? ect, the Dumose of the D r o i  ect ,  the estimated 
Cost, and the fundl from which money is being claimed. It iS 
advisable t o  comunicate with COG staff before completing this 
section. 

- 2 0 -  



RESOLUTION NO. 91-29 

A RESOLUTION OF THE LODI CITY COUNCIL 
APPROVING THE CITY OF LODI'S REVISED 1989-90 

TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT CLAIM FOR 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREAS, on September 6 ,  1989, the Lodi Ci ty  Council adopted 
Resolution No. 89-115 approving the  C i t y ' s  1989-90 Transportat ion 
Development Act (TDA) claim f o r  Local Transportat ion Funds ( L T F ) ,  and 
S t a t e  Trans i t  Assistance (STA); and 

WHEREAS, subsequent t o  approval of the C i ty ' s  1989-90 TDA Claim 
by the San Joaquin County Council o f  Governments, the Council of 
Governments advised the City t h a t  they wished t o  have the  Claim revised 
and resubmitted t o  more c l e a r l y  r e f l e c t  how the  City ac tua l ly  used the 
funds received; 

NON,  THEREFORE, B E  IT RESOLVED, t h a t  the Lodi Ci ty  Council 
hereby approves the  City of Lodi 's  revised 1989-90 Transportat ion 
Development Act (TDA) claim i n  the amount of $1,778,790, which 
t r ans fe r s  $4,927 of STA funds from Trans i t  purposes t o  Streets and 
Roads purposes; and which t r a n s f e r s  $4,927 of Local Transportat ion 
Funds from S t r e e t s  and Roads t o  Trans i t  purposes. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, t h a t  t he  Lodi City Council does hereby 
authorize the City Manager t o  execute the  revised Claim on behalf of 
the City o f  Lqdi .  

Dated: February 20, 1991 

I hereby c e r t i f y  t h a t  Resolution No. 91-29 was passed a n d  
adopted by the  City Council of the City of Lodi i n  a regular  
meeting held February 20, 1991 by the following vote: 

Ayes : Council Members - 
Noes : Council Members - 

Absent: Council Members - 

Alice M. Reimche 
City Clerk 

91-29 



RESOLUTION NO. 91-29 

WHEREAS, on September 6 ,  1989, the Lodi Ci ty  Council adopted 
Resolution No. 89-115 approving the C i t y ' s  1989-90 Transportat ion 
Development Act (TDA) claim f o r  Local Transpor ta t ion  Funds (LTF) , and 
S t a t e  T r a n s i t  Assistance (STA); and 

WHEREAS, subsequent t o  approval of the  C i t y ' s  1989-90 TDA Claim 
by the San Joaquin County Council of Governments, the Council of 
Governments advised the Ci ty  t h a t  they wished t o  have the Claim revised 
and resubmitted t o  more c l e a r l y  r e f l e c t  how the Ci ty  a c t u a l l y  used the 
funds received; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, t h a t  the Lodi Ci ty  Council 
hereby approves the City of Lodi ' s  rev ised  1989-90 Transportat ion 
Development Act (TDA) claim i n  the amount o f  $1,778,790, which 
t r a n s f e r s  $4,927 of STA funds from T r a n s i t  purposes t o  S t r e e t s  and 
Roads purposes; and which t r a n s f e r s  $4,927 of Local Transportat ion 
Funds from S t r e e t s  and Roads t o  T r a n s i t  purposes. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, t h a t  the Lodi Ci ty  Council does hereby 
authorize t h e  City Manager t o  execute  the  revised Claim on behalf  of 
the City o f  Lodi. 

Dated: February 20, 1991 

1 hereby c e r t i f y  t h a t  Resolut ion No. 91-29 was passed and 
adopted by the C i t y  Council of the  C i t y  of Lodi in a regular  
meeting held February 20, 1991 by the following vote:  

Ayes : Council Members - Pennino. Pinkerton,  Sieglock,  Snider  

Noes : Council Members - None 

and Hinchman (Mayor) 

Absent: Council Members - Node 

Alice M. Reimche 
City Clerk 

91-29 
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FISCAL YEAR 1989-90 

SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY COG 

TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT 

CLAIM FORMS AND GUIDELINES 

FOR 

c 

STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUND (STA) 

AND 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUND (LTF - TDA) 



,.~ . - 
' .  . .  

JDCAT, TRAN SPORTATI ON F U N D  

TO: San Joaquin county Council of Governments 
1860 East Hazelton Avenue 
Stockton, CA 95205 

C i t y  o f  Lodi  
FROM: Applicant: 

Address: 
(City, Zip) 

221 W .  Pine S t . ,  2. 0. Box 3006, Lodi, CA 95241-1910 

Contact Person: J e r r y  L .  Glenn phone: 209/333-6700 

Ass is tan t  City Manager 
hereby requests, in accordance The 

with Chapter 1400, Statutes 1971 and applicable rules and 
regulations, that its annual transportation claim be approved in 
the amount of $ 1.778.790 for fiscal year 1989-90 , to be 
drawn from the Local Transportation Fund. 

When approved, Flease transmit this claim to the County Auditor 
f o r  payment. Approval of the claim and payment by the County 
Auditor to this applicant is subject to such monies being on hand 
and available for distribution, and to the provisions that such 
monies will be used only in accordance with t h e  terms of t h e  

The claimant certifies that this Local Transportation Fund claim 
and the financial infomation contained therein, is reasonable 
and accurate to the best of my knowledge, and that the 
aforementioned information indicates the eligibility of this 
claimant for funds for the fiscal year of the application 
pursuant to CAC Section 6634 ar,d 6734. 

C i t y  of Lodi 

. approved annual financial plan. 

APPROVED : 

San Joaquin County Council 
of Governments 

By : 
PETER D. VERDOORN 

Title: Executive Director 

Date: 19- 

Applicant: C I T Y  OF LODI 

s igned : 
Name: Th- 

City Manager 
Title! 

Date: 19 

t 
-5- 



M STATE TRANSIT A SSISTANCE C U T :  

TO: San Joaquin County Council of Governments 
1860 East Hazelton Avenue 
Stockton, CA 95205 

APPROVED: 

San Joaquin County Council 
of Governments 

FROM: Applicant: City o f  Lodi 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 
(City, Zip) 

221 w. Pine S t . ,  P. 0. BOX 3006, Lodi,  CA 95241-1910 

Contact Person: Jerry L. Glenn Phone :209/333-6700 
Assistant City Manager 

This claimant, qualified pursuant to Section 99203 and 99315 of 
the Public Utilities Code, hereby requests, in accordance with 
Chapter 1400, Statutes of 1971 as amended, and applicable rules 
and reaulations, that an allocation be made in the amount of 
$ 4,92f for  fiscal year 1989-90 , to be drawn from the 
State Transit Assistance trust fund of San Joasuin County f o r  the ~ ~~ 

following purposes and in the following- respective amounts: 
Purposes Amounts 

$4,927 Streets and Roads 

Allocation instruction and payment by the County Auditor to this 
claimant are subject to such monies being on hand and available 
for distribution, and to the provisions that such monies will be 
used only in accordance with the terms of the approved Claim. 

The claimant certifies that this State Transit Assistance Fund 
Claim and the ffnancial information contained herein, is 
reasonable and accurate to the best  of my knowledge, and that the 
aforementioned information indicates the eligibility of this 
claimant for funds for the fiscal year of the application 
pursuantto CAC Section 6634 and 6734. 

City  Manager Title: I By : 
PETER D. VERDOORN 

Date: 19- 
Title: Executive Director 

-6- 



. .  . 

I. Local Transportation Fund Available Apportionment 

321,652 

17,305 

41,933 

790,900 

A. Area Apportionment 1989-90 $ 

B. Pedestrian/Bicycle Apportionment 

C. Previous Years? Unclaimed Apportionment 

D. Unexpended Carryover 

1,778,790 E. Total Available for 1989-90 Claim(s) 

F. less any LTF Already Claimed 1989-90 

G. TOTAL AVAILABLE FOR THIS CLAIM 

-0- 

$ 1,778,790 
(Also enter on page 8, 1st column) 

11. State Transit Assistance Fund Available Apportionment 

A. Area Apportionment 1989-90 $ 

B. Special Transit Apportionrcent 1989-90 

C. Previous Years' Unclaimed Apportionment 

D. Unexpended Carryover 

4,927 

-0- 

4,927 E. Total Available for 1989-90 Claim(s) - 
-0- 

$ 4,927 
F. 

G. TOTAL AVAILABLE FOR THIS CLAIM 

less any STA Already Claimed 1989-90 

(Also enter on page 8, 2nd column) 

c 
-7- 
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c 
I. 

11. 

111. 

IV . c 

PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION 

Article 4 (99260)-Operator 300,300 

Article 8 (99400 (c) ) 
contractor operating 

Article 8 (99400(e)) 
Contractor capital 

PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE 

Art ic 1 e 

Article 

ROADS AND 

Article 

OTHER 

Article 

3 (99234) 

8 (99400(a)) 

STREETS 

8 (99400(a)) 

8 (99400(b) 

11,305 

1,459,185 4,927 

or 99400(d) 

................................................................. 

TOTAL AVAILABLE FOR THIS CLAIM 1,778,790 4,927 

1,778,790 4,927 
TOTAL THIS CLAIM 

(from page 7, I. and 11. G . )  

-0- - 0- UNCLAIMED APPORTIONMENT 
(TOTAL AVAIL. less TOTAL THIS CLAIM) 

IMPORTANT: To avoid accidental overpayment, please identify in the 
space below any unexpended carryover inc luded i n  the  amounts being 
claimed above. 

Road and Streets includes $790,900 o f  unexpended LTF money. 

c 
-8- 
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c 

PART I - PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION 
Please Circle either: Article 4 operator p~ Article 8 contractor 

PINFUJCIALYFOWTIOE 

I. OPERATING REXENUE 

401 Passenger Fares 

1988-89 
Please Circle 1989-90 

A C r U A L X M % E S ~ m  Budge FJ 
39,450 39,313 

402 Special Transit Fares 

403 School BUS Service Revenues 
404 Freight Tariffs 

405 Charter Service Revenues 
406 Auxiliary Transportation Revenues 

407 Non-Transportation Revenues 
408 Taxes Levied Directly by Transit 

409 Local Cash Grants & Reimbursements 

1,225 113 

System (Specify) 

(Specify) Iacal Transportation Fund 245,200 201,460 ( L W  
410 Local Special Fare Assistance -- 
411 State Cash Grants & Reimbursements 

(Specify) State Transit Assistance 
Fund (STA) 6,950 

412 State Special Fare Assistance 

413 Federal Cash Grants L Reimbursements 
(Specify) UMTA Grants 

430 Contributed Services 

440 (Specify) 
Sale  o f  Property 1,600 
Reimbursements , L f i L ; 8  

a TOTAL 

XI. CAPITAL REVENUE 

464 Federal Capital Grants & Subsidies 

State Capital Grants & Subventions 
(Specify) 

(Specify) State Transit Assistance 
Funds (STA) 

Local Capital Provisions (Specify) Local Transportation Fund (LTF) 65,000 55,100 
Non-Governmental Donations S a l e  o f  Property 29.759 

65,000 34 ,a59 
TOTAL 

-9- 
* Reflects  Actual Receipts 

. . 

. ,  
. . - . . . .. . . - .. . -. . 
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1988-89 
Please Circle 

Actual WXXMX&%X%E+X 

111. OPERATING EXPENSES c ""'-Y Budge (1) 

501 Labor 
Operators Salaries/Wages 

Other Salaries/Wages 

53 

32 
502 Fringe Benefits 

503 Services 

504 Materials/Supplies 

Fuels/Lubricants 
Tires/Tubes 

Other 
Utilities 

Casualty/Liability Costs 
Taxes 

Purchased Transpcrtation Service 
Miscellaneous Expenses 

Expense Transfers 
Interest Expense 

Leases and Rentals 
Deprec ia tion/Amort i za t ion 

.Operator Funds 
Grant Funds 

TOTAL 

CAPITAL EXPENSES* 

505 

506 
507 

508 

51,208 49,793.75 

224,104 210,446.80 
2,234.23 9 88 509 c 510 

511 

5 12 
513 

276,385 (2 )  262,474.78 

IV. 

Debt Service 
Land/Property Acquisition 

Vehicles 
construction 

84,185 30,303.97 

- 

583 
other 

84,768 ( 3 )  30,303.97 TOTAL 

3r Article 8 claimants: see , *Allowable Capital expenses are lim ted 
400 e '- R e f l g c k  actual  expenditures.  

( 2 )  Revenue exceeds expenditures by $8,241 - unexpended carry-over  \ J i l l  be reclaimed i n  -10- FY91 

( 3 )  Revenue exceeds expenditures by S41 - unexpended carry-over will be reclaimed in FY91 



t”.n .. 

-. 

Actual 
FY 1987-88 

Actual/Est. 
FY 1988-89 

Proposed (1) 
FY 19 8 9 -90 1 

1. 

2. 

3 .  

4 .  

5 .  

patronase 

a. Total Passengers 

b. Revenue Passengers 

c. Youth Passengers 

d. Elderly Passengers 
County 

e. MXw&& Passengers 

Vehicle Miles 

a. Total Vehicle Miles 

b. Revenue Vehicle Miles 

Revenue Vehicle Hours 

Revenue Vehicle F uel 
ConsumDtion 

a. Diesel 

b. Gasoline 

76,207 77,605 73,115 

4,935 6,928 5,510 

70,697 65,907 68.610 

2,067 2,273 

140,069 156,104 141,767 

14,183 13,819 13,714 

c. L i q u i d  Natural Compressed 
Gas 

Fare Structure 

a. Base 
- 50 .50 f 50 

b. Zone 

c. Youth 

d.  Senior 

e. Handicapped 

f. Monthly P a s s  

g. Other 

.50 .50 .50 

.50 .50 .50 

1 .oo 1.00 

.52 

1 .oo 
.54 .54 

h. Average Fare 

description *Attach additional pages as necessary to alter or complete 
(1) Re1 f e c t s  ac tua l  performance - 1  1 - 

- L A -  
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1990-91 1992-93 1991-92 

$ 330,000 $ 300,000 $ 278,640 operating Expenses 

Operating Revenues 

Sources: LTF 

STA 

Federal 

Fares 

General Fund 

Other 

$ 275,950 

5,600 

248,475 

5,400 

$ 229,565 

5.220 

48,3CO 46,000 43,750 

150 125 105 - 
330,000 s 300,000 

$ 
278,640 

$ T o t a l  

Capital Expenses 
38,000 

$ 
18,000 

$ 
64,500 

$ 

Capital Revenue 
38,000 

$ 
18,000 

!$ 
64,500 

$ Sources: LTF 

STA 

Fede ra 1 

Other 

38,000 $ 
i8,oeo 

$ 
64,500 

$ Total  

-12- 
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6 

7 

A 

X 

X 

- 

Lake & Model 

C h e v .  Irnpal 

C h e v . C a p r i c  

Chev . C a p r i c  

(I 

C h e v .  

D o d g e  

I m p a l  

C a r a v  

f U E T  INVENTORY 
(Transit V e h i c l e  Owners Only) 

- 
Troduction 

Year 

1985 

1985 

1986 

1982 

1989 n 

- 
; of 
V e h .  - 

1 

3 

1 

1 

2 

. 

: C C  ~ T T A C H E D  SHEET)******** 

I 1-1- 1 

as 

a s  

a s  

a s  

t a s  

I"! 

I S t a t i o n  wagon1 

i t a t i o n  wagon!  

I 

I 
j t a  t i  o n  w a g  on\  ! 
S t a t i o n  wagon!  i 

Van 

1 9 8 9 - 9 0  
Jehicles to be Purchzsed i n  F V  

-13- 



I t  i s  t h e  i n t e n t  o f  t h e  C i t y  o f  Lodi  t o  p u r c h a s e  from D i a l - A - R i d e  

t h e  two Oodge C a r a v a n s .  These v e h c i l e s  a r e  i n a d e q u a t e  f o r  o u r  

p r e s e n t  u s a g e .  

We i n t e n d  t o  p u r c h a s e  f i v e  s t a t i o n  wagons  i n  t h e  1989-90 f i s c a l  

y e a r .  Two o f  t h e s e  wi l l  be t o  r e p l a c e  t he  v a n s .  

w i l l  b e  u s e d  t o  r e p l a c e  t h e  o l d e s t  a n d  most e x p e n s i v e  v e h i c l e s .  T h e  

f i f t h  w i l l  b e  e i t h e r  a n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  f l e e t  o r  t o  r e p l a c e  a n  e x i s t i n g  

Two o f  t h e  v e h c i l e s  

(. v e h i c l e .  

The h a n d i c a p  v a n  i s  i n c l u d e d  i n  a n  amendment  t o  t h e  1988-89 c l a i m .  



1. 

XAc-icle 4 Operator  TDA 2ecpirenents 

P a r e  Rat io /Laca l  Su7pof- Xequ i renen t s  

>ll A r - i c l e  4 c l a b a n t s  a r e  r e q u i r e d  t o  ma in ta in  a s p e c i f i e d  
r a t i o  of f a r e  revenue to operatl ing cost, I n  adc i i t i on ,  SZD 
o n l y  is requ ized  to n a i n t a i n  a r a t i o  of  f a r e  r evenue  plus 
l o c a l  suppor, to operating c o s t  of 32%. See 9 9 2 6 8  2 - 
99268.19 for detai ls  and exenpr ions  pe-e-aininq Zo r a t i o s .  

A. What is t9i.s systen‘s r e q u i r e d  f a r e b o x  recove--y r a Z i o ?  
10% 

3.  Does t!!e atzached budget  demonst ra te  that t’is systen 
v i l l  seet its requ i red  farebox recovery  and For  S H T D  its 
farebox plus local supper, r a t i o s ?  v?s 

C. Has this system u t i l i z e d  its grace y e a r ?  

D. Has *this system been i n  non-canpliance vi+A its reqz i red  
r a t i o ( $ ) ?  no 

1,’ yes ,  i d e n t i f y  the y e a r  Q= years 

“&-ension of  Service/Wew Se-vice 

An e x t e n s i o n  of se-rvice or n e w  s e y r i c e  is  ,-xenpt from :he 
required farebox and l o c a l  s u p p o r t  ratios i f :  

A -  The e x t e n s i o n  of se,-vice o r  new service has been  in 
o p e r a t i o n  f o r  l e s s  %!an t v o  full fiscal years.  The Evo- 
y e a r  ex tens ion  of s e r r i c e s  e x c l u s i o n  a p p l i e s  until :YO 
years after t h e  erid of  t h e  fiscal y e a r  i n  vhich t k e  
extension of services vas p u t  into o p e r a t i o n .  

B. The claimant subnizs a r e ? o r b  on the e x t e n s i o n  of ser-  
v i c e s  to the c3C v f t h i n  g o  days after t h e  end of the 
f i s c a l  year .  ( F o r  d e t a i l s  of t h e  r e p o f - ,  see 6633.8(5)). 

No I S  an ee-ension of s e r r i c e / n e v  service being  claiaed? 

If S O ,  has %%e r equ i r ed  r e p o r t  b e e n  subnitzed f o r  t h e  n o s t  
recently completed full fiscal year? If n o t ,  t h a t  r e p o r t  
nust accmpany L\is claizt .  

c 



,-- 

I .  '. 1 , 

-- 

I 

3. 

I f  any of the line items on t !e  attached 5udqet exceed by 
note %!an 1 5 %  t!!e evendi ture  f o r  -3ae sane iten in 'he pre- 
vious year's budget, t l e n  an explanaxion for %!at increase 
nust be given below. A t t a c h  an &-=a paqe iZ necessarl. 

F i f t e e n  Percent Swendi ture  Increase (6632)  

The addition t o  the f l e e t  wil l  require additional expense for insurance. 

The Durchase of four  replacentent vehicles  necessitates  the addition of 
capital funds .  

. . . . - . .  

4 .  Narrative Description (6632)  

? l ease  descr ibe  i n  *he space belov any changes in service 
charac ter i s t i c s  fron the previous f i s c a l  year. T h i s  should 
s p e c i f i c a l l y  include any substantial b c r e a s e  or decrease i n  
the geographic area semed ,  major changes to the scope of 
operat ions ,  or addition of major nev fixed Z a c i l i z i e s .  
Please at-ach a n  additional paqe if necessa--y. 

-15- 



Article 8 Contractor TDA Requirements 

For contracted transportation service providers, the San Joaquin 
County Council of Governments' Executive Board has sraived the 
farebox and local support ratios as it is empowered to do by 
99405(c). The COG Board has established a two-step process. 

1. Match Requirement 

For any Article 8 transit claim, no r-re than 90% of the 
total operating funds (minus depreciation) in the budget nay 
be TDA (LTF and STA) derived. The ten percent or more match- 
ing funds may come from any other source available to the 
claimant besides TDA. 

2 .  Operating Cost Per Passenger Objective 

To receive an amount of TDA operating funds (LTF and STA com- 
bined) in excess of what was claimed the previous fiscal 
year, the claimant must establish an operatins cost Per   as- 
senger objective for the fiscal year of the claim. The 
objective should be a realistic one based on current and past 
system performance, but should be low enough to represent an 
"improvement" when warranted. The COG Executive Board will 
adopt the systemwide operating cost per passenger objective 
for the fiscal year of the claim. 

If the system failed to meet its operating cost per passenger 
objective in the fiscal year prior to the fiscal y e a r  
of the claim, then the claimant is only eligible to file a 
claim for the level of TDA operating funding received in that 
prior fiscal year. In the case of a unified transit system, 
each claimant would be limited to the prior year's level of 
TDA operating funding. If a system wishes to be eligible for 
increased TDA operating funding in a future fiscal year, then 
the claimant should identify an operating cost per passenger 
obj ec t ive . 

i. What was the level of TDA operating funding received 
in the previous fiscal year for this system by this 
claimant (LTF plus STA) ? S 

ii. Does the attached budget  information demonstrate at 
least a 10% match of non-TDA funds? 

iii. Is this claim requesting more TDA Operating funds 
than were received for this system by this claimant 
in the previous fiscal year? 

iv. I f  yes, did the system meet its operating cost per 
passenger objective i n  the previous fiscal year? 

An affirmative answer shocld be 
documented in Part v. on the next page. 

-16- 



(I v. What was last year's operating Cost per Passenger 
Objective? What was the 
actual operating cost per passenger? . . . 
a. FY 1988-89 Operating Cost $ 

b. Total Passengers 

c. Operating Cost Per Passenger 
(a / b) $ 

for  

d. 

e. 

f. 

9. 

h. 

vi. What is the Operating Cost per Passenger Objective 
' this claim? . . . 
Budgeted Operating Cost $ 

Estimated Total Passengers 

Calculated Operating Cost 
per Passenger (d / e) $ 

FY 1989-90 OPERATING COST PER 
PASSENGER OBJECTIVE $ 

If this claim is for a unified transit system 
(see footnote), has the contributing claimant been 
appraised of the planned systemwide objective set 
in g. above? 

3. Fifteen Percent Expenditure Increase (6632) 

If any of the line items on the attached budget exceed by 
more than 15% the expenditure for that same item in the 
previous year's budget, then an explanation for that increase 
must be given below, Attach an additional page if necessary. 

4 .  Narrative Description (6632) 

Please describe on an attached page any changes in service 
characteristics from the previous fiscal year. This should 
specifically include any substantial increase or decrease in 
the geographic area served, major changes to the scope of 
operations, or addition of major new fixed facilities. 

IMPORTANT: If this claim is for a unified transit System (per 
definition p. 17a), all calculations and numbers on (2)iv. and 
(2)v. must include both City and County totals. Also ,  contribut- 
ing claimants to unified transit systems should not use this 
page: use page 17a instead. 

i 
-17- 
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ARTICLE 8 CONTRACTOR TDA REQUIFUXENTS (CONTRIBUTING CLAIMANTS) 
(- 

I. In the case of a "unified transit system," this page is to be 
used by the "contributing claimant" rather than page 17. A 
"unified transit system" is defined as one which has the same 
fare structure throughout the service area, but whose TDA 
expenses are claimed separately by two different TDA claim- 
ants. Additionally, to qualify as a unified transit system, 
all system TDA funding must be claimed under Article 8 (both 
claimants). "Contributing claimant" is defined as the claim- 
ant contributing a minority of the unified transit system's 
TDA funds. The claimant furnishing the majority of TDA funds 
is defined as the "primary claimant." 

Currently, the following local transit services qualify as 
unified transit systems: 

FY 1989-90 Unified Tr ansit systems This Paqe Used by: 

Tracy Trans County 

Tracy Taxi County 

Escalon Public Transit System County 

11. 1. Name of unified transit system 

2 .  Systemwide operating cost per passenger objective for FY 
1989-90 identified in primary claimant's adopted transit 
claim (from that claim, page 17, ( 2 )  vi. 9.) 

anticipated future date, if not yet adopted) 
3 .  Date of primary claimant's adopted transit claim (or 

IMPORTANT : 

The  operating cost per passenger objective identified in 3 .  
above will be applied uniformly to the total of City and 
County TDA funds used by the unified transit system, to 
determine eligibility for increased TDA funding as explained 
on page 16. Separate calculations wila not be done for City 
and County. 

-17a- 



PART I1 - PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE PROJECTS 

I 

I I 

STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUND 

-18- 
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for &portation Development xe, funding. 

STATE TRANSIT ASSISTAHC FUHD 

( U s e  Addl=ional Page if e c e s s a q )  

eC e s s a,y ) 
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P M  III - X O ~  S m  TRaTzcTS 

?lease provide &2ae requeszed inforJation Tor ear" p r o j e r -  being identified 
=or Transpor -n t ion  Development Ar, funding. 

,̂le and Des* -.-.* 3n 

Harney Lane Overlay 

Lockeford St. Overlay 

Ham Lane Overlay & Operational 

Pacific Ave. Overlay 
Walnut & Oak S t .  Overlay 

Improvements 

Tokay St.  Vserlay 

Rai l road Crossing Improvements 

L v e r l a y  Analysis/Design 

S t r e e t  Mas'cer Plan 

5 t r e e t  Ma i ntenance 

*Uork  i n  progress  

STXTS TiWfSIT ASSISTANCE FuHD 

'Hutchins t o  403' w/Stockton 

'SFRR t o  Cherokee Ln. 

' i t ighway 12 t o  Vine St. 

tWalnut t o  E l m  
%am t o  Pac i f i c  

Lower Sacramento to M i  1 Is 

'ioma Or 
'Cherokee Ln. 
C l u f f  Ave. 

(Use hddi=;zonal Page ~2 

75,000 

115.000 

195 

35 

ooa 

a00 

a3,ooo 

8,300 
si.000 

12.000 

6 ,ooa 

2G.000 

149,555 

ecessa,y) 

STA Cost 

- 19- 
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(- PmT 1x1 - ROAD AND S m  ? R m C = S  

please Trovide +de requested inforzation f o r  each p r o j e c t  being identified 
for TranspoF-ation Development A e ,  fa?ding. 

Hu t c h i  ns S t r e e t  Impro~refnents 

Lower Sacr imento  a d .  Gpera t iona  
Improvements (FAU match) 

P i n e  S t r e e t  Over lay  

S tock‘con S t r e e c  Gver lay  

‘ l i  Ave./Ham Lane I n t e r s e c t i o n  
L Gver lay  

Lodi Ave. Over lay  

i o d i  Ave. Overlay 

Church S t .  Gver lay  

‘Vork i n  orogress 

Victor Z d .  b C l u f f  h e .  
Lodi Ave. & Lower Sacramento F 
E l m  St. b Lower Sacramento Rd. 
Turner ad.  & Stocicton S t .  

Tokay S t .  t o  Lodi Ave .  
Lodi Ave. t o  P in2  S t .  

S t .  Mort iz  t o  Turne r  Rd. 

‘SPRR t o  Cherokee Lane 

Lodi Ade. t o  Lock2ford S t .  

‘deckman t o  Kel ly  

Xain t o  Cen t ra l  

‘Highway 12 t o  Mendicino 

(Use Additional Page if 

S F  C o s t  
‘ P O t E I  CDST 

5 9i2,OGO 
. 18,300 

18 .a00 
a1 ,a00 

3 3  ,000 
76 ,OCO 

3G ,OGO 

223,000 

175 ,OGO 

19,ooij 

25 ,GOO 

152 ,OCO 

71 ,GOO 

I 
ecessa,y) 

STX C o s t  

I 
(Use Xddl=Lonal page ~f NecessaFl)  

-19- 
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P A X  XI - P E D E S W  W BICYCLE PRQTECTS 

Sidewalk Upgrading 

STXTS TRANSIT XSSISTXNCE FUND 

13.305 
j0,oo-0- 

-18- 



PART IV - OTHER PURPOSES 

It is possible that a claimant may wish to expend TDA funds f o r  
purposes allowed within the Act, but not covered by the three 
previous parts. For instance, TDA funds may be claimed under 
Article 8 ,  99400(b) to subsidize AMTRAK service in a community, 
or under 99400(d) f o r  administration and planning costs f o r  
Article 8 transit services. T o  complete this section, please 
identify the pro i ec t ,  the DUD ose of the D r o  iect, the estimated 
cost, and the fund from which money is being claimed. It is 
advisable to communicate with COG staff before completing this 
section. 

(- 

c 
-2 0- 
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CITY COUNCIL 

DAVID M HINCHMAN. hldyor 

IAMES W PINKERTON. I r  
Mayor Pro Ternporr 

PHILLIP A PENNINO 

IACK A. SIECLOCK 
JOHN R (Randv) SNIDER 

C I T Y  O F  LODI 
CITY HALL, 221  WEST PINE STREET 

P.O. BOX 3006 
LODI ,  CALIFORNIA 95241-1910 

(209) 334-5634 
FAX 12091 333-6795 

February 25 ,  1991 

THOMAS A PETERSON 
City Manager 

ALICE &I REIMCHE 
Citv Clerk 

BOB MCNATT 
City Attorney 

Nancy M i l  l e r  
Traffic Planner 
San Joaquin County Council o f  Governments 
1860 E. Hazel ton Avenue 
Stockton,  CA 95205 

Dear Nancy: 

Enclosed i s  a r e v i s e d  1989-90 TDA c l a i m  f o r  t h e  o p e r a t i o n  of our 
Dial -A-Ride system. This i s  i n  accordance w i t h  our previous discussions.  

S i n c e r e l y ,  

A s s i s t a n t  C i t y  Manager 
JLG: b r  

Enclosures 

ACMLTZ 10 
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RESOLUTION NO. 91-29 

WHEREAS, on September 6, 1989, the Lodi Ci ty  Council adopted 
Resolution No. 89-115 approving the C i ty ' s  1989-90 Transportation 
Development Act (TDA) claim f o r  Local Transportat ion Funds ( L T F ) ,  and 
S t a t e  Trans i t  Assistance (STA) ; and 

WHEREAS, subsequent t o  approval of the  C i ty ' s  1989-90 TDA Claim 
by the San Joaquin County Council of Governments, t he  Council o f  
Governments advised the City t h a t  they wished t o  h a v e  the Claim revised 
and resubmitted t o  more c l e a r l y  r e f l e c t  how the  Ci ty  ac tua l ly  used the 
funds received; 

NOW, THEREFORE,  BE IT RESOLVED, t h a t  the Lodi Ci ty  Council 
hereby approves the City o f  Lodi's revised 1989-90 Transportation 
Development Act (TDA) claim i n  the amount o f  $1,778,790, w h i c h  
t r ans fe r s  $4,927 o f  STA funds from Trans i t  purposes t o  S t r e e t s  and 
Roads purposes; and which  t r a n s f e r s  $4,327 of Local Transportat ion 
Funds from S t r e e t s  and Roads t o  Trans i t  purposes. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, t h a t  the  Lodi Ci ty  Council does hereby 
authorize the City Manager t o  execute the revised Claim on behalf of  
the C i ty  of Lodi. 

Dated: February 20, 1991 

I hereby c e r t i f y  t h a t  Resolution No. 91-29 was passed and 
adopted by the C i ty  Council o f  the Ci ty  of Lodi in a regular  
meeting held February 20, 1991 by the following vote:  

Ayes : Council Members - Pennino, Pinkerton, Sieglock, Snider 
and H i  nchman (Mayor) 

Noes: Council Members - None 

Absent: Council Members - None 

I n. i! I :? .':: .: -cct Copy Of The Original 
. . I . +.<. : I  ! r ,  0lf ic:c .  

91-29 
J c n n i f r r  M. P e r r i n  

. . .,. _ _ _  .. ._ ... . -. , .  . . . . . . . .  

. .  ~ ~~ ~ 
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FISCAL YEAR 1989-90 

. .  

t 

SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY COG 

TRANSPORTATION DEVEIDPMENT ACT 

CLAIM FORMS AND GUIDELINES 

€OR 

STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUND ( S T A )  

AND 

i 

LOCAL !I"SPORTATION FUND (LTF - TDA) 



W C A L  'I" SPORTATI ON FUND 

TO: San Joaquin County Council of Governments 
1860 East Hazelton Avenue 
Stockton, CA 95205 

City of Lodi FROM: Applicant: 

Address: 221 W .  Pine St., P. 0. Box 3C06, Lodi ,  CA 95241-1910 
(city, Zip) 

Contact Person: Jerry L. G l e n n  phone: 209/333-6700 

A s s i s t a n t  City Manager 

hereby requests, in accordance The 
with Chapter 1400, Statutes 1971 and applicable rules and 
regulations, that its annual transportation claim be approved in 
the amount of $ 1.778.790 for fiscal year 1989-90 , to be 
drawn from the Local Transportation Fund. 

When approved, please transmit this claim to the County Auditor 
for payment. Approval of the claim and payment by the County 
Auditor to this applicant is subject to such monies being on hand 
and available for distribution, and to the provisions that such 
monies will be used only in accordance with the terms of the 
approved annual financial plan. 

The claimant certifies that this Local Transportation Fund claim 
and the financial information contained therein, is reasonable 
and accurate to the best of my knowledge, and that the 
aforementioned information indicates the eligibility of this 
claimant for funds for the fiscal year of the application 
pursuant to CAC Section 6634 and 6734. 

City of Lodi 

APPROVED : 

San Joaquin County Council 
of Governments 

By : 

Title: Executive Directoy 

PETER D. VERDOORN 

Date: 19- 

Applicant: C I T Y  OF LODI -1 

Name: Th- 

Title: 
City Manager 

Date: 1 9 L  

c 
-5- 
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APPROVED: 

San Joaquin County Council 
of Governments 

By: 
PETER D. VERDOORN- 

Title: Executive Director 

Date: 19- 

__ 
A 

ITY OF LODI  Applicant: ,--,, 

Name: Th- 

Title: City Manager 

19 ?/ . 2f 

TO: San Joaquin County Council of Governments 
1860 East Hazelton Avenue 
Stockton, CA 95205 

FROM: Applicant: City of Lodi 

Address: 221 W. Pine St . ,  P. 0. Box 3006, Lodi ,  CA 95241-1910 
(City, zip) 

Contact Person: Jerry L. Glenn phone: 209/333-6700 
A s s i s t a n t  City Manager 

hereby requests, in accordance The 
with Chapter 1400, Statutes 1971 and applicable rules and 
regulations, that its annual transportation claim be approved in 
the amount of $ 1.778.790 for fiscal year 1989-90 , to be 
drawn from the Local Transportation Fund. 

City of Lodi 

When approved, please transmit this claim to the County Auditor 
for payment. Approval of the claim and payment by the County 
Auditor to this applica-nt is subject to such monies being on hand 
and available for distribution, and to the provisions that such 
monies will be used only in accordance with the terms of the 
approved annual financial plan. 

The claimant certifies that this Local Transportation Fund claim 
and the financial information contained therein, is reasonable 
and accurate to the best of my knowledge, and that the 
aforementioned information indicates the eligibility of this 
claimant for funds for the fiscal year of the application 
pursuant to CAC Section 6634 and 6 7 3 4 .  

-5- 



TO : 
c 

of Governments 

By : 

Title: Executive Director 

PETER D. VERDOORW 

FROM : 

Name : 

Title: 
City Manager 

Date: -4. a 19 71 

STATE TRANSIT A SSISTANCE CLAIM 

San Joaquin County Council of Governments 
1860 East Hazelton Avenue 
Stockton, CA 95205 

Applicant: City o f  Lodi  

Address: 
(City, Zip) 

221 W. Pine St . ,  P. 0. Box 3006, Lodi, Ck 95241-1910 

Contact Person: Jerry L. Glenn phone :209/333-6700 
Assistant City Manager 

This claimant, qualified pursuant to Section 99203 and 99315 of 
the Public Utilities Code, hereby requests, in accordance with 
Chapter 1400, Statutes of 1971 as amended, and applicable rules 
and reaulations. that an allocation be made in the amount of 
$ 4 , 9 2 f  for fiscal year 1989-90 , to be drawn from the 
State Transit Assistance trust fund of San Joaquin County for the 
following purposes and in the following respective amounts: 

Purposes 

Streets and Roads 

Mounts 

54,927 

AAAocation instructLon and payment by the County Auditor to this 
claimant are subject to such monies being on hand and available 
for distribution, and to the provisions that such monies will be 
used only in accordance with the terms of the approved claim. 

The claimant certifies that t h i s  State Transit Assistance Fund 
Claim and the financial information contained herein, is 
reasonable and accurate to the best of my knowledge, and that the 
aforementioned information indicates the eligibility of this 
claimant for funds for the fiscal year o f  the application 
pursuant to CAC Section 6634 and 6734. 

APPROVED: 

San Joaquin County Council I S i g n c L  

c 
-6- 
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m E  TRANSIT A SSIST ANCE C U I Y  

TO: Snn Joaquin County Council of Governments 
1860 East Hazelton Avenue 
Stockton, CA 95205 

FROM: Applicant: City o f  Lodi 

Address: 221 W .  Pine S t . ,  P. 0. Box 3006, Lodi,  CA 95241-1910 
(City, Zip) 

Contact Person: Jerry L. Glenn Phone : 209/333- 6700 
Assistant City Manager 

This claimant, qualified pursuant to Section 99203 and 99315 of 
the Public Utilities Code, hereby requests, in accordance with 
Chapter 1400, Statutes of 1971 as amended, and applicable r u l e s  
and regulations, that an allocation be made in the amount o f  
S 4,927 for fiscal year 1989-90 , to be drawn from the 
State Transit Assistance trust fund of San Joaquin County for t h e  
following purposes and in the following respective amounts: 

Purposes Amounts 

Streets and Roads 54,927 

Allocation instruction and payment by the County Auditor to this 
claimant are subject to such monies being on hand and available 
f o r  distribution, and to the provisions that such monies Will be 
used only in accordance with the  terms of the approved c la im.  

The claimant certifies that this State Transit Assistance Fund 
Claim and the financial information contained herein, is 
reasonable and accurate to the best of my knowledge, and that the 
aforementioned information indicates the eligibility of this 
claimant f o r  funds f o r  the fiscal year of the application 
pursuant to CAC Section 6634 and 6734. 

APPROVED: 

San Joaquin County Council 
of Governments 

Applicant: f l  CITY 0 4 0 9 1  

S i g n 4  ff. &- 
I Name:- 

Title: City Manager 
By : 

Title: Executive Director 

PETER D. VERDOORN 
Date: </&. A/ 19 ?I , 

-6- 
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PART I - PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION 
Please Circle either: Article 4 operator Article 8 contractor 

I. OPERATING REVENUE 

401 Passenger Fares 
402 Special Transit Fares 

403 School Bus Service Revenues 
404 Freight Tariffs 

1988-89 
Please Circle 1989-90 

ACTUALX)bWWSXX+X&'EX Budget*J 

39,450 39,313 

405 Charter Service Revenues 
406 Auxiliary Transportation Revenues 
407 Non-Transportation Revenues 1,225 113 

408 Taxes Levied Directly by Transit 

409 Local Cash Grants C Reimbursements 

System (Specify) 

245,200 (Specify) Local Transportation Fund 
(LTF) 201,460 

410 Local Special Fare Assistance -- 
411 State Cash Grants h Reimbursements 

(Specify) State Transit Assistance 
Fund (STA) 6,950 

412 State Special Fare Assistance 

413 Federal Cash Grants & Reimbursements 
(Specify) UMTA Grants 

430 Contributed Services 

440 (Specify) Reimbursements , d f i 5 8  
Sa le  o f  Proper ty  1,600 

784_63fi TOTAL 

XI- CAPITAL REVENUE 

464 Federal capital Grants & Subsidies 

State Capital Grants & Subventions 
(Specify) 

(Specify) State Transit Assistance 
Funds (STA) 

Local Transportation Fund (LTF) 65,000 55,100 

65,000 84,859 

Local capital Provisions (Specify) 

Non-Governmental Donations S a l e  of Property 29,759 

TOTAL 

-9- 
* Reflects  Actual Receipts 
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1 

111. OPERATING EXPENSES c 
501 Labor 

Operators Salaries/Wages 

Other Salaries/Wages 

502 Fringe Benefits 

503 Services 

504 

505 

506 
5 07 

508 
509 c 510 
511 

512 
513 

Materials/Supplies 

Fuels/Lubricants 
Tires/Tubes 

Other 
Utilities 

Casualty/Liability Costs 
Taxes 

Purchased Transportation Service 
Miscellaneous Expenses 

Expense Transfers 
Interest Expense 

Leases and Rentals 
Depreciation/Amortization 

.Operator Funds 
Grant Funds 

TOTAL 

IV. CAPITAL EXPENSES* 

Debt Service 
Land/Property Acquisition 

Vehicles 
construction 

Other 

1988-89 
Please Circle 

Actual bHHBX.&W%EX% 
1989-90 
Budge$ ( l )  

53 

32 

49,793.75 51,208 

210,446.80 
2.234.23 

224,104 
9 88 

~ 

262,474.78 276,385 (2 )  

30,303.97 84,185 

583 

30,303.97 84,768 ( 3 )  TOTAL 

, *Allowable capital expenses are limited €or Article 8 claimants; see 
400 e . 81 Ref i t c l s  actual expenditures.  

( 2 )  Revenue exceeds expenditures by $8,241 - unexpended carry-over w i l l  be reclaimed in  
FY91 -10- 

(3 )  Revenue exceeds expenditures by 591 - unexpended carry-over wi 1 be reclaimed in FY91 



I. Local Transportation Fund Available Apportionment 

9 2 6 , 6 5 2  

19,3G5 
$ A. Area Apportionment 1989-90 

B. Pedestrian/Bicycle Apportionment 

C. Previous Years' Unclaimed Apportionment 41,933 

D. Unexpended Carryover 790,900 

E. Total Available f o r  1989-90 Claim(s) 1,778,790 

F. less any LTF Already Claimed 1989-90 -0- 

G. TOTAL AVAILABLE FOR THIS CLAIM -j 1,778,790 
(Also enter on page 8 ,  1st column) 

XI. State Transit Assistance Fund Available Apportionment 

S A. Area Apportionment 1989-90 

B. Special Transit Apportionment 1989-90 

C.  Previous Years' Unclaimed Apportionment 
4,927 

D. Unexpended Carryover -0- 

E. Total Available for  1989-90 Claim(s) 4,927 

F. less any STA Already Claimed 1989-90 -0- 

4,927 
$ G .  TOTAL AVAILABLE FOR THIS CLAIM 

( A l s o  enter on page 8 ,  2nd column) 

c 
-7- 
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SPOEUXTION D-IT ACT 

Claim Purpose I. LTF 
c 

11. STA 

I. PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION 

Article 4 (99260) -Operator 300,300 

Article 8 (99400 (c) ) 
Contractor operating 

Article 8 (99400(e)) 
Contractor capital 

11. PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE 

Article 3 (99234) 

Article 8 (99400(a)) 

111. ROADS AND STREETS 

Article 8 (99400 (a) ) 

IV. OTHER 

Article 8 (99400(b) 
or 99400(d) 

< 

N/A 

1 9 , 3 0 5  

1,459,185 4,927 

TOTAL THIS CLAIM 

TOTAL AVAILABLE FOR THIS CLAIM 
(from page 7, I. and 11. G.) 

1,778,790 4,927 

1,778,790 4,927 

-0- - 0- b?J C LA I H E D A PPORTI ONKENT 
(TOTAL AVAIL. less TOTAL THIS CLAIM) 

IMFORTANT: To avoid accidental ovarpayment, please identify in the 
space below any unexpended carryover included in the amounts being 
claimed above. 

Road and S t r e e t s  includes $790,900 o f  unexpended LTF money. 

- 8 -  
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c 
Actual A c t u a l / E s t .  Proposed (1) 

FY 1987-88 FY 1988-89 FY 1989-90 
1. p a t r o n a s e  

a.  T o t a l  P a s s e n g e r s  76,207 73,115 77,605 

b. Revenue Passengers 5,510 4,935 6,928 

c. Youth Passengers 

d.  E l d e r l y  Passengers 70,697 65,907 68,610 

e .  M X W g a  P a s s e n g e r s  2,273 2,067 
County 

2 .  V e h i c l e  Miles 

a.  T o t a l  V e h i c l e  N i l e s  140,069 141,767 156.104 

b. Revenue V e h i c l e  Miles 

3 .  Revenue V e h i c l e  Hours 

4 .  Revenue V e h i c l e  Fuei  
. ConsumDtion 

a .  D i e s e l  

b. Gasoline 

c. Liquid Natural  
Gas 

13,819 

Compressed 

5 .  Fare S t r u c t u r e  

a. Base .50 

13.714 

.50 

14,183 

.50 

b. Zone 

c. Youth 

d.  S e n i o r  

e. Handicapped 

f .  Monthly Pass  

g .  Other 

h .  Average Fare 

f 50 

.50 

-50 

.50 

.50 

.50 

1 .oo 1 .oo 1 .oo 

.54 .54 .52 

*Attach additional pages  as  n e c e s s a r y  to a l t e r  or c o m p l e t e  d e s c r i p t i o n  
(1)  Relfects  a c t u a l  performance -11- 
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Operating Expenses 

Operating Revenues 

Sources: LTF 

STA 

Federal 

Fares 

General Fund 

Other 

Total 

< Capital Expenses 

Capital Revenue 

Sources: LTF 

STA 

Federal 

Other 

Total 

1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 

$ 278,640 c+ 300,OOCl s 330,000 

$ 229,565 

5,220 

43,750 

105 

278,640 
$ 

$ 248,475 $ 275,950 

5,400 5,600 

46,000 48,300 

125 i 50 

330,000 
$ 

300,000 
$ 

38,000 
$ 

18,000 S 64,500 
$ 

38,000 S 18,000 s 64,500 
S 

38,000 $ 
18,000 

$ 
64,500 

5 

-12- 
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*** t** t  

?roduc=ion ; ox 
Year I Veh. 

c 

c 

1- 
Make & Mode 

[ S E E  - 
Fue. 

C h e v .  Impa 

Chev  . C a p r i (  

Chev . C a p r i (  

Chev.  I m p a '  

Dodge C a r a i  

ATTACHED Sl 
Sezz 

(Transit Vehi 

1 

5 S t a t i o n  wag n 

Van i 

INVZNTORY 
.cle O w n e r s  

x x  X 

X 

n 

1985 

1985 

1986 

1982 

1989 

1 

3 

capacity 

6 

6 

6 

6 

. 7  

I - - -  - 
3 L'e - 
i iC  

S :a t i  o n  w a g  on1 

S t a t i o n  wagon i  

S t a t i o n  w a g o n ;  

S t a t i o n  wagon i  

V a n 
I 

I 
I 
i 

1 
' I  

-: 

-13- 



I t  i s  the  i n t e n t  of t h e  C i t y  of  L o d i  t o  purchase f r o m  Oial-A-Ride 

t h e  t w o  Dodge Caravans.  These v e h c i l e s  a r e  i n a d e q u a t e  f o r  our 

p r e s e n t  usage .  

We in t end  t o  purchase  f i v e  s t a t i o n  wagons i n  t h e  1 9 8 9 - 9 0  f i s c a l  

y e a r .  Two o f  t h e s e  w i l l  be t o  r e p l a c e  the  vans.  Tno o f  t he  v e h c i l e s  

w i l l  be used t o  r e p l a c e  the  o l d e s t  a n d  m o s t  expens ive  v e h i c l e s .  The 

f i f t h  w i l l  be e i t h e r  a n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t he  f l e e t  o r  t o  r e p l a c e  a n  e x i s t i n g  -c v e h i c l e .  

T h e  handicap v a n  i s  included i n  an amendment t o  t h e  1988-89 Claim. 



. .  

c 
1. Fare R a t i o / T j c a l  Su7por -  Xequi renents  

xll k - i c l e  4 claizants are required to n a i n t a i n  a specified 
r a t i o  of r a r e  revenue =a o p e r a t i n g  cos=- I n  adeition, S r 3  
o n l y  is r e c p i z e d  t o  D a i n t a i n  a r a t i o  of  f a r e  revenue plus 
l o c a l  suppor-  t3 o p e r a t i n g  cas: of  3 2 % .  See 99268.2 - 
99268.19 tor details and exenpr ions  pe,--,aining to ratios. 

A. What is %!is syscen ' s  requized f a r e b o x  recove-y ratio? 
10: 

8- Does t!!e a t t a c h e d  budget d e z o n s t r a t e  t h a t  t h i s  sysZe3 
w i l l  meet its r e q u i r e d  farekox r ecove ry  and f o r  S H T D  i rs  
fa rebox  ?lus l o c a l  suppor-  r a t i o s ?  V ? S  

C -  Has this system u t i l i z e d  its qrace y e a r ?  

D. Has c&is systei been i n  non-canpl iance w i L b  its recpire2 
r a t i o  ( s )  f n o  

1: y e s ,  i d e n t i f y  tbe  year o r  yeazs 

An e x t e n s i o n  of se-rvice o r  new s e r r i c e  is  exezipt f r s s  =he 
required farebox and l o c a l  suppoP- r a t i o s  if: 

A -  The e x t e n s i o n  o f  se-rvice o r  nev se-vice h a s  been  in 
o p e r a t i o n  f o r  less %!an t-a f u l l  f i s c a l  years. The ?JO- 
year extension of se-wices e x c l u s i o n  a p p l i e s  u n ~ i . 1  Z-JO 
y e a r s  after t h e  end of t h e  f i s c a l  year i n  =thich t h e  
e x t e n s i o n  of serr ices  vas p u t  i n t o  Qpera t ion .  

9-  The c l a i z a n t  s u b n i t s  a re?or ,  on t h e  e x t e n s i o n  o f  ser- 
v i c e s  to the  C3C vithin 9 0  d a y s  afzer t h e  end of the 
f i sca l  y e a r .  (For  details of the  rp_porZ, See 6633.8(5)). 

N 0 1s an e e e n s i o n  of serzice/nev service b e i n g  c l a b e d ?  

If so, h z s  &&e required re?ort Seen subnitzed f o r  t h e  ncst 
r e c e n t l y  c m p l e t e d  f u l l  f i s c a l  y e a r ?  If not, t h a t  report 
D U S ~  accDnpany t ! is  c l a i a .  

- 1 4 -  
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k .  

3 .  F i f t e e n  Percent X q e n d i t - x e  Increase (6632) 

If any of the l i n e  l t e n s  on +Lhe atzached budget exceed S y  
p o r e  L9an 15% %!e eqendittL-e f a t  ''hat sazte i=en i n  'Ue pre- 
vious year's budget, t ! e n  an e q l a n a t i o n  for %?at i n c r e a s e  
PUS= be given below. Xtzach an er-x page f,' necessarjr. 

The a d d i t i o n  to t h e  f l e e t  will require additional expense f o r  insurance.  

The purchase of f o u r  r ep l ; - c sen t  vehicles necess i ta tes  :he a d d i t i o n  of 
c a p i t a l  funds. 

. - . .  . -  . .  

4 .  N a x a t i v e  Descr ipt ion ( 6 6 3 2 )  

Please describe in 'Ae space belov any changes i n  s e r z i c e  
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  Cron t h e  previous f i s c a l  year. This should 
specifically i n c l u d e  any suSs=anZial kcrease  or decrease i n  
t%e geographic area served, pajor  changes =a Lye scope of 
o p e z a t i o n s ,  or adCi t ion  o f  i a j o z  n e v  Eixed f a c i l i = i e s .  
Please at'ach an additional ?age if necessa -y .  

s c p  - Exclude c e z a i n  costs  and f a r e s  as specizied in the zos= 
recenc m e  ~ s d - .  ; L  

a d :  - Exclude  C o t x q ~ y  serrice uhen c a l c u l a E i a g  f a r e s  and 
e v e n s e s .  

-15- 
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Article 8 C o n t r a c t o r  T D A  Requirements  

For  c o n t r a c t e d  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  service p r o v i d e r s ,  t h e  San Joaquin  
County Counci l  of Governments '  E x e c u t i v e  Board h a s  waived t h e  
f a r e b o x  and l o c a l  s u p p o r t  r a t i o s  a s  i t  is empowered t o  do by 
9 9 4 0 5 ( c ) .  The COG Board h a s  e s t a b l i s h e d  a two-s t ep  process. 

1. Match Requirement 

For any A r t i c l e  8 t r a n s i t  c l a i m ,  n o  more t h a n  30% of  t h e  
t o t a l  o p e r a t i n g  funds  (minus d e p r e c i a t i o n )  i n  t h e  budget  may 
be TDA (LTF and STA) derived. The  t e n  p e r c e n t  o r  Bore match- 
i n g  f u n d s  may come f rom any  o t h e r  s o u r c e  a v a i l a b l e  t o  t h e  
c l a iman t  besides TDA. 

2. Opera t ing  Cost P e r  Passenge r  O b j e c t i v e  

To r e c e i v e  an  amount o f  T D A  Opera t ing  funds (LTF a n d  S T A  com- 
b ined)  i n  e x c e s s  of what was claimed t h e  p r e v i o u s  f i s c a l  
y e a r ,  t h e  c l a i m a n t  must e s t a b l i s h  an  o p e r a t i n s  cost. 3ef D ~ S -  
s e n u e r  o b i e c t i v e  for t h e  f i s c a l  y e a r  of t h e  c l a i n .  T h e  
o b j e c t i v e  shou ld  be a r e a l i s t i c  one  based on c u r r e n t  a n d  past 
system performance, b u t  s h o u l d  be l o w  enouqh to r e p r e s e n t  an 
"improvement" when w a r r a n t e d .  The COG E x e c u t i v e  Board will 
adopt  t h e  systemwide o p e r a t i n g  c o s t  p e r  p a s s e n g e r  o b j e c t i v e  
f o r  t h e  f i s c a l  y e a r  of t h e  c l a i m .  

I f  t h e  system f a i l e d  t o  m e e t  i ts o p e r a t i n ¶  c o s t  P e r  Passenger  
o b j e c t i v e  i n  t h e  f i s ca l  y e a r  p r i o r  t o  t h e  f i s c a l  y e a r  
of t h e  c la im,  t h e n  t h e  c l a i m a n t  is  o n l y  e l i g i b l e  t o  f i l e  if 
c la im for t h e  l e v e l  of TDA o p e r a t i n g  fund ing  received i n  t h a t  
p r i o r  f i s c a l  yea r .  I n  t h e  case of a u n i f i e d  t r a n s i t  sys t em,  
each c l a i m a n t  would be l i m i t e d  t o  t h e  p r i o r  y e a r ' s  l e v e l  of 
TDA o p e r a t i n g  funding .  If a sys tem w i s h e s  to be e l i g i b l e  for 
i nc reased  TDA o p e r a t i n g  fund ing  i n  a f u t u r e  f i sca l  Year, t h e n  
t h e  c l a iman t  shou ld  i d e n t i f y  a n  o p e r a t i n g  c o s t  per p a s s e n g e r  
o b j e c t i v e .  

i. 

ii. 

iii. 

i v .  

c 

What w a s  t h e  l eve l  of T D A  o p e r a t i n g  f u n d i n g  received 
i n  t h e  p r e v i o u s  f i s c a l  y e a r  f o r  t h i s  sys t em by t h i s  
c l a iman t  (LTF plus STA) 5 
Does t h e  a t tached budget  i n f o r m a t i o n  d e m o n s t r a t e  a t  
least a 10% match of non-TDA funds? 

Is this c l a i m  r e q u e s t i n g  more TDA operating funds  
than  w e r e  received f o r  t h i s  sys tem by t h i s  c l a i m a n t  
i n  t h e  p r e v i o u s  f i s c a l  y e a r ?  

If y e s ,  d i d  the sys tem meet its o p e r a t i n g  c o s t  p e r  
pas senge r  o b j e c t i v e  i n  t h e  p r e v i o u s  f i s c a l  y e a r ?  

An a f f i r m a t i v e  answer s h o u l d  be 
documented i n  Part v.  on t h e  next page.  

--16- 
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v. What was last year's Operating Cost per Passenger 
Objective? What was the 
actual operating cost per passenger? . . 
a. FY 1988-89 Operating Cost $ 

b. Total Passengers 

c. Operating Cost P e r  Passenger 

What is the Operating Cost per Passenger Objective 
for this claim? . . . 

(a / b) S 

vi. 

d. Budgeted Operating Cost $ 

e. Estimated Total Passengers 

f. Calculated Operating Cost 
per Passenger (d / e) $ 

9. FY 1989-90 OPERATING COST PER 
PASSENGER OBJECTIVE $ 

h. If this claim is for a unified transit system 
(see footnote), has the contributing claimant been 
appraised of the planned systemwide objective set 
in g. above? 

3. Fifteen Percent Expenditure Increase (6632) 

If any of the line items on the attached budget exceed by 
more than 15% the expenditure for that same item in the 
previous year's budget, then an explanation for that increase 
must be given below. Attach an additional page if necessary. 

4. Narrative Description (6632) 

Please describe on an attached page any changes in service 
characteristics from the previous f i s c a l  year. This should 
specifically include any substantial increase of decrease in 
t h e  geographic area served, major changes to t h e  scope  of 
operations, or addition of major new fixed facilities. 

IMPORTANT: If this claim is f o r  a unified transit system (per 
definition p. 17a), a l l  calculations and numbers on (2)iv. and 
(2)v. must include both City and County totals. Also ,  contribut- 
ing claimants to unified transit systems should not use this 
page: use page 17a instead. 

c 
-17- 



ARTICLE 8 CONTRACTOR TDA REQUIREMENTS (CONTRIBUTING CLAIMANTS) (- 
I. In the case of a "unified transit system," this page is to be 

used by the "contributing claimant" rather than page 17. A 
"unified transit system" is defined as one which has the same 
fare structure throughout the service area, but whose TDA 
expenses are claimed separately by two different TDA claim- 
ants, Additionally, to qualify as a unified transit system, 
all system TDA funding nust be claimed under Article 8 (both 
claimants). "Contributing claimant" is defined as the claim- 
ant contributing a minority of the unified transit system's 
TDA funds. The claimant furnishing the majority of TDA funds 
is defined as the "primary claimant." 

Currently, the following local transit services qualify as 
unified transit systems: 

FY 1989-90 Unified Transit Systems This Paqe U s e d  by: 

Tracy Trans County 

11. 1. 

2. 

3 .  

Tracy Taxi County 

Escalon Public Transit System County 

Name of unified transit system 

Systemwide operating cost per passenger objective for FY 
1989-90 identified in primary claimant's adopted transit 
claim (from that claim, page 17, (2) vi. 9.) 

Date of primary claimant's adopted transit claim (or 
anticipated future date, if not yet adopted) 

IMPORTANT: 

The operating cost per passenger objective identified in 3 .  
above will be applied uniformly to the total of City and 
County TDA funds used by the unified transit system, to 
determine eligibility for increased TDA funding as explained 
on page 16. Separate calculations w u  be done for city 
and County. 

-17a- 



(r PART 11 - PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE PROJECTS 

LX)CAL TRANSPORTATION FUND 

Proiect Title and Description 

I 

STATE T W S I T  ASSISTANCE FUND 

Proiect Limits 

STA Cost 
Total cost 

-18- 
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RT III - 20 D m 
?lease provide e e  requeszed i n z o m t i o n  for ea& p r o j e c ,  S e h g  identified 
f o r  m s p o r c a t i o n  Developnent XF, f u n c i ~ g .  

Aciini n I s t r a t i  on 

STATE TRANSIT ASSISTXNC: PUHD 



_- 
I ‘  

;gn p 7 -; 

Harney Lane Overlay 

Lockeford S t .  Overlay 

Ham Lane Overlay & Operational 

P a c i f i c  Ave. Overlay 
Walnut & Oak S t .  Overlay 

Tokay S t .  Voerlay 

Rai l road Crossing Improvements 

Improvements 

c ~ v e r l a y  Analysi s/Oesign 

S t r e e t  Master Plan 

S t r e e t  Maintenance 

I *xork i n  progress  

W u t c h i n s  t o  J O 3 ‘  w/Stockton 

*SFRR t o  Cherckee Ln. 

‘dighway 12 t o  V i n e  S t .  

tWalnut ts Elm 
‘Xam t o  PacSfic  

Lower Sacramento t o  Mi l l s  

‘Lorna O r  
Therokee in. 
Cluif Ave. 

(Use Xddi=ional Page 12 

75,000 

11s ,000 

195.00;1 

35.300 

a3. ooo 

a ,coo 
5.030 

12,000 

6 ,OOi l  

2r,,ooo 

149,555 

ecessaq) 
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Hu t c h i n s  S t r e o t  Improvements  

( U s e  Xddi=ional Page if 

Lower  % c r a m e n t o  a d .  G p e r a t i o n h l  

Pine S t r e e t  O v e r l a y  

S t o c k t o n  S t r e e t  G v e r l a y  

I n o r o v e m e n t s  (FAU m a t c h )  

t‘ ii Ave./Ham Late I n t e r s i c t i o n  
L C v e t l a y  

Lodi Ave. O v e r l a y  

Lodi Aye. O v e r l a y  

Church St. G v e r l a y  

“zlork i n  o r o a r e s s  

Necessa,-y) 

- 3 ; p e  T , f v i - . -  

’Viczor  %d.  & Cluff Ave. 
‘Lodi Ave. & Lower S a c r a m e n t o  
’ E l m  S t .  b i o w e r  S a c r a m e n t o  2c 
T w n e r  Ad. & S t o r k t o n  S t i -  

‘Tokay S t .  t o  Lodi Ave. 
Lodi Ave.  t o  P i n e  S t .  

S t .  i t o r t i z  t o  Tlrrner  Rd. 

5PRR t o  Cherokee Lane 

Lodi A,de .  20 Lockzfoi-d S t .  

8ecXman t o  K e l l y  

Yain t o  C e n t r a l  

iighway 12 to  Mendicirio 

5 9Z.CGO 
i. 12.550 

13 .GOO 
31,200 

3C0, 000 
76, OCO 

3G ,OGO 

i’23.c)oo 

19.30G 

25 ,COG 

152 .OGO 

71 ,GOO 

-19- 
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. .  rl >SF,3ton - . .  
Sidewalk Upgrading ' I d r i e s  1 3.205- 
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PART IV - OTHER PURPOSES 

I t  is p o s s i b l e  t h a t  a c l a i m a n t  may wish  t o  expend TDA funds  for 
purposes  a l l o w e d  w i t h i n  t h e  A c t ,  but n o t  covered by t h e  t h r e e  
p r e v i o u s  p a r t s .  For i n s t a n c e ,  TDA f u n d s  may be c l a i m e d  u n d e r  
A r t i c l e  8 ,  99400(b) t o  s u b s i d i z e  AMTRAK service i n  a community, 
or u n d e r  9 9 4 0 0 ( d )  f o r  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  and  p l a n n i n g  c o s t s  for 
A r t i c l e  8 t r a n s i t  services. To c o m p l e t e  this s e c t i o n ,  p l e a s e  
i d e n t i f y  t h e  p r o i e c t ,  t h e  PUZP ose of the pro< ect ,  the estimated 
cost, and t h e  fund from which money is b e i n g  claimed. I t  is 
a d v i s a b l e  to communicate w i t h  COG s t a f f  before comple t ing  t h i s  
s e c t i o n .  

- 2 0 -  
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4 )  * Sarr Joaquin County Councii df GovernmW&@,, 

Member Agencies: Citia of Escalon, Lathrop, Mi. Mantcca. Ripon. Sfockton, Tracy, County of San Joaquin 

January 24, 1991 

Mr. Thomas A. Peterson 
City Manager 
221 W. Pine Street 
Lodi,CA 95240 

Dear Mr. Peterson: 

As everyone is well aware, the voters on November 6,  1990 passed Measure K, an issue that 
we all worked for and supported. The COG is now actively engaged in carrying ou t  the 
provisions of that measure as the designated Local Transportation Authority. 

To assiire that we can continue to carry out the provisions of the measure without undue 
harassment from opponents to the measure, it is necessary to amend the COG’S existing 
Joint Powers Agreement. On January Sth, the COG Board took action to approve the 
attached changes and directed that the matter be submitted to all member governments for 
their official ratification. 

I would urge that this matter be placed on the next available Council agenda. 

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please feel free t o  call me. 

Very truly yours 
r\ r 

Executive Director 

PDV/bm 

Attachment 

1860 E. Hazelton Avenue - Stockton. California 9520s - (203) 468-3913 FAX: (209) 468-3330 - 
Re@& TmmportPtion Planning Agency, Tlamporintion Authority, Congestion Manaecrnent Agency. Airport Land Use Comminioa 



Proposed amendment to Section 7, subsection b), third paragraph and the addition of 

subsection c), of the Joint Powers Agreement establishing the San Joaquin County Council 

of Governments, dated November 1,1953. 

Under no circumstances, exceat as provided in c) below, shall the SAN JOAQUIN 

COUNTY COG be empowered to levy taxes nor exercise the right of eminent domain. 

SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY COG shall apply for available State or Federal support funds, 

and shall make new and additional applications from time to time as appropriate. If 

deemed necessary, the COG Board may also establish and collect filing and processing fees 

in connection with matters to be considered by it. 

c) In its role 3s the  SAN JOAOUIN COUNTY LOCAL TRANSPORTATION 

AUTHORITY the SAN JOAOUIN COUNTY COG shall be empowered to lew and 

expend tax revenues authorized in SJCLTA Ordinance #91-01 and approved as Measure K 

on November 6. 1990. bv the voters of San Joaauin Countv. This emDowerment shall exist 

so long as SJCLTA Ordinance 91-01 is in effect, and shall terminate when ail SJCLTA 

Ordinance 91-01 taxes have been levied and exuended. 

(Changes arc reflected by underlining) 



a * . .  
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1860 G u  Hazelton Avenue 
Stockton. Calttornia 95202 
Telephone (209) 468-391 3 

FROM the desk o:E:-- f 
3 

c 
i 
1 

TO : 
f 

For Your Information 

Information P e r  R e q u e s t  
R e p l y  Requested 

i 
Dear Tom: 

I 

rhis letter and attachment are substi- 

tutes for the early letter and amend- 

ment. These should clarify what we are 

doing. If you plan on using the letter 

and attachment in your Council packet, 

please use the ones attached here. 



n 
... S k i  Joaquin County Counci. Jf Governrriwh 

mmfs ant, 
Member Agencies: Cities of Escalon. Lalhrop, Mi ,  Manteca. Ripon. Stockton, Tracy. County of San Joaquin 

January 31, 1991 

Mr. Thomas A. Petcrson 
City Manager 
221 W. Pine Street 
Lodi, CA 95240 

Dear Mr. Peterson: 

As everyone is well aware, the voters on November 6, 1390 passed 
Measure K, an issue that we all worked for and supported. The 
COG is now actively engaged in carrying out the provisions of 
that measure as the designated Local Transportation Authority. 

On January 8th, the COG Board took action to approve the attached 
changes to our Joint Powers Agreement and directed that the 
matter be submitted to all member governments for their official 
ratification. The following technical changes make our  JPA con- 
sistent with the actions taken by the cities and the County of 
San Joaquin last year making the COG the Local Transportation 
Authority. 

I would urge that this matter be placed on the next available 
Council agenda. 

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please feel 
free to call me. 

.Very truly murs, 

Executive Director 

P D V / b m  

Attachment 

1860 E. Hazclton Avenue - Stockton, Ca!ifornia 95205 - (209) 468-3913 FAX: (209) 468-3330 * 

Rcglod Transportation Planning Agency, Local Transportation Authority, Congestion Management Agency, Airport L8nd Use Commission 
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Proposed anendment to the Joint Powers Agreement establishing the 

San Joaquin County Council of Governments, dated November I, 

1983. 

Section 7, subsection b), third paragraph: 

Under no circumstances, except as provided in c) below, shall the 

SAN J O A Q U I N  COUNTY COG be empowered to levy taxes nor exercise 

the right of eminent domain. SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY COG shall apply 

for available State or Federal support funds, and shall make new 

and additional applications from time to time as appropriate. If 

deemed necessary, the COG Board may also establish and collect 

filing and processing fees in connection with matters to be 

considered by it. 

c) In its role as the SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY LOCAL TRANSPORTATION 

AUTHORITY the SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY COG shall be enpowered to levy 

and expend tax revenues authorized in SJCLTA Ordinance 491-01 and 

approved as Measure K on November 6 ,  1990, by the voters of San 

Joaquin County. This empowerment shall exist so lonq as SJCLTA 

Ordinance 91-01 is in effect, and shall terminate when all SJCLTA 

Ordinance 91-01 taxes have been levied and expended. 

(Changes are reflected by underlining) 


