CO™NCIL COMMUNICAT~O0N

T0: THE CITY COUNCIL COUNCIL MEETING DATE:
FROM:  THE CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE AUGUST 17, 1988

RECOMMENDED ACTION: That the City Council, by motion action, lend its support for an
election to determine the views of the citizens of San Joaquin County
on the issue of eligibility for obtaining the County's share of gas

tax funds for Mass Transit Guideway purposes designating San Joaquin County as a

Proposition 5 County, thereby being eligible to apply for Mass Transit Guideway projects

for Amtrak rail service improvements.

In 1974, California voters approved Proposition 5, which allowed voters in any county to
approve a ballot measure (by simple majority) under Article XIXx, Section 4, to receive a
proportionate share of state "guideway minimum" funds. Eleven wurban counties have
subsequently activated this provision, which by state law aliows the use of state gas funds
for "public mass transit guideway purposes".

Had San Joaquin County become a Proposition 5 county, prior to this fiscal year, its
estimated eligible share could have been approximately $1.2 million. Whenever a new county
joins the other Proposition 5 counties, the amount available to each county diminishes.
However, funds are only allocated based on submitted projects.

The San Joaquin County Board of Supervisors has committed support and endorsement to the
priorities for rail service improvements of the Rail Steering Committee of the Caltrans
Rail Task Force for the Amtraks "San Joaquin™.

The priorities of the Rail Steering Committee focus on:

* Direct train service to Sacramento from Stockton

* Switching to Southern Pacific tracks north of Fresno

* Direct train service through the Altamont Pass to the Bay area

* Direct train service to Los Angeles
The first three priorities have direct and critical effects on San Joaquin County. These
include track improvements, switching capabilities and multi-model stations. Article XX
monies could allow for the development of these types of projects.
Attached, marked Exhibit "A", is a copy of a letter and briefing paper/staff report
concerning this matter which was received from Rail Steering Committee of Caitrans Rail
Task Force Chairman, William Sousa.
The letter advises that the Board of Supervisors needs to take action on this matter prior
to August 12th. It is felt that although this information was not received in time to act

on the matter earlier, it would be appropriate for the City Council, by motion action, to
lend its support to this effort.

Alice M. Reimche
City Clerk
AMR:3J
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STEERING COMMIT1£E
OF
CALTRANS' RAIL TASK FORCE

MEMBERS
REPRESENTING

ALAMEDA COUNTY
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
FRESNO COUNTY
KERN COUNTY

KINGS COUNTY

LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MADERA COUNTY
MERCED COUNTY
SACRAMENTO COUNTY
SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY
STANISLAUS COUNTY
TULARE COUNTY

July 22, 1983

Councilwoman Evelyn Olson
COG Board Member

1306 Burgundy Court

Lodi, California 95242

SUBJECT: PROPOSITION 5 ELECTION
Dear Councilwoman ¢lson:

Attached for your council®s consideration is a briefing paper

which relates the background of the rationale for recommending

that the San Joaquin County Board of Supervisors propose to the
voters of San Joaguin County the issue of eligibility for Article
X1X, Section 4 - Mass Transit Guideway Funds.

The issues can be summarized as follows:

° San Joaquin County has veen and continues to be strongly
supportive of the amtrak-San Joaquin passenger rail service.

° State supported rail service has been added as an eligible
item for mass transit guideway funds.

° Eligibility for pursuit of these funds is contingent upon a
"simple majority” vote of the electorate, in any county.

° While these funds, technically do count against the
"so-called"” state highway county minimums, and could compete
against state highway projects, as a practical matter, this
in fact does not occur.

° 1f voters authorize San Joaquin County to pursue this source
of funding, they would provide access to a new source of funds
for rail guideway projects.




-2

Transportation Steering Committee
PROPOSITION 5 ELECTION

° Eligible projects under the guideway definition could
include: track and signal improvements to allow higher
speeds; automatic switching grade crossing improvements and
track connections and station improvemsnts, as well as
multi-modal station projects. These improvements would have
positive affects tor all of the cities within San Joaguin
County.

With the Board®"s knowledge of the Amtrak-San Joaquins, and the
potential for a multitude of improvements to local train service
these funds could provide, it is the Rail Steering Committee"s
recommendation that the Cities of San Joagquin County support and
endorse the calling of an election to access this important new

source of funds.

In order to assure placement on the November ballot, the
Board of Supervisors will need to take action on this matter
by august 12th.

Your support and endorsement OF this proposal is invaluable to
its success.

Very truly YBurs,
2"/ ~

S

- a by 4.

WILLIAM N. SOUSA

Chairman, Rail Steering
Committee of Caltrans Rail
Task Force

WNS:DAB:ss
A 8G2187TCSl

Attachment




COUNTY OF SAN JOAQUIN

DEPARTMENT O F PUBLIC WORKS

P. 0. 80X 1810 —~ 1810 . HAZZILTON AVENUE
STCCKTON., CALIFORNIA 95201

{2091 a68-30CC

EUGENE DELUCCH)
CHIEF DEPUTY CINECTOR

THOMAS R. FLINN
CEFUTY SiRLCTOR

MANUEL LOPET
DEFUTY DINECTCR

RICHARD C. PAYNE
DEPUTY JIRECTOR

A3 13823 - PROPOSITION 3
BRIZFING PAPSR/STAFT REPORT
Julv 20, 15883

RICOoMM NDATICN:
It is reccmmended that the Board of Supsrvisors adopt the
Rasoluticn calling for an election to determine the views of the
citizens of San Joaguin Countv con the issue of eligibility for
obtaining the Ceounty'’s share cf gas tax funds for Mass Transit
Guideway purposes designatiag San Joacuin County as a Proposition
5 County, then eligible te apply for Article XIX funding for Mass
Translt Guideway prolecits for Amirak rail services improvements.
RZASONS FCR RECOMMINDATION:
BACXGRCUND:
&S you ars aware, the San Jeaguin Ccunty Board of Supervisors
havs committed support and endorsement to the oriorities for rail
service improvements of ths Rwail Steseriag Committse of the
Calzrans Rail Task Ferce Zor ths am:trax “"San Joaguins” =

{par 307 87-1047). BAI the Mav 1983 meating, it was nrought to
tha:z Committees' attenticn, by aAszssmblvman Jim Costa, that an
copertunity for additional funding for Amtrak and mass transit
guideway purposes had becoms available. L
That source of funding is awvailable under Article XIX, Section 4
I the State Constitution. The Ccmmittse votsd to seek the
adility .from the votars to pursue these funds withia their
rascective jurisdicticns,
2R0POSITESY 3 - THE MEICTANICS OF ELIGI3ILITY FOR ARTICLE XIX
FOMDING:
In 1974, California votsrs approved Prooositicn 5, which allowed
vctars in any County tc approve a dallot measura (by simple
m2jority) under Article XIX, Sackion 4 to recsive a proportionata
sharz ¢f Stats "guidewavy minimum" funds. Tleven urban Counties
have subdbsezuently activatad this provision, which bv Stats law
allows the use of Staz2 ¢as tax funds for "public mass transit
guidewayv gurposas.” Zach vaar the Lagislatura aand the California




A31023-PROPOSITION 5
BRIZFING PAPER/STAFT REDPORT
Juely 20, 1983
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first three priorities listad have direct and critical
cts on San Joaguin Countv. These includs track improvementss
ching capabilities and multi-modal stations. article XIX
as could allow for the development of these tvpes cof
ects.
TEZZ NIXKT STE?:
order for 3an Joaguin Ccuntv to bacom2 a "Prop 5" Ceunty,
zisle to pursce this new fuwﬁ;1g source, the Board cof
e-visors must approve proposiag this question to the voters.
ust 12 is the final datz in crder tc be assurad of placement
the Ncvemper ballot.

ctal Ccst:
This repors cutlines 3 mathed by which, through a vots o the
seosle, San Jeaguin Ccunty will pe eligible to pursue a new
ravsnua scurce. ’

2. Net Countv Cost:

One Time QOnlv:

A cn2 time only, nef ccuatv cost, for the cost of includin
thi3 ballot measur2 cn -he genaral elactiocn ballot in
November, estimatad to be approximataly $20,000.

i “ ' e
'% mNDITION OF ’IHE GRIGINAL




ABl023-PROPOSITION 5
BRIZFING PAPER/STAFF

J=we 20, 1988
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ACTION FOLLCWING APPROVAL:

If the Bcard authorizes the ¢
voter aperoval of pursuing M=

1liag OF an election to determine
z2ss
fcllowing acticn bill be nece

=1
ss Transit Guideway funds, tne
ssary:

The elections division will te dirscted to provide all the
necessary services to consolidate the conducting of this
election, with the general election to te held In November, 1988.
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CITY COUNCiL THOMAS A PETERSON

City Manager
JAMES W PINKERTON jr, Mayor ‘ I ! l O F l ,O D I
ALICE M REIMCHE

JOHNR (Randy) SNIDER City Clerk
Mavor Pro Tempore CITY HALL 221 WEST PINE STREET i

DAVID At HiNCHMAN CALL BOX 3006 BOB M(NATI

EVELYN At OLSON LODI, CALIFORNIA 95241-1910 Citv Attorney

FRED M REID (209} 334-5634

TELECOPIER (209) 333 6795

August 22, 1988

Supervisor William N. Sousa
Chairman

Rail Steering Committee
County Courthouse

222 East Weber Avenue
Stockton, CA 95202

Subject: Proposition 5 Election
Dear Supervisor Sousa:

This letter will confirm action taken by the Lodi City Ccuncil at its
regular meeting of August 17, 1988 whereby, following receipt of your
July 22, 1988 letter, the City Council by motion action lent its
support for an election to determine the view of the citizens of San
Joaquin County on the issue of eligibility for obtaining the County's
share of gas tax funds for Mass Transit Guideway purposes designating
San Joaquin County as a Precposition 5 County, thereby being eligible to
apply for Mass Transit Guideway projects for Amtrak rail service
improvements .

The City Council was not able to act on this, prior to August 12, 1988,
because August 17, 1988 was the first meeting since your letter was
received.

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not
hesitate to call this office.

Very truly yours,
ow
é/ﬁféa. e [;‘L’aﬂcé(./

Alice M. Reimche

City Clerk
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