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San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) is a council of governments formed in 
1973 by joint powers agreement of the cities and the County of San Bernardino. SANBAG is 
governed by a Board of Directors consisting of a mayor or designated council member from 
each of the twenty-four cities in San Bernardino County and the five members of the 
San Bernardino County Board of Supervisors 

In addition to SANBAG, the composition of the SANBAG Board of Directors also serves as 
the governing board for several separate legal entities listed below: 

The San Bernardino County Transportation Commission, which is responsible for 
short and long range transportation planning within San Bernardino County, including 
coordination and approval of all public mass transit service, approval of all capital 
development projects for public transit and highway projects, and determination of 
staging and scheduling of construction relative to all transportation improvement 
projects in the Transportation Improvement Program. 

The San Bernardino County Transportation Authority, which is responsible for 
administration of the voter-approved half-cent transportation transactions and use tax 
levied in the County of San Bernardino. 

The Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies, which is responsible for the 
administration and operation of a motorist aid system of call boxes on State freeways 
and highways within San Bernardino County. 

The Congestion Management Agency, which analyzes the performance level of the 
regional transportation system in a manner which ensures consideration of the impacts 
from new development and promotes air quality through implementation of strategies 
in the adopted air quality plans. 

As a Subregional Planning Agency, SANBAG represents the San Bernardino County 
subregion and assists the Southern California Association of Governments in carrying 
out its functions as the metropolitan planning organization. SANBAG performs studies 
and develops consensus relative to regional growth forecasts, regional transportation 
plans, and mobile source components of the air quality plans. 

Items which appear on the monthly Board of Directors agenda are subjects of one or more of 
the listed legal authorities. For ease of understanding and timeliness, the agenda items for all 
of these entities are consolidated on one agenda. Documents contained in the agenda 
package are clearly marked with the appropriate legal entity. 
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I. 
II. 
III. 
IV. 

San Bernardino Associated Governments 
County Transportation Commission 

County Transportation Authority 
Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

County Congestion Management Agency 

Pledge of Allegiance 
Attendance 
Announcements 

AGENDA 

Mountain/Desert Committee 
October 18, 2013 

9:30a.m. 

Location 
Town of Apple Valley 

14975 Dale Evans Parkway 
Apple Valley, CA 

CALL TO ORDER: 
(Meeting Chaired by: Ed Paget) 

Agenda Notices/Modifications - Melonie Dons on 

1. Possible Conflict of Interest Issues for the Mountain/Desert Committee Pg. 7 
Meeting of October 18, 2013. 

Note agenda item contractors, subcontractors and agents, which may 
require member abstentions due to conflict of interest and financial 
interests. Board Member abstentions shall be stated under this item for 
recordation on the appropriate item. 

Consent Calendar 
Consent Calendar items shall be adopted by a single vote unless removed by 
member request. 

2. Attendance Register Pg. 9 

A quorum shall consist of a majority of the membership of each SANBAG 
Policy Committee, except that all County Representatives shall be counted 
as one for the purpose of establishing a quorum. 
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Discussion Items 

Project Delivery 

3. Construction Contract Change Orders to on-going SANBAG Pg. 11 
Construction Contracts in the Mountain/Desert region with Riverside 
Construction Company, Inc. and Security Paving Company, Inc. 

Review and ratify change orders. Garry Cohoe 

This item is not scheduled for review by any other policy committee or 
technical advisory committee. 

Regional/Subregional Planning 

4. 

5. 

6. 

Consultant Selection for Morongo Basin Area Transportation Study 

Receive and file information on the consultant selection for the Morongo 
Basin Area Transportation Study. Tim Byrne 

This item is not scheduled for review by any other policy committee or 
technical advisory committee. 

High Desert Corridor 

Receive an update on the status of project development for the High Desert 
Corridor. Tim Byrne 

This item is not scheduled for review by any other policy committee or 
technical advisory committee. 

San Bernardino County Regional Greenhouse Gas Inventory and 
Reduction Plan and Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 

Receive a report on the Building Industry Associations request for delay in 
the release of the EIR for the San Bernardino County Regional Greenhouse 
Gas Inventory and Reduction Plan and provide direction to staff. 
Steve Smith 

This item is scheduled for review at the Board of Directors Metro 
Valley Study Session on October 10,2013. 
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Discussion Items Cont .... 

Transportation Fund Administration 

7. Eastern California Transportation Planning Partnership Revisions to Pg. 27 
Memorandum of Understanding 

8. 

That the Committee recommend the Board, acting in its capacity as the 
San Bernardino County Transportation Commission: 

Approve Contract C 14066, an Amendment to the Eastern California 
Transportation Planning Partnership Memorandum of Understanding, to 
include support for future State Interregional Improvement Program 
funding for the State Route 58 Corridor from Interstate 5 to Interstate 40. 
Ellen Pollema 

This item is not scheduled for review by any other policy committee or 
technical advisory committee. SANBAG General Counsel has 
approved this item and the Memorandum of Understanding. 

Highway 62 and Rotary Way Traffic Signal Project 

That the Committee recommend the Board, acting in its capacity as the 
San Bernardino County Transportation Authority: 

1. Approve allocation of $102,340.33 in Measure I Morongo Basin 
Subarea - Major Local Highway Program funds to the County of 
San Bernardino for the Rotary Way Traffic Signal Project. 

2. Approve a budget amendment to increase Task No. 0516, Measure I 
Mt/Desert Apportionment and Allocation, from $11,048,259 to 
$11,150,560 to be funded with $102,341 of Measure I Morongo Basin 
Subarea- Major Local Highway Program funds. 

3. Approve Funding Agreement C14023 in the amount of $102,340.33 
with the County of San Bernardino for the Rotary Way Traffic Signal 
Project, with $102,340.33 funded by Measure I Morongo Basin 
Subarea- Major Local Highway Program funds. Ellen Pollema 

This item is not scheduled for review by any other policy committee or 
technical advisory committee. SANBAG General Counsel has 
reviewed this item and a draft of the Contract. 

Comments from Committee Members 

Brief Comments _from Committee Members 

Public Comment 

Brief Comments by the General Public 
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Additional Information 

Acronym List Pg.56 

Notes/Actim 

Complete packages of this agenda are available for public review at the SANBAG offices. Staff reports for ite 
may be made available upon request. For additional information call (909) 884-8276. 

ADJOURNMENT: 

Next Mountain/Desert Committee Meeting 

Friday, November 15,2013 
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Meeting Procedures and Rules of Conduct 

Meeting Procedures 
The Ralph M. Brown Act is the state law which guarantees the public's right to attend and participate in meetings 
of local legislative bodies. These rules have been adopted by the Board of Directors in accordance with the 
Brown Act, Government Code 54950 et seq., and shall apply at all meetings of the Board of Directors and Policy 
Committees. 

Accessibility 
The SANBAG meeting facility is accessible to persons with disabilities. If assistive listening devices or other 
auxiliary aids or services are needed in order to participate in the public meeting, requests should be made through 
the Clerk of the Board at least three (3) business days prior to the Board meeting. The Clerk's telephone number is 
(909) 884-8276 and office is located at 1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor, San Bernardino, CA. 

Agendas - All agendas are posted at 1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor, San Bernardino at least 72 hours in advance of 
the meetin}., Staff reports related to agenda items may be reviewed at the SANBAG offices located at 
1170 W. 3r Street, 2nd Floor, San Bernardino and our website: www.sanbag.ca.gov. 

Agenda Actions - Items listed on both the "Consent Calendar'' and "Items for Discussion" contain suggested 
actions. The Board of Directors will generally consider items in the order listed on the agenda. However, items 
may be considered in any order. New agenda items can be added and action taken by two-thirds vote of the 
Board of Directors. 

Closed Session Agenda Items - Consideration of closed session items excludes members of the public. 
These items include issues related to personnel, pending litigation, labor negotiations and real estate negotiations. 
Prior to each closed session, the Chair will announce the subject matter of the closed session. If action is taken in 
closed session, the Chair may report the action to the public at the conclusion of the closed session. 

Public Testimony on an Item - Members of the public are afforded an opportunity to speak on any listed item. 
Individuals wishing to address the Board of Directors or Policy Committee Members should complete a "Request 
to Speak" form, provided at the rear of the meeting room, and present it to the Clerk prior to the Board's 
consideration of the item. A "Request to Speak" form must be completed for each item an individual wishes to 
speak on. When recognized by the Chair, speakers should be prepared to step forward and announce their name 
and address for the record. In the interest of facilitating the business of the Board, speakers are limited to three (3) 
minutes on each item. Additionally, a twelve (12) minute limitation is established for the total amount of time any 
one individual may address the Board at any one meeting. The Chair or a majority of the Board may establish a 
different time limit as appropriate, and parties to agenda items shall not be subject to the time limitations. 

The Consent Calendar is considered a single item, thus the three (3) minute rule applies. Consent Calendar items 
can be pulled at Board member request and will be brought up individually at the specified time in the agenda 
allowing further public comment on those items. 

Agenda Times- The Board is concerned that discussion take place in a timely and efficient manner. Agendas may 
be prepared with estimated times for categorical areas and certain topics to be discussed. These times may vary 
according to the length of presentation and amount of resulting discussion on agenda items. 

Public Comment- At the end of the agenda, an opportunity is also provided for members of the public to speak on 
any subject within the Board's authority. Matters raised under "Public Comment" may not be acted upon at that 
meeting. "Public Testimony on any Item" still apply. 

Disruptive Conduct - If any meeting of the Board is willfully disrupted by a person or by a group of persons so as 
to render the orderly conduct of the meeting impossible, the Chair may recess the meeting or order the person, 
group or groups of person willfully disrupting the meeting to leave the meeting or to be removed from the meeting. 
Disruptive conduct includes addressing the Board without first being recognized, not addressing the subject before 
the Board, repetitiously addressing the same subject, failing to relinquish the podium when requested to do so, or 
otherwise preventing the Board from conducting its meeting in an orderly manner. Please be aware that a 
NO SMOKING policy has been established for meetings. Your cooperation is appreciated! 

5 



SANBAG General Practices for Conducting Meetings 
of 

Board of Directors and Policy Committees 

Basic Agenda ~tem Discussion. 
• The Chair announces the agenda item number and states the subject. 
• The Chair-calls upon the appropriate staff member or Board Member to report on the item. 
• The Chair asks members of the Board/Committee if they have any questions or comments on the 

item. General discussion ensues. 
• The Chair calls for public comment based on "Request to Speak" forms which may be submitted. 
• Following public comment, the Chair announces that public comment is closed and asks if there is 

any further discussion by members of the Board/Committee. 
• The Chair calls for a motion from members of the Board/Committee. 
• Upon a motion, the Chair announces the name of the member who makes the motion. 

Motions require a second by a member of the Board/Committee. Upon a second, the Chair 
announces the name of the Member who made the second, and the vote is taken. 

The Vote as specified in the SANBAG Bylaws. 
• Each member of the Board of Directors shall have one vote. In the absence of the official 

representative, the alternate shall be entitled to vote. (Board of Directors only.) 
• Voting may be either by voice or roll call vote. A roll call vote shall be conducted upon the 

demand of five official representatives present, or at the discretion of the presiding officer. 
Amendment or Substitute Motion. 

• Occasionally a Board Member offers a substitute motion before the vote on a previous motion. 
In instances where there is a motion and a second, the maker of the original motion is asked if he 
would like to amend his motion to include the substitution or withdraw the motion on the floor. 
If the maker of the original motion does not want to amend or withdraw, the substitute motion is 
not addressed until after a vote on the first motion. 

• Occasionally, a motion dies for lack of a second. 
Call for the Question. 

• At times, a member of the Board/Committee may "Call for the Question." 
• Upon a "Call for the Question," the Chair may order that the debate stop or may allow for limited 

further comment to provide clarity on the proceedings. 
• Alternatively and at the Chair's discretion, the Chair may call for a vote of the Board/Committee 

to determine whether or not debate is stopped. 
• The Chair re-states the motion before the Board/Committee and calls for the vote on the item. 

The Chair. 
• At all times, meetings are conducted in accordance with the Chair's direction. 
• These general practices provide guidelines for orderly conduct. 
• From time-to-time circumstances require deviation from general practice. 
• Deviation from general practice is at the discretion of the Board/Committee Chair. 

Courtesy and Dec~rum. 
• These general practices provide for business of the Board/Committee to be conducted efficiently, 

fairly and with full participation. 
• It is the responsibility of the Chair and Members to maintain common courtesy and decorum. 

Adopted By SANBAG Board of Directors January 2008 
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Governments 

SAN BAG San Bernardino Associated Governments ·. 

1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: (909) 88.4-8276 Fax: (909) 885-.4.407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov 

Working Together ~ 
I 

N8PORTATION 
MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County TransportaHon Commission • San Bernardino County TransportaHon Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDAITEM: ~~~--

Date: October 18,2013 

Subject: Information Relative to Possible Conflict of Interest 

Recommendation*: Note agenda items and contractors/subcontractors which may require 
member abstentions due to possible conflicts of interest. 

Background: In accordance with California Government Code 84308, members of the 
Board may not participate in any action concerning a contract where they 
have received a campaign contribution of more than $250 in the prior 
twelve months from an entity or individual. This agenda contains 
recommendations for action relative to the following contractors: 

Item Contract Contractor/ Agents Subcontractors 
No. No. 
3-A C12010 Riverside Construction Company, Inc. Alcorn Fence Company 

DonaldM Pim 

* 

1 coo I x I eTc I x I CTA I x I SAFE I xi CMA I x 
Check all that apply. 

MDC1310z-az 
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Anderson Drilling 

Avar Construction 
Cal-Stripe, Inc. 

Coral Construction 
Diversified Landscape, Inc. 

Approved 
Mountain/Desert Committee 

Date: ----------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:. __________ _ 



Mountain/Desert Policy Committee Agenda Item 
October 18, 2013 
Page2 

3-A Cl2010 
(Cont.) 

3-B C13001 Security Paving Company, Inc. 
Joseph Ferndino 

Financial Impact: This item has no direct impact on the budget. 

Foundation Pile 

Hardy & Harper 

Integrity Rebar Placers 

L. Johnson Construction 

Lincoln Park 
Surina Construction 

Cal-Stripe, Inc. 

Pacific Restoration Group 
Statewide Traffic Safety and 

Signs 

Flatiron Electric Group, Inc. 

Tahlequah Steel, Inc. 

DYWIDAG Systems 
International 

Crown Fence Company 
Tipco Engineering, Inc. 

Reviewed By: This item is prepared monthly for review by the Board of Directors and 
Policy Committee members. 

MDC1310z-az 
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AGENDA ITEM #2 
MOUNTAIN/DESERT POLICY COMMITTEE ATTENDANCE RECORD- 2013 

Name 

' 
Jan I Feb I March \ April I May June July Aug Sept I Oct I Nov I Dec 

~"'.t'W(:~,~f''''li: 

X I X X X X '~~\~*''"~t X X 1- f41,:. ~·· '~ 
~;;:-~"'if'·• 
f.~~!; ... ~~~~.t'f,r~t 

X X X X X 
~1~'(!~&~'1{,: 
•·il'l· i;tptc,~tll,· 
'~{g~;:~!·~r~~~ei! X* X* 

X X X X X - X X 

X X X X 
~~~~~~~tr!~ 

X X ~~;~:~~~~~H~·.; 
)~:'i~Wi~{.:tr. 
~~~}~1:~~~~~~ 

X X X X 
'ful~~r:~~~t=~~::t1l~' 

X X X X X 111 X X 

X X X X X &~;~~~~u~ X X I City of Twentynine Palms I~}:J~}:}:)'!?/H 
"··~.;;-'.~v'~l'>~< • 
;~iM~~fitt~t 

I D-·~- la.K~v~~L-~- t:·!'i;~rlk *·'~\.'~ 1 
X X X f~i~~~ X 

X X X X* X ~~,tt~~~~ X X I I ..... , 

X X X :i~~,l~ X 

*Non-voting City Representative attended **The Mountain/Desert Committee did not meet 
x* Alternate Attended 

*** New SANBAG Board Member 

+ Measure I Committee representative 

X = Member attended meeting. 
MDCattl2.doc 

Empty box = Member did not attend meeting Crossed out box = Not a Board Member at the time. 
Page 1 of 1 



AGENDA ITEM #2 
MOUNTAIN/DESERT POLICY COMMITTE~ ATTENDANCE RECORD- 2012 

Name I Jan I Feb r March I April May June July Aug Sept I Oct I Nov I Dec 

X I X I X I X X X X X X ~;,p~~J*~T'J<·') I X ··~· !·fl,l;~:ii~~}'"$: -~J~~<:-~·lN"~ ·-;~_.;-
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X X X X* 
~~::~Jl::{!i!.WJ~::.~~, 
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l~im:"~~~:~~a~r;~t.l 

X X X X X X X X X* ~~~~.¢.':·::-f~~-;~ X re.:-.. ~~,4~.¥~~(: ':,. ~ : .. r~-~-~ ... ·-: ... 

X X X X X X X X X ~~~~~~~ X 

X X X X X X X X X I X 
1 Lttv or 1wemvmne rrums I 

~ 

c - ------ -------- --

X X X X X X X X X ~1'f\" .. ':l:ll!'l1l;f''~' X ~!~t.si~fW: )!i.:::.t:~;::;', :l':f~~-

~~V~i~'f.~;.i¢ 
X X X X X X X X ·. -~·}.$.··~t:~.:~--:· X ~-~~-f.t. :~~ .. !TI--T'' 

·wr.~~·~<;~~-;; . ~{~:.:t .. . i;~.f~\~ 

X X X X X ~~~~ttf~: N/A 

X X X 
:«t-~;%~~:;·~::. 

f.W!<*~~lif 

I 
X X X 

, •. ,._ • .~., ~·:~ d-· 

N/A X X X X 
~~;.(·.-.,~ --~ ): ·. - ~1-:~~~~~ .... :; . • ~ . 

r~it~~1~~~~~:~m-
I ~fll'~~il~/f~~l 

X 
-
X 

I ~!""l':;"' ·,.~.'!il""' I 1.;:;::;:~~-t:~:~J:,_~~: 

*Non-voting City Representative attended **The Mountain/Desert Committee did not meet ***New SANBAG Board Member 
+Measure I Committee representative x *Alternate Attended 

X = Member attended meeting. Empty box = Member did not attend meeting Crossed out box = Not a Board Member at the time. 
MDCattl2.doc Page I of 1 



Governments 

SAN BAG San- Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: (909) 884-8276 Fax: (909) 885-4407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov Working Together ~ 

I 

' 
r 'JL .-

NSPQRTATJQN 
MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County TransportaHon Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Date: 

Subject: 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: ·; ~ 
-....;.,....--

October 18,2013 

Construction Contract Change Orders to on-going SANBAG Construction 
Contracts in the Mountain/Desert region with Riverside Construction Company, 
Inc. and Security Paving Company, Inc. 

-..6-~ • Recommenuuuon: Review and ratify change orders. 

Background: Historically review and ratification of Change Orders for SANBAG construction 
projects, including projects in the Mountain/Desert region, has been -overseen by 
the Board Metro Valley Study Session committee. CommenciJ;J.g this month 
Mountain/Desert committee will be responsible for change orders pertaining to 
the construction projects in the Mountain/Desert region. Of SANBAG's two on
going Construction Contracts in the Mountain/Desert region, both have had 
Construction Change Orders (CCO's) approved since the last reporting to the 
Board Metro Valley Study Session. The CCO's are listed below. 

A. CN C12010 with Riverside Construction Company, Inc. for the construction of 
the 1-15 La Mesa/Nisqualli Interchange project: CCO No. 10 Supplement 1 
($73,448.83 increase for additional electrical changes to the contract plans as 
requested by Caltrans and the City of Victorville), CCO No. 29 Supplement 1 
($24,888.00 increase to replace drain inlet grates with bicycle-safe grates), ceo 
No. 32 ($46,756.10 increase for expanded concrete apron on Drainage System 44 
to deter sediment transport during rain events), CCO No. 38 Supplement 1 
($6,400.00 increase for extra shoring during construction of drainage inlet 
adjacent to Stor America driveway), CCO No. 50 ($7,845.00 increase for 
landscaping changes behind Retaining Wall 6-5 as requested by the City of 

Approved 
Mountain/Desert Policy Committee 

Date: ________ _ 

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:-------------

I coo I I ere I x I CTA I x I SAFE 
Check all that apply. 

MDC1310a-tjk 
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Mountain/Desert Policy Committee Agenda Item 
October 18, 2013 
Page2 

Victorville), CCO No. 53 Supplement 1 ($21,743.00 increase for additional costs 
involved with work associated with added metal beam guard rail in the 1-15 
median), CCO No. 62 (no cost/no credit change to grant Contractor 40 non
compensable working days for extra work as directed by the City of Victorville 
and Caltrans), CCO No. 64 ($5,000.00 increase for placement of 2-sack cement 
slurry to prepare for abandon-in-place two Verizon underground vaults), CCO 
No. 66 ($23,220.00 increase for providing a new driveway and associated 
drainage modifications for the First Assembly of God church parking lot as 
requested by the City of Victorville), and CCO No. 67 ($5,000.00 increase for 
work required to abandon-in-place an unknown drainage inlet determined by 
Caltrans to not be in use). 

B. CN C13001 with Security Paving Company, Inc. for the construction of the 1-15 
Ranchero Road Interchange project: CCO No. 1 Supplement 1 ($200,000.00 
increase in funds to provide for maintaining traffic as provided for in the Special 
Provisions), CCO 38 ($5,471.25 increase to compensate Contractor for providing 
approximately 920 LF of copper ground wire as required by Southern California 
Edison and requested by the City) and CCO 42 ($43,000.00 increase for costs 
incurred for placement and maintenance of detour along Mariposa Road to 
comply with staging requirements). 

Financiallmpact: This item imposes no financial impact, as all CCOs are within previously 
approved contingency amounts. Task No's. 0888 and 0890. 

Reviewed By: This item is not scheduled for review by any other policy committee or technical 
advisory committee. 

Responsible Staff: Garry Cohoe, Director of Project Delivery 

MVSS1310a-tjk 
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Governments 

SAN BAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: (909) 884-8276 Fax: (909) 885-4407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov 

Working Together ~ 
' 

,. 

NSPORTATION 
MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDAITEM:~4~---

Date: October 18, 2013 

Subject: Consultant Selection for Morongo Basin Area Transportation Study 

Recommendation: • Receive and file information on the consultant selection for the Morongo Basin 
Area Transportation Study. 

Background: On August 16, 2013, the Mountain Desert Committee approved the release of the 
Request for Proposals (RFP) for the Morongo Basin Area Transportation Study 
which the Board of Directors subsequently approved on September 4, 2013. 

* 

Based on discussions at the June 21, 2013 Morongo Basin Representative Subarea 
Meeting following the Mountain Desert Committee Meeting, SANBAG staff 
developed a scope of work to address some of the issues raised with regards to 
defining transportation infrastructure needs. The Morongo Basin faces 
transportation challenges with existing and future traffic growth. Access to and 
within the basin is important to ensure economic vitality of the entire basin. 
A basin-wide transportation study will assist in planning and funding for future 
transportation needs. The approved scope of work is attached. 

The scope focuses on evaluation of the existing and future transportation system, 
identification of projects to address existing and forecast congestion and 
development of an implementation plan. The results from the study will be used 
as a basis for future funding allocation recommendations. The study will be 

Approved 
Mountain/Desert Committee 

Date: ________ _ 

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:--------------

I COG I CTC I CTA I X I SAFE I I CMA I 
Check all that apply. 
MDC1310a-tb 
http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmt/committee/desert/mdc20 13/mdc131 0/ Agendaltems!MDC 131 Oal-tb.docx 
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Mountain/Desert Committee Agenda Item 
October 18, 2013 
Page2 

overseen by a project Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), consisting of 
representatives from the County, City of Twentynine Palms and Town of Yucca 
Valley. Meetings of the TAC will be held on an as-needed basis. It is anticipated 
that the study would be completed within 6-8 months. 

SANBAG issued an RFP on September 4, 2013 for consultant support in the 
development of the Morongo Basin Area Transportation Study. The RFP was 
posted on the SANBAG website, advertisements were placed in several local 
newspapers and RFP notifications were mailed to vendors registered on 
SANBAG's procurement website, Planet Bids. On September 25, 2013, the 
following three firms submitted proposals in response to this RFP (in alphabetical 
order): Fehr & Peers, Iteris, Inc. and LSA Associates, Inc. 

An Evaluation Team reviewed the proposals, which consisted of representatives 
from the County of San Bernardino and SANBAG. The proposals were evaluated 
based on criteria contained in the RFP, which included the following elements: 

• Qualifications, Related Experience and References 
• Proposed Staffing and Project Organization 
• WorkPlan 
• Price 

Based on the evaluation of proposals, the Evaluation Team invited Fehr & Peers 
and Iteris, Inc. to participate in oral interviews. Interviews were evaluated based 
on consultant team responses to the Evaluation Team questions. Weighting 
scores from the proposal and interview equally, the ranking of the consultant 
teams is as follows: 

Ranking Proposer 
1 Fehr & Peers 
2 lteris, Inc 

Per SANBAG Contracting and Procurement Policy 11000, revised May 1, 2013, 
the Executive Director will execute a contract with Fehr & Peers as selected by 
the Evaluation Team. 

Financial Impact: This item is consistent with the adopted Fiscal Year 2013/2014 budget. 

Reviewed By: This item is not scheduled for review by any other policy committee or technical 
advisory committee. 

Responsible Staff: Tim Byrne, Chief of Planning 

MDC1310a-tb 
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Morongo Basin Area Transportation Study (MBATS) 
Scope of Work 
July 31, 2013 

The Morongo Basin faces transportation challenges with existing and future traffic growth. 
Access to and within the basin is important to ensure economic vitality of the entire basin. A 
basin-wide transportation study will assist in planning and identification of funding for future 
transportation needs. The study will be overseen by a technical advisory committee (TAC) 
consisting of representatives of the County, City of Twentynine Palms and Town of Yucca 
Valley. Meetings of the TAC will be held on an as-needed basis. One presentation to the 
SANBAG Mountain/Desert Committee is anticipated to present the results of the study. 

1. Existing Conditions Assessment 

The existing Morongo Basin transportation setting will be defmed in terms of infrastructure and 
performance. The assessment will defme the relationship of the basin to the rest of San 
Bernardino County and to Riverside County. Activities will include: 

• Define roadway/highway system, including functional classifications of major collector 
and above. 

• Defme countywide roadway/highway system performance, documenting traffic volume, 
level of service and accident data. Movements of military traffic will need to be analyzed. 
A limited number of traffic counts may need to be collected. 

2. Develop Reimed Transportation Model & Forecasts 

A modeling tool will be developed to ensure that reasonable future traffic volumes can be 
forecast throughout the basin. SBT AM was applied to develop a refined citywide model for the 
updated Yucca Valley General Plan Circulation Element. Economies of scale could be achieved 
by expanding this model to the entire basin. Activities will include: 

• Review existing and future SBTAM and Yucca Valley citywide model zone structure and 
networks to recommend adjustments for the Morongo Basin model. 

• Review demographic forecasts for the basin and present to study team. Growth forecasts 
will be developed by transportation analysis zone and reviewed by staff from each 
jurisdiction. SANBAG will provide an initial dataset of 2012 and 2040 households 
(single and multi-family dwellings) and 2012 and 2040 employment (retail and non
retail) by SBTAM TAZ. The consultant will need to work with the jurisdictions to refine 
these growth forecasts based on the MBATS zone system. 

• Develop Morongo Basin model and perform base year model validation. 
• Document model development. 
• Prepare future baseline model forecasts. 
• Analyze level of service for the baseline roadway network and identify 

locations/segments where traffic problems are likely to occur. 

MDC1310al-tb 
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3. Identification and Costing of Transportation Projects 

Improvement projects will be identified to address the existing and future problem locations 
identified in Tasks 1 and 2. Projects will be identified in consultation with the cities and County. 
Planning-level cost estimates will be developed for each project, with logical segments suitable 
for incorporation into an implementation plan. 
4. Analysis of Transportation Projects 

Based on the future model run developed in Task 2 and the projects identified in Task 3, evaluate 
the future transportation network with regard to its ability to satisfy future travel demands. 
Future network performance will be summarized, identifying any remaining bottlenecks and 
infrastructure needs. The TAC will assist in refining and finalizing future project needs for the 
basin. 

5. Recommendations and Implementation Plan 

Information from the previous tasks will be utilized to generate recommended future 
infrastructure improvements in the basin. An implementation plan will be developed for the 
future improvement projects considering implementation timeframe, prioritization and funding 
mechanisms. 

Budget/Schedule 

The study is expected to take 6-8 months. 
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Governments 

SAN BAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: (909) 884-8276 Fax: (909) 885-4407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov Working Together ~ 

I 

I 

NSPORTATION 
MEABU'RE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: --==5 __ _ 

Date: October 18,2013 

Subject: High Desert Corridor 

Recommendation: • Receive an update on the status of project development for the High Desert 
Corridor 

Background: Updates on the High Desert Corridor were last provided to the Mountain/Desert 
Committee on March 15 and June 21, 2013. The purpose of the March update 
was to replace the earmark funds originally programmed on the High Desert 
Corridor, but were programmed and reallocated to Victorville's Green Tree 
Boulevard Extension Project, which is part of the Yucca Lorna Corridor. 
The SANBAG Board subsequently re-allocated $3,947,535 in Measure I Major 
Local Highways Program (MLHP) originally designated for Green Tree 
Boulevard to the High Desert Corridor project development effort. The June 
report provided a general update on the High Desert Corridor project development 
effort. 

Check all that apply. 
MDC1310b-tb 

This agenda item highlights recent HDC activities and progress for the period 
between May 2013 and September 2013. Project development is being managed 
by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro), with 
work being performed under a contract with Caltrans. An update on the High 
Desert Corridor is being provided in October to the Metro board by their staff. 

The environmental clearance of the 63-mile High Desert Corridor between State 
Route (SR) 14 in Los Angeles County and SR-18/Bear Valley Road in 

Approved 
Mountain/Desert Committee 

Date: ___ _ 

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:--------------

'http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgrnt/committee/desert/mdc20 13/mdc 1310/ Agendaltems/MDC 131 Ob 1-tb.pdf 
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San Bernardino County is included in Metro's Long Range Transportation Plan 
(LRTP) and Southern California Association of Governments' (SCAG) Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP). A conceptual diagram of the Corridor is provided in 
Attachment 1. The Project is also part of Metro's Measure R Accelerated 
Highway Program, from which funding is provided to the Project. The scope 
of the Project Approval and Environmental Document (PA & ED) work contained 
in the funding agreement between Metro and Caltrans includes a project 
report, alternative analyses, technical assessments, modeling, conceptual and 
preliminary engineering, and a Draft and Final Environmental Impact 
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR). 

Thirteen partner agencies meet on a periodic basis for the development of the 
P A & ED. These partner agencies include Metro, Caltrans Districts 7 and 8, 
High Desert Corridor Joint Powers Authority (JP A), SANBAG, SCAG, Cities of 
Lancaster, Palmdale, Adelanto, Victorville, Town of Apple Valley, and the 
Counties of Los Angeles and San Bernardino. Supervisor Robert Lovingood and 
Victorville Mayor Pro Tern Ryan McEachron sit on the JP A Board for 
San Bernardino County. 

Currently, the project has $30 million in Measure R funds from Metro and 
$15.5 million in grand-fathered Regional Improvement Program (RIP) funds from 
Cal trans District 7. The City of Victorville and the High Desert Corridor JP A 
were granted $16.4 million in Federal Demonstration funds for the environmental 
clearance work. This includes the $3.9 million in funds that has been provided 
from the San Bernardino County side from the Measure I Major Local Highway 
Program (MLHP) to offset the reallocation of a Federal earmark for the High 
Desert Corridor to Victorville's Green Tree Boulevard Extension Project. 

The following items identify the recent activities and progress on the P A & ED 
for Project: 

• In September 2013, Metro and SANBAG completed a Project Funding 
Agreement, enabling the transfer of $4.4 million from SANBAG to Metro 
for the environmental phase of the High Desert Corridor. 

• In July 2013, Metro and Caltrans hosted a media briefing, two elected 
official briefings and four public outreach meetings for the HDC project. 
These outreach efforts were designed to provide a project update and 
discuss the rail connections at Palmdale Transportation Center and 
potential Xpress West station in Victorville. The incorporation of rail, 
bike, and green energy multipurpose components was emphasized. These 
meetings served as the fourth round of public outreach since the project's 
inception in 2011. A total of 390 stakeholders participated and provided 
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verbal and written comments. Stakeholder attendees were generally 
supportive of the High Desert Corridor project and encouraged Metro and 
Caltrans to move forward as scheduled. Conistent with previous rounds of 
public outreach, one meeting in each county was offered via webcast for 
individuals unable to attend in person. 

• Metro and Cal trans plan to conduct High Desert Corridor Variation 
Workshops in late Fall 2013. These workshops will provide an 
opportunity for the local community to closely review the four alignment 
variations currently under consideration and subsequently provide their 
input. 

• There continues to be conceptual and preliminary engineering for a wye 
rail connection in the City of Palmdale, vehicle access from 
Palmdale Boulevard to the project's highway alignment, and the bicycle 
facility extending to the Palmdale Transportation Center. 

• Coordination efforts continue with the California High Speed Rail 
Authority for the wye rail connection in the City of Palmdale and the 
proposed rail Xpress West station in the City of Victorville. 

• Progress has been made on the conceptual and preliminary engineering of 
the project's alignment north of the rail spur that is adjacent to the 
Southern California Logistics Airport while minimizing impacts to 
sensitive cultural sites and access to the Federal Prison in the 
City of Victorville. 

• A request was made by the City of Palmdale to provide for northbound 
connectivity from Palmdale Boulevard to the High Desert Corridor. In 
addition, further analysis is being conducted for ramp locations within the 
City of Palmdale. This analysis will require an additional four months to 
conduct the work. This delay is reflected in the schedule below. 

• Additional analysis on ramp locations will require an additional four 
months to conduct the work on the traffic study. This additional four 
month delay is reflected in the schedule below: 

o Rail Alternative Analysis- Fall2013 
o Technical Studies- Winter 2014 
o Draft PA & ED- Summer 2014 
o Public Hearings- Summer 2014 
o Final PA & ED- Spring 2015 
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NEXT STEPS 

Metro and Caltrans staff will continue working on the environmental clearance 
for the Project. As work progresses on the Project, staff will provide updates to 
the Board periodically. 

Financial Impact: This item has no impact to the SANBAG Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Budget. 

Reviewed By: This item is not scheduled for review by any other policy committee or technical 
advisory committee. 

Responsible Staff: Tim Byrne, Director of Planning 

MDC1310b-tb 
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Gove·rnments 

SAN BAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: (909) 884-8276 Fax: (909) 885-4407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov 

Working Together ~ 
I 

N8PORTATION 
MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: ----l6""--

Date: October 18, 2013 

Subject: San Bernardino County Regional Greenhouse Gas Inventory and Reduction Plan 
and Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 

Recommendation: • Receive a report on the Building Industry Association's request for delay in the 
release of the EIR for the San Bernardino County Regional Greenhouse Gas 
Inventory and Reduction Plan and provide direction to staff. 

Background: In 2006, the California legislature passed Assembly Bill (AB) 32. The law 
establishes a limit on greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions for the state of California 
to reduce state-wide emissions to 1990 levels by 2020. The law directed the 
California Air Resources Board (CARB) to develop a plan (AB 32 Scoping Plan) 
that charts a path towards the GHG reduction goal using all technologically 
feasible and cost effective means. The AB 32 Scoping Plan recommends that 
California cities and counties seek to reduce their GHG emissions consistent with 
statewide reductions. Senate Bill (SB) 375, passed in 2008, requires regional 
transportation planning to promote reductions in passenger and light duty vehicle 
GHG emissions. 

• 

I COG I X I CTC 
Check all that apply. 

MDC1310a-ss 

In response to these initiatives, an informal project partnership, led by SANBAG, 
is cooperating in compiling an inventory of GHG emissions and an evaluation of 
reduction measures that could be adopted by the 21 partnership cities within 
San Bernardino County. The 21 cities participating in this project are Adelanto, 
Big Bear Lake, Chino, Chino Hills, Colton, Fontana, Grand Terrace, Hesperia, 

I CTA I SAFE I CMA I 

Approved 
Mountain/Desert Committee 

Date:-------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:--------------

http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmt/committee/desert/mdc20 13/mdc131 O/Agendaltems/MDC1310al-ss.pdf 
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Highland, Lorna Linda, Montclair, Needles, Ontario, Rancho Cucamonga, 
Redlands, Rialto, San Bernardino, Twentynine Palms, Victorville, Yucaipa, and 
Yucca Valley. 

Each of the 21 participating cities has worked extensively with the consulting 
team to craft a GHG reduction plan that is consistent with its local jurisdiction 
goals and policies. Each of the cities has identified its own GHG reduction target 
and GHG reduction measures designed to reach that target. These are reflected in 
the SANBAG GHG Reduction Plan. A report on the development of the GHG 
Reduction Plan and Effi. was last provided to the SANBAG Metro Valley Study 
Session and Mountain Desert Committee in June 2013. The draft Regional GHG 
Plan was posted to the SANBAG website in July 2013, and the release of the draft 
EIR was anticipated in October 2013. The draft Plan may be viewed on 
SANBAG's website at: 
http:/ /www.sanbag.ca.gov/planning2/plan greenhouse.html. 

A letter dated September 26, 2013 was received from·the Baldy View Chapter of 
the Building Industry Association (BIA) requesting a delay in the release of the 
draft GHG Plan EIR. The BIA provided public comments in support of the letter 
at the October 2, 2013 meeting of the SANBAG Board of Directors. The 
SANBAG Board asked staff to poll the 21 participating cities regarding the 
potential impact of the delay on the development of the cities' Climate Action 
Plans (CAPs) and to report the results back to the next Metro Valley Study 
Session (October lOth) and Mountain/Desert Policy Committee (October 18th). 
The BIA letter is attached to this agenda item. 

As indicated in both their letter and testimony, the BIA is requesting that 
SANBAG delay the release of the EIR to allow time for development of Climate 
Action Plan implementation tools under a grant being provided to SANBAG by 
the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG). The letter and 
testimony also included a request to hold one or more workshops between the 
BIA, SANBAG Board Members and staff to better understand how the reduction 
measures will work. Other stakeholders would also be invited to participate in any 
workshops held. 

SANBAG staff explained at the October 2 Board meeting that the Regional GHG 
project was structured so that the cities would take on their individual CAP 
preparation responsibilities following SANBAG approval of the Regional GHG 
Plan and certification of the EIR. The CAPs would be based on material in the 
Regional GHG Plan but would add city-specific implementation and monitoring 
mechanisms. It is recognized that each city may have a slightly different strategy 
for preparing a CAP and will be on individual timelines. Staff indicated that it 
would be important to approve the Regional Plan and EIR in the near future so 
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that those cities on shorter timelines may move forward according to their own 
individual needs. Staff also indicated that the cities should be the primary ones to 
determine whether a delay in the release in the EIR would be problematic. 

The SANBAG Board decided to defer any decision to delay the release of the EIR 
until feedback is received from the 21 participating cities. The results of the poll 
will be provided in a verbal report at both the Metro Valley Study Session and the 
Mountain/Desert Committee. Staff is seeking direction from both committees 
regarding whether to delay the release of the EIR and for how long. 

Financial Impact: This item is consistent with the adopted FY 2013-2014 budget, Task 0495. 
The Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan and EIR are being funded primarily from 
contributions from the 21 participating cities, Council of Governments dues, and 
Measure I 1990-2010 Transportation Management and Environmental 
Enhancement funds. A delay in release of the draft GHG Reduction Plan EIR and 
the holding of one or more workshops would result in an increase in the cost of 
consulting services, depending on the impact of the resulting discussions on the 
draft Plan and EIR. 

Reviewed By: This item is scheduled for review at the Board of Directors Metro Valley Study 
Session on October 10, 2013. 

Responsible Staff: Steve Smith, Director of Planning 

MDC 131 Oa-ss 
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September 26~ 2013: 

Presiqent Bill Jahn 
SANBAG 
1170 w. 3rd Sb+eet, 2nd-Floor 
San Bem~rdino, CA. 9,2410-l?l$ 

Rpilding ll'ldl1111f)'.A~sotjation 
of Southcm<:al.rfomilf,Jne. 

8711 Monroe Court, Suite B 
~boCucamo~. . 
Q.1if6~i&. 9!730 
pli 9{)9;~?.1884 
f"' 909.94~L9631 
www.~iabuild:.com 

SUBJECT: GREENliOUS_~ GAS JNVE~J;OllYIU!DUG.flQ;rf~Li\N; EROGRAM 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTREPO~Ti, ~ll\1}\TE.ACTION PLAN 
IMPLENTATION TOOLS 

Dear President Jahn a~d. Fellow SANBAG Board M~tnPefcS, 

We- greatly :a,ppreciate the previous meetings· with SANBAG' staff' regarding the Regional 
Greenhouse Gas (GHQ) Irlventory Reduction Plan {GHG Plari)r Howev~r~ we remain concerned 
that the prepar~tion qf th~ GHQ Plan taeks .. the tjeneftt of-adY.afic_e .inp.Ut tram the BlA Baldy· 
View Chapter (BIAJ.. · 

The GHG- Plan and _pending telease of the Program .Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) will 
likely l'eSUlt iii :signi_ficant deveJopment policy changes·. While there is no debating-the state's· 
required GHG reduction targetsJ we l,ifg~ S:A.NBAC t~ ,refrain !Tom exceeding this agg(essiv.e 
state mandate. ~.iii?-ilady, i_t is-imp~rative that SANa.Ao- promote a flexible ancl_ brood __ menu of 
GHG reduction mitigation options that-remain mindful of limiting_ the added burden .ofincreased 
costs solely to new _consti:Uctiort. 

In order to be affective; it is jmport~nt that any C-limate· Action Plan (CAP) be ~omprehensive 
and include~ all sources of 'GHG emissions _:an-d ~quivalent measur~s, in,ch,1ding existing 
construction; In keeping with SANBAG's missi.on of' .strengthening coul)tywide ·ecqnomic 
development _efforts, this process should work diligently to limit new policies with the potentia1 
to adversely impact the sign.lficant job: cre.ation linked. to the San BemardinQ County home 
building industry, 

By desigt1, the participating: 21 cities haYe contrib~ted funds to SANBAG to prepare the 
aforementioned documentS to =assist in. the preparation and-adoption of local Climate Action 
Plans. Likewise, SANBAG has: alsQ r~ceived a .grant. frorn ..S.CAG to assist in the preparation of 
Climate Action Pl~n Implem.entatio.n Tools (CAP To.oJs) tmtt will likely be used hy cities 
throughout San Bernardino Co:unty. 

As such, we tespectfully.subnfit the following reco.mmendati;o.ns-: 

L To c;lelay t;be publi9 wnunent- p-eriod of the P.Em, ·until the CAP Tools ate matle" 
available to us for .advance reviewtcomm'ent and to hold a workshop( s} with the BIA. 

MDC1310al-ss 
An Affiliate .of th...-. Nacional A:s~ociatlo-n of Home B:ulldcr~ 1H1.d ihe Ciilifomia Bui)din~ lntlu.srry A~soei;~tion 
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2. To allow 1;3JA a'30-~ay ~:dy~nced- .. ~¥jew()f·¢.e P.EIR a,nd.tQ 'hold-a work~-bop(s} with 
the BIA_pribr to.its~re1ea~e. 

:t To ro'J1;go ~f!~p~epemeaf.apptooch aud·:submit the tlilcrPJan, ~Ellt and completed .CAP 
'ro9ls .as ·a wrnpt~fumsive ·pack.~ge fpr 'th~appropriate pubfic: _c(jntment petj:Qd._ 

The BIA :recp~izes that mtu1y loc~l governmental agencies wish t-o -piay- a 'role· in"meeurtg; state 
greenhouse ga.s reduction tatg~ts _and--addressing elimate·change cp.ncems! A local CAP' wh~n 1t 
·is thoughtfully considered; -Gim :he :an. appropriate means by which a LQO~il govei'i'Ul'lent adopts 
policies and .goal~' ahiJ.®: at addt¢ssirrg .clirli'a.te change co11cern.s. S9.uthern .C~ifornia .. home 
builders-believe. ip doing the_ir p!,l]:t to a:~ldress -cliro~te · chang~ concerp,s through .our developm~pt 
and redevelopment effort;s. - -

To that point~ Southern, CRlifomia home builit'ers and developers-have Io11g Iec.f the nation fn s*h 
areas. as new home AAetgy· effici¢tlCY · atid resource conserva:tion·. When local g9Vetntne_p,1s
develop CAPs; any il,~W !iial1Mtes ~nd IiinitatioQ.S. p1aced. ott the development of peW ~ornes 
.should' pot b~ -_so bt!rde~so~e ~ w prevent ·or supp_re~s- home building activities,. Tri,stead, Cb-Ps 
should be destgned to assfue that state policies c.miceming climate chang~ are addressed with a 
jurisdiction-wide .app:J;oachthat does riot unreaSonably burden any economic -sector or sti.fle,new 
economic activity Which Fs ne~ed to fuel badly needed job· creation. 

- ' 

The ecortomic and job implication,$· of the GHG Plan; PEIRand CAP Tpol$ all point tQ the need 
for advance input from the BIA. We urge your consideration .of the three aforementioned 
-recmnmendations. Thank you for. your cohsideration. 

S in·cerely, 

t.J-ff# 
Carlos Rodriguez, CEO 
BIA Baldy View Chapter 

CC: L. Dennis Mich~el, .SANBAGVice-Presldent . 
Supervisor Janice· R:ttt1:1erforq, SANaAG Immediate Past-President
DL Ray Wolfe, SANBAG Executive -Oitector 
Greg Devereaux, CEO, County of San Bernardino 
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Gover.nments 

SAN BAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: (909) 884-8276 Fax: (909) 885-4407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov 

Working Together ~ 
I 

.. , 

NBPORTATION 
MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County TransportaHon Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Date: 

Subject: 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: --L---

October 18, 2013 

Eastern California Transportation Planning Partnership Revisions to 
Memorandum of Understanding 

Recommendation: • That the Committee recommend the Board, acting in its capacity as the San 
Bernardino County Transportation Commission: 

Background: 

• 

Approve Contract C 14066, an Amendment to the Eastern California 
Transportation Planning Partnership Memorandum of-understanding, to include 
support for future State Interregional Improvement Program funding for the State 
Route 58 Corridor from Interstate 5 to Interstate 40. 

In May 2013 the Board of Directors approved changes to the original Eastern 
California Transportation Planning Partnership (ECTPP) Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU). Since that time, changes in staff at several of the 
participating agencies have resulted in additional necessary minor changes. 
Attached to this agenda item is the final version incorporating all modifications to 
language or signatories. 

Attached to the MOU are copies of the original funding agreements and a 
summary of the funding plans of the various joint projects of the member 
agencies of the ECTPP. The ECTPP was created in 2002 with the goals to 
coordinate development of long range transportation plans, transportation 
improvement programs, and other transportation planning systems studies 

Approved 
Mountain/Desert Policy Committee 

Date:---------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:--------------

I COG I I CTC I X I CTA I SAFE I CMA I 
Check all that apply. 
MDC131 Oa-ep 
http://po rta l.sa n bag.ca .gov /mgmt/APO R-Mgm nt/Sha red%20Docu ments/Cl4066.docx 

27 



Mountain/Desert Committee Item 
October 18, 2013 
Page2 

MDC1310a-ep 

required to address interregional issues. Furthermore, the ECTPP made a 
commitment to the long-range improvement of US-395 from San Bernardino 
County to the Mono County/Nevada State Line. 

In 2002, a four-agency MOU was executed by Kern County Council of 
Governments (Kern COG), Inyo County Local Transportation Commission 
(Inyo County LTC), Mono County Local Transportation Commission 
(Mono County LTC), and San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG). 
The purpose of the MOU was to support increased capacity on the U.S. 395 
Corridor by prioritizing the development of projects identified in the "U.S. 395 
Corridor Study". 

The Agencies also agreed to pool county shares of Regional Improvement 
Program (RIP) funds for the purpose of jointly sponsoring projects on the 
U.S. 395 Corridor. Kern COG, Inyo County LTC, and Mono County LTC each 
contributed $2 million of their RIP funds to the realignment of U.S. 395. The 
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) allocated $4 million of 
Interregional Improvement Program liP funds and SANBAG allocated $4 million 
in RIP funds. 

Cal trans, while not a party to the MOU, acknowledges the intent of the parties to 
pool funding for both U.S. 395 and SR 58 projects. Since 1998, the MOU 
partners have invested in capacity adding projects on the U.S. 395 and the SR 14 
corridors. The total investment to date, including the contributions from liP, is 
$248 million. 

In early 2011, a Program Change Request (PCR) was prepared by Caltrans to 
officially split the Realignment Project into two segments. The southerly segment 
would start at the junction of 1-15 and U.S. 395 (PM 4.0) and end at Purple Sage 
Road (PM 21.61) above Adelanto. The northerly segment would start at 
Purple Sage Road (PM 21.61) and end at 0.5 miles south of Farmington Road at 
Kramer Junction, just north of SR 58. The split allowed work to continue on the 
northerly segment so that the funds designated by Kern, Inyo and Mono counties 
could still be used towards delivery of a project design prior to formal reallocation 
of the funds. 

In November 2011, the SANBAG Board of Directors supported suspending work 
on the southerly portion of the U.S. 395 Realignment Project and reallocated $4 
million of RIP funds to the northerly segment of the project. 

In 2012 Kern COG, lnyo County LTC and Mono County LTC each approved 
reallocating their committed funding of $2 million to the northerly segment of the 
U.S. 395 Realignment Project. 
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The Funding Agreement modification was requested by Kern COG to support 
improving the State Route 58 Corridor to a freeway facility. Kern COG had 
requested that Caltrans consider this segment ofSR 58 for future liP funding. 

There are no related financial implications required of the MOU participating 
agencies at this time. 

Financial Impact: This item has no impact to the current SANBAG fiscal year 2013/2014 budget. 

Reviewed By: This item is not scheduled for review by any other policy committee or technical 
advisory committee. SANBAG General Counsel has approved this item and the 
Memorandum ofUnderstanding. 

Responsible Staff: Ellen Pollema, Transportation Planning Analyst 

MDC 131 Oa-ep 
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CONTRACT SUMMARY SHEET 
Contract No. c 14066 Amendment No. 

By and Between 

lnyo County LTC, Kern Council of Governments, and 
Mono County LTC 

San Bernardino Associated 
Goverments acting as San Bernardino 
County Transportation Commission 

Contract Description Memorandum of Understanding between Eastern California Transportation 
Planning Agencies 

Board of Director's Meeting Date: 11/6/13 
Overview of BOD Action: Approved as presented 

Is this a Sole-Source procurement? 0 Yes 0 No N/A 

Original Contract Amount $ 0 Original Contingency Amount 

Revised Contract Amount $ 0 Revised Contingency Amount 
Inclusive of prior amendments Inclusive of _prior amendments 

Current Amendment Amount $ 0 Contingency Amendment 

TOTAL CONTRACT VALUE $ 0 TOTAL CONTINGENCY VALUE 

$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 0 

TOTAL BUDGET AUTHORITY (contract value+ contingency) $ 0 

Contract Start Date I Current Contract Expiration Date I Revised Contract Expiration Date 
11/6/13 N/A ' 
Has the contract term been amended? t8l No DYes- please explain . 

. :i}~:~~~}~~~!~:ff~~1~:Sf~~~;~~-t4~~~~.:~~~~~$~~;~~-;?~t! _fiNA~CIA~· 'NfORMATION~(&.~~-f~~~~~~;~.'~:h~i~.:~(/~~~i::r::.:~.;r~:~ ~·~j~ !~:·:~~-~~·~~~f-. 
~Budget authority for this contract currently exists in Task No. qLf I . 
0 A Budget Amendment is required. 
How are we funding current FY? N/A 

D Federal Funds I D State Funds JD Local Funds I OTDA Funds ID Measure I Funds 

Provide Brief Overview of the Overall Funding for the duration of the Contract: 
Hou (JYI'Y 

D Payable D Receivable 

~~0-1'4.~~i~~i'i. -~?~f.~':J~::~"*-·:jJ?i~~!~·: : CONta·AcT MANAGEMENT INFO~MATJON:~~t-:13~?/ '): ;.:'~>:~:<i~t~:)\ _ ··:~.:-; 
Check all applicable boxes: 

0 Retention? If yes, indicate % __ 

0 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Goal __ % 

Contract Administrator (Print Name} 

Chief Financial Officer (Print Name} 
C14066 
Contract Summary Sheet 11/6/12 

Signature 

Signature 

30 

Date 
lt?/1/fJ 

Date 

Date 

Date 
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AMENDED AND RESTATED MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN INYO COUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS, MONO COUNTY 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, AND SAN BERNARDINO ASSOCIATED GOVERNMENTS 

This Amended and Restated Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) is entered into, by, and between the 
lnyo County Local Transportation Commission and Mono County Local Transportation Commission (LTCs), 
the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG), and the San Bernardino Associated Governments acting in 
its capacity as the San Bernardino County Transportation Commission (SANBAG), collectively referred to 
herein as AGENCIES, nominally dated , 2013. 

RECITALS 

The L TCs and the Kern COG were established pursuant to California Government Code Section 29532 
' and SANBAG was established as the San Bernardino County Transportation Commission pursuant to 

California Government Code Section 130054. 

The AGENCIES wish to cooperate and seek common goals in the development of U.S. 395, from Interstate 
15 to the Mono County/Nevada State line and including Highway 120 in Mono County (referred to herein as 
395 CORRIDOR). 

The L TCs and the Kern COG entered into a Memorandum of Understanding in January 1999 that provides 
for the joint funding of certain projects on the 395 CORRIDOR, along with the following other 
considerations: 

• Forming a coalition consisting of lnyo, Mono, and Kern County Regional Transportation Planning 
Agencies (RTPAs) 

• Meeting regularly 

• Developing additional MOUs to define the planning process and the 395 CORRIDOR development plan 

• Jointly funding projects (referred to herein as PROJECTS) on the 395 CORRIDOR, to include Highway 
120 

• At a future date invite SANBAG to participate in the coalition and increase the scope to include the 
.development of U.S. 395 from Interstate 15 to the Kern/San Bernardino County line. 

This MOU records the result of meetings between the AGENCIES and Caltrans District offices No.6, 8, and 
9 concerning the development of the 395 CORRIDOR. The AGENCIES and Caltrans have agreed to 
support increased capacity on the 395 CORRIDOR, and have prioritized the development of projects in the 
"U.S. 395 Corridor Study" which was completed on behalf of the four county RTPAs. 

The AGENCIES also wish to cooperate, seek common goals, and facilitate the development of State Route 
58 from Interstate 5 to Interstate 40. State Route 58 functions as a critical east-west corridor connecting the 
Western United States to the Pacific Coast by way of Interstate 40 and is a major route for goods movement 
in addition to passenger travel. 

Kern COG is seeking endorsement from participating AGENCIES of the importance to improve the State 
Route 58 Corridor through Kern County to a freeway facility. AGENCIES request that Caltrans consider this 
segment of State Route 58 in the Interregional Improvement Program (liP). However, there are no related 
financial implications for this endorsement for any of the participating AGENCIES at this time. 

ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITIES 

Under this MOU, the AGENCIES agree to pool Regional Improvement Program (RIP) funds (county shares) 
for the purpose of joint sponsoring PROJECTS on the 395 CORRIDOR. The RTPAs hereby request the 
California Transportation Commission (CTC) commit Interregional Improvement Program (liP) funding 
toward the joint sponsored PROJECTS. 

____ ,2013 Page 1 of 14 4-County STIP & Planning MOU 
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AMENDED AND RESTATED MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN INYO COUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS, MONO COUNTY 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, AND SAN BERNARDINO ASSOCIATED GOVERNMENTS 

The AGENCIES agree to meet and confer upon request of any party to this MOU or by any of the three 
Caltrans Districts to discuss proposed changes to project scope, limits, cost and/or schedule. Any proposed 
change to PROJECT scope, limits, cost and/or schedule must be approved by the California Transportation 
Commission before becoming effective. The AGENCIES agree to not change the scope, limits, cost, and/or 
schedule of the PROJECTS without the mutual consent of all parties to the MOU. Said consent by the 
AGENCIES will not be unreasonably withheld if it can be demonstrated that the proposed changes will not 
impact funding and/or delivery of other programmed priority projects. If there are cost increases, then each 
of the AGENCIES' contribution will be increased proportionately, subject to the mutual consent of all parties 
to the MOU. 

This MOU becomes effective when fully executed by all parties. The terms and conditions of this MOU 
remain in effect until the proposed PROJECT identified below is completed (when Final Estimate has been 
processed by the State consistent with the terms of future cooperative agreements.) or abandoned by a 
unanimous vote of the parties hereto. This MOU can be modified or amended by mutual written consent of 
all parties. This MOU does not replace or modify any other preexisting MOU between any or all parties. 
Likewise, future MOUs may be entered into between any or all of the parties not withstanding this MOU. In 
the event funding for any of the PROJECTS is not authorized by the CTC, the provisions for funding that 
PROJECT contained in this MOU shall become null and void. 

PROPOSED PROJECTS AND FUNDING 

For the 2002 STIP the component of PROJECT for joint funding under this agreement is: 

• Development of the U.S. 395 Corridor from approximately 1.8 mi South of Desert Flower Road 
to ·o.s miles South of Farmington Road (PM 19.3 to 48.0) Achieve Project Approval and 
Environmental Document. 

Each party recognizes that, while no reciprocal projects are identified in the remaining Counties in this 
MOU, that there may be jointly funded future projects in each County identified in future MOUs. 

This MOU does not necessarily constitute agreement to program the remaining phases of this PROJECT in 
the future STIPs, but doesn't preclude further funding of the remaining components. The MOU partners 
agree to continue to consider mechanisms for funding future phases of this PROJECT. The Project 
Approval and Environmental component cost is estimated at $14,000,000. This MOU splits the funds to be 
programmed as follows: 

$2,000,000 by Mono County LTC 
$2,000,000 by lnyo County LTC 
$2,000,000 by Kern COG 
$4,000,000 by SANBAG 

The California Transportation Commission has committed $4,000,000 in liP funds and the AGENCIES hope 
for continued support from the State as the project progresses. 

--------------------------------------SIGNATURES 0 N F 0 LL OWl N G PAGE---------------------------------------------
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AMENDED AND RESTATED MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN INYO COUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS, MONO COUNTY 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, AND SAN BERNARDINO ASSOCIATED GOVERNMENTS 

lnyo, Mono, and Kern County RTPAs and SANBAG have, by separate Resolution or Minute Order 
authorized their duly appointed officers to execute this agreement. 

Kern Council of Governments 

Harold W. Hanson, Chairperson Phillip W. Hall, Deputy County Counsel 

Ahren Hakimi, Executive Director 

lnyo County Local Transportation Commission 

Robert Kimball, Chairperson Dana Crom, Deputy County Counsel 

Clint Quilter, Executive Director 

Mono County Local Transportation Commission 

Larry Johnston, Chairperson Marshall Rudolph, County Counsel 

Scott Burns, Executive Director 

San Bernardino Associated Governments 

Janice Rutherford, President Eileen Monaghan Teichert, General Counsel 

Raymond W. Wolfe, Executive Director 

CAL TRANS ACKNOWLEDGMENT: 
Although not a party to this MOU, Caltrans acknowledges the intent of the parties to pool their RIP county 
shares with liP funds for the purpose of jointly funding the State Highway Projects as specified in this 395 
MOU and to support freeway improvements on State Route 58 in Kern County. 

Thomas P. Hallenbeck, District Director 
Caltrans, District 9 

Basem Muallem, District Director 
Caltrans, District 8 

____ ,2013 
C14066 

Sharri Bender-Ehlert, District Director 
Caltrans, District 6 
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AMENDED AND RESTATED MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN INYO COUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS, MONO COUNTY 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, AND SAN BERNARDINO ASSOCIATED GOVERNMENTS 
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AMENDED AND RESTATED MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN INYO COUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS, MONO COUNTY 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, AND SAN BERNARDINO ASSOCIATED GOVERNMENTS 

· Attachmerit A · 
1 ~w MOUJ 4 pa-ges 
2bQ1 MOU,3·pages 

_!WEMORAJIID.UM oit ON.IiERsT ANDING 

BETwEEIY 

INY(lC:Ot!NtY LOCAL TltAN.SPoRTA'nON.:CO:~SSION, 

l\ilONo·¢Ql)NTY J.QCAL tRAN~~O&T~TlQN _CQ~~)QN.NW' 

KE~CQUl\l'(:J:LQF'GO~- . 

This M~~~·of:tinCI~ingJsentenici··'in~; ~Y>I!Dd betwoer,.die ll)yQ Co)lnb' ~ 
Transp()rtation CommiSsioli,thO~onb'County LoCal Tl'8n5p0rtatioo Cbmmlssion, and.the K~m·CollDCil 
of(i.o:vetnm~ts (Kem· CPQ). 

'BEcrtALS 

'Ilt~tltJee ~t¢g!onaJ.T~~on:P1~ms·Ag~!:i.es·(R1YAs>:~~~Os~pursuanuo 
Califpmia Oov.emm¢riti,CQcle ~i~o~t29S.~~ ~4 tt.vo ~ dcsi~d:as;1he,:R.TPA-s·:serviDg ~ir: 
respoetivo'~imti~ .by the Secretar)'; C.li(onjia BllSi~ T~tiQn ancf:HoU$insA~oy~ 

the Rl!PAs{~v~ b=l·adY_~ .. !hat-thec.Jif:~ia T~SJ)O!:tafion Co~m.i~ioR" (CfC) is · 
encouraging Rogi,onal TriuisjJOitation_ptanriing Agencies t()~~perate in 'tho deve'lopment ~r prioriti~ 
related to th¢ ·progrwnrning ofS~ T~~n lmprovem~t Program:(Si'IP) fUnds fo:r bighw.ay 
projects. AdditioDal ftindi~g is anticipated for pi'Ogljunmin$ in the 1998-STIP Amendment. 

The Inyo. Monot.ocal Transportation ·commissions·ancl Kern COG wish to cooperate-and seck 
®mmon gCNi!s ln .. ihe:d~clopmCI)t ofSta(C Rou~. 14. f~m tlJd..ot.An:gel~~l'il Count}' Une to its 
terminus. at the junction. of u:s. J!JS, aQCf U.S. J9S, fr.omlriterstate 1'5 -t!> :the.•Mono_:CountylNevilda State 
line-and.inclpding.l:ligh:Way T20 in Mono=County·(r!'fe~ ·to -her~ as coR:Ri,OOR). ' . 
The RTPAs wish to-further consider: 

Forming a coalition oonsistingoflnyo~ Memo and.Kc:m County RTPAs 

Meeting regularly 

Dc:veloping.additlomil MOUs to define the .p.lanning ·J)rocess .arid thc::CORRlDO~ development 
plan 

JointlY funding p.rOj~ts (refe.rre<i to herein 115--~RO)'ECJ'S)'on the-. CORRii>O~ -to includ.e 
Highway 12'0 

• At a. futilt'e·da~ invite. Sa,n ~Cinatdino RTP A 10 participati:dn :the coalition and increase; the 
5CQ~.t() i~c.lude tbc·develop!llen~ofU.$. 39$ from lntC(sta~ 1 S to ·th~e'i<.erntSan: Bernardino 
County line. 

ROLES ANJ) ·U$P0NsJBILJTJES 

Under this Mali. ~nyQ,.Mcmo and Kern CountY RTP-As,agree to·p.OOt Rc$.i9nal Tr:anspo~tion 
Improvement Program {RTIP) funds. (qounty shar~s.) for fhe=.ptirpo5c ofjoihhponsoririg.PROJECTS on 

____ ,2013 Page 5 of 14 4-County STIP & Planning MOU 
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AMENDED AND RESTATED MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN INYO COUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS, MONO COUNTY 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, AND SAN BERNARDINO ASSOCIATED GOVERNMENTS 

t~c CORR.f~~; 'tbc RTrA$-he~·reql1¢$ttbc .'CTC_ c:om_111jf fntt~ff.el(iqnai Tiiiiis~riatlo~;-~prprovcm~ilt' 
PlvJ!all'i (mP)· tUndinj tOward the Joint spon§o.re-cU~QIECl'S. 

Th~i".RTPAsagtee fu_ m~t and cogfet:llp<m request ()f ahy par:iyto_-tJi(s:T~Qlt :pf~tC..Jtrans -to 
disc~ p~:c~.np$.,to -P.~jq<:t~•- limits,. cosi :an~dr~Ji~~ui¢: :t\iiy'proposedcllal)g~ t()'J)i1)je'Ct 
~~pe. l!ri\it$ •. ~- ~Ql'·scli~~l~.m-~ ~:~pp(!>V.~. ~-th):(:iiJifQmia TraQ$J)9~~~~¢oiitml~ion. · ' 
~1(,~ be<:4).q1J!Is·qf~JiY~ :Th~RTPAs .gree,.to.ncit'ctbapg~~- ~j~t~~-l~mit_s, eo$J ~or 
$CI}edule. ()f)lto·jii'Qje'Ct5')¥ithout:'the_~J.!~ eo~t-of aU p~-tO.t~crMQlJ, $.lli.it¢.QP$e:ilt by tho 
R.TP~- wijl_ ~-~~~~ht o/fthh~ld if-it-can &c.demD.n~te.ct~iit tbC''Prti~·c:hang~ ;wiU nO.t 
imp!Ct.tundilig,indlor delivery of·otfiei ~~~ pr:i9rfi)':projects. 

This MOU bCcOiiles effective ·wJ!!=!l" 1\Jiiy c;gecu~\t~tttpartlcs. Jbe:teilDS ~a: c:olld'itions~of: . 
this ~ou~-;Ul •ff"cc:{-~nui ~ .JirOpOsed PRO~'idendfi'cc;l. ~ie>w-are·edinpletec{Y{li_~- Fillai· 
.&tim ate '~,beeb proeessed bJ the:~tate) or ab8r!doned ·by a lli'laiiimous v9(e Qtthe patti~ hereto. Thi$ 
MOV m•Y be :termiQ&t~ by ~;y ofthe MOU -~: ifaJ_l ~r:it)e -~Rb,lE¢tS-:.fiavo.iiot'becn eompl~~ 
ot-'pro)nlln!Md in the 2008 "STIP -~pled-~ tf,e, eTC. This MOU ;Cal)_ ~m,C):jlffi~ :Qr.>llinen&d by 
.mu~ wri~ ~(9fall)fa~es.:fb1s ~~ doe$-~.'rCP~: os:.~lfY::antolher p~stin,&,f40U ' 
between an}' ·o~ .all_:pames. L1ke~ :f\!~~-MOUs:may be".l!nterect· in(q~~ 'iJI)((it"iill. i;)fth~ parties 

.n~wiUJ~iP& iJiiS':MOl); lnih~ 9Y~ilt filiiding: isnoi;JUihor~ by diO CTC, this'MOU slta11 'tJ.c~me· 
null and void.-

PROPQSEl> rst>JEct'S AND-~JNG 

For the l?!)) S1lP Amerid!Jicnt the proposed COplP91ltnf$ or~.R,6JECIS·f()r jojnt;ibnding)Uider. 
tliis agreement are: 

.. 

Widen U.S. 395 in l~yo:CQ\In!)' to four lane eJq~r.es5way fo~ _J1,M. lO;;f.tQ-4\:;6-
.0I~tnctua/Cartag~project. Athicve .Proj~t,-J\pJ)rpvaJ~a_ Envi.ro!U'iielit&I :Doc"~~nt. 

-\Vidcm .S.~ iwute-14 in Kcm,County'to :(o'!lt .la_iie -.exp.~yJor:m P.M .. \ ~.2 to~ 2~.;l- North 
Mojave project,. ·-1\c.bieve Proje~t Ap,provaland :En:vironmen~J Ooc~rricnt. -

Thi$ MOU also incPJ;P(>~t~~ ~--RQ~~(S):t'Q.be ieienfilied on U,s, 395' a.ndior::-Sta~e Route 120 in 
Mbno Count}'. Pri6r tOaily -PROJECTS'id~~iti~ i~~~s MOU be'jng_::adv~ '(O,r r.t~ 
Specif~ti_ons-and Engii,.~rirt.g. ~n() County-shall identil)t 'its .PR.Qmct(S). PROJECT(S) 
identifi~'by M()_rib"C9tinif~billl be amel_ld~~ intotJi!s M<;)U ~:musibc·a~ep lQ by'bo~ ~e 
·other parties~· ¥~·CQiinty•sP.R0JECT(S) must be· i~enti~i:d p~~ the1ld0ption of the 
2oQ2. STIP or thls-MOUshall be .automat~~lyt~l~ted. 

Each piu1Y. of this MOU.a:_grees to progfliJJl-:th~ ~·a_intng ph.ases.of:thes¢-J?roje<;~.~itl tije: furure 
STIP' s, in ~with ~iJ M<>V. The MOU partriers wiU rctw.'I''~.ma~bb:ig-:JlCrcentagc advanq:ci 
py lhe oihcr.MOVpartii~I'S for:-PROJECTS)?indy 'fund~ upder th'is~MOU~ Eunds-"!1-d.~i!n~-:shall .~ 
rep(lid duriflg lJ!e ne~t STIPe;yc)e iftbc'MOU i$ tenninated. 
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AMENDED AND RESTATED MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN INYO COUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS, MONO COUNTY 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, AND SAN BERNARDINO ASSOCIATED GOVERNMENTS 

____ ,2013 Page 7 of 14 4-County STIP & Planning MOU 
C14066 

37 



AMENDED AND RESTATED MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN INYO COUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS, MONO COUNTY 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, AND SAN BERNARDINO ASSOCIATED GOVERNMENTS 

Tild projects-are. to bo funded ~·t~JJ()ws: 

400~!tythe CQilnl)<RTIP,'in whicJJ th•-PROJECJ' I$ j~ated; 

40% bY" dte StiitHTIIt 

(,OY. eat:b by the~~o.remaining <;:o~ty.'s RTIP$ 

lliyo, Mono, aiJd.Kenf County R,TPAs ~ve-~'by-se~le- Resolution-or MinuJe.Order: a.ulhorizCd their 
dliiY.'appoi_Q~ otf'~ w. execute 'dlls eglj~ent. · ' -

·rc,n. Cog•Gil or Gpycrpm_cats 

ln:yo COuDt,Y-Local TnimportatiOn-Con'jinjssjoa 

RObc.rt J{irnball Q_ate 
Chairman 

~- -~2.41~ I·J--.'39 _ 
J . . Date 
xecutiv~ . irec~ 

.MonO COunty Log! Tnnsppl;(atiop. Comrni.ulog 

SeottBiJms 
Executive Direc_tor 

Marsliah.RtadoJph 
Co~mty Gqun$e1 

D!lte 
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AMENDED AND RESTATED MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN INYO COUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS, MONO COUNTY 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, AND SAN BERNARDINO ASSOCIATED GOVERNMENTS 

-A~~gh_ nQt~ PIU'tY to'thls 'MOU,. Caltran~ ·ackiJowl~ges the lritcnf'ofta;.e p-a .. f-...- t·o· ' ri>v.Fth •· .D·n· p 
,.,. tv,..t.-____ , 'thmP fu ·cfs"' •J. .. "' ••v.,... Y""' cJr ..., . . 
. :''''"ll""',..,~ Wt · _n '-~or "'e: ·pu~.ofjoinify · funjllng ,~ StJte Hi~a.:~ay ·J)'rot..;...;,as-- -- -·r.· ed 
•atho:-MOP~ · ~· :~~"'- .spec• • 

____ ,2013 
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AMENDED AND RESTATED MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN INYO COUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS, MONO COUNTY 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, AND SAN BERNARDINO ASSOCIATED GOVERNMENTS 

MEMO~UM OF'l1~IDEB$T~lNG-
1i:&l'WE:£&' . . .. 

~P(,X)~~.U.-~~PR:TA:~N~~Q~~ 
MONO COlJN'lit'l.iOCA.li 'l'R:ANSPORT.&TION COMMISSlON, ANn 

KERN:OOVNCJLP)l!GQ~-

Tb~'Memo.randum· ofUJ)d~.atanding· ta entered 1iito; by, ,and betWeeii ~e .. 1Dy9 c~,r,oei1 
t~p~n Commissio117 the_idP~o Copnty Local Trwportlltion .Commi~oa. and the Kern 
Co~cii ·of'Govemmeots·(Kcin·:COG). 

RECUALs 
These tbree:Rcgio·n.at transpottation.PlannlngAgenci'es (R.T.i?i\s) were eatablilhtd pursuant-to 
Caij£9® aovemm,ent CQd~ secti9n'2!1$3·2; ind 'ha~ ~~:d~~ a.s~'~r.P-M'·~ 
their respectiv-e counties b)'·the-:SC!Cteta.y_, :Caiifbmia Business,.TRtlspOrta#o·n and Housing 
~eney.· 

The-lnyo and Mono Local Transportation Corrunissie>ns an4Xem COG Wish to cooperate and 
se¢~ comniQJJ. goats in th~ d.evc:lo,pin:ent ·or State Roote-14, fi'9J1!: ·.t,11e Loj_AngeJe~ county 
Jiite to ·its temdm.ts at the junction Qflt.S. 395~ and _u;s. 3'9.5. from the.Kcmi'San::Bemardino 
~tyli.ne to .U.eMo,no~JNev"~_~line and inclua.ing-:Hipay l:ZO:ji1 :Mana coum.y 
(~to hecefn as CO.RRIDO.R). 

As evidence of-the coopetation.~etween-thesl}three RTPA!~, -~ ~ iri_to a~tandilin of 
U~derstandiag ln t~nqary, 1999 that provides for the joint :fblldins Of ceriaih p.r:ojeds !ln the 
CORR.ll;)OR;,~ng·with the follOWing other considenrtl(jns: 

·:Fonning:a (:()Jilition corunStirts oflnyo, Memo, and Kern Co~nty RTPA$ 
Meetin~rr«;:gWarl.Y 
Developing additi.or,ud M6V• to ~eti.~ th~ planning-pro~~~~ -an(!the·CO!UUDO.R 
develOJWi.erit plan 
Jointly fUnding·_ptoj~cts (tef'en:ed to herein as PROJECTS} on·the CORl.UDOR. to 
intltide HighW&.y 1~0 

DUring me~ngs between_tl:le RTP.As JW.C!.itional project"_have b~!dd.entifi~ on 1h~ 
CORRIDOR which they consider to be of mutual benefit' a.nd which tbe-tliree.R"l:PAs 1!1lish to 
jointly fund. 

ROLES AND RESPONSiB~ 

Under this MOtr, Inyc>,:Mono, and Kern.Cour¢y RTPA.s agrec.to poolltegioilaiimprovetll.ent 
Progralll.{.R.JP.J, 1Unda (co~y.sJtares) fur ··the purpose ofjQint spo,nspring )'l«))ECTS on the 
cp~.RIDOR. .The RTPAs her¢'Qy. req1,1est the CTC c:O~it-rntem:gional "l,nprovc¢.ent Prtisr_ain 
(TIP)" .funding· toward the joint sponsored PROJECTS. · 

ThcRTPAs agree·to-meetand confer-upon· request of.aey 'partyto.thls MOU odzy Caftr~1o 
disCu!is .pt.Op~~~ chaog~s-to ptojeet se"Qpe,. limi~S. cost andfb!'· S~i.!l!'.·:'~y- p,ro.po~d - ch_~gi,to 
project scope, limits; cost a.ndlor·sehedule must be: approved b9· the Califoniia· .Tilinsport~ 
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AMENDED AND RESTATED MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN INYO COUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS, MONO COUNTY 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, AND SAN BERNARDINO ASSOCIATED GOVERNMENTS 

.. 

Commiss~ti~ b~i'e b¢iio~ng cfl"er::iive; TheltTP AS «gree'to ·nQt·~~-tlie aappe, Uii!l~s, cast, 
entJJoc Sclled:ul~ -oftfie"projeets without the m~tilal con~nt ohJl parties-to the MOU. Saia 
consent by the RT.P As :willnot bo·-uilreaSonably>withheld if it can·b.c-dcmonstrated~that ilie 
ProPo~ -~ges ~I.notfrn~~-iUidlotde~ofotherp~ed.'~riOdtyptojects. 

This:MOU7b~lrle& eff~ewhenfuUy··~ted by allp~: T~ ~_s•a&i'd. conditions Of 
tliis MOU.remain in effect-until tli~.propos~~ROJECTS:i~~·:beloW~®mpl~(whe.n 
Fi:nalBStimate haS bee)t:pr«~secf6y{IIe State)'or: ilband_O,ned by,a-·u~_moU.;vote.¢1~:0 piidJes 
hereto.-ThisMOUmay be~bJ~I'\YoftbcMOU~,lf'iatJ<oftbePRc:}lECT·S·have 
not b~n completed.or pro~e!l w·the-2(112 -s;riP 4do_fted 'by the CT<;t ~-MOU can be 
~Cd .or amended by.mytual wt#ten consent of all parties, ~ MQU doe5 not-replace or 
modifY a,ny oth~_preexisting MOU between MY<>,\~ p~es:. Libwi~ futu~oMOU"s may be 
~ed into b~t;ween anx or all of the parties -n·ot withstanding this·MOU, In,tbti"!W~ .fiu!ding 
for-any o(-~e.PROJ.EGTS:is ·.no~ a}lthori~ by ~e (JTC, tile p~~ons for funding-. those 
PROJECTS oomalned in thiscMOU shall 'become null.and void. 

P.ROPQSE))-PROJEC'I'S AN]) FUNJ)JNG 

.:rorJthe<ltt'ozism':ti.:~ ~P'O~t«J: ·coDiptiien~:Or:P:RO':mtri't~iJoillt ·fiili'diDI7un«rer'tLis:_ 
:~~I•!jj:· ,-_ -- ~ --- - - - ... - . -- -

• ,, w_t~.~;~~~~~~)JJ!:~,;~mi~~;~n:tt~~r~t<~~:~~~~r·t(~~tt~)·~~itj; 
~~.3,-F.re,~,~J:b:pN>J~t.: _A-chiev..e'iPr:oje~'Appr:o:vit,and-EDviro~mentaJ. 
Doi~.JD~nt. 

• -. '}'~de.~~;~_W.f'X 3~li~4\e!B,_Co~nt)'•'to f?ur 11_ane.a_pr~_iilf&Y.,-l:~~~~:»~'~:tc!,;t~ 
~:ro~~~ f.o~r:~l!l•~~prOJ~~t - A~1eye-ProJ.ect Ap~val-and lta~DmeJ1f!lh 
Document. , 

Each party recognizes-~ while no reCiprocal projects._are-ideauitied in the'remalning Counties. 
tbe intent is.to jointly fund ~ proje«'s-in .eacJJ.-Coumy. · 

Each party of this :MOU·&Sree$ to program tfl,e roema;i.ping phases oftbe$c PROJE:GTS in the 
future 'STIP' s,_ in ·ai«:»rdance :with_ ihis MOU .. The MOll partners will " retUni a matCbing _ 
percent4ge advanced. by the _other M9U partners for PRO,$CTS j.oirrt.ly :funded.-under thisMOU. 
Fun& adVan~ Shall ~e ~:epaid_ durjhg the next STIP·cyc)e if the MOI] ls-tenOOi*d. · 

The projects arelo be fuiidQd 'as follow.s: 

4QOAr by th~ Cow.tty-IUP ill which the PROJECT is located 
400/o by the St;tte IIP 
IO% each by"tl-ie tw~:>remaihir;!8 County•s·lkiPs 

Inyof Mono, and K-ern· CQun~y"R'l'.P-As - have, by !l.eparate.Resolution or Mimrte Order, authorized 
their duly appointed. officers to execu~this MOU. 

____ ,2013 Page 11 of 14 4-County STIP & Planning MOU 
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AMENDED AND RESTATED MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN INYO COUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS, MONO COUNTY 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, AND SAN BERNARDINO ASSOCIATED GOVERNMENTS 

Juyo County.Local Transportation-Commission 

EJ o~ \ CAYr\J.sJJ) 
R9~rt IGmball 
Chairman 

a:jlperson 

(~,LZ~ 
Scoil}\mls 
~five-Di['ector 

CAJ;IRANS ACKNOWLEDGMENT~ 

~LL . . _. - ~. 

--~-~~ 
Kirk Perldns ·· 
Depucy CountY CQ~. 

Marshall.IWdolph 
Gounty'COunsel 

Althotigli no.t.a ·party to•this MOU, Caltran5 ·acknowledges· the intent·of the partiea·to pool .their 
RIP cciynt): shares-with ~ funds. for the purpose ofj ointly funding the Sta~ 'Highway Projects 
as ·specified in ·.thisMOU. 

Thomas.~nbeck(iirlet'I::?irector 
cattt~W~ D~friet :9 

____ ,2013 Page 12 of 14 4-County STIP & Planning MOU 
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AMENDED AND RESTATED MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN INYO COUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS, MONO COUNTY 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, AND SAN BERNARDINO ASSOCIATED GOVERNMENTS 

____ ,2013 Page 13 of 14 4-County STIP & Planning MOU 
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AMENDED AND RESTATED MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN INYO COUNTY 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS, MONO COUNTY 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, AND SAN BERNARDINO ASSOCIATED GOVERNMENTS 

ATTACHMENT B 
2013 MEIIIOillndum ofUnderstand"mgBetween rnyoCoonty. Mono County and Kern County 

Programming indicated above reffeds bolh advanced phase& from previous S1lP cycles in adcfJtion to 
future needs.. Cost estimates are suiJjed to revision.. 

____ ,2013 

C14066 
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Governments 
SANBAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 

1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 ~ 
. --... 
' _. 

·Working Together 
Phone: (909) 884-8276 Fax: (909) 885-4407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov I 

NBPORTATION 
MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDAITEM: __ ~s~--

Date: October 18,2013 

Subject: Highway 62 and Rotary Way Traffic Signal Project 

Recommendation: • That the Committee recommend the Board, acting in its capacity as the San 
Bernardino County Transportation Authority: 

Background: 

* 

1. Approve allocation of $102,340.33 in Measure I Morongo Basin Subarea -
Major Local Highway Program funds to the County of San Bernardino for the 
Rotary Way Traffic Signal Project. 

2. Approve a budget amendment to increase Task No. 0516, Measure I Mt/Desert 
Apportionment and Allocation, from $11,048,259 to $11,150,560 to be funded 
with $102,341 of Measure I Morongo Basin Subarea - Major Local Highway 
Program funds. 

3. Approve Funding Agreement C14023 in the amount of $102,340.33 with the 
County of San Bernardino for the Rotary Way Traffic Signal Project, with 
$102,340.33 funded by Measure I Morongo Basin Subarea - Major Local 
Highway Program funds. 

This is a new agreement. In August 2009, San Bernardino County nominated 
the Highway 62 and Rotary Way Traffic Signal Project for a future allocation of 
Major Local Highway Program (MLH) funds as it had been determined by the 

Approved 
Mountain/Desert Policy Committee 

Date: _______ __ 

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:-------------

I COG I CTC I CTA I X I SAFE I CMA I 
Check all tha{apply. 
MDCI31 Ob-ep 
http ://portal.sanbag.ca gov/mgmt/ APOR-Mgmnt/Shared%20Documents/C 14023 .doc 
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Mountain/Desert Committee Agenda Item 
October 18, 2013 
Page2 

Morongo Basin subarea to be of regional priority. On November 20, 2009, the 
Mountain/Desert Committee approved the project as eligible for an allocation of 
MLHP funds as they became available. 

On December 7, 2011, the Board of Directors approved Contract C 12162 for the 
allocation of$450,000 ofMLH Funds to the Project. 

At the conclusion of construction, the total project cost exceeded the original 
estimate and San Bernardino County requested additional funding. On September 
23, 2013 the Morongo Basin Subarea approved the increased allocation of MLH 
funds to the project. Because the original Contract C12162 has expired, staff is 
recommending execution of a new agreement to close out the fmal project costs. 

SANBAG's share of the project cost is $552,340.33 (88.2%) and 
Copper Mountain College's share of the cost is $73,895.88 (11.8%). 
San Bernardino County did not contribute funding but served as lead agency to 
complete the design, right-of-way and construction of the project. 

Financial Impact: This item is not consistent with the adopted Fiscal Year 2013/2014 budget. A 
budget amendment is required to increase Task No. 0516 by $102,341 to be 
funded by Measure I Morongo Basin Subarea- Major Local Highway Program 
funds. 

Reviewed By: This item is not scheduled for review by any other policy committee or technical 
advisory committee. SANBAG General Counsel has reviewed this item and a 
draft of the Contract. 

Responsible Staff: Ellen Pollema, Transportation Planning Analyst 

MDCI310b-ep 
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CONTRACT SUMMARY SHEET 

Contract No. C 14023 Amendment No. 
--------------~ 

By and Between 

San Bernardino County Transportation Authority and San Bernardino County 

Contract Description Install Traffic Control Signals at the Intersection of Rotary Way and State Highway 62 

Board of Director's Meeting Date: 12/7/11 for original contract and project approval 
Overview of BOD Action: Project has been completed and the total cost of the project has increased to $679,570.62. 
C12162 estimate~ arn,o1,1n! was fqr $45o;ooo .and. SANBA~:s share of88.2o/a of the project has increase~ by $102,340.33 . 

. . ·';··.-. 

Is this a Sole-Source procurement? 181 Yes D No San Bernardino County staff designed 
project and provided con~truction management. RFP issued by County for construction. 

Revised Contingency Amount 0 
Inclusive of 

Curr~nt Amendment Amount $ 0 Contingency Amendment $ 0 

TOTAL CONTRACT VALUE $ 102 340.33 TOTAL CONTINGENCY VALUE $ 0 

TOTAL BUDGET value+ $ 340.33 

, Coptract Start Dattt I current Contract Expiration Date I Revised Contract Expiration Date 
-, ( llp ( l3 6/30/14 
Has the contract termbeeh amended? U No ~ Yes- please explain. 
Additional time is needed to complete amendment by all _parties . 

. -. ., ,, -... ·····. . ........ · 

D Budget authority for this contract currently exists in Task No. __ . 
t8l A Budget Amendment is required. Task 0516 for 2013/2014. (Oct MDC and Nov BOD) 
How are we funding current FY? Morongo Basin MLHP Funds 

D Federal Funds I D State Funds I D Local Funds I D TDA Funds I ~ Measure I Funds 

Provide Brief Overview of the Overall Funding for the duration of the Contract: 
Morongo Basin MLHP Funds 
~ Payable · D Receivable 

D Retention? If yes, indieate % __ 

D Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Goal ___ % 

Chief Financial Officer (Print Name) Signature 

C14023 
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PROJECT FUNDING AGREEMENT C14023 

BETWEEN 

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 

AND 

COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 

FOR 

IDGHWAY 62 AND ROTARY WAY TRAFFIC SIGNAL PROJECT 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 

THIS Project Funding Agreement ("Agreement") is made and entered into this __ day 
of by and between the San Bernardino County Transportation 
Authority (hereinafter referred to as "AUTHORITY") and the COUNTY OF SAN 
BERNARDINO (hereinafter referred to as "COUNTY"). AUTHORITY and COUNTY 
shall be individually or collectively, as applicable, known as "PARTY'' or "PARTIES." 

RECITALS 

A. The Measure I 2010-2040 Expenditure Plan and the Morongo Basin Subarea 
transportation planning partners have identified projects eligible for partial funding from 
Measure I 2010-2040 Rural Mountain/Desert Subareas Major Local Highway Program 
("MLHP") funds; 

B. The Highway 62 and Rotary Way Traffic Signal Program ("PROJECT") is one ofthe 
projects identified as eligible for such funding and is described more fully in Attachment 
A· 

' 

C. AUTHORITY has determined that the PROJECT is eligible to receive the Rural 
Mountain/Desert Subarea MLHP funds; 

D. On December 7, 2011, AUTHORITY's Board of Directors approved allocation of 
$450,000.00 in Morongo Basin Subarea MLHP funds to COUNTY for the PROJECT; 

E. Agreement C12162 was executed on December 22, 2012 by AUTHORITY, 
COUNTY, and COPPER MOUNTAIN COLLEGE; 

C14023 
Page 1 of8 
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E. On April 24, 2013 the Morongo Basin Subarea transportation planning partners 
approved the additional allocation of $63,620.00 in Morongo Basin Subarea MLHP 
funds; 

F. On August 13, 2013 the Morongo Basin Subarea transportation planning partners 
approved the additional allocation of $21,264.83 in Morongo Basin Subarea MLHP 
funds; 

G. On September 23, 2013 the Morongo Basin Subarea transportation planning partners 
approved the additional allocation of $17,455.50 in Morongo Basin Subarea MLHP 
funds; 

H. This Agreement is to be carried out in accordance with the policies in the Measure I 
2010-2040 Strategic Plan; 

I. AUTHORITY and COUNTY are entering into this Agreement with the understanding 
that AUTHORITY will reimburse COUNTY for eligible PROJECT expenditures with a 
maximum of $102,340.33 in MLHP funds. 

NOW, THEREFORE, AUTHORITY and COUNTY agree to the following: 

SECTION I 

AUTHORITY AGREES: 

1. To reimburse COUNTY for the remammg AUTHORITY share of the 
PROJECT up to a maximum of $102,340.33 in MLHP Funds. AUTHORITY 
shall have no further responsibilities to provide MLHP funds for PROJECT 
exceeding this amount. The cost shares for this PROJECT are provided in 
Attachment B. 

2. To reimburse COUNTY within 30 days after COUNTY submits an original 
and two copies of the signed invoices in the proper form covering those actual 
allowable PROJECT expenditures that were incurred by COUNTY up to a 
maximum of $102,340.33, consistent with the invoicing requirements of the 
Measure I 2010-2040 Strategic Plan, including backup information. Invoices 
may be submitted to AUTHORITY as frequently as monthly. 

3. When conducting an audit of the costs claimed under the provisions of this 
Agreement, to rely to the maximum extent possible on any prior audit of 
COUNTY performed pursuant to the provisions of State and Federal laws. In 
the absence of such an audit, work of other auditors will be relied upon to the 

C14023 
Page 2 of8 
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extent that work is acceptable to AUTHORITY when planning and 
conducting additional audits. 

SECTION II 

COUNTY AGREES: 

1. To be the lead agency for this PROJECT and to diligently undertake and 
complete in a timely manner the Scope of Work for the PROJECT as shown in 
Attachment A. 

2. To be responsible for expending that portion of the eligible PROJECT 
expenses that are incurred by COUNTY, subject to reimbursement by 
AUTHORITY hereunder, for an amount not to exceed $102,340.33 in MLHP 
Funds, and are reimbursable by AUTHORITY in accordance with Section I, 
Paragraph 2. Expenses relative to time spent on the PROJECT by COUNTY 
are considered eligible PROJECT expenses and may be charged to the 
PROJECT funds subject to AUTHORITY's guidelines. 

3. To abide by all AUTHORITY, COUNTY, State, and Federal laws, regulations, 
policies and procedures pertaining to the PROJECT. 

4. To prepare and submit to AUTHORITY an original and two copies of signed 
invoices for reimbursement of eligible PROJECT expenses. Invoices may be 
submitted to AUTHORITY as frequently as monthly. 

5. To provide AUTHORITY all source documents, books and records connected 
with its performance under this Agreement. 

6. To establish and maintain an accounting system conforming to Generally 
Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) to support COUNTY's requests for 
reimbursement, payment vouchers, or invoices which segregate and 
accumulate costs of PROJECT work elements and produce monthly reports 
which clearly identify reimbursable costs, matching fund costs, indirect cost 
allocation, and other allowable expenditures by COUNTY. 

7. To prepare a Final Report of Expenditures, including a final invoice reporting 
the actual eligible PROJECT costs expended for those activities described in 
the work activities, and to submit that Final Report of Expenditures and fmal 
invoice no later than 120 days following the completion of those expenditures. 
An original and two copies of the Final Report of Expenditures shall be 
submitted to AUTHORITY and must state that these PROJECT funds were 
used in conformance with this Agreement and for those PROJECT -specific 
work activities described. 

C14023 
Page3 of8 
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8. To cooperate in having a PROJECT-specific audit completed by 
AUTHORITY, at AUTHORITY's option and expense, upon completion of the 
PROJECT. The audit must state that all funds expended on the PROJECT 
were used in conformance with this Agreement. 

9. To repay to AUTHORITY any reimbursement for Measure I costs that are 
determined by subsequent audit to be unallowable within one hundred twenty 
(120) days of COUNTY receiving notice of audit findings, which time shall 
include an opportunity for COUNTY to respond to and/or resolve the findings. 
Should the findings not be otherwise resolved and COUNTY fail to reimburse 
moneys due AUTHORITY within one hundred twenty (120) days of audit 
fmdings, or within such other period as may be agreed between both Parties, 
the AUTHORITY reserves the right to withhold future payments due 
COUNTY from any source under AUTHORITY's control. Eligible and 
ineligible expenses are more fully described in the Measure I 2010-20140 
Strategic Plan Policies 40016 and 40017. 

SECTION III 

IT IS MUTUALLY AGREED: 

1. To abide by all applicable Federal, State and Local laws and regulations 
pertaining to the PROJECT, including policies in the applicable program in 
the Measure I 2010-2040 Strategic Plan, as amended, as of the Effective Date 
of this Agreement. 

2. Eligible PROJECT reimbursements shall include only those costs incurred by 
COUNTY for PROJECT-specific work activities that are described in this 
Agreement and shall not include escalation or interest. 

3. Neither AUTHORITY nor any officer or employee thereof is responsible for 
any injury, damage or liability occurring or arising by reason of anything done 
or omitted to be done by COUNTY under or in connection with any work, 
authority or jurisdiction delegated to COUNTY under this Agreement. It is 
understood and agreed that, pursuant to Goverrunent Code Section 895.4, 
COUNTY shall fully defend, indemnify and save harmless AUTHORITY, its 
officers and employees from all claims, suits or actions of every name, kind 
and description brought for or on account of injury (as defined by Government 
Code Section 810.8) occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be 
done by COUNTY under or in connection with any work, authority or 
jurisdiction delegated to COUNTY under this Agreement. COUNTY's 
indemnification obligation applies to AUTHORITY's "active" as well as 
"passive" negligence but does not apply to AUTHORITY's "sole negligence" 
or "willful misconduct" within the meaning of Civil Code Section 2782. 

C14023 
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4. Neither COUNTY nor any officer or employee thereof is responsible for any 
injury, damage or liability occurring or arising by reason of anything done or 
omitted to be done by AUTHORITY under or in connection with any work, 
authority or jurisdiction delegated to AUTHORITY under this Agreement. It 
is understood and agreed that, pursuant to Govenunent Code Section 895.4, 
AUTHORITY shall fully defend, indemnify and save harmless COUNTY, its 
officers and employees from all claims, suits or actions of every name, kind 
and description brought for or on account of injury (as defined by Govenunent 
Code Section 81 0.8) occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be 
done by AUTHORITY under or in connection with any work, authority or 
jurisdiction delegated to AUTHORITY under this Agreement. 
AUTHORITY's indemnification obligation applies to COUNTY's "active" as 
well as "passive" negligence but does not apply to COUNTY's "sole 
negligence" or "willful misconduct" within the meaning of Civil Code Section 
2782. 

5. This Agreement will be considered terminated upon reimbursement of eligible 
costs by AUTHORITY or June 30, 2014, whichever is sooner, provided that 
the provisions of Paragraphs 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9 of Section II, and Paragraphs 3 
and 4 of Section III, shall survive the termination of this Agreement. The 
Agreement may also be terminated by AUTHORITY, in its sole discretion, in 
the event the PROJECT work described in Attachment A has not been 
initiated or let by COUNTY within twelve (12) months of the Effective Date 
of this Agreement. 

6. AUTHORITY may terminate this Agreement if COUNTY fails to perform 
according to the terms of this Agreement and if this failure jeopardizes the 
delivery ofthe PROJECT according to the terms herein. 

7. The Recitals to this Agreement are true and correct and are incorporated into 
this Agreement. 

8. Attachment A, Highway 62 and Rotary Way Traffic Signal Project, County of 
San Bernardino (Description of Project) and Attachment B, Highway 62 and 
Rotary Way Traffic Signal Project, County of San Bernardino (Project 
Funding Plan), are attached to and incorporated into this Agreement. 

9. This Agreement is effective and shall be dated on the date executed by 
AUTHORITY. 

-----------------------SIGNATURES ON FOLLOWING PAGE----------------------------------

C14023 
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In witness whereof, the Parties have executed this Agreement by their authorized 
signatories below. 

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 

By: 
W. E. Jahn 

President, Board of Directors 

Date: 

APPROVED AS TO FORM 

By: 

Date: 

Eileen Monaghan Teichert 
AUTHORITY General Counsel 

CONCURRENCE: 

By: 
Jeffery Hill 
Contract Administrator 

Date: 

C14023 
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COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 

By: 
Janice Rutherford 
Chair, Board of Supervisors 

Date: -------------------

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND 
PROCEDURE: 

By: 
Scott Runyan 
Deputy COUNTY Counsel 



Description: 

ATTACHMENT A 

IDGHWAY 62 AND ROTARY WAY TRAFFIC SIGNAL 
(Description of Project) 

The intersection of Rotary Way and State Highway 62 is under the jurisdiction of both 
the California Depc¢ment of Transportation (Caltrans) and San Bernardino County. The 
Project consists of removing and replacing asphalt concrete; constructing concrete curb, 
sidewalk and ramps; installing traffic control signals, and appurtenance lighting and 
signs; painting traffic stripes, pavement markings and markers; and installing barricade. 

C14023 
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Attachment B 

IDGHWAY 62 AND ROTARY WAY TRAFFIC SIGNAL 

Project Funding Plan 

Description 

Traffic 
Signal 
Rotary 
Way@ 
State 
Highway 
62 

TOTAL 

Phase Total Cost County of 
of Project San 

Bernardino 
Share 

Design $53,334.41 

Construction $188,301.61 
Engineering 

Construction $437,934.60 

$679,570.62 

Copper Mountain College 
Preliminary Design Costs** 

$0 

Funding Agreement C12162 
(estimated cost of work $510,000) 

Additional Invoice under C12162 

Funding Agreement C14023 
(actual cost of work $606,445.39) 

TOTAL PROJECT FUNDING 

* Major Local Highway Program Funds. 
**Costs not included in 88.2%/11.8% split. 

C14023 
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San 
%of Bernardino 

Project County 
County Transportation 

0% $552,340.33 

$450,000.00 

$102,340.33 

$552,340.33 

%of 
Project 

Authority 

88.2% 

88.2% 

88.2% 

Copper %of 
Mountain Project 

College College 

$127,230.29 11.8% 

$53,334.41 

$60,000.00 11.8% 

$13,895.88 

$127,230.29 11.8% 



11/16/09 SANBAG Acronym List 1 of 2 

This list provides information on acronyms commonly used by transportation planning professionals. This 
information is provided in an effort to assist SAN BAG Board Members and partners as they participate in 
deliberations at SANBAG Board meetings. While a complete list of all acronyms which may arise at any 
given time is not possible, this list attempts to provide the most commonly-used terms. SANBAG staff 
makes every effort to minimize use of acronyms to ensure good communication and understanding of 
complex transportation processes. 

AB 
ACE 
ACT 
ADA 
ADT 
APTA 
AQMP 
ARRA 
ATMIS 
BAT 
CALACT 
CAL COG 
CALSAFE 
GARB 
CEQA 
CMAQ 
CMIA 
CMP 
CNG 
COG 
CPUC 
CSAC 
CTA 
CTC 
CTC 
CTP 
DBE 
DEMO 
DOT 
EA 
E&D 
E&H 
EIR 
EIS 
EPA 
FHWA 
FSP 
FAA 
FTA 
FTIP 
GFOA 
GIS 
HOV 
ICTC 
JEEP 
IS TEA 
IIP/ITIP 
ITS 
IVDA 
JARC 
LACMTA 
LNG 
LTF 

Assembly Bill 
Alameda Corridor East 
Association for Commuter Transportatiqn 
Americans with Disabilities Act 
Average Daily Traffic 
American Public Transportation Association 
Air Quality Management Plan 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act 
Advanced Transportation Management Information Systems 
Barstow Area Transit 
California Association for Coordination Transportation 
California Association of Councils of Governments 
California Committee for Service Authorities for Freeway Emergencies 
California Air Resources Board 
California Environmental Quality Act 
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 
Corridor Mobility Improvement Account 
Congestion Management Program 
Compressed Natural Gas 
Council of Governments 
California Public Utilities Commission 
California State Association of Counties 
California Transit Association 
California Transportation Commission 
County Transportation Commission 
Comprehensive Transportation Plan 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise 
Federal Demonstration Funds 
Department of Transportation 
Environmental Assessment 
Elderly and Disabled 
Elderly and Handicapped 
Environmental Impact Report (California) 
Environmental Impact Statement (Federal) 
Environmental Protection Agency 
Federal Highway Administration 
Freeway Service Patrol 
Federal Railroad Administration 
Federal Transit Administration 
Federal Transportation Improvement Program 
Government Finance Officers Association 
Geographic Information Systems 
High-Occupancy Vehicle 
Interstate Clean Transportation Corridor 
Inland Empire Economic Partnership 
lntermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 
Interregional Transportation Improvement Program 
Intelligent Transportation Systems 
Inland Valley Development Agency 
Job Access Reverse Commute 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Liquefied Natural Gas 
Local Transportation Funds 
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MAGLEV 
MARTA 
MBTA 
MOAB 
MDAQMD 
MOU 
MPO 
MSRC 
NAT 
NEPA 
OA 
OCTA 
PA&ED 
PASTACC 
PDT 
PNRS 
PPM 
PSE 
PSR 
PTA 
PTC 
PTMISEA 
RCTC 
RDA 
RFP 
RIP 
RSTIS 
RTIP 
RTP 
RTPA 
SB 
SAFE 
SAFETEA-LU 
SCAB 
SCAG 
SCAQMD 
SCRRA 
SHA 
SHOPP 
sov 
SRTP 
STAF 
STIP 
STP 
TAC 
TGIF 
TCM 
TCRP 
TDA 
TEA 
TEA-21 
TMC 
TMEE 
TSM 
TSSDRA 
USFWS 
VCTC 
VVTA 
WRCOG 

SANBAG Acronym List 

Magnetic Levitation 
Mountain Area Regional Transportation Authority 
Morongo Basin Transit Authority 
Mojave Desert Air Basin 
Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District 
Memorandum of Understanding 
Metropolitan Planning Organization 
Mobile Source Air Pollution Reduction Review Committee 
Needles Area Transit 
National Environmental Policy Act 
Obligation Authority 
Orange County Transportation Authority 
Project Approval and Environmental Document 
Public and Specialized Transportation Advisory and Coordinating Council 
Project Development Team 
Projects of National and Regional Significance 
Planning, Programming and Monitoring Funds 
Plans, Specifications and Estimates 
Project Study Report 
Public Transportation Account 
Positive Train Control 

2 of 2 

Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement and Service Enhancement Account 
Riverside County Transportation Commission 
Redevelopment Agency 
Request for Proposal 
Regional Improvement Program 
Regionally Significant Transportation Investment Study 
Regional Transportation Improvement Program 
Regional Transportation Plan 
Regional Transportation Planning Agencies 
Senate Bill 
Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 
Safe Accountable Flexible Efficient Transportation Equity Act- A Legacy for Users 
South Coast Air Basin 
Southern California Association of Governments 
South Coast Air Quality Management District 
Southern California Regional Rail Authority 
State Highway Account 
State Highway Operations and Protection Program 
Single-Occupant Vehicle 
Short Range Transit Plan 
State Transit Assistance Funds 
State Transportation Improvement Program 
Surface Transportation Program 
Technical Advisory Committee 
Trade Corridor Improvement Fund 
Transportation Control Measure 
Traffic Congestion Relief Program 
Transportation Development Act 
Transportation Enhancement Activities 
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century 
Transportation Management Center 
Traffic Management and Environmental Enhancement 
Transportation Systems Management 
Transit System Safety, Security and Disaster Response Account 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
Ventura County Transportation Commission 
Victor Valley Transit Authority 
Western Riverside Council of Governments 
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Governments 

SAN BAG 
Working Together 

MISSION STATEMENT 

To enhance the quality of life for all residents, 
San Bernardino Associated Governments 
(SANBAG) will: 
- Improve cooperative regional planning 

- Develop an accessible, efficient, 
multi-modal transportation system 

- Strengthen economic development 
efforts 

- Exert leadership in creative problem 
solving 

To successfully accomplish this mission, 
SAN BAG will foster enhanced relationships 
among all of its stakeholders while adding 
to the value of local governments. 

Approved June 2, 1993 
Reaffirmed March 6, 1996 

mission.doc 
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