


sasuodsay/suonoy HOJurIS

sisAreuy de9 OdIN D0DueIS

402



2007 Regional Transportation Plan 403



404



APPENDIX |

FINANCIAL SOURCES AND ASSUMPTIONS

2007 Regional Transportation Plan 405



406



Technical Appendix:

2007 StanCOG Regional
Transportation Plan Revenue
Forecast (2007 — 2030):

Documentation of Financing Sources and
Assumptions

2007 Regional Transportation Plan 407



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

INTRODUCTION

This technical appendix and the following narrative section present and
document information for specific revenue sources in the 2007 Stanislaus
Council of Governments Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). For each revenue
source, information on data source, assumption baseline, historical averages,
and/or growth rates, where applicable, are provided.

In addition, a “description” has been added for all revenue sources. Descriptions
for revenue sources were obtained from federal publications, Caltrans
transportation programming and Local Assistance web sites, information from
various Regional Transportation Plans in California, particularly funding
description information from Fresno Council of Governments RTP, as well as
Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s report, “Moving Costs: A
Transportation Funding Guide for the San Francisco Bay Area.”

Revenues from multiple local, state, and federal sources support StanCOG'’s
long range transportation plan from year 2007 through year 2030. These include
traditional funding sources from federal and state governments, a variety of
sources from local jurisdictions, local and regional transit agencies. Each of
these is described in specific detalil.

For the StanCOG 2007 RTP, all funding sources are presented in 2007 dollars.

LOCAL REVENUE SOURCES

There is a number of transportation funding sources which have their origins in
city/county sources. These include general fund monies used for street purposes,
revenues derived from use of gas tax monies, proceeds from bond sales for street
purposes, street assessment levies and traffic safety fund monies used for street purposes.
Local funding sources are also from local and regional transit operators through fares.
The revenue forecast for the Regional Transportation Plan makes assumptions on the
following local revenue sources:

Local Funds — (Proposition 42, Gas Tax Apportionments, Development Impact Fees,
General Fund)

There is a mix of funds available at the local level. Gas tax apportionments are revenues
are direct apportionments from the State of California to the cities and county. The
apportionments are allocated through specific sections of the Streets and Highways Code.
Specific examples include Sections 2105 and 2106 that provide designated funding for
any street and road purpose. Section 2104 is restricted for county roads, Section 2107 for
street purposes, and Section 2107.5 for city administration and engineering.

Proposition 42 was passed by the voters in March 2002 and provides that all state sales
tax revenue on gasoline be used for specific transportation purposes. Proposition 42
funds must be used only for street and highway pavement maintenance, rehabilitation,
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reconstruction and storm damage repair. For Proposition 42 purposes, maintenance
means patching and overlay, and sealing. Reconstruction includes overlay, sealing or
widening of the roadway to bring the roadway width to the desirable minimum pavement
width consistent with accepted design standards for local streets and roads, but does not
include widening for increasing the traffic capacity of a street or road.

Development Impact Fees are local fees assessed on new development to finance the
impacts of the development on transportation infrastructure improvements ranging, but
not limited to, traffic signal improvements, local roadway widening, interchange
improvements, bicycle and pedestrian facilities.

General Fund revenues are revenues in a governmental account by a local
agency/jurisdiction and serves as the primary operating fund of the local agency. Within
an agency’s General Fund, there could be a specialized fund for the capital transportation
projects that accounts for financial resources used for the acquisition, construction, or
maintenance of major capital facilities.

The StanCOG RTP assumes a baseline of $22,300,000 from this mix of local revenue
sources to provide the local match requirements for federal and state funds or address
local contributions needed to deliver transportation projects. The baseline was
established utilizing assumptions from prior StanCOG Regional Transportation Plans.
The financial forecast assumes a 3.5% annual growth rate.

Transit Fares

Transit fares consist of revenue from fares collected by transit operators in the Stanislaus
County region including BLAST, DART, MAX, and StaRT. Utilizing reports from the
National Transit Database and information from StanCOG’s previous Regional
Transportation Plan transit funding analysis and various transit planning documents, a
baseline amount of $2,400,000 was identified for Fiscal Year 2007/08. The RTP financial
forecast then assumes an annual growth rate of 3.5%.

Local Transportation Funds

Local Transportation Funds (LTF) is derived from the ¥4 cent retail sales tax collected
statewide, then returned to each county according to the amount of tax collected in that
county. LTF funds are primarily intended for public transit purposes; however, in
counties less than 500,000 population in 1970, roads and streets are also eligible provided
there are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet within the affected
jurisdiction. This determination is made on an annual basis by StanCOG, in its role as
the regional transportation planning agency.

The financial revenue forecast is based upon a 4-year historical average of State Transit
Assistance Funding from FY 2004/05 through 2007/08. Specifically, the source of the
information is from the StanCOG Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds
apportionment reports completed in February of each Fiscal Year. The first RTP year
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reflects the baseline figure of the 4-year historical average and a 5% growth rate was
applied to each year thereafter.

Local Transportation Funds (LTF Nonmotorized)

A portion of LTF funding is for nonmotorized projects such as pedestrian and bicycle
facilities. Traditionally, StanCOG has allocated 2% of LTF funds and distributed it by
population to each jurisdiction for nonmotorized projects.

The financial revenue forecast is based upon a 4-year historical average of State Transit
Assistance Funding from FY 2004/05 through 2007/08. Specifically, the source of the
information is from StanCOG Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds
apportionment reports completed in February of each Fiscal Year. The first RTP year
reflects the baseline figure of the 4-year historical average and a 5% growth rate was
applied to each year thereafter.

State Revenue Sources

State funding sources generally include motor fuel taxes, special fuel taxes, vehicle
registration fees and driver license fees. In California, Senate Bill (SB) 45 establishes the
program structure and distribution formulas for state transportation funds. In general,
the state funding programs estimated to be available include the State Highway and
Operations Program (SHOPP), the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP),
and State Transit Assistance (STA).

State Highway Operation and Protection Program

The SHOPP funds state highway maintenance and operations projects. The SHOPP is a
multi-year program of projects that have a purpose of collision reduction, bridge
preservation, roadway preservation, roadside preservation, mobility enhancement and
preservation of other transportation facilities related to the state highway system. Unlike
STIP projects, SHOPP projects may not increase roadway capacity.

Fiscal Year 2007/08 through Fiscal Year 2009/10 reflect programming in the 2006 State
Highway Operation and Protection Program, approved by the California Transportation
Commission on March 16, 2006. Utilizing programming in the 2000, 2002, 2004, and
2006 State Highway Operation and Protection Program, an 8-year historical average was
calculated (starting in Fiscal Year 2010/11). The historical average was escalated by a
growth rate of 2.0%.

State Transportation Improvement Program

In California, the CTC or California Transportation Commission (a state level panel
appointed by the governor) releases the “State Transportation Improvement Program
Fund Estimate” every two years and the estimate covers a five-year period. The Fund
Estimate (FE) tells each region how much money it can expect to receive from various
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sources. From the Fund Estimate, each region programs the STIP projects which are then
evaluated by CTC staff and lastly approved by the California Transportation
Commission. Under SB 45, the STIP is made up of 75% Regional Improvement
Program funds and 25% Interregional Improvement Program funds.

Regional Improvement Program

The Regional Improvement Program is prepared and submitted to the California
Transportation Commission by the Regional Transportation Planning Agency, or in the
case of smaller/rural regions, by the Regional Transportation Commission.

Fiscal Year 2007/08 through Fiscal Year 2010/11 reflects the California Transportation
Commission Staff Programming Recommendations for the Stanislaus County region,
dated April 25, 2006. The CTC approved the 2006 STIP on April 27, 2006.

Including the “prior year” programming and the 2006 STIP programming, the Stanislaus
County total Regional Improvement Programming was $61,817,000. The 6-year
historical average was escalated by a growth rate of 8% for the remaining years of the
RTP period.

Interregional Improvement Program — Highway & Roads

[P funds represent 25% of available State Highway Account funding. The funds are
programmed by Caltrans on a statewide priority basis, for use primarily on the State
highway system (outside urbanized areas). Regional agencies may also nominate projects
that generate economic development (may be inside metropolitan areas). Regional
agencies may nominate projects if they can show better cost effective use of funds.

Fiscal Year 2007/08 through Fiscal Year 2010/11 reflects California Transportation
Commission approved funding in the 2006 State Transportation Improvement Program.
Although the 5-year historical average for IIP Highway funding would be over $19
million annually, the 2006 programming was primarily two projects with the largest
programming on a single project, Oakdale Bypass. It was determined this historical
average was unlikely to be secured in the RTP period. Therefore, a more conservative
financial forecast of $3,500,000 was identified in Fiscal Year 2011/12 at a growth rate of
3.5%.

Public Transit Account (PTA) Eligible Rail and Transit Projects

The Stanislaus County region does not have any PTA-Eligible Rail and Transit Projects
identified in the 2006 State Transportation Improvement Program adopted by the
California Transportation Commission on April 27, 2006. The funding forecast assumes
that there is a reasonable expectation of PTA funding available to Stanislaus County in
2015 of $275,000 as the baseline. A growth rate of 3.5% was calculated for the
remaining years of the RTP period.
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Interregional Improvement Program — Transportation Enhancements

Fiscal Year 2007/08 through Fiscal Year 2010/11 reflects California Transportation
Commission approved funding in the 2006 State Transportation Improvement Program.
Although the 5-year historical average for IIP TE funding would be $262,000, it was
determined this was unlikely to be secured in the RTP period. Therefore, a more
conservative financial forecast of $25,000 annually at a growth rate of 3.5% was assumed
starting in Fiscal Year 2011/12.

State Transit Assistance

The State Transit Assistance (STA) Program is funded with 50 percent of the State Public
Transit Account (PTA) revenues, which come from sales tax on fuel price as well as fuel
consumption are the two key factors that dictate the amount of STA revenue generated
each year. STA supports public transportation services, and is apportioned through the
Regional Transportation Planning Agencies to their member agencies on a population
basis, although some funds are apportioned directly to transit operators based on their
farebox revenues.

The financial revenue forecast is based upon a 4-year historical average of State Transit
Assistance Funding from FY 2004/05 through 2007/08. The source of the information is
from StanCOG Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds apportionment reports
completed in February of each fiscal Year. The first RTP year reflects the baseline figure
of the 4-year historical average and a 3.5% growth rate was applied to each year
thereafter.

Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA)

The California Transportation Commission on February 28, 2007, adopted the $4.5
billion Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA) program, the first commitment
of funds from the $19.9 billion transportation infrastructure bond approved by California
voters as Proposition 1B in November 2006.

Revenue identified reflects the CTC CMIA programming for Stanislaus County.
State and/or Federal Aviation

Publicly owned airports in Stanislaus County receive funds for airport improvements.
The funding can come from Federal Aid to airports or California Aid to airports. This aid
to airports may be expended for capital improvements, operations, and maintenance.

Federal Aid to airports is administered by the Federal Aviation Administration. Airport
Improvement Program (AIP) funds are available through an entitlement program and
discretionary fund for commercial airline airports, and through discretionary funds for
“reliever” airports and general aviation airports. The program allocates funds annually
based on passenger enplanements. The monies may be banked for a maximum of three

412



years. Subsequently, they are included in a discretionary fund and allocated based on a
nationwide priority list.

California Aid to airports are maintained by the State Department of Transportation but
must be expended in the year in which project funds are requested. There are no matching
requirements.

The RTP revenue forecast assumes this combination in this single line-item. The
baseline assumption is $550,000 in Fiscal Year 2007/08 and escalated at a growth rate of
3.5% thereafter.

Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP)

Proposition 42, passed by the voters in 2002 and described earlier, requires that state
sales and use taxes on the sale of motor vehicle fuel be used for public transportation, city
and county street and road repairs and improvements, and state highway improvements.
Of $1.3 billion that would be distributed as prescribed by Proposition 42, $678 million
would go to the Traffic Congestion Relief Program. In Stanislaus region, these funds are
assigned to SR 132 West Widening, SR 33 to San Joaquin River and SR 132 West
Widening, SR 99 to west of Nebraska/Dakota, totaling $14 million in Fiscal Year
2007/08. There are no additional funding TCRP assumptions for the remaining years of
the RTP.
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FEDERAL REVENUE SOURCES

States and Metropolitan Planning Organizations receive funding for construction,
reconstruction and improvements on the Federal aid highway system authorized through
legislation from Congress. In general, funding under the Federal aid highway program
falls into two categories: non-discretionary and discretionary. For Federal Transit, the
terms formula and non-formula programs are often used.

The current surface transportation legislation, SAFETEA-LU, continues many of the
programs created by ISTEA and TEA-21, but with increases in funding levels in many
areas. In addition, new programs have been created. Below is additional detail on the
financial assumptions StanCOG used for federal sources in the preparation of the 2007
RTP.

FEDERAL TRANSIT REVENUES
Federal Transit Formula
Urbanized Area Formula Program 5307

This program provides financial assistance to operators of urban public transportation
services. Funds are apportioned to urbanized areas with populations over 50,000 based on
a formula using population and population density.

Fiscal Year 2007/08 through Fiscal Year 2010/11 reflects available revenue in the 2006
StanCOG Federal Transportation Improvement Program, adopted July 12, 2006. A 6-
year historical average (again, based upon the FTIP data) was calculated in Fiscal Year
2011/12 and escalated at a growth rate of 3.5% The higher growth rate was used based
upon a reasonable expectation that the programming would increase and that the FTIP
programming was conservative in citing the available revenue.

Nonurbanized Area Formula Program 5311

This program provides funding through the State, based on a formula, to urban areas with
a population under 50,000. The funds are for capital and/or operating assistance. Capital
assistance is provided for up to 88.53% of the net project cost. Operational assistance has
a 50% federal participation ceiling.

Fiscal Year 2007/08 through Fiscal Year 2009/10 reflects available revenue in the 2006
StanCOG Federal Transportation Improvement Program, adopted July 12, 2006. A 4-
year historical average between 2006 and 2010 was calculated, identified in Fiscal Year
2010/11, and then later assumed a growth rate of 3.5%.
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Federal Transit Non-Formula
Bus and Bus Related Grants 5309 (c)

This program funds bus acquisition and other rolling stock, ancillary equipment and the
construction of bus facilities. Also, it includes bus rehabilitation and leasing, park and
ride facilities, parking lots associated with transit facilities and bus passenger shelters.

Fiscal Year 2007/08 through Fiscal Year 2010/11 reflects available revenue in the 2006
StanCOG Federal Transportation Improvement Program, adopted July 12, 2006. A 6-
year historical average (again, based upon the FTIP data) was calculated in Fiscal Year
2011/12 for the baseline figure and then escalated at a growth rate of 3.5% in later years
of the RTP forecast.

SAFETEA LU Job Access Reverse Commute (Section 5316) and New Freedom
Initiative (Section 5317)

The purpose of the Jobs Access Reverse Commute (JARC) grant program is to assist
states and localities in developing new or expanded transportation services that connect
welfare recipients and other low income persons to jobs and other employment related
services. Job Access projects are targeted at developing new or expanded transportation
services such as shuttles, vanpools, new bus routes, connector services to mass transit,
and guaranteed ride home programs for welfare recipients and low income persons.
Reverse Commute projects provide transportation services to suburban employment
centers from urban, rural and other suburban locations for all populations. Under
SAFETEA-LU, this is now a formula program rather than a discretionary program as was
the case under TEA-21. Formula allocations are now based on the number of low-
income persons. It is a discretionary program and the revenue estimate is based on the
project needs in the region. The purpose of the New Freedom Initiative grant program is
to encourage services and facility improvements to address the transportation needs of
persons with disabilities that go beyond those required by the Americans with Disabilities
Act (ADA). Funds are available to support the capital and operating costs of new public
transportation service targeted toward people with disabilities or public transportation
alternatives that go beyond those required by the ADA.

Funding assumed to be available starting in 2009/10 with projects to be selected to the
guidelines identified in SAFETEA-LU. Growth rate of 3.5% was applied to an annual
estimate of $100,000.
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FEDERAL HIGHWAY REVENUES
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality

The Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program provides a flexible
funding source to state and local governments for transportation projects and programs to
help meet the requirements of the Federal Clean Air Act. Funding is available for areas
that do not meet the National Ambient Air Quality Standards/non-attainment areas), as
well as former non-attainment areas that are now in compliance (maintenance areas).
Funds are distributed to states based on a formula that considers an area’s population by
county and the severity of its air quality problems with the non-attainment or
maintenance area.

Fiscal Years 2007/08 through Fiscal Year 2010/11 figures reflect the SAFETE-LU
Estimated Apportionments of the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program
prepared by the California Department of Transportation/FHWA, dated February 2, 2006.
The 4-year historical average was established as the baseline figure in Fiscal Year
2011/12 and then was escalated by a growth rate of 3.5% for the remaining years of the
RTP period.

Surface Transportation Program

The Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) provides flexible funding that may
be used by states and localities for projects on any federal-aid highway, including the
National Highway System (NHS), bridge projects on any public road, transit capital
projects, and public bus terminals and facilities. SAFETEA-LU permits a portion of
funds reserved for rural areas to be spent on rural minor collectors. SAFETEA-LU
expands and clarifies STP eligibilities, such as environmental provisions (natural habitat
mitigation, storm water retrofit, and anti-icing and de-icing), programs to reduce extreme
cold starts, modifications of sidewalks to meet Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
requirements, infrastructure-based Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) capital
improvements, and privately owned intercity bus terminals and facilities.

Furthermore, STP Funds may be spent on any road that is functionally classified as a
collector or higher for urban streets or as a major collector or higher for rural areas.
Project types range from rehabilitation to new construction.

Fiscal Years 2007/08 through Fiscal Year 2009/10 figures reflect SAFETEA-LU,
Revised, Estimated Apportionments of the Regional Surface Transportation Program
prepared by the California Department of Transportation/FHWA, dated January 30, 2006.
The 3-year historical average was established as the baseline in Fiscal Year 2010/11 and
escalated by a growth rate of 3.5% for the remaining years of the RTP period.
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State Transportation Improvement Program - Transportation Enhancement (TE)

The TE program is a competitive grant program to fund environmental and alternative
transportation projects which enhance the transportation system. It is a component of the
State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP).

Public agencies submit TE project applications to the StanCOG for scoring and regional
prioritization based on a bid target determined by the California Transportation
Commission. Projects must have a direct relationship to the intermodal transportation
system by function, proximity, or impact. Also, projects must be over and above required
project environmental mitigation and fall within the established categories for project
eligibility.

Fiscal Year 2007/08 through Fiscal Year 2010/11 reflects the California Transportation
Commission Transportation Enhancement Activities Programming Recommendations for
Stanislaus County region, dated April 25, 2006. The net increase in the Transportation
Enhancement regional target outpaced the other STIP revenue, based upon the growth
rate in TE targets from Fiscal Year 2006/07 to Fiscal Year 2010/11. After the 4-year
historical average established a baseline figure, a growth rate of 10% of TE funding was
used for the remaining years of the RTP period.

Hazard Elimination Safety Program

Eligible projects include hazard elimination, railroad crossings and railroad protective
devices. Fiscal Year 2007/08 through Fiscal Year 2010/11 reflects available revenue in
the 2006 StanCOG Federal Transportation Improvement Program, adopted July 12, 2006.
No dollars were identified for HES revenue. A 5-year historical average (again, based
upon the FTIP data) was calculated in Fiscal Year 2011/12 and escalated at a growth rate
of 3.5%. It utilized $160,000 in prior year programming identified in the 2006 FTIP.

Highway Bridge Program

The Highway Bridge Program provides funding to enable states to improve the condition
of their highway bridges through replacement, rehabilitation, and systematic preventative
maintenance. Local agency bridges, regardless of functional classification, are eligible for
the HBP. Bridge replacement and rehabilitation projects are nominated by the local
agencies and selected from the Division of Structures Eligible Bridge List. States may
carry out projects for the installation of scour counter measures or systematic
preventative maintenance irrespective of standing on the list. In addition, the program
provides funds for the replacement of substandard bridges, both on and off federal-aid
systems.

Fiscal Year 2007/08 through Fiscal Year 2010/11 reflects available revenue in the 2006
StanCOG Federal Transportation Improvement Program, adopted July 12, 2006. A 5-
year historical average (again, based upon the FTIP data) was calculated in Fiscal Year
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2011/12 to establish the baseline figure, and then this was escalated at a growth rate of
3.5%.

Safe Routes to School

Safe Routes to School is a new core funding program under SAFETEA-LU to enable and
encourage children, including those with disabilities, to walk and bicycle to school; to
make walking and bicycling to school safe and more appealing; and to facilitate the
planning, development and implementation of project that will improve safety, and
reduce traffic, fuel consumption, and air pollution in the vicinity of schools. The program
is State administered. Projects are 100% federally funded.

Fiscal Year 2007/08 through Fiscal Year 2010/11 did not identify any revenue in the
2006 StanCOG Federal Transportation Improvement Program, adopted July 12, 2006. A
6-year historical average (again, based upon the FTIP data) was calculated to establish a
baseline figure in Fiscal Year 2011/12 and escalated at a growth rate of 3.5%.

Railroad/Highway Grade Crossing Protection (Section 130)

This program aims to reduce the number of fatalities and injuries at public highway-rail
grade crossings through the elimination of hazards and/or the installation/upgrade of
protective devices at crossings. Eligible projects include any at-grade grossing between a
road and a railroad track recommended for improvement by the California Public Utilities
Commission (PUC) and where a 10% match funding source is identified. The selection
process begins with any project identified by Caltrans, a local agency, or a railroad as
requiring investigation. The investigation usually consists of a field review, discussion
between all parties, a jointly developed recommended improvement, and a preliminary
schedule of funding. The final selection criteria is initiated when the local agency
provides the 10% matching funds to a project or the PUC list of recommended
highway/rail grade crossing projects.

Fiscal Year 2007/08 through Fiscal Year 2010/11 reflects available revenue in the 2006
StanCOG Federal Transportation Improvement Program, adopted July 12, 2006. A 6-
year historical average (again, based upon the FTIP data) was calculated in Fiscal Year
2011/12 and escalated at a growth rate of 3.5%.

Emergency Relief Program

Emergency Relief (ER) funds are intended to aid states and local highway agencies in
paying unusually heavy expenses of repairing serious damage to federal-aid highways
resulting from natural disasters or catastrophic failure. Only work that exceeds heavy
maintenance, is extraordinary, and restores the facility to its previous level-of-service is
eligible.

Fiscal Year 2007/08 through Fiscal Year 2010/11 reflects available revenue in the 2006
StanCOG Federal Transportation Improvement Program, adopted July 12, 2006. A 6-
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year historical average (again, based upon the FTIP data) was calculated in Fiscal Year
2011/12 and escalated at a growth rate of 3.5%.

High Priority Projects

The High Priority Projects Program provides designated funding for specific projects
(commonly referred to as demonstration projects) identified by Congress and identified in
SAFETEA-LU. The designated funding can only be used for the project as described in
the law.

Fiscal Year 2007/08 through Fiscal Year 2010/11 reflects SAFETEA-LU High Priority
Programming for Stanislaus County. The source document is the 2006 StanCOG Federal
Transportation Improvement Program, adopted July 12, 2006.
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Financial Constraint Summary

Exhibit A
StanCOG 2007 RTP
Projected Revenues

Fiscal Year 2007/08 to Fiscal

Year 2029/30

Federal $ 844,643,542

State $1,214,603,852

Local $1,575,337,234

Total Revenue (All Sources) $3,634,584,628

Exhibit B
StanCOG 2007 RTP
Tier 1 Expenditures — Financially Constrained

Fiscal Year 2007/08 to Fiscal

Year 2029/30
Mainline Roadway/Highway

$988,414,672
Regional Roads

$2,127,865,887
Bicycle/Pedestrian $42 892 100
Transit $421,813,015
Aviation $19,004,900
Rail $5,000,000
Total Expenditures $3.604.990 574
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Exhibit E: Calculations for Pie Charts in Table 10-1

Table 10-1

Transportation Needs 2007-2030

TIER | (fiscally constrained)

Percent of Tier 1 Total

Mainline Roadway/Highway $988,414,672 Mainline Roadway/Highway 27%
Regional Roads $2,127,865,887 Regional Roads 59%
Bicycle/Pedestrian $42,892,100 Bicycle/Pedestrian 1%
Transit $421,813,015 Transit 12%
Aviation $19,004,900 Aviation 1%
Rail $5,000,000 Rail 0%
Subtotal TIER | $3,604,990,574 100%
TIER Il (non-fiscally constrained) Percent of Tier Il Total
Mainline Roadway/Highway $721,151,519 Mainline Roadway/Highway 40%
Regional Roads $1,031,175,649 Regional Roads 57%
Bicycle/Pedestrian $ - Bicycle/Pedestrian 0%
Transit $ - Transit 0%
Aviation $ - Aviation 0%
Rail $63,100,000 Rail 3%
Subtotal TIER Il $1,815,427,168 100%
TOTAL BOTH TIER | and Il $5,420,417,742
Both Tier | and Il Needs

Tier | Needs

Aviation Rail

Bicycle/ 1%
Pedestrian, 1%

Both Tier | and Il Needs

% of Total

[TIER] $3,604,990,574 | 67%|
[TIER NI $1,815,427,168 | 33%]
Aviation . Rail
Tier Il Needs 3%
Bicycle/

Pedestrian, 0%
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