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NEXT MEETING OF THE:

CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE (CAC)
MARCH 2, 2011-WEDNESDAY*6:00 PM
STANCOG BOARD ROOM
1111 I STREET, SUITE 308
MODESTO, CA

MANAGEMENT AND FINANCE COMMITTEE
MARCH 3, 2011 THURSDAY*3:00 PM
STANCOG BOARD ROOM
1111 I STREET, SUITE 308
MODESTO, CA

Committee Agendas and Minutes: Committee agendas, minutes and copies of items to be considered by the StanCOG Committees are available at least 72 hours
prior to the meeting at the StanCOG offices located at 1111 “I” Street, Suite 308, Modesto, CA during normal business hours. The documents are also available on
StanCOG’s website at www.stancog.org/committees.shtm.

Materials related to an item on this Agenda submitted to the Committee after distribution of the agenda packet are available for public inspection at the address
listed above during normal business hours. These documents are also available on StanCOG’s website, subject to staff’s ability to post the documents before the
meeting.

Public Comment Period: Matters under the jurisdiction of the Committee, and not on the posted agenda, may be addressed by the general public at the beginning of
the regular agenda and any off-agenda matters before the Committee for consideration. However, California law prohibits the Committee from taking action on any
matter which is not on the posted agenda unless it is determined to be an emergency by the Committee. Any member of the public wishing to address the
Committee during the “Public Comment” period will be limited to 5 minutes unless the Chair of the Committee grants a longer period of time. At a Special
Meeting, members of the public may address the Board on any item on the Agenda at the time the item is considered by the Board.

Public Participation on a Matter on the Agenda: Please step to the podium at the time the agenda item is announced by the Chairperson. In order to ensure that
interested parties have an opportunity to speak, any person addressing the Committee will be limited to @ maximum of 5 minutes unless the Chair of the Committee
grants a longer period of time.

Reasonable Accommodations: This Agenda shall be made available upon request in appropriate alternative formats to persons with a disability, as required by the
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. § 12132) and the Ralph M. Brown Act (California Government Code § 54954.2). Persons requesting a
disability related modification or accommodation in order to participate in the meeting should contact Cindy Malekos at (209) 5254600 during regular business
hours at least 72 hours prior to the time of the meeting to enable StanCOG to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting.

Notice Regarding Non-English Speakers: StanCOG Committee meetings are conducted in English and translations to other languages is not provided. Anyone
wishing to address the Committee is advised to have an interpreter or to contact Cindy Malekos at (209) 525-4600 during regular business hours at least 72 hours
prior to the time of the meeting so that StanCOG can provide an interpreter.

Aviso con Respecto a Personas que no Hablan el Idioma de Inglés: Las reuniones del los Comités del Consejo de Gobiernos de Stanislaus son conducidas en Inglés
y traducciones a otros idiomas no son disponibles. Cualquier persona que desea dirigirse al Comité se le aconseja que traiga su propio intérprete o llame a Cindy
Malekos al (209) 5254600 durante horas de oficina regulares o a lo menos 72 horas antes de la reunion del Consejo de Gobiernos de Stanislaus, para
proporcionarle con un intérprete.

AGENDA
1. CALL TO ORDER

2. ROLL CALL




8.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

These matters may be presented only by interested persons in the audience. Discussion is limited to five minutes
or at the discretion of the Chair.

CONSENT CALENDAR

A. Approval of Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) Minutes of 2/2/11 (by Citizens Advisory
Committee only on March 2, 2011)

B. Approval of Management and Finance Committee Minutes of 2/3/11 (by Management and
Finance Committee only on March 3, 2011)

C. Approval of FY 2010/11 Local Transportation Fund Non-Transit Claim: City of Hughson
D. Adoption of FY 2011/12 Draft Unmet Transit Needs Assessment Report

E. Adoption of Amendment #6 to the 2011 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) -
Type 3 Formal Amendments

PRESENTATIONS-None
PUBLIC HEARINGS-None
DISCUSSION/ACTION ITEMS

A. Motion to Adopt Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) FFY 2010/2012 Agency
Distribution of Additional Capacity

B. Motion to Adopt FY 11/12 Proposed Budget and Overall Work Program (OWP)

C. Motion to Approve Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (CTSA) Goals and Objectives
and Performance Measures for the Stanislaus Region

D. Motion to Continue Use of Existing Transit Cost Sharing Procedures Formula and Motion to
Allocate FY 10/11 Local Transportation Funds (LTF)

E. Motion to Support the Caltrans Community-Based Transportation Planning Grant Application for
the South County Corridor Feasibility Study

INFORMATION ITEMS

The following items are for information only.

A. Policy Board Minutes of 1/19/11

B. Social Services Transportation Advisory Council Minutes of 1/4/11
C. 2011 FTIP Monthly Project Status Report FFY 2010/11

D. Environmental Justice (EJ) Analysis Update




E. Congestion Management Process (CMP) Update
F. Blueprint Roadmap Update

9. CALTRANS REPORT
10. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT
11. ADJOURNMENT

Next Regularly Scheduled Committee Meetings:

Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC)
April 6,2011 (Wednesday) @ 6:00 pm

StanCOG Board Room
1111 I Street, Suite 308
Modesto, CA 95354

Management and Finance Committee
April 7, 2011 (Thursday) @ 3:00 pm
StanCOG Board Room

1111 I Street, Suite 308

Modesto, CA 95354
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CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE (CAC) MEETING
StanCOG Board Room
1111 I Street, Suite 308
Modesto, CA

Minutes of February 2, 2011 (Wednesday)
6:00 pm
MEMBERS PRESENT: Bill Axtell, Stephen Bonrepos, Gil Bostwick, Scott Calkins, Joe
Hollstein, Dennis Wilson
ALSO PRESENT: Carlos Yamzon, Vince Canales, Rosa De Leon Park (StanCOG); Jean
Foletta (CTSA)
1. CALL TO ORDER
Chair Joe Hollstein called the meeting to order at 6:02 p.m.
2. ROLL CALL
3. PUBLIC COMMENTS-None
4. CONSENT CALENDAR
A. Approval of Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) Minutes of 1/5/11

B. Approval of FY 10/11 Budget and Overall Work Program (OWP) Amendment #2

*By Motion (Dennis Wilson/Bill Axtell), and unanimous vote, the Citizens Advisory Committee
recommended that the Policy Board approve the Consent Calendar.

5. PRESENTATIONS
A. Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (CTSA) — Progress Update
Jean Foletta updated members on the CTSA since it was approved by the Policy Board in July

2010. She explained one of their programs, the Travel Training Program, which trains seniors
and individuals with disabilities how to use the transit systems.

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS - None
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7. DISCUSSION/ACTION ITEMS

A.

Motion to Adopt FY 2011/12 Transportation Development Act Fund Apportionment
Vince Canales explained that this is a TDA apportionment in the amount of $14.3 million.

*By Motion (Gil Bostwick/Scott Calkins), and unanimous vote, the Citizens Advisory
Committee recommended that the Policy Board adopt the FY 2011/12 Transportation
Development Act Fund Apportionment.

Motion to Adopt the Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Formal (Type 2
& 3) (Type 4 & 5) Policy and Application Process & FFY 2010/11 Quarterly Formal (Type 2
& 3) (Type 4 & 5) Amendment Schedule

Rosa Park briefly explained that this is an amendment schedule and policy for all types of formal
amendments. The schedule is intended to assist local agencies in submitting amendments on their
projects. She mentioned a correction on the schedule for quarter 3 and 4 that reads 2010 but
should read 2011, and also reviewed the requirements for the different types of amendments.

*By Motion (Dennis Wilson/Steve Bonrepos), and unanimous vote, the Citizens Advisory
Committee recommended that the Policy Board adopt the Federal Transportation Improvement
Program (FTIP) Formal (Type 2 & 3) (Type 4 & 5) Policy and Application Process & FFY
2010/11 Quarterly Formal (Type 2 & 3) (Type 4 & 5) Amendment Schedule.

Motion to Adopt State Route 99 Corridor System Management Plan for Stanislaus County
Carlos Yamzon briefly went over the plan and the requirements of a Corridor Sytem Management
Plan (CSMP). Discussion took place among members regarding improvements to State Route 99
at Crows Landing. Scott Calkins commented on the bikeway and pedestrian portion and voiced
his concerns. Carlos Yamzon mentioned that comments regarding improvements to SR 99 and
the bikeway/pedestrian portion will be forwarded to Caltrans. Joe Hollstein requested that staff
provide more clarity in the tables describing the non motorized portion.

*By Motion (Steve Bonrepos/Bill Axtell), and unanimous vote, the Citizens Advisory
Committee recommended that the Policy Board adopt the State Route 99 Corridor System
Management Plan for Stanislaus County.

*By Motion (Scott Calkins/Steve Bonrepos ), and unanimous vote, the Citizens Advisory
Committee recommended that StanCOG staff add, in the form of an appendix or new table,
clarification on tables 2.7.2.3a and 2.7.2.3b, to be made more understandable by associating the
facilities with more familiar local landmarks, and a presentation by Caltrans or appropriate agency
on the preliminary design of Kiernan and Pelandale showing traffic configuration including
pedestrian and bicycle that are being proposed.

Discussion on StanCOG Congestion Management Process (CMP) and Management and
Operations (M&O) Strategies

Carlos Yamzon mentioned that the CMP is a requirement of SAFETEA-LU and prior
transportation bills. He mentioned that the concept is to come up with alternative strategies to
address congestion (i.e. land use, HOV ramp metering, bike and pedestrian projects).

Discussion on Environmental Justice Update
Carlos Yamzon briefly discussed a proposed Environmental Justice workplan. He said Staff will
prepare an Environmental Justice analysis and a report.
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8. INFORMATION ITEMS
The following items were provided for information only.

A. Policy Board Minutes of 12/15/10

B. FY 2011/12 Unmet Transit Needs — Second Public Hearing

C. Annual Listing of Federal Obligation Projects for Federal Fiscal Year 2009/10

D. Re-examination of the Transit Cost Sharing Procedures — Road Distribution
9. CALTRANS REPORT - None

10. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT
Carlos Yamzon mentioned that Vince Harris was in Sacramento with representatives from the other
seven San Joaquin Valley COGs at the Sacramento One Voice trip.

11. ADJOURNMENT
Chair Joe Hollstein adjourned the meeting at 7:13 p.m.

Next Regularly Scheduled Citizens Advisory Committee Meeting:
March 2, 2011 (Wednesday) @ 6:00 pm

StanCOG Board Room

1111 I Street, Suite 308

Modesto, CA 95354

Minutes Prepared By:
"’. A

D
Debbie Truj

illo, inigtrative Technician
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MANAGEMENT AND FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING
StanCOG Board Room
1111 I Street, Suite 308
Modesto, CA

Minutes of February 3, 2011 (Thursday)
3:00 pm

MEMBERS PRESENT: Acting Chair Brent Sinclair (City of Modesto); Michael Brinton (City
of Ceres); Bryan Whitemyer (City of Hughson); Mike Willett (City of
Patterson); Rich Holmer (City of Riverbank); Roy Wasden (City of
Turlock); Chuck Deschenes (City of Waterford); Stan Risen
(Stanislaus County)

ALSO PRESENT: Vince Harris, Vince Canales, Mike Costa, Jeanette Fabela, Debbie
Molloy, Rosa Park, Robin Whitehead, Carlos Yamzon (StanCOG)

1. CALL TO ORDER
Acting Chair Brent Sinclair called the Management and Finance Committee meeting to order at 3:01
pm.

2. ROLL CALL

3. PUBLIC COMMENTS-None

4. CONSENT CALENDAR
A. Approval of Management and Finance Committee Minutes of 1/6/11
B. Approval of FY 10/11 Budget and Overall Work Program (OWP) Amendment #2
*By Motion (City of Waterford/City of Ceres), and a 6-0-1 vote with the City of Patterson
abstaining from Item A, the Management and Finance Committee recommended that the Policy
Board approve the Consent Calendar.

5. PRESENTATIONS

A. Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (CTSA) — Progress Update
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Jean Foletta, CTSA Project Manager, gave a presentation on the progress of the CTSA since it
was approved by the Policy Board in July of 2010. She described the Travel Training program,
the first of a series of programs they are developing, that trains seniors and individuals with
disabilities, how to use public transit.

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS-None

7. DISCUSSION/ACTION ITEMS

A.

Motion to Adopt FY 2011/12 Transportation Development Act Fund Apportionment
Vince Harris explained that this is a request to apportion $14.3 million of TDA funds for FY
2011/12.

*By Motion (City of Waterford/City of Hughson), and a 7-0-1 vote, with the City of Riverbank
abstaining, the Management and Finance Committee recommended that the Policy Board adopt
the FY 2011/12 Transportation Development Act Fund Apportionment.

There was a discussion regarding the status of the current Transit Cost Sharing Formula (for
Street and Road fund distribution) that was referred for review to the PPWG, and the allocation of
FY 10/11 Local Transportation Funds (LTF). It was asked that the PPWG provide a decision on
their support or non-support of the current Transit Cost Sharing Formula (for Street and Road
fund distribution) at the next PPWG meeting.

*By Motion (Stanislaus County/City of Riverbank), and unanimous vote, the Management and
Finance Committee asked that the PPWG vote on the support or non-support of the current
Transit Cost Sharing Formula (for Street and Road fund distribution) at their next meeting.

Motion to Adopt the Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Formal (Type 2
& 3) (Type 4 & 5) Policy and Application Process & FFY 2010/11 Quarterly Formal (Type 2
& 3) (Type 4 & 5) Amendment Schedule

Vince Harris explained that this is a schedule for FTIP amendments and clarified that it includes
the policy and schedule for all types of FTIP amendments.

*By Motion (City of Waterford/City of Turlock), and unanimous vote, the Management and
Finance Committee recommended that the Policy Board adopt the Federal Transportation
Improvement Program (FTIP) Formal (Type 2 & 3) (Type 4 & 5) Policy and Application Process
& FFY 2010/11 Quarterly Formal (Type 2 & 3) (Type 4 & 5) Amendment Schedule.

Motion to Adopt State Route 99 Corridor System Management Plan for Stanislaus County
Vince Harris said that this document was prepared by Caltrans and that it is a requirement to have
adopted to be eligible for Prop 1B State Route 99 bond funds. Several edits/modifications were
discussed by Carlos Yamzon that he is working with Caltrans on updating/correcting.

*By Motion (Stanislaus County/City of Turlock), and unanimous vote, the Management and

Finance Committee recommended that the Policy Board adopt the State Route 99 Corridor
System Management Plan for Stanislaus County with discussed edits.
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D. Discussion on StanCOG Congestion Management Process (CMP) and Management and
Operations (M&O) Strategies
Vince Harris explained that the region has a CMP and Management and Operations Strategies,
and that they are an efficient way to address the 2011 RTP Performance Measures, Goals and
Objectives. They are also integrated elements of StanCOG’s planning and continuous
improvement processes.

E. Discussion on Environmental Justice Update
Vince Harris reported that StanCOG is working on its Environmental Justice effort and has a
work plan in place for an analysis and report which will summarize all the activities that
StanCOG is undertaking.

8. INFORMATION ITEMS
The following items were provided for information only.

A. Policy Board Minutes of 12/15/10

B. FY 2011/12 Unmet Transit Needs — Second Public Hearing

C. Annual Listing of Federal Obligation Projects for Federal Fiscal Year 2009/10

D. Re-examination of the Transit Cost Sharing Procedures — Road Distribution
9. CALTRANS REPORT-None

10. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT
Vince Harris reported that he, Chair Jim Ridenour and Vice-Chair Bill O’Brien recently attended the
annual Valley One Voice meetings in Sacramento along with the other seven Valley COGs. They
met with transportation leaders such as Caltrans Director Cindy McKim and Valley legislators.

11. ADJOURNMENT
Acting Chair Brent Sinclair adjourned the Management and Finance Committee meeting at 4:12 pm.

Next Regularly Scheduled Management and Finance Committee Meeting:
March 3, 2011 (Thursday) @ 3:00 pm

StanCOG Board Room

1111 I Street, Suite 308

Modesto, CA 95354

Cindy Malgkos
Personnel & Administration Manager/Public Information Officer

Page 3 of 3




3 tanco Item 4C

Stanislaus CouncillOfGoVvermments)

City of Ceres * City of Hughson * City of Modesto * City of Newman ¢ City of Oakdale * City of Patterson
City of Riverbank * City of Turlock  City of Waterford » County of Stanislaus

TO: Management and Finance Committee Staff Report
Citizens Advisory Committee Motion
THROUGH: Vince Harris, Executive Director-éﬁ/
FROM: Vince Canales, Finance Director //K/
Robin Whitehead, Budget & Grants Coordinator
DATE: February 23, 2011
SUBJECT: FY 2010/11 Local Transportation Fund Non-Transit Claim:
City of Hughson
Recommendation

By Motion:

Recommend that the Policy Board approve the City of Hughson’s Local Transportation Fund (LTF)
claim as submitted.

Background

On February 17, 2010, the StanCOG Policy Board adopted LTF apportionments for FY 2010/11
nonmotorized purposes. On September 15, 2010, the StanCOG Policy Board adopted an LTF
supplemental apportionment for FY 2009/10. The City of Hughson has submitted a claim for those
funds as follows:

2010/11
Purpose Source Claim
Nonmotorized LTF-99234 $ 6,228
Streets LTF-99400a 24,615

$ 30,843

The claim has been reviewed and determined to be complete. The claimant has submitted all required
audits and reports. The audit for FY 2008/09 contains no audit recommendations.

The rules governing the LTF require the adopting resolution to contain specific findings prior to any
LTF allocations. The findings are as follows:

1111 I Street, Suite 308 » Modesto, CA 95354 * 209.525.4600 ¢ Fax 209.558.7833 * www.stancog.org



FY 2010/11 Local Transportation Fund Non-Transit Claim:
City of Hughson

February 23, 2011

Page 2 of 2

Required Findings

(1)  The claimant's proposed expenditures are in conformity with the Regional
Transportation Plan.

(2) The sum of the claimant's allocations from the Local Transportation Fund does not
exceed the amount the claimant is eligible to receive during the fiscal year.

(3) There are no unmet transit needs which are reasonable to meet within the jurisdiction.

veanales@stancog.org
rwhitehead@stancog.org

vistancog\staffiwhitehead, robin\tda10-11\Hughson FY 2010-11 claim to committees
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TO: Management and Finance Committee Staff Report
Citizens Advisory Committee Motion
THROUGH: Vince Harris, Executive Directo%/ . P
FROM: Rosa De Leon Park, Transit/Programming ManagerY)> |
Mike Costa, Transit/Programming PlannerM AC.
DATE: February 24, 2011

SUBJECT: FY 2011/12 Draft Unmet Transit Needs Assessment Report

Recommendation

By motion, recommend that the Policy Board adopt the findings contained in the FY 2011/12
Unmet Transit Needs Identification and Analysis Report at its March 16, 2011 meeting.

Background

Pursuant to the Transportation Development Act (TDA), regional transportation planning
agencies must annually complete an unmet transit needs assessment process to ensure that any
remainder of Local Transportation Funds (LTF) does not get distributed to local agencies for
non-transit purposes, such as street or road claims, until all transit needs have been met. The
unmet needs process is used to identify potential transit needs within the County, which are not
being met by current public transit operators. Any identified transit need is further analyzed for
reasonableness based upon adopted state and local guidelines. If an “unmet transit need” is
identified as “reasonable to meet”, it must be funded prior to local TDA funds being allocated for
non-transit purposes.

The Policy Board has adopted specific definitions for both “unmet transit need” and “reasonable
to meet” (Pages #12-13 of Attachment 1). Any potential transit need that is identified during the
unmet transit needs assessment process will be reviewed by staff per the Policy Board’s adopted
definitions. Where a proposal satisfies the definition of an “unmet transit need”, it will further be
analyzed pursuant to the regulations established for the “reasonable to meet” definition. Should a
proposal be found to be both an unmet transit need and reasonable to meet, LTF must be
budgeted to fund that service for the upcoming 2011/12 fiscal year.

Discussion

As part of the annual unmet transit needs process, two public hearings were held to gather public
comments regarding potential unmet transit needs in the Stanislaus County region: January 19,
2011, and February 16, 2011. In addition, staff provided members of the SSTAC with the Unmet
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Transit Needs form for distribution to various social service and private transit agencies. These
forms were also posted online for members of the public to fill out and e-mail directly to staff
should they wish to identify a potential unmet transit need.

Staff received a total of 25 comments that identified potential unmet needs. An analysis of these
comments is contained within the attached FY 2011/12 DRAFT Unmet Transit Needs
Identification and Analysis Report (Attachment 1). However, of the 25 comments, two unmet
transit needs were identified that satisfied the criteria established by the StanCOG Policy Board’s
adopted definition for “unmet transit need”. The following table briefly summarizes the unmet
transit needs that were identified during this year’s unmet transit needs assessment process and

StanCOG’s determination regarding why they are not considered “reasonable to meet”:

Table 1: Summary and Analysis of FY 2011/12 Unmet Transit Needs Identified

Location
Where
Comment
was Received

Affiliation/Agency

Represented

Riverbank-Oakdale
Transit Authority
(ROTA) submitted

City of

Oakdale forms on behalf of

12 residents from
the Oak Haven
Senior Apartments

Catholic Charities
submitted on behalf
of Ms. Palmer who
resides in the
unincorporated
community of
Vernalis in
Stanislaus County

Community
of Vernalis

Comment/Service
Requested

12 residents
identified a lack of
transit service on

Saturdays.
Residents expressed
interest in going to
local shopping
centers that were
located in Oakdale
(Cost Less,
Savemart, and
Walgreens) and in
the neighboring City
of Riverbank

(Crossroads
Shopping Center).

Would like to shop
at Savemart in
Patterson every two
weeks and visit the
Hammond Senior
Center in Patterson
two- to three-times
a week

Is it an
Unmet
Transit
Need?

If an Unmet Transit Need, is it
Reasonable to Meet?

Not Reasonable to Meet
Pursuant to the StanCOG Policy
Board’s adopted definition for
reasonable to meet, “any new service
developed to meet an unmet transit
need shall not cause the system of
which it is a part to fail to meet the
system-wide performance standards”.
The Oak Haven Senior Apartments are
located within the ROTA dial-a-ride
service area. However, effective July
1, 2010, Saturday service was
eliminated due to low ridership and
as part of a 56% reduction to all
services in order to achieve a farebox
recovery rate of 10% per the
Transportation Development Act
(TDA) requirements. Although this
service has been cut by ROTA,
| Stanislaus Regional Transit (StaRT) will

provide a limited Saturday service
from Oakdale to Riverbank on a trial
Yo G e Aabasish To it Al
Not Reasonable to Meet
Pursuant to the StanCOG Policy
Board’s definition for reasonable to
meet, “any new transit service
developed to meet an unmet transit
need shall achieve at least 50% of the
system-wide performance standards,
Yes as found in the StanCOG Policy
Board’s adopted Transit Cost Sharing
Procedures. No additional unmet
transit needs have been identified in
this area within Stanislaus County.
Staff confirmed that Stanislaus
Regional Transit (StaRT) operates a
fixed-route service from the nearby

e
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Location Is it an
Where Affiliation/Agency Comment/Service Unmet If an Unmet Transit Need, is it

Comment Represented Requested Transit Reasonable to Meet?
was Received Need?

community of Westley (Route 40) to
Patterson (Route 40); however, given
the remoteness of this particular
location, StaRT cannot provide
feasible fixed-route or dial-a-ride
service to satisfy this one transit
need. Any new service provided to
this single residence would not be
able to meet at least 50% of the
system-wide performance standards.

Although the transit needs identified above do not satisfy the Policy Board’s adopted definition
for “reasonable to meet”, both needs have been reviewed by staff and the local transit operators
to determine whether any other private or public service could be provided to meet these transit
needs. In response to the unmet transit need identified in Oakdale, Stanislaus Regional Transit
(StaRT) has established a trial Saturday service to transport seniors from Oakdale to the
Crossroads Shopping Center in Riverbank. Beginning on February 19, 2011, StaRT’s Eastside
Shuttle service will pick up passengers at the Oakdale Senior Center once in the morning and
transport them to the Crossroads Shopping Center. One afternoon service will return those
passengers back from the Crossroads Shopping Center to the senior center. The duration of this
trial service depends on adequate passenger ridership. If ridership cannot be maintained
according to StaRT’s operational standards, it will be discontinued.

The unmet transit need in Vernalis cannot be reasonably met by public transit service at this
time. However, staff has been made aware that an existing private organization, Catholic
Charities of the Diocese of Stockton, currently provides some limited, door-to-door, transit
service to this residence. StanCOG will continue to work with the region’s social service
agencies and with the newly formed Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (CTSA) to
ensure that any transit needs not being met by public transit can be served through private
organizations like the one identified above.

Schedule

This report is scheduled to be reviewed and adopted by the StanCOG Policy Board on March 16,
2011. Prior to this meeting, the Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC), Technical Advisory
Committee TAC), and the Management and Finance Committee will have the opportunity to
review the draft report and provide comments to the Policy Board. This item will be brought
forward to the TAC on March 1, 2011, to the CAC on March 2, 2011, and to the Management
and Finance Committee on March 3, 2011 for discussion and a recommended motion. If you
have any questions regarding the attached report, please feel free to contact Mike Costa directly
either via e-mail at mcosta@stancog.org or through phone at (209)525-4644.

Attachments:

1. FY 2011/12 DRAFT Unmet Transit Needs Identification and Analysis Report
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Each year, pursuant to the California Transportation Development Act (TDA), the Stanislaus
Council of Governments (StanCOG), as the Regional Transportation Planning Agency and
Metropolitan Planning Agency for the Stanislaus County region, is required to identify any
unmet transit needs that may exist in the Stanislaus region. Should any unmet transit needs be
identified, a further determination must be made to establish whether or not those needs are
“reasonable to meet”. In accordance with state law, TDA funds must be allocated first to unmet
transit needs, which are found to be reasonable to meet, before any remaining funds can be
allocated to local jurisdictions for non-transit purposes such as street and road claims. At a
minimum, the annual unmet transit needs finding process requires StanCOG to conduct the
following:

1. Establish or maintain a Social Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) to
participate in the identification of unmet transit needs and determine whether those
identified needs are reasonable to meet. The composition of the SSTAC is set forth in
statute and consists of representatives of the following members:

a. One representative of potential transit users who is 60 years of age or older.

b. One representative of potential transit users who is handicapped.

c. Two representatives of the local service providers for seniors, including one
representative of a social service transportation provider if one exists.

d. Two representatives of local social service providers from handicapped, including
one representative of a social service transportation provider, if one exists.

e. One representative of a local social service provider for persons of limited
means.

f. Two representatives from the local consolidated transportation services agency,
designated pursuant to subdivision (a) of Secition 15975 of the Government
Code, if one exists, including one representative from an operator, if one exists.

2. Coordinate with the SSTAC and Policy Board to determine definitions for both “unmet
transit needs” and “reasonable to meet”.

3. lIdentify transit needs, which have been considered as part of the transportation
planning process.

4. Hold at least one public hearing to receive public comments regarding unmet transit
needs.

5. Meet with SSTAC members to identify potential unmet transit needs, and analyze those
transit needs using the Policy’s Board’s adopted definitions of “unmet transit needs”
and “reasonable to meet” (adopted definitions provided on Pages 12 and 13 of this
report). As part of the “reasonable to meet” determination, StanCOG staff and the
SSTAC must consider whether or not a transit operator can reasonably accommodate an
unmet need and still maintain the required fare box ratio established under the TDA.
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6. Adopt by resolution a finding regarding transit needs that may be reasonable to meet.
The Policy Board makes one of the following three possible findings:
a. There are no unmet transit needs, or
b. There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet, or
c. There are unmet transit needs, including transit needs that are reasonable to
meet.

If it is found that there are unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet, those transit
needs must be met before any TDA funds can be allocated for street or road claims.

SUMMARY OF THE FINDINGS FOR THE 2011/12 UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS ASSESSMENT
On March 16, 2011, the StanCOG Policy Board adopted Resolution __ -, finding that:

“There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the Fiscal Year
2011/12 Unmet Transit Needs Identification and Analysis Report”.

Two public hearings were held to gather public comments regarding potential unmet transit
needs in the Stanistaus County region. In addition, staff provided members of the SSTAC with
the Unmet Transit Needs form for distribution to various social service and private transit
agencies. These forms were also posted online for members of the public to fill out and e-mail
directly to staff should they wish to identify a potential unmet transit need.

Staff received a total of 25 comments that identified potential unmet needs. However, of those
comments, only two unmet transit needs have been identified that satisfy the criteria
established by the StanCOG Policy Board’s adopted definition for “unmet transit need”. The
following table briefly summarizes the unmet transit needs that were identified during this
year’s unmet transit needs assessment process and StanCOG’s determination regarding why
they are not considered “reasonable to meet”:

Table 1: Summary and Analysis of FY 2011/12 Unmet Transit Needs Identified

Location Isitan
Where Affiliation/Agency Comment/Service Unmet Iif an Unmet Transit Need, is it
Comment Represented Requested Transit Reasonable to Meet?
was Received Need?

12 residents | R | BT _Not ot Reasonable to Meet

g ! I sV IL . &
- |dent|ﬁed a Iack of ‘“ | ! Pursuant to the StanCOG Pollcy _
transit serwce on. | Board’s adopted definition for

Riverbank-Oakdale
-Transit Authori ; - =L
2 A Saturdays i . reasonable to meet, “any new service
. -_.(ROTA)submltted s LTI Il [ S| E ey S s i e Y
City of - Residents expressed - | developed to meet an unmet transit
forms on behalf of . -
Oakdale interest in gomg to L1 | need shall not cause the system of
12 resvdents from
. Iocal shopplng : i whlch itis a part to fail to meet the
Oak Haven g | Ay ; "
M b o system—W|de performance standards”. |

v & "".F{

ak Haven SemorA artmen are
p T )
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Location
Where
Comment
was Received

Affiliation/Agency
Represented

Catholic Charities
submitted on behalf
of Ms. Palmer who

Community resides in the
of Vernalis unincorporated
community of
Vernalis in

Stanislaus County

Comment/Service
Requested

Savemart, and
Walgreens) and in

the neighboring City

of Riverbank
(Crossroads
Shopping Center).

Would like to shop
at Savemart in
Patterson every two
weeks and visit the
Hammond Senior
Center in Patterson
two- to three-times
a week

Isit an
Unmet
Transit
Need?

Yes

If an Unmet Transit Need, is it
Reasonable to Meet?

service area. However, effective July
1, 2010, Saturday service was
eliminated due to low ridership and
as part of a 56% reduction to all
services in order to achieve a farebox
recovery rate of 10% per the
Transportation Development Act
(TDA) requirements. Although this
service has been cut by ROTA,
Stanislaus Regional Transit (StaRT) will
provide a limited Saturday service
from Oakdale to Riverbank on a trial
basis.

Not Reasonable to Meet
Pursuant to the StanCOG Policy
Board’s definition for reasonable to
meet, “any new transit service
developed to meet an unmet transit
need shall achieve at least 50% of the
system-wide performance standards,
as found in the $tanCOG Policy
Board’s adopted Transit Cost Sharing
Procedures. No additional unmet
transit needs have been identified in
this area within Stanislaus County.
Staff confirmed that Stanislaus
Regional Transit (StaRT) operates a
fixed-route service from the nearby
community of Westley (Route 40) to
Patterson (Route 40); however, given
the remoteness of this particular
location, StaRT cannot provide
feasible fixed-route or dial-a-ride
service to satisfy this one transit
need. Any new service provided to
this single residence would not be
able to meet at least 50% of the
system-wide performance standards.

Although the transit needs identified above do not satisfy the Policy Board’s adopted definition
for “reasonable to meet”, both needs have been reviewed by staff and the local transit
operators to determine whether any other private or public service could be provided to meet

these transit needs.

In response to the unmet transit need identified in Oakdale, Stanislaus Regional Transit (StaRT)
has established a trial Saturday service to transport seniors from Oakdale to the Crossroads
Shopping Center in Riverbank. Beginning on February 19, 2011, StaRT’s Eastside Shuttle service
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will pick up passengers at the Oakdale Senior Center once in the morning and transport them to
the Crossroads Shopping Center. One afternoon service will return those passengers back from
the Crossroads Shopping Center to the senior center. The duration of this trial service depends
on adequate passenger ridership. If ridership cannot be maintained according to StaRT’s
operational standards, it will be discontinued.

The unmet transit need in Vernalis cannot be reasonably met by public transit service at this
time. However, staff has been made aware that an existing private organization, Catholic
Charities of the Diocese of Stockton, currently provides some limited, door-to-door, transit
service to this residence. StanCOG will continue to work with the region’s social service
agencies and with the newly formed Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (CTSA) to
ensure that any transit needs not being met by public transit can be served through private
organizations like the one identified above.
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INTRODUCTION

This is the FY 2011/12 Unmet Transit Needs Identification and Analysis Report that has been
prepared for the StanCOG Policy Board’s adoption. This report has also been reviewed by the
Social Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC), Technical Advisory Committee {TAC),
Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC), and Management and Finance Committee in order to
provide additional comments to the Policy Board prior to the document’s adoption. On March
16, 2011, the StanCOG Policy Board found that two unmet transit needs exist, which are not
reasonable to meet.

The following report outlines the annual unmet transit needs assessment process and provides
StanCOG’s analysis of potential unmet transit needs that were identified during this year’s
assessment.
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UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS PROCESS

Unmet transit needs became an annual focus of transportation planning agencies in 1978,
when the Transportation Development Act (TDA) was changed to require a specific transit
finding that there are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet before local TDA
funds could be allocated for other non-transit purposes, such as street and road claims. In
response to this requirement, StanCOG has conducted several hearings to identify transit
needs, and to determine reasonableness of funding new or alternative services every year. On
August 10, 1991, the StanCOG Policy Board adopted an annual unmet transit needs assessment
process for making the findings required under the TDA, and further adopted definitions for
“unmet transit needs” and “reasonable to meet.” However, on September 8, 2004, the Policy
Board amended the unmet transit needs assessment through Resolution 04-07. In addition, the
definitions for “unmet transit need” and “reasonable to need” were amended by the Policy
Board on August 12, 2009, through Resolution 09-23.

STANCOG’S ADOPTED UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS PROCESS

The following outlines StanCOG’s currently adopted unmet transit needs assessment process,
pursuant to the requirements established in the TDA:

A. In accordance with the California Public Utilities Code Section 99401.5, and as part of
the transportation planning process, StanCOG must annually identify the transit needs
of the jurisdictions within Stanislaus County, including:

1. An assessment of the size and location of identifiable groups likely to be transit
dependent or transit disadvantaged, including but not limited to, the elderly, the
handicapped (including individuals eligible for paratransit and other special
transportation services pursuant to Section 12143 of Title 42 of the United States
Code (the federal Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. Sec. 12101,
et seq.)), and persons of limited means, including, but not limited to, recipients
under the CalWORKS program.

2. An analysis of the adequacy of existing public transportation services and
specialized transportation services, including privately and publicly provided
services necessary to meet the plan prepared pursuant to Section 12143 (c) (7)
of Title 42 of the United States Code, in meeting the transit demand identified
pursuant to paragraph (A) above.

3. An analysis of the potential alternative public transportation services, specialized
transportation services, and service improvements that would meet all or part of
the transit demand.

4. Unless additional information becomes available which supersedes the analysis
in the FY 2003/04 StanCOG Final Unmet Transit Needs Report, the information
required in Sections 1-3 above shall be included in future reports by reference
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only.

B. As part of the ongoing planning process, StanCOG will continue to consult with and
consider the recommendations from the SSTAC to satisfy the requirement established in
the Public Utilities Code, Section 99238.5. StanCOG staff will further continue to provide
support and technical assistance to the SSTAC. That technical assistance will include
proposals offered from the transit operators that deal with the transit complaints
received by the SSTAC, prior to the public hearing. Prior to the statutorily required
public hearing, the SSTAC should make a written report to the StanCOG Policy Board
containing a summary of its recommendations, including a list of identified needs and
those that the SSTAC considers reasonable to meet.

C. The Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) and the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) are
also encouraged to submit comments and recommendations to the StanCOG Policy
Board regarding how identified needs can be met, whether it is reasonable to do so, and
what steps are already being taken. At their own discretion, the CAC and TAC may
comment on the Unmet Needs report or may make separate recommendations to the
StanCOG Policy Board.

D. The StanCOG Policy Board shall hold at least one public hearing to receive testimony
regarding potential unmet needs. This public hearing shall be held no later than
December 31% of each year. This shall not be at the same meeting at which the unmet
needs finding are made. StanCOG may conduct a second public hearing, following staff
analysis, before making its final determinations with respect to unmet transit needs and
reasonable to meet. Potential unmet transit needs heard for the first time at the second
public hearing need not be analyzed or acted upon the same year, though, if not acted
upon, they shall be acted upon in the subsequent year. Notice of each hearing, including
the date, place, and specific purpose of the hearing shall be given at least 30 days in
advance through publication in one or more newspapers of general circulation,
including in Spanish. StanCOG shall also send written notification to those persons and
organizations that have indicated, through the StanCOG citizen participation process or
any other source of information, an interest in the subject of the hearing.

E. All Unmet Transit Needs comments received either through the year or at the public
hearings shall be documented on the Unmet Transit Need “Request for Transit Service”
form. The person making the request may ask that the form be mailed to him/her, or
the required information may be received via phone conversation. If the “Request for
Service” is mailed, StanCOG staff will follow up by phone to assure accuracy of
information received. The “Request for Service” will be available to the public on the
StanCOG web site at www.stancog.org.

F. StanCOG recognizes that not all transit desires can or should be met. Issues that are
deemed to be minor operational issues rather than unmet transit needs shall be
referred to the appropriate transit operator for further investigation or action as
warranted. A minor operational issue is defined as any transit comment, complaint, or
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issue which may have merit but does not rise to the level of (meet the definition of) an
unmet transit need.

G. The list of all transit issues identified at the Unmet Transit Needs public hearing shall be
presented to the SSTAC at its September meeting. As part of that presentation, staff
shall identify those issues that in staff’s opinion are minor operational issues believed
not to merit further review. The SSTAC shall be asked to render its own opinion on the
same subject to determine which complaints are worthy of further review”.

H. The remaining proposals shall be discussed before the SSTAC, including a brief analysis.
This analysis shall be the foundation for the analysis within the draft Unmet Transit
Needs Report. The Policy Board shall be provided recommendations of Unmet Transit
Needs from the SSTAC and staff.

I. Public testimony received at the first hearing shall be compiled and evaluated by staff,
based upon recommendations received from the SSTAC. StanCOG staff shall prepare a
written analysis of potential unmet needs which have been identified and shall then
recommend to the Policy Board whether or not each issue raised is an “unmet transit
need" in accordance with the adopted definition. The Policy Board shall then determine
whether or not unmet transit needs exist based on the adopted definition and
specifically identify such needs if they are determined to exist.

J. Once StanCOG has determined that a request is an “unmet transit need," it shall
determine whether it is "reasonable to meet." For each unmet need identified staff shall
recommend, based on the adopted definition and comments received, if it is reasonable
to meet, identify reasons why it is reasonable to meet or not, and identify any steps that
are already being taken to meet the need. The StanCOG Policy Board may make its
determination regarding “reasonable to meet” at the same meeting at which the finding
of specific unmet needs is made or may make this determination at a subsequent
meeting.

K. If an unmet transit need is determined by StanCOG to be reasonable to meet, then the
unmet transit need shall be funded before any allocation is made for streets and roads
within the County. Accordingly, the Transit Cost Sharing committee shall recommend to
the Policy Board which transit operator should provide the service, as a part of the
Transit Cost Sharing process. The operator’s Transportation Development Act claim shall
document how the unmet transit need is to be funded.

L. Where an unmet transit need is found to be reasonable to meet, the operator
responsible to meet that need may track the productivity of the new service for a six
month period after it is initiated to determine whether the identified need appears
reasonable to meet. If the ridership during the first six months is too low to indicate that
it is meeting a reasonable transit need, the operator may request that it begin the
process of overturning the reasonable to meet finding. The operator shall document to
the SSTAC both that the service is not receiving acceptable levels of ridership and that it
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has acceptably marketed the service. If the SSTAC agrees with the request of the
operator, the operator may request the Policy Board to reverse its reasonable to meet
findings.

M. As with any planning process, the Unmet Needs process should evolve over time in
response to changing local conditions, including growth. This Unmet Needs process and
associated definitions shall be reviewed comprehensively by StanCOG, the SSTAC, and
other interested parties at least once every five years or more frequently if appropriate.

DEFINITION OF “UNMET TRANSIT NEED” AND “REASONABLE TO MEET”

Pursuant to the requirements established by the TDA, the following definitions for “unmet
transit need” and “reasonable to meet” were adopted by the StanCOG Policy Board on August
12, 2009. Staff utilizes these definitions to identify if a potential “unmet transit need” meets the
Policy Board’s definition. If an unmet transit need is identified, staff further analyzes that need
to determine whether or not it satisfies the adopted definition for “reasonable to meet”.

Definition of Unmet Transit Need

An “unmet transit need” is a need for transportation for an individual or group of individuals
within any part of Stanislaus County, which has not been funded and implemented and which
has been accurately documented on the Unmet Transit Need “Request for Transit Service” form.
Unmet needs include, but are not necessarily limited to, needs for traditional fixed-route transit,
curb-to-curb or door-to-door paratransit service, and “door-through-door” service (trips that
originate inside a building or residence and terminate inside a destination building or residence),
as long as some portion of the trip is taken via a motorized vehicle having four or more wheels
and operated by a professional or volunteer driver whose primary purpose is to transport
individuals or groups of individuals over public rights of way. A “specialized service” is one that
provides transportation tailored to the unique needs of the individual being served in a manner
that exceeds the level of service described in the literature published by the city or county entity
that provides traditional fixed-route or paratransit service to the area in which the unmet need is
thought to exist. Potential transit needs may be identified by community members or through a
local or regional planning process. Although, some services may be restricted or give priority to
traditionally transit-dependent populations (such as elderly, youths, persons with disabilities, or
low-income persons), all eligible users should have equivalent access or opportunity to use the
service. At a minimum, this may include requests for transportation services which are identified
through the annual TDA Unmet Transit Needs hearings, by the SSTAC, in the Regional
Transportation Plan, in the Short-Range Transit Plan of any transit operator, in any study of
unmet transit needs prepared or formally accepted by the StanCOG Policy Board, or in a
compliance plan for the Americans with Disabilities Act as prepared by any public or private
entity. Unmet transit needs are not:

1. Trips, which would duplicate transportation services
2. Aneed for transportation service beyond the fiscal year under consideration
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1.

Definition of Reasonable to Meet

An identified unmet transit needs will be determined to be “reasonable to meet” if it is
demonstrated, to the satisfaction of the StanCOG Policy Board, that the transit need can be met
within the following performance and financial standards:

Any new service developed to meet an unmet transit need shall achieve at least 50% of
the system-wide performance standards, as found in the Transit Cost Sharing Procedures
adopted by the StanCOG Policy Board, except in the case of an extension of service
determined to be a necessary lifeline* service for transit dependent populations.

*Lifeline Service: A service necessary to access community services within Stanislaus
County that are needed to sustain an individual’s physical and mental health, as
determined by StanCOG Policy Board.

Any new service developed to meet an unmet transit need shall not cause the system of
which it is a part to fail to meet the systemwide performance standards.

Any new service developed to meet an unmet transit need will not require the
expenditure of more Local Transportation Funds than are available to the jurisdiction for
transit.

Any new specialized service would be required to meet TDA requirements and be eligible
for LTF funding under article 4 “Claims for Funds”, Article 4.5 “Claims for Community
Transit Services”, and Article 8 “Other Claims for Funds”.

An unmet transit need that requires specialized service will not reduce the amount of TDA
funding needed by a City or County to continue to provide public transit services unless
determined otherwise by the StanCOG Policy Board as demonstrated by their approval of
claims submitted under article 4.5 “Claims for Community Transit Services” of the
Transportation Development Act (TDA).

The determination of whether an unmet transit need is “reasonable to meet” shall take into
account as appropriate:

If the time period needed to implement the required corrective action (e.g. major
purchases, planning requirement) is greater than one year, an unmet transit need may be
declared not reasonable to meet. An unmet transit need shall not be determined
unreasonable to meet more than once on these grounds.

The fact than an identified transit need cannot be fully met based on available resources
shall not be the sole reason for a finding that a transit need is not reasonable to meet.

StanCOG’s Policy Board determination of needs that are reasonable to meet shall
not be made by comparing unmet transit needs with the need for streets and
roads.

rl
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SOCIAL SERVICES TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COUNCIL (SSTAC)

As previously identified, TDA regulations require StanCOG to annually consult with the Social
Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) to identify the region’s transit needs prior to
making any allocation of TDA funds not directly related to public transportation services or
facilities provided for the exclusive use of pedestrians and bicycles. Pursuant to the TDA,
Section 99238 (c) 1-3 of the Public Utilities Code specifically indentifies the SSTAC’s
responsibilities:

(c) The social service transportation advisory council shall have the following
responsibilities:

(1) Annually participate in the identification of transit needs in the jurisdiction,
including unmet transit needs that may exist within the jurisdiction of the council
and that may be reasonable to meet by establishing or contracting for new
public transportation or specialized transportation services or by expanding
existing services.

(2) Annually review and recommend action by the transportation planning agency
for the area within the jurisdiction of the council which finds by resolution, that
(A) there are no unmet transit needs, (B) there are no unmet transit needs that
are reasonable to meet, or (c) there are unmet transit needs, including needs
that are reasonable to meet.

(3) Advise the transportation planning agency on any other major transit issues,
including the coordination and consolidation of specialized transportation
services.

In accordance with the TDA requirements, StanCOG continually works with the SSTAC and
meets with the members on a monthly basis to identify and analyze any potential unmet transit
need against the Policy Board’s adopted definitions of "unmet transit need" and "reasonable to
meet". Upon completion of the annual unmet transit needs assessment, both staff and the
SSTAC further recommend a finding to the Policy Board that: 1) there are no unmet transit
needs; 2) there are no unmet transit needs which are reasonable to meet; or 3) there are
unmet transit needs, including needs which are reasonable to meet.

If the Policy Board determines that an unmet transit need is reasonable to meet, then that
transit need must be funded before any allocation is made for streets and roads within the
region. Additionally, where an unmet transit need is found to be reasonable to meet, the
Transit Cost Sharing Committee shall recommend to the Policy Board which transit operator
should provide the service. The transit operator’s TDA claim shall document how the unmet
transit need will be funded.
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TRANSIT COST SHARING

In 1997, through the passage of the Senate Bill 344, Section 99233.11 of the TDA’s Public
Utilities Code was amended to create StanCOG’s transit cost sharing capability. As established
under this policy, all countywide transit needs must first be funded by the Local Transportation
Funds (LTF) available to the Stanislaus County region. If all transit needs are funded and
remaining LTF exists, then those remaining funds can be made available for the improvement of
streets and roads within each of StanCOG’s member agencies/jurisdictions. Distribution of
these remaining funds is determined through an adopted formula and further reviewed by
StanCOG’s Transit Cost Sharing Committee each year.

As previously mentioned, the transit cost sharing policy also shifts the responsibility of meeting
any “reasonable to meet” unmet transit need from the jurisdiction where that need is
identified to the transit operator that can most economically meet the transit need. Any
identified unmet transit need is no longer presumed to be the responsibility of a jurisdiction
simply because the territory affected by that need is located within a specific jurisdiction.
However, this shift in responsibility does not change the collection or analysis of transit needs
identified as part of the unmet transit needs assessment process.
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EXISTING CONDITIONS

As noted in Section A-4 of the adopted unmet transit needs process above, “unless additional
information becomes available, which supersedes the analysis in the 2003/04 StanCOG Final
Unmet Transit Needs Report, the information as listed in Sections 1-3 above (referring to the
analysis of the size and location of groups likely to be dependent on transit) shall be included in
future reports by reference only”. The following sections briefly provide an analysis of Sections
1-3 of the unmet transit needs assessment process.

SIZE AND LOCATION OF GROUPS LIKELY TO BE DEPENDENT ON TRANSIT
The 2003/04 report provided a summary of 32 census tracts identified as having populations
that would likely be dependent on transit. Figure 1, below, identifies the locations of these

census tracts (shaded in yellow).

Figure 1: 2000 Census Tracts with the Most Transit Dependent Populations

508

N -  STANISLAUS COUNTY 3
\ —— 2000 ) tanCox

CEnNSUS TRACTS .

Based on the analysis contained in the 2003/04 report, the most transit-dependent census
tracts were concentrated in the urban areas of Modesto, Ceres, Turlock, and parts of Riverbank
and Oakdale. Until the 2010 Census information becomes available, staff recommends a
conclusion that no significant changes are present in the location or size of transit dependent
populations, since the 2000 Census. Based on this recommendation, staff further recommends
the use of the 2003/04 report’s analysis to satisfy the statutory requirements for the 2011/12
Unmet Transit Needs Report, as included in Public Utilities Code Section 99401.5.
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CURRENT TRANSIT SERVICES IN STANSILAUS COUNTY
At present, Stanislaus County’s public transit services are provided by five transit operators:

1. City of Ceres — Ceres Area Transit (CAT) and Ceres Dial-A-Ride (CDAR)

2. City of Modesto — Modesto Area Express (MAX) and Modesto Area Dial-A-Ride
(MADAR)

3. Riverbank-Oakdale Transit Authority (ROTA) — ROTA Dial-A-Ride

4. Stanislaus County — Stanislaus Regional Transit (StaRT) fixed-route, Runabout,
Shuttle, and dial-a-ride transit services, and non-emergency medical transportation
to various Bay Area medical center.

5. City of Turlock — Bus Line Service of Turlock (BLAST) and Dial-A-Ride Turlock (DART)

The following sections briefly describe the service area, routes, and general operations of the
five public transit systems listed above. In addition, any changes that occurred to these
systems’ services since the last unmet transit needs assessment are identified below.

City of Ceres Transit System (CAT and CDAR)

The City of Ceres contracts with Storer Transit
Systems, Inc., to operate its CAT and CDAR
systems. Combined, these two systems cover the
City of Ceres and some unincorporated areas of
Stanislaus County to the north, south, east and
west of the Ceres city limits. The CAT provides
two, fixed-route services during the week, Routes
A and B, and one route on Saturdays and Sundays,
Route C. These routes operate on one hour loops
from 6:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. for CAT Route A and
6:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. for CAT Route B on
Mondays through Fridays, 10:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. on Saturdays; and 10:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. on
Sundays.

CDAR operates up to four buses at various times throughout the weekday and one to two buses
on Saturdays and Sundays. CDAR’s dial-a-ride services operate from 6:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m.
during the weekdays, 10:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. on Saturdays, and 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. on
Sundays. Table 2, below, identifies the general services provided by both the CAT and CDAR
systems.

Table 2: CAT and CDAR Transit Services

A Avérage
Headway

Service = Routes Service Area

Hatch Rd./Mitchell Rd./Whitmore

i m.-7: .m. i :
6:00 a.m 00 p.m 60 minutes Ave./Magnolia St.
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http://www.stancog.org/




















































































http://www.stancog.org/






































































































http://www.commuteconnection.com/carpool.htm
http://www.commuteconnection.com/carpool.htm#vanpool
http://www.commuteconnection.com/bike.htm
http://www.commuteconnection.com/transit.htm
http://www.commuteconnection.com/transit.htm
http://www.commuteconnection.com/transit.htm
http://www.commuteconnection.com/ridematching.htm
http://www.commuteconnection.com/guaranteed.htm
http://www.commuteconnection.com/employer-assistance.htm
















































































































































































































