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In California, regional planning is primarily conducted by Metropolitan Planning
Organizations (MPOQO) in urbanized areas and Regiona! Transportation Planning
Agencies (RTPA) in rural areas. The passage of SB 375 (Chapter 728, Statutes of
2008) by Senator Darrell Steinberg has brought new attention to regional planning,
leading many state, city and county officers and other interested parties asking how
planning at the regional level occurs.

What is an MPO, an RTPA, a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP}, or Council of
Governments (COG)? This White Paper will help explain these terms and summarize
what planning occurs at the regional level.

Before the passage of SB 375, generally the term “regional planning” described the
following:

. Both MPOs and RTPAs are responsible for developing transportation
planning documents at the multi-county or countywide level. The most
important plan these agencies prepare is the RTP, which is a long-range,
20-year plan identifying how transportation funds will be spent to address
regional needs.

. A separate process allocating regional housing needs among cities and
counties, where all would then be required to plan for their share of the
regional needs.

SB 375 adds a new Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) element to regional
transportation plans prepared by MPOs. The bill also requires that both the regional
housing allocations by COGs and the transportation project selection, usually in a
Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP), be consistent with each other and the
transportation plan.

Further complicating the process is that in many locations the transportation project
selection is not done by the MPO but by a County Transportation Commission, which,
like the MPOQ, is also referred to in state law as an RTPA, leading to questions of which
does what in each region of the state.

As the statewide association generally representing all of these entities, the California
Association of Councils of Governments (CALCOG) has annually published a chart
listing the functional responsibilities of its member agencies. In this paper, we will
attempt to explain how these agencies function, describe their regional variances and
differences with one another, and how the SB 375 requirements and related regional
housing and transportation planning laws are intended to work under both state and
federal law.



What is an MPO? What is a COG? What is a County Transportation Commission?

A Metropolitan Pianning Organization is a transportation policy-making body made up of
representatives from local government and transportation agencies with authority and
responsibility in metropolitan planning areas. Federal legislation passed in the early
1970s (23 USC 134) required the formation of a MPO for any urbanized area with a
population greater than 50,000.

In California, councils of governments (COG) already existed in each of the affected
metropolitan planning areas. Thus, the effect of the federal law was to assign new
responsibilities to an existing agency rather than the creation of a new agency.

MPOs were created in order to ensure that existing and future expenditures for
transportation projects and programs were based on a continuing, cooperative, and
comprehensive (3-C) planning process. Federal funding for transportation projects and
programs is channeled through the MPO.

There are five core functions of an MPO:

e FEstablish a setting: Establish and manage a fair and impartial
setting for effective regional decision-making in the metropolitan
area.

o [dentify and evaluate alternative transportation improvement
options: Use data and planning methods to generate and evaluate
alternatives. Planning studies and evaluations are included in the
Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP).

s Prepare and maintain a Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP):
Develop and update a long-range transportation plan for the
metropolitan area covering a planning horizon of at least 20 years
that fosters (1) mobility and access for people and goods, (2)
efficient system performance and preservation, and (3) good quality
of life.

s Develop a Transportation Improvement Program (TIP): Develop a
short-range (4-year) program of transportation improvements based
on the long-range transportation plan; the TIP should be designed
to achieve the area’s goals, using spending, regulating,
management, and financial tools.

s Involve the public: Involve the general public and other affected
constituencies in the 4 essential functions listed above.

Only one of the MPOs is set forth in California law. It is the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission (MTC) which covers the nine counties of the San Francisco Bay Area. It
was created by Government Code Section 66500 et al.



The other 16 within California were established only through local organizational

decisions creating either a state-required county transportation commission to serve as
a regional transportation planning agency under state law or a previously existing COG
established decades ago for review of federal grant applications by local governments.

Nearly all are COGs. The only MPO (besides MTC), which is not a COG, is the Shasta
County Regional Transportation Planning Agency, which is established as a county
transportation commission.

While SB 375 only applies to the 36 counties that are located within a boundary of an
MPO, each of the other so called rural counties has a RTPA which is either a county
transportation commission or a COG.

In the rural areas the only transportation planning COGs are Calaveras, Humboldt,
Lake, Mendocino, and San Benito counties. {(San Benito is part of the Association of
Monterey Bay Area Governments in its role as an MPO but is a separate COG for
housing). In these counties, and in all of the MPOs which are COGs, the county
planning agency is responsible for the regional housing allocations.

In the San Francisco Bay Area the COG and the MPO are separate agencies. In the
rural areas there is another multi-county COG, the Central Sierra Planning Council,
which is responsible for housing but not transportation. it includes the counties of
Alpine, Amador, Calaveras and Tuolumne. In the other rural counties the housing
allocations are performed by the State Department of Housing and Community
Development (HCD).

COGs are not governed by any particular law but are a form of a joint powers
agreement established under Government Code Section 6500 et al (*Joint Exercise of
Powers Act”). This law allows any two or more units of local government (cities and/or
counties) to establish a joint body to govern any particular program.

The use of joint powers agreements gives local agencies some extra latitude in
organizing the COG that meets the unique needs of the region as well giving it some
additional flexibility to administer its programs and activities.

All COGs, all MPOs (except Shasta), and most RTPAs are not governed by any
government agency but exist as separate entities. The others are usually under the
umbrelia of the county government.

The exact rules for the selection of the governing board and the list of powers and
duties of the COG are only governed by its own agreement among its member
agencies. Amendments to that agreement are only in accordance with the terms of the
agreement and not in accordance with any specific terms of state law.

Many of the COGs have had the composition of the governing board and other powers
and duties changed over time. The initial formation requires unanimous agreement



between all of the affected local governments. Amendments to their powers and duties
after that have occurred are in accordance with any specific terms of state law and the
terms of the initial agreement.

In addition, several COGs assess dues as one way to fund its activities.

The Shasta MPO and the rural county transportation planning agencies are established
as county transportation commissions under Government Code Section 29535. They
are composed of three members appointed by the board of supervisors, three members
appointed by the city selection committee of the county (i.e., the mayors of each city in
the county) or by the city council in any county in which there is only one incorporated
city, and, where applicable, three members appointed by a transit district and one
member representing, collectively, the other transit operators in the county.

It is generally accepted that there are 17 MPOs in California. However, if you include
the Tahoe Regionai Planning Agency (TRPA), there are 18. TRPA is actually a bi-state
agency created by the U.S. Congress and a compact between California and Nevada.
Federal laws and California and Nevada statutes govern it. TRPA is composed of paris
of two counties in California, El Dorado and Placer, and two counties in Nevada. The
portions of two California counties outside the Tahoe basin are part of the Sacramento
Area Council of Governments (SACOG).

Differences Among the MPOs

With the exception of TRPA, all of the MPO boundaries follow county boundaries. Four
of these MPOs are multi-county; the other 13 all have a metropolitan area confined to a
single county.

in general the boundaries of the MPO follow the home-to-work commute patterns of
people commuting to the central city or cities within the region, the television market
areas, and other similar economic regional indicators. However, as the poputation in
California has grown, there are now home-to-work commutes that are interregional as
well as rural areas not within an MPO, which in many cases, are now considered at
least partially part of the metropolitan regions near them.

Moreover, in the region of each multi-county MPO, there are many transportation
planning and programming functions which are not carried out by the MPO itself but are
carried out by individual county agencies. The exact way these operate is different in
each region. It is best explained by looking at the other transportation planning and
programming functions commonly carried out by MPOs.

Regional Housing Needs Allocation and Transportation Planning

The Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) is a state-mandated planning effort
(Government Code Section 65584) which serves as the starting point for the local
housing element update process. Each council of government (COG), and for each city
and county without a COG, the State Department of Housing and Community



Development, determine each city and county’s fair share of the region’s housing need.
Local governments, in turn, plan to accommodate that need by preparing individual
Housing Elements. Since 1980 and before SB 375 the updates had been scheduled to
take place every 5 years but for several years this state program was suspended.

Historically there was no coordination between transportation planning and the RHNA
process. The MPO’s regional transportation plans are required to be updated every 4
years in areas which have not met federal air quality standards, which is everywhere
except Shasta, Monterey Bay (including Santa Cruz County), San Luis Obispo, and
Santa Barbara.

However, SB 375 generally changes the frequency of RHNA updates from every 5
years to every 8 years matching every other regional transportation plan update cycle
and is intended to promote coordination between the two state mandated required
regional planning efforts. In the air quality attainment regions the RHNA update remains
every 5 years unless the region elects to update its transportation plan every 4 years.

Regional Transportation Planning Under Federal Law (23 CFR 450.300(c)

The RTP, also known as the Regional Transportation Plan, sets out regional, long-
range (20 years) transportation planning goals. it is the backbone for transportation
funding and project decisions and provides strategic direction for transportation capital
investments.

Under federal law all projects receiving any federal funding must be consistent with the
applicable RTP and Federal Transportation Improvement Programs (FTIP).

The listing of projects is subject to the following two requirements:

e Constraint Requirement. First, the RTP and FTIP must be
financially constrained. This means that only projects for which the
agency anticipates having sufficient funding can be included.
Unconstrained projects may be listed in the FTIP as information
items only.

s Conformity Requirement. The conformity requirement applies only
to nonattainment and maintenance areas. Attainment areas are not
subject to the air quality requirement set forth in Section 176 of the
Federal Clean Air Act. In these regions, the RTP and FTIP must
demonstrate that it is in conformity with the Air Quality State
Implementation Plan. The only MPOs that are in attainment are
Monterey, San Luis Obispo, Santa Barbara, Santa Cruz, and
Shasta.

The RTP is a project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and
requires an environmental impact review (EIR). RTPs are not subject to federal



National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) review. Only individual projects in the FTIP
are subject to both CEQA and NEPA review.

Transportation Project Selection and Programming

Both state and federal laws have transportation improvement programs which reflect the
selection of projects to be constructed with currently available revenues. These
multiyear improvement programs are generally adopted by the same MPO with two
exceptions.

In the region of the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), covering
the counties of Imperial, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino, and Ventura,
all transportation programming and project selection are done by the county
transportation commissions which are independent government agencies for each
county, established by Public Utilities Code Section 130000. The Imperial Valley
Association of Governments rather than a county commission handles Imperial County.
For the Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments (AMBAG), consisting of Santa
Cruz and Monterey Counties with some functions for San Benito County, the state funds
are programmed by the individual county transportation commissions set forth in state
faw and the federal funds are programmed by the multi-county MPO.

Transportation Funding Programs

Under current federal law most of the federal funding goes directly to the State
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) for maintenance, operation, and repair of state
highways. However, a portion of what is called the Surface Transportation Program
(STP) and all of the CMAQ funds (Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement
Program) are allocated by formula to the MPOs and are directly programmed by the
MPOs or transportation commissions.

State Programming

The primary state transportation funding is the State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP). It is divided into two parts.

s 75 percent consists of the regional transportation improvement
program (RTIP) with projects selected by the local or regional
transportation planning agency (the MPO is the local or regional
agency except where there are the statutory transportation
agencies previously referred to or in areas too small to be an
MPO).

» 25 percent consists of the Interregional Transportation and
Improvement Program (ITIP), which is for state use. The RTIP
funding is further divided among the agencies by regions as the
South receives 60 percent of the RTIP and the North receives 40
percent. 15 percent of the total or 60 percent of the ITIP must be



spent outside of the urbanized portion of the metropolitan or rural
area.

The only funding currently going to the STIP is 40 percent of the Proposition 42 funds
(sales tax on gasoline).

Similar to federal law, the state gasoline tax revenues currently go directly to the
operation and maintenance of state highways and local streets and roads. Until
recently this was a funding source for the STIP but the recent declines in gas tax
revenues relative to costs have required that all of the state share go to state highway
maintenance and rehabilitation. Even that amount is far short of the need to maintain
adequate road conditions.

Local Transportation Funding — Self Help Counties

Local voter approved V2 cent sales tax measures for new transportation projects has
become a funding source which is greater than both state and federal funds combined
in funding new projects. These measures are all approved at the individual county level

so that where the MPO is multi-county, there exists a single county transportation
commission which can develop a transportation expenditure program and submit it to
the voters.

Enclosed with this document are a list of the counties (called “Self-Help Counties”),
which currently have sales tax measures and the applicable expiration dates of these
measures. With the exception of a portion of the sales tax in Los Angeles County, all
measures have to be reauthorized by the voters.

Regional Transportation Impact Fees

Some local governments use Regional Transportation Impact Fees {Government Code
Section 66000) hand-in-hand with sales tax measures. Some use them that do not have
sales tax measures. In rural areas, they are often the only option. These fees are used
to mitigate traffic impacts on the regional road network within their jurisdictions.
However, traffic impacts beyond their boundaries are not included.

Proposition 1B Bond Measure

Proposition 1B {(2006) includes several categories of new transportation funding with
most of the funds being new programs allocated by the California Transportation
Commission and applications coming from regional transportation programming
agencies independent of the rules for the existing state programs. [n addition to these
funds, a quarter cent sales tax is allocated for public transportation purposes with funds
generally going directly to transit operators.



Funds for Planning

There are three permanent sources for regional transportation planning:

« MPOs (other than SCAG and AMBAG) may take up to 1 percent of
the STIP funds for planning, programming, and monitoring. The
county transportation commissions, which program funds which are
not MPQOs (the statutory commissions within SCAG and AMBAG)
and the rural counties may take up to 5 percent of the funds for
planning programming and monitoring.

* 1 percent of the public transportation funds also go to the regional
transportation planning agency for planning. However, the amount
for SCAG is capped at $1million.

+ Consolidated Planning Grant (CPG) — 23 USC 307(c) (1) and 49
USC 5338.49 — is a federal allocation that an MPO receives each
year to develop their plans and programs. The CPG is primarily
composed of Federal Highway Administration metropolitan planning
and Federal Transit Administration 5303 funds. These funds are
allocated to the MPO by a formula established by Caltrans
allocating 1 and %% of Federal Transportation Funds.

fn addition to these permanent funding sources, for Fiscal Years 2005-06 through 2008-
09, MPOs and a few rural agencies have received annual grants to prepare regional
blueprints. The total statewide amount for this program has been $5 million per year.

One other optional source of funds is dues charged to member agencies by COGs.

Regional Blueprints

The Regional Blueprint Planning Program is intended to better inform regional and local
decision-making, through pro-active engagement of all segments of the population as
well as critical stakeholders in the community, business interests, academia, builders,
environmental advocates, and to foster consensus on a vision and preferred land use
pattern.

It is anticipated that the regional blueprint planning grants will build capacity for regional
collaboration and integrated planning that will in turn enable regions to plan to
accommodate all their future growth, thereby reducing the need for sprawtl.

What are now called regional blueprints began as locally driven efforts by the four
largest MPQOs/COGs — Greater Los Angeles (SCAG), Bay Area (MTC/ABAG), San
Diego (SANDAG), and Sacramento (SACOG).

The efforts had different titles and relationships with other plans. But in general, all were
efforts to identify and promote improved future land use patterns of their regions in a



way that increased the intensity of development around key transportation investment
centers (usually near major transit stations), reduced vehicle trips and traffic congestion,
increased the efficiency of existing transportation investments, and reduced sprawi.

All of these were widely supported by not only environmental groups but also by local
governments (since there was no state or regional control), business and development
interests (who saw the reduced congestion as a way to improve the economic
attractiveness of the region for growth), and neighborhood groups who recognized that
the alternative was an unacceptable level of congestion and loss of open space.

The Caltrans Regional Blueprint Program was developed through State Planning and
Research funds secured through the federal government with an emphasis on
transportation planning and Caltrans monitoring the program.

The program initially funded 14 MPOs through 7 grants in FY 2005/06 as its purpose
was to support the completion of these blueprints and expand the concept statewide. All
17 MPQOs are now participating.

By 2008, the program continued to grow, as a total of $250,000 was awarded to 10
different RTPAs and all of the initial MPOs that were awarded continue to make strides
toward implementation in their region’s General Plans.

The regional blueprints were not required to be part of the RTP. How they affected
transportation funding decisions has, thus far, been limited. However, their main
purpose was to incentivize different local government planning and development
approval decisions. It should be noted that the information gathered has become
valuable for development of regional and local plans and programs such as the RTP.

All of the 4 largest regions have examples of local planning and/or development
decisions that have been influenced by these blueprints. They have also been made a
factor in the decision-making of state agencies allocating Proposition 1B (California
Transportation Commission) and Proposition 1C (HCD) discretionary funding awards of
state bond funds.

Sustainable Communities Strategies (SB 375 Reguirement)

SB 375 builds upon the regional blueprints by adding a requirement that each MPO
include a “Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS),” which includes the same
elements that began in the regional blueprints. It also adds a requirement that the
regions identify “resource areas” and designate, which, if any, would be the priority
areas for not having development occur. Some of the regional biueprints aiready have
included this element but it was not required by the Caltrans blueprint guidelines.

While not required by the blueprint funding or SB 375, some blueprints also have
developed preferred standards for new development outside of the existing priority
transportation investment areas. They are generally identifying density, design and
diversity (mix of uses) criteria which would reduce the number of trips per household as
compared with existing development patterns.



The preparation of the SCS adds additional hearing and local government participation
requirements on top of the existing federal citizen participation requirements for
preparation of the RTP.

SB 375 also requires that the regional housing need allocations (covering an 8 year
period instead of the current law of 5 years) be consistent with the projected land uses
for the SCS and RTP. It also requires that all of the elements of the RTP be internally
consistent. These include the financial element, the projects, and the SCS.

Alternative Planning Strategy (APS) (SB 375 Requirement)

SB 375 requires the Air Resources Board to set GHG reduction targets for each MPO to
achieve through reduced vehicle trips per household. These will be established by
September 2010. RTP updates, thereafter, will have to include a determination whether
the regional trips based upon the RTP achieve the GHG target.

If the RTP/SCS does not achieve the target, the MPO is required to prepare an
Alternative Planning Strategy (APS) identifying alternative land use patterns (which may
include criteria for new development outside existing priority areas) and/or
transportation strategies which would achieve the GHG target.

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

Once a SCS, and if necessary, an APS has been prepared, SB 375 permits residential
and mixed use projects which are consistent with those documents to avoid some of the
CEQA requirements generally applicable to new development. Certain qualifying transit
priority projects of up to 8 acres are exempt. Other residential and mixed use projects
need not address regional air growth or traffic impacts but would still be subject to
CEQA. '
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COUNCILS OF GOVERNMENTS (COGS)
CALIFORNIA METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATIONS (MPOs) AND
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCIES (RTPASs)

Association of Bay Area Governments
Henry Gardner

Executive Director

P.O. Box 2050

Oakland, CA 94604-2050

Phone: 510-464-7988 Fax: 510-464-7985
Email; henryg@abag.ca.gov
www.abag.ca.gov

Association of Monterey Bay Area
Governments

John Doughty

Executive Director

P.O. Box 809

Marina, CA 93933-0809

Phone: 831-883-3750 Fax: 831-883-3755
Email; jdoughty@ambag.org
www.ambag.org

Butte County Association of Governments
Jon Clark

Executive Director

2580 Sierra Sunrise Terrace, Suite 100
Chico, CA 95928-6301

Phone: 530-879-2468 Fax: 530-879-2444
Email: jonclark@bcag.org

www.bcag.org

Calaveras Council of Governments
Tim McSorley

Executive Direcior

P.O. Box 280

San Andreas, CA 95249

Phone: 209-754-2094 Fax: 209-754-2096
Email: tmcsorley@calacog.org
www.calacog.org

Centrat Sierra Pfanning Council and
Economic Development District

Larry Busby

Executive Director

53 West Bradford Avenue, Suite 200
Sonora, CA 95370

Phone: 209-532-8768 Fax: 209-532-7599

Contra Costa Transportation Authority
Paul Maxwell

Executive Director

3478 Buskirk Avenue, Suite #100
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523

Phone: 925-256-4700 Fax; 925-256-4701
Email: pmaxwell@ccta.net

www.ccta.net

Council of Fresno County Governments
Tony Boren

Executive Director

2035 Tuiare Street, Suite #201

Fresno, CA 93721

Phone: 559-233-4148 Fax: 559-233-9645
Email: tboren@fresnocog.org
www.fresnocog.org

Council of San Benito County Governments
Lisa Rheinheimer

Executive Director

330 Tres Pinos Road, Suite C-7

Hollister, CA 95023

Phone: 831-637-7665 Fax: 831-636-4160
Email: lisa@sanbenitocog.org
www.sanbenitocog.org

Eastern Sierra Council of Governments
Rene Mendez

Executive Director

P.O. Box Box Drawer N

Independence, CA 93526

Phone: 760-878-0292 Fax: 760-878-2241
Email: rmendez@aqnet.com

El Dorado County Transportation
Commission

Kathryn Mathews

Executive Director

2828 Easy Street, Suite 1

Placerville, CA 95667

Phone; 530-642-5260 Fax: 530-642-5266
Email: kmathews@edctc.org
www.edctc.org

Gateway Cities Council of Governments
Richard Powers

Executive Director

16401 Paramount Blvd.

Paramount, CA 90723

Phone:; 562-663-6850 Fax: 562-634-8216
Email; info@gatewaycog.org
www.gatewaycog.org

Humboldt County Association of
Governments

Marcella Clem

Executive Director

427 F Street, Suite #220

Eureka, CA 95501

Phone: 707-444-8208 Fax: 707-444-8319
Email: hcaog@pachell.net
www.hcaog.net



Imperial Valley Association of Governments
Bob Ham

Executive Director

940 West Main Street, Suite 2006

El Ceniro, CA 2243

Phone: 760-482-4290 Fax: 760-353-7876
Email; bobham@imperialcounty.net
www.co.imperial.ca.usfivag/default.htm

Kern Council of Governments

Ronald Brummet

Executive Director

1401 18th Street, Suite 300

Bakersfield, CA 93301

Phone: 661-861-2191 Fax: 661-324-8215
Email: rbrummelt@kerncog.org
www.kerncog.org

Kings County Association of Governments
Terri King

Executive Director

339 W. "D" Street, Suite B

Lemoore, CA 93245

Phone: 559-582-3211x2678 Fax: 559-924-5632
Email: Tking@co.kings.ca.us
www.countyofkings.com/KCAG

Las Virgenes-Malibu Council
of Governments

Terry Dipple

Executive Director

6168 Spring Valley Road
Calabasas, CA 91302

Phone: 818-968-9088

Lake County/City Area Planning Council
Lisa Davey-Bates

Executive Director

367 N. State Street

Ukiah, CA 95482

Phone: 707-263-7799 Fax:

Email: daveybatesi@dow-associates.com
www.lakeapc.org

Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority

Art Leahy

Chief Executive Officer

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop: 99-23-3
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Phone: 213-922-6888 Fax: 213-922-7447
Email: leahya@metro.net
www.metro.net

Madera County Transportation Commission

Patricia Gallagher

Executive Director

2001 Howard Road, Suite 201

Madera, CA 93637

Phone: 559-675-0721 Fax: 559-675-9328
Email: patricia@maderactc.org
www.maderactc.org

Mendocino Council of Governments
Phillip Dow

Executive Director

367 North State, Suite 206

Ukiah, CA 95482

Phone: 707-463-1859 Fax: 707-463-2212
Email; dowp@dow-associates.com
www.mendocinocog.org

Merced County Association of Governments
Jesse Brown

Executive Director

369 W 18th Street

Merced, CA 95340-4801

Phone: Fax: 209-723-0322

Email; jesse.brown@mcagov.org
WWW.mcagov.org

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
Steve Heminger

Executive Director

101 8th Street, Metrocenter

Oakland, CA 94607

Phone: 510-817-5810 Fax: 510-817-5848
Email: sheminger@mitc.ca.gov
www.mtc.ca.gov

Orange County Council of Governments
Lacy Keliy

Executive Director

600 West Santa Ana Blvd., Suite 214
Santa Ana, CA 92701

Phone: 714-972-0077 Fax: 714-572-1816
www.occcities.org

Orange County Transportation Authority
Will Kempton

Chief Executive Officer

550 §. Main Street

Orange, CA 92868

Phone: 714-560-5584x; 714-560-5795
Emaii: wkempton@octa.net

www.octa.net



Placer County Transportation Planning
Agency

Celia McAdam

Executive Director

289 Nevada Street

Auburn, CA 95603

Phone: 530-823-4030 Fax: 530-823-4036
Email: CMcAdam@pctpa.net
www.pctpa.org

Riverside County Transportation
Commission

Anne Mayer

Executive Director

4080 Lemon Street, 3rd Floor
P.O. Box 12008

Riverside, CA 92502-2208
Phone: 951-787-7141

Fax: 951-787-7920

Email: amayer@ictc.org
www.rctc.org

Sacramento Area Council of Governments

Mike McKeever

Executive Director

1415 L Street, Suite 300

Sacramento, CA 95814

Phone: 916-321-9000 Fax; 916-321-9551
Email: mmckeever@sacog.org
WWW.sacog.org

San Bernardino Associated Governments

Deborah Robinson Barmack

Executive Director

1170 W. Third Street, Second Floor

San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715

Phone: 909-884-8276 Fax: 909-885-4407
Email: dbarmack@sanbag.ca.gov
www.sanbag.ca.gov

San Diego Association of Governments
Gary Gallegos

Executive Director

401 B Street, Suite #800

San Diego, CA 92101

Phone: 619-699-1991 Fax; 619-699-1995
Email: gga@sandag.org
www.sandag.cog.ca.us

San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments
Nicholas T. Conway

Executive Director

3452 East Foothill Blvd,

Pasadena, CA 91107

Phone: 626-564-9702 Fax: 626-564-1116
Email: sgv@sgveog

WWW.SgVC09.0rg

$San Joaquin Councii of Governments
Andrew Chesley

Executive Director

555 East Weber Avenue

Stockton, CA 95202

Phone: 209/235-0438Fax: 209-235-0438
Email: achesley@sjcog.org
WWW._sjcog.org

San Luis Obispo Council Of Governments
Ron De Carli

Executive Director

1114 Marsh Street

San Luis Obispo, CA 93401

Phone: 805-781-4251 Fax: 805-781-5703
Email: rondecarli@slocog.org
www.slocog.org/~ipsloc

Santa Barbara County Association of
Governments

Jim Kemp

Executive Director

260 N. San Antonio Road, Suite B

Santa Barbara, CA 93110-1315

Phone: 805-961-8900 Fax; 805-961-8901
Email: jkemp@sbcag.org

www.sbcag.org

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission

George Dondero

Executive Director

1523 Pacific Avenue

Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Phone: 831-460-3200 Fax: 831-460-3215
Email: gdondero@sccric.org

www.scerte.org

Shasta County Regional Transportation
Planning Agency

Dan Little

Executive Officer

1855 Placer Street

Redding, CA 96001

Phone: 530-225-5654 Fax: 530-225-5667
Email: dlittle@co.shasta.ca.us
www.scripa.org



SierraPlanning Organization and Economic
Development District

Brent Smith

Executive Director

560 Wall Street, Suite F

Auburn, CA 95603

Phone: 530-823-4703 Fax: 530-823-4142
Email: brent@sedd.org

www.sedd.org

Siskiyou Association of
Governmental Entities

Richard Barnum

Executive Director

P.O. Box 1085

Yreka, CA 96097

Phone: 530-842-8200 Fax: 530-842-8211
planning@co.siskiyou.ca.us
www.co.siskiyou.ca.us

South Bay Cities Council of Governments
Jacki Bacharach

Executive Director

5033 Rockvalley Road

Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275

Phone: 310-377-8987 Fax: 310-377-5790
Email: jacki@southbaycities.org
www.southbaycities.org

Southern California Association of
Governments

Hasan tkhrata

Executive Director

818 W. 7th Street, 12th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Phone: 213-236-1800 Fax: 213-236-1961
Email: ikhrata@scag.ca.gov
www.scag.ca.gov

Stanislaus Council of Governments
Vince Harris

Executive Director

1111 | Street, Suite 308

Modesto, CA 95354

Phone: 209-525-4600 Fax: 209-558-7833
Email: vharris@Stancog.org

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency
Joanne Marchetta

Executive Director

P.O. Box 5310

Stateline, NV 89449

Phone: 775-589-5253 Fax: 775-588-4527
Emait:jmarchetta@trpa.org

www.trpa.org

Transportation Agency for Monterey County
Debra L. Hale

Executive Director

55-B Plaza Circle

Salinas, CA 93901

Phone: 831-775-0903 Fax: 831-775-0897
Email: debbie@tamemaonterey.org

www tamcmonterey.org

Tri-County Area Planning Council
George Robson

Executive Director

Tehama County Planning Department
Courthouse Annex, Room |

444 Oak Street

Red Bluff, CA 96080

Phone: 530-527-2200 Fax: 530-527-2655

Tulare County Association of Governments
Ted Smalley

Executive Director

5595 S. Mooney Bivd

Visalia, CA 93277-9394

Phone: 559-624-7274 Fax: 559-733-6720
Email: tsmalley@co.tulare.ca.us

Tuolumne County Transportation Council
Peter Rei

Executive Director

2 South Green Street

Sonora, CA 95370

Phone: 209-533-5601 Fax: 209-533-5698
Email: Prei@co. Tuolumne.ca.us

www tuolmnecountytransporiation.org

Ventura Council of Governments
Wally Bobkiewicz

Interim Executive Director

970 Ventura Street

Santa Paula, CA 93060

Phone: 805-525-4478 Fax: 805-654-5106
whobkiewicz@venturacog.org
www.venturacog.org

Ventura County Transportation Commission
Darren Kettle

Executive Director

950 County Square Drive, Suite 207

Ventura, CA 93003

Phone: 805-642-1591x105 Fax; 805-642-4860
Email: dkettle@goventura.org
www.goventura.org



Western Riverside Council of Governments
Rick Bishop

Executive Director

4080 Lemon Street, 3rd Floor MS 1032
Riverside, CA 92501

Phone; 951-955-7985 Fax: 951-787-7991
Email: bishop@wrcog.cog.ca.us
WWW.WIC0g.0rg.ca.us

Westside Cities Council of Governments
Gordon Anderson

Executive Director

Emaii: Gordon.anderson@smgov.net
WWW.Wrcog.cog.ca.us
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SELF HELP COUNTIES

Due to recent elections, the following counties are also included in the
Self Help Counties list: Imperial, Santa Barbara, Santa Clara, Sonoma, and Marin.

Source: Self Help Counties Coalition
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