Regional Transportation Impact Fee (RTIF) Alternatives for
Consideration by the Merced County Association of
Governments Governing Board
January 2018

This document contains a list of options for how to proceed regarding the RTIF. The MCAG
Governing Board has considerable discretion regarding the RTIF, however, several options
require action by individual jurisdictions for implementation.

Option 1: Status quo

The Board could act at any time to allocate existing funds to eligible projects. As the 2016 study
was not fully implemented, projects would need to be selected from the approved 2008 list. If
projects from the 2016 study were desired, each of the seven jurisdictions waould need to adopt
the 2016 study. The continued collection of RTIF by selected jurisdictions is up to the
jurisdictions.

Option 2: Re-commitment to RTIF and adopt the 2016 study

All jurisdictions approve the 2016 study and those jurisdictions which have suspended
collections resume doing so. Current and future funds would be available throughout the
county for projects on the 2016 list at the discretion of the Board. A new study could be
conducted in the future as an update to the 2016 study as needed.

Option 3: Termination of the RTIF and distribution of available funds by the Board

Without all jurisdictions participating, all jurisdictions cease collecting RTIF. While the RTIF
implementation could terminate with withdrawal of jurisdictions, that would render any
jurisdiction which withdrew ineligible for funding. Rescission of the 2005 implementation
agreement by all jurisdictions would terminate the RTIF and leave all jurisdictions eligible to
receive some of the remaining available RTIF funds. Under this option there are many
possibilities for the distribution and use of funds.

* Option 3A: Allocation of funds to eligible projects
Like Option 1, the Board could act to allocate existing funds to eligible projects. As the
2016 study was not fully implemented, projects would need to be selected from the
approved 2008 list. If projects from the 2016 study were desired, each of the seven
jurisdictions would need to adopt the 2016 study.

* Option 3B: Allocation of funds to east and west regions
While final authority remains with the Board, the Board could elect to allocate the
remaining funds to the east and west sides of the county as geographically defined in
the Measure V Transportation Expenditure Plan. The available funding could then be
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considered by the Measure V Eastside and Westside Regional Projects Committees for
recommendations to be made to the full board. Projects would need to be selected
from the 2008 list unless all Jurisdictions adopt the 2016 study.

© Option 3B-1: Allocate funds by Measure V formula
Divide the funds between the east and west based only on the Measure V
method (50% by percentage of population and 50% by percentage of road
mileage)

© Option 3B-2: Allocate funds by contribution of jurisdiction
Divide the funds between the east and west based on the contributions by
individual jurisdictions. Amount of contributions by each city could be used to
determine city-related contributions for each side of the county. The County’s
portion of contribution would still need to be split between the east and west
regions. The allocation of the County’s portion could be done by the Measure v
formula or another method.

© Option 3B-3: Allocate funds by other considerations
Funds could be allocated using other considerations including continued
collection of funds, previous use of funds, or any other applicable
considerations.

Option 3C: Allocate remaining funds to all jurisdictions based on contributions

Under this option, the funds would be allocated to all seven jurisdictions based on the
amount of funds each contributed to the RTIF over the entire length of the program.
This would account for jurisdictions which did and did not continue to collect RTIF
funds. As a majority of all funds collected have already been expended, each jurisdiction
would receive a pro-rated amount of the remaining funds. An estimated $4.9 million is
available of the total net revenue of $14.2 million from the life of the program. That
means that each jurisdiction would receive about 34.5 percent of the funds which were
contributed. The Board has the abifity to allocate funds to eligible projects, which is
currently the 2008 list. The 2016 study would need to be adopted by all jurisdictions to
make the 2016 projects available.

While the Board could allocate funds to each jurisdiction in this manner, the funds
could only be used for eligible projects. This could result in some jurisdictions receiving
amounts of funds that would not be meaningful compared to the costs of eligible
projects. Options would need to be pursued by jurisdictions and the Board to ensure
that final allocations would be made to jurisdictions in amounts that could be utilized
effectively.
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REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION IMPACT FEE PROJECT LISTS

2008 RTIF Study Project List (Adopted)

Project Location Project Description Cost
Bellevue Road connection to 99 - from new interchange to Atwater $5,000,000
Mission Avenue Improvements from 59 to 99 (not adding lanes) $8,400,000
Hwy 59 north realignment "Merced-Atwater Highway" - re-align from 99 to $214,000,000
Bellevue with new 99 Interchange
Hwy 59 Mission to Childs widen to 4 lanes from Mission Ave. to Childs Ave. $5,000,000
Hwy 59 - 152 to Mission widen to 4 lanes from SR 152 to Mission Ave. $50,000,000
Hwy 140 Bradly Overhead widen to 4/5 lanes - from Parsons to Santa FeAve. $48,000,000
Hwy 140 to Campus Parkway widen to 4/5 lanes - from Santa Fe Ave. to Campus $13,500,000
Parkway
Hwy 140/33 Gustine Truck Route | Bypass $5,000,000
Hwy 152 Los Banos Bypass $497,000,000
Hwy 165 North of Hilmar widen to 4/5 lanes - from Hilmar to Stanislaus County $43,000,000
or alternate project to reduce traffic on SR 165
through Hilmar
Dos Palos Road Improvements $5,000,000
Winton Parkway Interchange improvements and widening (Livingston) $15,000,000
Campus Parkway From SR 99 to Yosemite Ave. $63,000,000
TOTAL $971,900,000
2016 RTIF Study Project List (Not Adopted as of Dec 2017)
Project Project Description Cost
Construct two-lane extension from
Atwater-Merced Expressway — Phase 1b Green Sands to Santa Fe $62,200,000
Campus Parkway from Childs Avenue to Construct Phase 2 of four-fane divided $30,524.000
north of SR 140 expressway e
Campus Parkway from north of SR 140 to Construct Phase 3 of four-lane divided $55.000,000
Yosemite Avenue expressway T
£. Mission Avenue from SR 59 to west of
Henry Street in south Merced Construct two-lane roadway $4,911,600
Bellevue Road from Vine Avenue to
Orchard Park near Dole plant. Construct two-lane roadway $2,206,240
s Construct traffic signals & roadway
R
Hammatt Avenue at SR 99 in Livingston improvements at interchange $1,674,400
Lander Avenue (SR 165) from American Construct center two way left turn lane for $785.900
Avenue to August Avenue 0.4 miles !
SR 33 at SR 140 in Gustine Construct a roundabout $2,300,000
SR 59 from Merced to SR 152 Construct two sets of passing lanes $2,158,000
SR 33 (Elgin Avenue) from Valeria Streetto
Christian Street in Dos Palos Construct four-lane roadway $5,000,000
. Construct RTIF project, to replace Los
Los Banos improvement project Banos Bypass $50,000,000
TOTAL $216,760,140
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