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A BRIEF INTRODUCTION TO THE FUNDING SOURCE MATRIX

The Funding Source Matrix provides a one-stop information center for the general public on the funding sources avaiiable for
transpartation in Los Angeles County. Transportation finance is a complex issue with funds emanating from the federal, state, and
local governments and their taxation sources. The total amount of transportation revenue over the next 25 years is estimated to be

$106.0 billion, with 73% of these revenues coming from local sources, 14% from state and 13% from federal.

The annual revenues identified in the MTA budget for 2002 amount to over $3 billion. The primary source of MTA funds is local
sales tax coupled with the gasoline tax of 18 cents of state tax and 18.4 cents of federal tax on each gallon sold. Sales tax is also
charged in California on each gallon sold which provides further revenue for transportation purposes. The US Congress appropriates
the Federal Highway Trust funds annually by program. The California Transportation Commission allocate portion of the State

Highway account and funds are also distributed by formula and for specific programs according to statutes.

This booklet provides a breakup of the three distinct governmental sources of revenue (federal, state and local) by program and
legal requirements. Programs represent a specific set of standards or criteria for a funding source that must be followed in spending
the funds such as air quality enhancements or roadway widening. The layout is in the form of a two-page facing format that include
the funding description, eligible uses, policies & guidelines, annual amount ($ in millions), project selection, responsible staff, timely
use of funds and additional source of information. The document is intended to assist the reader in understanding the origins of the
funding and the various uses and restrictions on transportation funds, References for further research are identified as well in

certain specific instances where such may help.

Beginning on page 58, a series of other federal and state transportation funding programs that are not MTA monitored, but rather
CALTRANS administered, are listed. These CALTRANS and federal programs have been included for information purposes onily.
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DEFINITION OF COLUMNS*

Column Headings

Funding Source:
Description:

Eligible Uses:

Policies & Guidelines:

Annual Amount:
($ in millions}

Project Selection:

Responsible Staff:

Timely Use of Funds
{(where applicable}:

Further Information:

Definitions

Common name of the source of revenue or program.
A brief summary that describes the source of the revenue and how it derives from taxes or grants.
Describe types of expenditures that qualify for support or reimbursement from the specific funding source.

Describes (1) the legislative restrictions, provisions and guidelines and/or (2) the MTA guidelines for the use(s}
of the specific funding source.

Represents the projected amount of funds available for programming to various projects. The amount shown
is net of any amount allocated to MTA administrative expenses,

Represents the MTA Department or programming function that coordinates or authorizes the selection of
transportation projects for funding from the specific funding sources, and the agency responsible for approving
the project.

Administration represents the person and department or agency responsible for the development and
administration of the guidelines and policies governing the use(s) of the specific funding source.

Funds Programming represents person and department or agency responsible for tracking annual amount of
fund source programmed (committed) in the Long Range Transportation Plan, Call for Projects, or MTA
Budget.

Project Management when applicable represents person who manages program and program costs on a
daily basis.

Grants Management represents the lead person within Programming and Policy Analysis (P&PA) Department
responsible for coordinating communication activities and filing for funds with other agencies (Caltrans and
FTA).

Accounting represents person and department responsible for recording project expenditures, tracking the
specific funding sources and complying with financial reporting requirements.

Long Range Forecast represents person and department or agency responsible for forecasting annual
amount of funds available to the MTA.

Funding Programs have two deadlines; one is the authority to allocate funds from the date of appropriation and
the other is the time limit for the beneficiary to utilize the funds before they lapse.

Wherever appropriate, supporting documentation source has been provided; For programs not under the direct
responsibilities of MTA, an Internet link has been provided for additional information.

* The Column Headings coincide with the column headings on each page as used throughout the matrix.
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FUNDING
SOURCE

PROJECT SELECTION

RESPONSIBLE STAFF

TIMELY USE OF FUNDS
{WHERE APPLICABLE}

FURTHER INFORMATION
{WHERE APPROPRIATE])

PROPOSITICN
A

See below for specific funding allocations

of praposition A.

Administration:
Frank Flores, Programming &
Policy Analysis (P&PA)

Funds Programming:
Nalini Ahuja, Local Programming
{LP)

Finance:
Rene Decena, Accounting

Long Range Forecast:
Carlos Monroy, Office of Budget
and Management {OMB)

Prop A 25%
Local Return
Program

Local Jurisdictions

Administration;

Diego Cardoso, Transportation
Development and
Implementation (TDD)

Funds Programming:
Nalini Ahuja, LP

Finance;
Rene Decena, Accaunting

Long Range Forecast;
Carlos Monroy, CMB

Time Limit to Spend Funds: Year
of allocation plus 3 years

Supporting Documentation:
Proposition A Local Refurn
Guidelines
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FUNDING
SOURCE

DESCRIPTION

ELIGIBLE USES

POLICIES & GUIDELINES

ANNUAL AMOUNT
{$ in Millions)

Prop A 35%
Rail
Development

35% of Prop. A revenues are used for
rail development in L.A. County, as
specified on the Prop. A Rail Corridar
Map, and rail operations.

Prop A 35% funds are to be used Rail
Development,

Prop. A 35% revenues must be
used exclusively on rail
development projects and rail
operations.

Revenues are distributed at MTA
Board's discretion. Ta date, funds
have supporled the construction
and operations of the Red, Blue,
and Green Lines, and right-of-way
purchases for Commuter Rail.

Projected FY02 - $175.7
million

Funds can be leveraged
by bonding and incurring
annual debt service.

Forecast from OMB 10-
Year Revenue Projection
Flan:

FYO3- 31914 m
FY04 - $198.1m
FY0b- $206.0 m
FY06 - $216.3m
FYD7 - $227.1m

Prop A 40%
Discretionary
Program

[95% of Prop A
40%]

40% of Prop. A revenues are set- aside
by MTA far Discretionary Programs to
operators by formula which include the
following:

Transit Operator
Transit Service
Expansion

The above 3 categories annually
receive shares by formula which total
95% of the 40% plus CPL.

FProp A 40% Discretionary Program
funds should be used for Buses {Fixed
Route/Public Dial-a-Ride}.

Transit Operator Formula Funds
Guidelines adopted April 1591
require aperators o receive a
“base” share (95% of the 40%)
plus CP| each year based on
projected receipts. The annual
amount is adjusted once during
the mid-year reallocation.

Subsequent to 1991, state
legistation (Calderon Bill 5B 1753)
requires adherence to the Transit
Operator Formula Funds {formula
allocation procedure) unless a %
vote of the MTA Board is
obtained.

Projected FY0Z - $190.8
mitlion

Funds can be leveraged
by bonding and incurring
annual debt service.

Forecast from OMB 10-
Year Revenue Projection
Plan:

FY03-%207.8m

FY04 - 32151 m
FY05-3%223.7m

FY06 - $234.9m

FYG7 - $246.6 m

Page 8






FUNDING
SOURCE

DESCRIPTION

ELIGIBLE USES

POLICIES & GUIDELINES

ANNUAL AMOUNT
(3 in Millions)

Prop A
Incentive
Program [5% of
Prop A 40%)]

5% of the Prop. A 40% Discretionary
revenues. Funds are distributed based
on priorities stated in the adopted 5% of
40% guidelines. The primary users are
paratransit programs.

Eligible uses for the Prop A Incentive
Program funds include the fallowing:
Sub-regional Paratransit Programs,
Special Transit Programs, and
Community Transporlaticn Programs.

Only the County of L.A_, cities and
public transit operators are
eligible to apply for Prop. A 5% of
40% funds. Private operators or
other agencies can only receive
these funds through sponsorship
by an eligible operator,

Prajected FYG2 - $10.0
million

Forecast from OMB 10-
Year Revenue Projection
Plan:

FY03-%$109m

FYD4 -$11.3 m
FY05-$118m
FY06-%$124m
FYOT-313.0m

Prop A Interest

Prop A Interest revenue is generated
from the interest on funds in the Prop. A
Revenue Account.

Prop A Interest follows the guidelines
adopted by the Board in March 1996.
The funds are discretionary and
allocated by the Board. However, the
Board must use the Formula Allocation
Procedure for the following:

- Mitigate an MTA operations shortfall or
existing bus operations or capital
programs that historically use the
Formula Allocation Procedure

- The funds are utilized in an indirect
manner which result in additional funds
for the above mentioned categories

- The Board elects to use the funds for
new pragrams Or services in conjunction
with Municipal Operators and other
affected jurisdictions.

Prop A Interest funds are
allocated at the discretion of the
MTA Board. If any portion is
allocated to MTA Operations, then
the municipal operators shall
receive their share via the formula
distribution determined by MTA

policy.

$10-20 million annually.
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FUNDING PROJECT SELECTION RESPONSIBLE STAFF TIMELY USE OF FUNDS FURTHER INFORMATION
SOURCE (WHERE APPLICABLE) (WHERE APPROPRIATE}
Prop A Priorities within adopted guidelines with Administration: Time Limit to Spend Funds: Supporting Documentation:
Incentive paratransit programs being the primary Jim McLaughlin, indefinite except for funds Formula Allocation Procedure &
Program [5% of | users, Regional Service Planning (RSP) | subject to the guidelings of the Proposition A 5% of 40%
Prop A 40%] MTA Farmuta Allocation Incentive Guidelines

Funds Programming:
Nalini Ahuja, LP

Project Management:
Jay Fuhrman, RSP

Finance:
Rene Decena, Accounting

Long Range Forecast:
Carlos Monroy, OMB

Procedure, which specifies a
three-year time limit),

Prop A Interest

MTA Board through annual budget
process and formula allocation procedure

Administration:
Michelie Caldwell, OMB

Funds Programming:
Carlos Monroy, OMB

Project Management:
Frank Shapiro, OMB

Finance:
Josie Nicasio, Accounting

Long Range Forecast: Carlos
Monroy, OMB
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FUNDING
SOURCE

PROJECT SELECTION

RESPONSIBLE STAFF

TIMELY USE OF FUNDS
(WHERE APPLICABLE)

FURTHER INFORMATION
{WHERE APPROPRIATE)

PROPQSITION
C

MTA Budget Process

Administration:
Frank Flores, P&PA

Funds Programming:
Nalini Ahuja, LP

Project Management:
Frank Shapiro, OMB

Finance:
Rene Decena, Accounting

Long Range Forecast:
Carlos Monroy, OMB

Propositich C Ordinance

Prop C 5%
Security

MTA Budget Process

Administration:
Jim McLaughlin, RSP

Funds Programming:
Nalini Ahuja, LP

Project Management:
Rufus Cayetano, LP

Finance:
Basil Panas, Accounting

Long Range Forecast:
Carlos Monroy, OMB

Time Limit to Spend Funds: 3
years

Supporting Documentation:
Formula Allocation Procedure

Prop C

10% Commuter
Rai! & Transit
Centers

Transportation Development &
Implementation (TDI)

Approximately $4-5 million per year is
assigned to the Call For Projects.

Administration:
Jim Mclaughlin, RSP

Funds Frogramming:
Patricia Chen, LP

Finance:
Basil Panas, Accounting

Long Range Forecast:
Carlos Monroy, OMB

Time timit to Spend Funds:
indefinite except when the funds
are subject to the guidelines of
the Call for Projects MOU, which
specilies a forty-two month time
limit. Although funds need to be
expended within 42 months from
July 1 of the fiscat year in which
the funds are programmed, other
stipulations may apply as well.

Supporting Documentation:
Call for Projects MOU
Proposition C Ordinance
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FUNDING
SOURCE

PROJECT SELECTION

RESPONSIBLE STAFF

TIMELY USE OF FUNDS
{(WHERE APPLICABLE)

FURTHER INFORMATION
(WHERE APPROPRIATE)

Prop C 20%
Locai Return

Local Jurisdictions

TDI administers project applications.

Administration:
Diego Cardoso, TDI

Funds Programming:
Nalini Ahuja, LP

Project Management:
Dolores Roybal, TDI

Finance:
Rene Decena, Accounting

Long Range Forecast:
Carlos Monroy, OMB

Time Limit to Spend Funds: Year of
allocation plus 3 years

Supporting Documentation:
Proposition C Local Return
Guidelines

Prop C 25%
Transit Related
Highway
Improvement

Call for Projects

TD| evaluates applications and develops
recommendation for funding through the Call
for Projects process.

Administration:
Renee Berlin, TDI
Ray Maegkawa, TDI

Funds Programming:
Wanda Knight, RP

Project Management:
Ken Cude, TDI

Long Range Forecast:
Carlos Monray, OMB

Time Limit to Spend Funds:
indefinite except for funds subject to
the guidelines of the MTA Formula
Allocation Procedure, which specifies
a three-year time limit).

Supporting Documentation:
Call for Projects MOU
Proposition € Ordinance

Prop C 40%
Discretionary

MTA Board through annuzl budget process.

Administration:
Frank Flores, P&PA

Funds Programming:
David Yale, RP

Long Range Forecast:
Carlos Monroy, OMB

Time Limit to Spend Funds:
Indefinite except for funds subject to
the guidelines of the MTA Formula
Allocation Procedure, which specifies
a three-year time limit).

Supporting Bocumentation:
Call for Projects MOLU
Proposition € Crdinance
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FUNDING DESCRIPTION ELIGIBLE USES POLICIES & GUIDELINES ANNUAL AMOUNT
SOURCE {5 in Millions)
Public Under $B45 implemented on January State and Local Mass Transportation 50% of PTA funds are directed to | Projected FY02 - $554.8
Transportation 1, 1998, the Public Transporiation related expenditures. the State Transit Assistance million Statewide

Account {PTA} Account {PTA) replaced the {STA) program. including STA.
Transporiation Planning &
formerly calied Development Account (TP&D). The The remaining 50% is for Fund Estimate from 2000
{Transportation PTA is a trust fund intended for statewide highway and specified STIP (Statewide):
Planning & {ransportation planning and mass transportation uses excluding FY03-%383.3m
Development - transportation purposes. rolling stock. FY04 - $457.6 m
TP&D) FY05- $462.1 m
{Considered PTA derives its revenue from sales and FY06-$519.4m
local due to uses taxes on diesel fuel and gasoline FYO7 -$538.5m
formula as follows:
allocation) 1) 4 & 3 % sales tax on diese! fuel

2) 4 & % % sales tax on 9 cents of the
state excise tax on gasoline

3) “Spillover™: Sales tax revenues on all
sales (including gas) excead sales tax
revenues on all sales {excluding gas)

State Transit
Assistance (STA)
{Considered

local due ta
formula
allocation)

Fifty % of the Public Transportation
Account (PTA) funds are allocated to
the State Transit Assistance {STA) fund
by the State Controller.

One haif of the above 50% is allocated
to the MTA based on the ratio of L.A
Counly's poputation to the State’s
population {the population share). The
other half of the 50% is ailocated to the
MTA based on the ratio of the total
County transit operators’ fare revenues
to total revenues of transit operators in
the State (the operator revenue share).

Assembly Bill 2828 annually increased
STA funds by approximately $8.75
millicn to Los Angeles County.

STA funds are allocated to local
transporlation agencies and are
eligible for public transit capital and
operations programs.

The operator revenue share is used for
transit operations or capital. The
population share is used for transit
operations or roads.

The MTA allocates STA funds to
the municipal operators on a
formula basis (Formuia Allocation
Frocedure). Transit operators
must be eligible for TDA Art. 4 to
receive STA funds. In addition,
transit claims must be consistent
with the Shorl Range Transit Plan
and the Short Range Trans.
Improvement Program.

The operators must alsc meet
either one of the following
standards (eligibility test): ta
receive STA funds:

{Continued an ihe next page)

Projected FY02

- $59.7

million {Entire L.A,

County)

Forecast from OMB 10-
Year Revenue Forecast

FY03-$39.5m
FY04 - $38.0m
FY05-$38.5m
FY06 - $39.1m
FYO7 - $39.6 m

MTA portion
Projected FY02
million

- 527

Forecast fram OMB 10-
Year Revenue Forecast

FY03-341.1m
FYD4 -$33.9m
FY05-$33.0m
FY06-$33.6 m
FYD7-%34.0m
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FURTHER INFORMATION

FUNDING PROJECT SELECTION RESPONSIBLE STAFF TIMELY USE OF FUNDS

SOURCE (WHERE APPLICABLE) (WHERE APPROPRIATE)
Public Not Applicable Administration: Time Limit to Spend Funds: 3 Supporting Documentation:
Transporiation David Yale, RP years Formula Allocation Procedure
Account (PTA)

Funds Programming:

formerly called Nalini Ahuja, LP
(Transporiation
Planning & Finance:

Development -
TP&D)

Rene Decena, Accounting

Long Range Forecast:
Carlos Menroy, OMB

State Transit
Assistance (STA)

Formula allocation by MTA Board policy

Administration:
Frank Flores, P&PA

Funds Programming:
Nalini Ahuja, LP

Grants Management:
Charlene Lorenzo, Regicnal
Grants Management and
Administration {(RGM&A)

Finance:
Rene Decena, Accounting

Long Range Forecast:
Carlos Monroy, OMB

Eligibility Test:
Nalini Ahuja, LP

Time Limit to Spend Funds: 3
years

Supporting Documentation:
Formula Atlocation Procedure
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FUNDING
SOURCE

DESCRIPTION

ELIGIBLE USES

POLICIES & GUIDELINES

ANNUAL AMOUNT
(% in Millions)

State Transit
Assistance (STA)}

1. The operator's total operating
cost per revenue vehicle hour in
the latest year for which audited
data are available does not
exceed the sum of the preceding
year's total operating cost per
revenue vehicle hour and an
amount equal to the product of
the percentage change in the
Consumer Price Index (CPI) far
the same period multiplied by the
preceding year's total operating
cost per revenue vehicle hour,

2. The operator's average total
operating cost per revenue
vehicle hour in the latest three
year for which audited data are
available does not exceed the
sum of the average of the total
operating cost per revenue
vehicle hour in the three years
preceding the latest year for
which audited data are available
and an amount equai to the
product of the average
percentage change in the
Consumer Price Index (CPi) for
the same period multiplied by the
average total operating cost per
revenue vehicle hour in the same
three years.
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FUNDING
SOURCE

PROJECT SELECTION

RESPONSIBLE STAFF

TIMELY USE OF FUNDS
{(WHERE APPLICABLE)

FURTHER INFORMATION
{WHERE APPROPRIATE)

State Transit
Assistance (STA)
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FUNDING PROJECT SELECTION RESPONSIBLE STAFF TIMELY USE OF FUNDS FURTHER INFORMATION
SOURCE (WHERE APPLICABLE) {WHERE APPROPRIATE)
Service Authority | SAFE Board Administration:

for Freeway

State, Caltrans, California

Emergencies Highway Patrol (CHP}
(SAFE)
Funds Programming and Project
Management;
Byron Lee, Highway Operations
Support
Finance:
Basi! Panas, Accounting
Long Range Forecast:
Byron Lee,
Highway Operations Support
HOV Violation Caltrans, CHP, Administration:
Fund MTA Budget process State, Calirans, CHP
{Preferential
Traffic Lane Funds Programming and Project
Violation) Management:
Byran Lee,

Highway Operations Support

Finance:
Basil Panas, Accounting

Long Range Forecast:
Byron Lee,
Highway Operations Supporl

State Highway
Account
Budget Change
Proposal {BCP)
for Freeway
Service Patrol
Program

Cattrans, CHP and MTA

Administration:
State, Legislator

Funds Pgm, and Prcj. Mgmt:
Byron Lee, Highway Operations
Support

Finance:
Basil Panas, Accounting

Long Range Forecast:
Byron Lee, Highway Operations
Support
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FUNDING
SOURCE

PROJECT SELECTION

RESPONSIBLE STAFF

TIMELY USE OF FUNDS
(WHERE APPLICABLE)

FURTHER INFORMATION
(WHERE APPROPRIATE)

Fare Revenues

Not Applicable

Administration:
Jim Cudlip,
Revenue Department.

Funds Programming:
Frank Shapiro, OMB

Project Management:
Jim Cudlip,
Revenue Deparlment

Finance:
Basil Panas, Accounting

Long Range Forecast:
Carlos Manroy, OMB

Mobile Scurce

Not Applicable

Administration;

Emission Doug Kim, Long Range Planning
Reduction (LRP)
Credits
{MSERCs) Funds Programming:
Gladys Lowe, RGM&A
Project Management:
Doug Kim, LRP
Finance:
Basil Panas, Accounting
Long Range Forecast:
Doug Kim, LRP
Federal Aid Call for Projects Administration: NA

Urban (FAU}
Cash

Mona Jones, RP
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FUNDING
SOURCE

DESCRIPTION

ELIGIBLE USES

POLICIES & GUIDELINES

ANNUAL AMOUNT
{% in Millions)

PRIVATE FUNDS

Benefit Special benefit assessments are levied | Metro Rail Red Line Stations in A1 and Policies and guidelines for Actual FY02 - §14.44 m
Assessments on ocal property owners by the MTA to | A2 Districts. assessments are developed by
help raise funds for financing the Metro the MTA. Forecast is based on
Rail Red Line system. In the A1 OMB 10-Year Revenue
Downtown District, assessments are Forecasi Plan:
levied on commercial properlies that FY03-$11.12m
are jocated within a ¥2 mile radius of FYo4 - $12.78 m
Metro Red Line Stations and a 1/3 mile FY05-$19.27 m
radius for the A2 Westlake/MacArthur FY06 - $19.34 m
Park District. FY07 - $19.41m
Annual assessment income
directly pays for interesl and
principal paymanls on
approximately $162 milbon in
assessmenl district bonds that
wera sold in 1992,
Other Fees coliected for advertising, Transit Capital and Operations costs. Annually determined in the MTA Actual FY02 - $63.4 m
(Advertising and | chartering, leasing, Rideshare, QOperating Budget.
Auxiliary) Depariment of Justice grants, & MTA Forecast is based on

Lite Program.

OMB 10-Year Revenue
Projection Plan {12/99}):
FY03-$59.5m
FY04 - $82.2 m
FY05-%71.8m
FY06 - $79.6 m
FYQO7 - 360.6 m

Public/Private
Joint
Development

Revenues are generated from
public/private participation in joint
developments of rail lines and rail
slations.

Real Estate Development on MTA-
owned property and also on rental
property development to increase
revenue from tenant rent.

No specific guidelines approved
by the MTA. Potential uses under
consideration include restricting
revenue use to fund future
expenses of rail facilittes. Another
potential is enhancements that
increase rental revenue for MTA-
owned rea! estate.

From $0.7 to $1.0 miilion
annually, increasing in
future years by CPI and
as new developments
are added.
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FUNDING
SOURCE

PROJECT SELECTION

RESPONSIBLE STAFF

TIMELY USE OF FUNDS
(WHERE APPLICAELE)

FURTHER INFORMATION
(WHERE APPROPRIATE)

PRIVATE FUNDS

Benefit Benefit Assessment Division (Currently

Assessments

only on Metro Rail Red Line Segment 1)

Administration and Funds
Programming:
David Sikes, RGM&A

Long Range Forecast: James
Allen, RGM&A

Finance:
Basil Panas, Accounting

Other MTA Bus Operaticns

{Advertising and
Auxiliary)

Administration:

Richard Hunt,

Transit Operations

Funds Programming:

Gary Spivack, Transit Operations
Finance:

Basil Panas, Accounting

MTA Budget and Forecast:
Carlos Monroy, OMB

Public/Private
Joint
Development

MTA Board

Administration:
Carol Inge, TDI

Funds Programming:
Carlos Monrgy, OMB

Project Management:
Phil Ganezer, TCI

Long Range Forecast:
Velma Marshall,
Reat Estate
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FUNDING
SOURCE

PROJECT SELECTICN

RESPONSIBLE STAFF

TIMELY USE OF FUNDS
(WHERE APPLICABLE)

FURTHER INFORMATION
(WHERE APPROPRIATE)

FINANCING MECHANISMS — This Financial Mechanisms section shows the amount of current annual debt repayments made. Additional revenues can
be created by issuing debt in accordance with the MTA Debt Poticy.

Certificates of

Finance

Administration:

Parlicipation Trans. Dev. & Imp. (TDI} Terry Matsumoto,

(COP) Municipal Operators Finance Executive Officer
Funds Programming and Project
Management:
Mike Smith, Treasury

Commercial Finance Administration:

Paper (CP)* Terry Matsumoto, Finance

Executive Officer

Funds Programming and Project
Management:
Mike Smith, Treasury
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FUNDING
SOURCE

PROJECT SELECTION

RESPONSIBLE STAFF

TIMELY USE OF FUNDS
(WHERE APPLICABLE)

FURTHER INFORMATION
{WHERE APPROPRIATE)

Cross Border
Leases”

Finance

Administration:
Terry Matsumoto,
Finance Executive Officer

Funds Programming:
Michelle Caldwaell,

Deputy Executive Officer of
Finance {Budget)

Project Management:
Mike Smith, Treasury

Senior Lien
Bonds*

Finance

Administration:
Terry Matsumoto,
Finance Executive Officer

Funds Programming and Project

Management:
Mike Smith, Treasury

Subordinated
Bonds*

Finance

Administration:
Terry Matsumoto,
Finance Executive Officer

Funds Programming and Project

Management:
Mike Smith, Treasury
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FUNDING
SOURCE

PROJECT SELECTION

RESPONSIBLE STAFF

TIMELY USE OF FUNDS
(WHERE APPLICABLE)

FURTHER INFORMATION
(WHERE APPROPRIATE)

Il. STATE FUNDING SOURCES

Traffic Congestion
Relief {TCR}
Program

Governor and State Legisiature.

Actual projects were listed in legisfation, AB
2928.

Administration:
David Yale, RP

Funds Programming:
Gladys Lowe, RGM&A

Project Management:
Charlene Lorenzo, RGM&A

Finance:
Rene Decena, Accounting

Long Range Forecast:
Gloria Anderson, RP

Time Limit to Obligate/Allocate
Funds:

initial applications for projects must
be submitted by July §, 2002,
thereafter implementing agency must
seek an allocation and start the first
phase of work during the fiscal year
scheduled.

Time Limit to Spend Funds:

5 years {o spend funds from date of
allocation

Supparting Documentation: (CTC)
Guidelines for Traffic Congestion
Relief Program adopted September
28, 2000 and include state surplus
funds only, no federal funds are
involved

State
Transportation
fmprovernent
Program (SB-45
reform) 75% of
funds

(See Inter-regional
Transportation
Improvements
Program for 25% of
funds on the next

page)

AB1012-
amendment to
STIP process

The 75% Regional Improvement Program
projects are nominated and programmed by
County Commissions {MTA). The CTC must
either adopt or reject the entire program. MTA
programs these funds through the Call for
Projects.

MTA Board of Directors with CTC review

Administration:

Frank Flores, P&PA
Funds Programming:
David Yale, RP

Charlene Lorenzo, RGM&A
Project Management:

Ray Maekawa, TOI
Renee Berlin, TDI
Finance:

Rene Decena, Accounting
Long Range Forecast:
CTC and Caltrans

Administration:

Frank Flores, P&PA

Funds Programming:
David Yale, RP

Project Management:
Charlene Lorenzo, RGME&A
Long Range Forecast:
CTC and Caltrans

Finance:

Rene Decena, Accounting

Time Limit to Obligate/Allocate
Funds:

Available for allocation only until the
end of the fiscal year identified in
STIP

Time Limit to Spend Funds:

by the end of the second fiscal year
following the fiscal year in which the
funds were allocated (2 years)

Supporting Decumentation:

STIP Guidelines—-funds commaonly
called Regional Improvement
Program {RIP) funds and include
federal funds—STIP Letter of
Agreement (LOA) if applicable
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FUNDING
SOURCE

PROJECT SELECTION

RESPONSIBLE STAFF

TIMELY USE OF FUNDS
(WHERE APPLICABLE)

FURTHER INFORMATION
{WHERE APPROPRIATE)

Inter-Regional
Improvement
Program

Nominated by Caltrans and/or MTA,
setected hy the CTC.

Administration:
David Yale, RP

Funds Programming:
CTC

Project Management:
Renee Betlin, TOI
Ray Maekawa, TDI

Finance:
Rene Decena, Accounting

SHOPP

{State Highway
Operation and
Protection
Program}

Caltrans District 7

MTA does not manage or program these

funds.

Administration:
CALTRANS
David Yale, RP

Funds Programming:
Caltrans

Project Management:
Ray Maekawa, TDI
Ken Cude, TDI
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FUNDING DESCRIPTION ELIGIBLE USES POLICIES & GUIDELINES ANNUAL AMOUNT
SOURCE {$ in Millions)
Revenues are for the mitigation of Projects eligible for funding may include, | To be eligible, projects must be FY02-$1.0m

Environmental
Enhancement &
Mitigation (EEM}

negative enwvironmental effects of
transportation,

but are not limited to the following:

- highway landscaping,

- provision of roadside recreational
opportunities

- projects to mitigate the impact of
proposed transportation facilities
or to enhance the environment.

over and above any mitigation
required in the environmental
document for the transporiation
project. The MTA coordinates
and promotes the use of these
funds in Los Angeles County.

Statewide discretionary program —
No Los Angeles County
guarantee or targets

(per Financial Model
8/14/01)

Projection based on
Financial Forecasting
Model:

FYO3-31.0m
FY04-3$1.0m
FYO5-%$1.0m

Adrticle XiX
Guideway Funds
(For information
only; no longer a
funding source)

Revenues are generated from the state
gasoline excise tax. Article XIX of the
California State Constitution allows the
gasoline excise tax to be used for
public mass iransit fixed guideway
construction only (rail transit capital
projects} if voters of county enact Prop.
5 allowing that use. Prop. 5 received a
majority vote in L.A. County in 1972.

Rail Transit Capital Projects.

Article XIX of the State Constitution
states that the State gas tax can only be
used for streets and highways and not
for transit purposes. Since Proposition 5
was enacted, transit uses are allowed in
LA County for these funds.

Funds are programmed through
the STIP and used at MTA
discretion.

Through Prap. 5, transit projects
need to be in the STIP to receive
funding and the funding is now
part of the regional choice
program of SB 45.

Now funded through
CTIP {SB45 Regional
Choice Program)

Air Quality
Vehicle
Registration Fee
(AB 2766
Discretionary
Funds)

AB2766 authorizes an annual $4 per
vehicte surcharge in motor vehicle
registration fees in Southern California
to fund clean air vehicles and
programs, Total funding of $40 million
annually, of which $13 million is
programmed by an eight-member
commitlee known as the Mobile Source
Air Pollution Reduction Review
Committee (MSRC}.

Projects that reduce mobile source
emissions, including Bus, Highway,
Transportation Demand Management.

30% of the revenues are awarded
at the discretion of the MSRC for

programs that reduce air pollution.

Funds are allocated on an annual
basis through a competitive call
for projects.

Of the $13 million
allocated annually in
Southern California’s,
awards to MTA vary
since the program is
discretionary.

Page 36



FUNDING
SOURCE

PROJECT SELECTION

RESPONSIBLE STAFF

TIMELY USE OF FUNDS
{WHERE APPLICABLE)

FURTHER INFORMATION
(WHERE APPROPRIATE)

Environmental
Enhancement &
Mitigation (EEM)

State Resources Agency ranks projects;

CTC selects final projects for funding.

Administration:
David Yalg, RP

Funds Programming:
Gladys Lowe, RGM&A

Project Management:
Charlene Lorenzo, RGM&A

Finance:
Basil Panas Accounting

Article XIX
Guideway Funds
{For information
only; no longer a
funding source)

MTA Board

Administration:
David Yale, RP

Funds Programming:
David Yale, RP

Finance:
Basil Panas Accounting

Air Quality
Vehicle
Registration Fee
(AB 2766
Discretionary
Funds)

Cities and Counties
AQMD
MSRC

Administration:
Doug Kim, LRP

Funds Programming:
Doug Kim, LRP

Grants Management:
Brian Boudreau, RGM&A

Long Range Forecast:
Doug Kim, LRP
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FUNDING DESCRIPTION ELIGIBLE USES POLICIES & GUIDELINES ANNUAL AMOUNT
SOURCE (% in Millions}
Petroleum PVEA revenues are generated from the | Eligible uses for PVEA funds are: PVEA funds are disbursed to the Variable allocated by
Violation Escrow | Exxon & Stripper Well setllement. State by the federal government legislators on a project
Accaunt (PVEA) - Energy conservation plans and deposited in the Federal basis.
- Energy outreach programs Trust in the State Treasury.
- Innovative and new programs A continuously appropriated fund.
that result in energy savings Individual projects require specific
and/or displaced or non- legislation at the state level.
renewable fuel
State Gas Tax These funds are directly disbursed to Street and highway projects that will The city must be in conformance Approximately $220
and Motor the cities from the state. increase capacity and for busways and with the Congestion Management | million annually
Vehicle Fee repaving. Cannot be used to purchase Plan (CMP) requirements. distributed in Los
Subventions — transit vehicles. Angeles County by the
The MTA must cerlify the cities’ State Controller
Sections 2105, CMPs. if the MTA does not cerlify
2106, 2107, the CMP, then the subventions
2107.50f The will not be transferred to the city.

Streets and
Highways Code

State PUC Grade
Separation
Project Fund

The fund provides 80% of the cosita
modify an existing railroadfroadway
crossing {by grade separation,
relocation ar other means). The
railroad pays 10%, and the local
jurisdiction (applicant) pays 10%.

The fund provides 50% of the cost of
grade separating a new rail/roadway
crossing. The local jurisdiction is
responsible for paying the remaining
50% (the raifroad is not required to pay
any of the local share, but the local
jurisdiction can seek some or all of this
share from the railroad if it chooses).

Rail grade separations.

Applications are made o the
California Public Utilities
Commission {CPUC), which
applies a formula based on
criteria to rank projects in priority
orger.

Vehicle volume and number of
trainfvehicle accidents with
injuries are the principal
prioritization criteria.

About $15 mfyr,
statewide
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FUNDING PROJECT SELECTION RESPONSIBLE STAFF TIMELY USE OF FUNDS FURTHER INFORMATION
SOURCE {(WHERE APPLICABLE) {WHERE APPROPRIATE)
Petrofeum State legislation adopting slate of Administration; Time Limit to Obligate/Allocate Suppoerting Documentation:

Violation Escrow
Account (PVEA}

Legislature member requests

Doug Kim, LRP

Funds Programming:
Doug Kim, LRP

Finance:
Basil Panas, Accounting

Long Range Forecast:
Doug Kim, LRP

Funds: Varies, based on the
individual contracts between the
California Energy Commission
and the contractors

Policy guidelines by California
Energy Commission

State Gas Tax
and Motor
Vehicle Fee
Subventions -

Sections 2105,
2106, 2107,
21075 of The
Streets and
Highways Code

Cities and county choose projects.

Cities and county within Los
Angeles County.

State PUC Grade
Separation
Praject Fund

CPUC ranking determines funding.

Cities and county who make
requests.

CPUC stalf.
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FUNDING PROJECT SELECTION RESPONSIBLE STAFF TIMELY USE OF FUNDS FURTHER INFCRMATION
SOURGE (WHERE APPLICABLE) {WHERE APPROFPRIATE)
Highway Bridge Seismic retrofit projects have had the Caltrans

Rehabifitation
and
Replacement
{HBRR} Program

highest priority in recent years, claiming
most of the available HBRR funding. The
remainder of the funding is allocated to
other eligible projects on a first-come first-
served basis. Applications are made to
Caltrans tocal District 7 Office, which
forwards them to Caltrans
headquarlers/CTC for approval.

State
Infrastructure
Bank (SIB)/
Transportation
Finance Bank
(TFByCalifornia
Transportation
Infrastructure
Bank {CTIB)
Revolving Loan
Program

MTA, SCAG, Calirans, CTC, California
Ecconomic Development Finance Authority
(CEDFA)

Administration:
Frank Flores, P&PA

Funds Programming and Project
Management:

David Yale, RP

Caltrans

Finance:
Basil Panas Accounting
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FUNDING DESCRIPTION ELIGIBLE USES POLICIES & GUIDELINES ANNUAL AMOUNT

SOURCE {$ in Millions)
Carl Moyer State generated fund established in the | Eligible uses include buses, heavy-duty Funds are limited to the purchase | Annual amount - $50
Memarial Air annual State budget. The funds are trucks, marine vessels, agricuttural of clean fuel heavy-duty vehicles million in FYO0Z2.
Quality allocated through the South Coast Air pumps, and related heavy-duty vehicles. | and infrastructure or the Approximately $26.4
Standards Quality Management District retrofitting of older diesel engines | million for Southern
Aftainment {SCAQMD} with newer diesel technology. California, including $7
Program Funds are allocated by SCAQMD | miilion for transit buses.

on a discretionary basis.

Awards to MTA vary
since the program is
discretionary.
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FUNDING PROJECT SELECTION RESPONSIBLE STAFF TIMELY USE OF FUNDS FURTHER INFORMATION

SOURCE {(WHERE APPLICABLE) (WHERE AFPPRCPRIATE}
Carl Moyer SCAQMD authorizes funding on a Administration: Time Limit to Obligate/Allocate Suppeorting Documentation:
Memorial Air discretionary basis Doug Kim, LRP Funds: Eighteen months Califarnia Environmental
Quality Protection Agency’s Air
Standards Funds Programming: Time Limit to Spend Funds: 2 Resources Board (ARB)
Aftainment Doug Kim, LRP years afler obligation
Program

Grants Management:
Brian Boudreau, RGM&A

Long Range Forecast:
Doug Kim, LRP
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FUNDING DESCRIPTION

SOURCE

ELIGIBLE USES

POLICIES & GUIDELINES

ANNUAL AMOUNT
(3 in Millions)

Hl. FEDERAL FUNDING SOURCES

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION {(FHWA)

Surface A transportation program administered
Transportation by the Federa! Highway Administration
Program (STP) {(FHWA) and Caltrans.

TEA-21 legisiation requires states to
distribute STP funds in the following
manner:

10% - Safely construction

10% - Transporiation Enhancement
Activities

50% - Regional STP, STP Local, &
rural areas guaranteed return.

30% - State discretionary.

Construction, reconstruction,
rehabilitation, resurfacing, restoration
and operational improvements for roads
or highways which are not functionally
classified as local or rural minor
collectors {including interstate highways
and bridges), capital costs for transit
projects eligible for Federal Transit Act
assistance and publicly-owned intracity
or intercity bus terminals & facilities,
carpool projects, fringe & corridor
parking facilities, hicycle and pedestrian
walkways, highway & transit safely
improvement & programs,
Transportation Enhancement Activities.

CTC and Caltrans

Federal panlicipation is 88.53%
with 11.47% local match required.

Funds part of State
Highway Account (SHAY

Included in SB45 CTIP
tunding levels.

Approximately $680
million statewide for
California.

Portion of STP funds which are
programmed by the MTA as LA
County’s Regional Transportation
Planning Agency {(RTPA).

50% of State STP funds become the
RSTP program.

Regional Surface
Transporlation
Program (RSTP}

- Construction, reconstruction,
rehabilitation, resudacing, restoration
and aperational improvements for
highways (including interstate
highways and bridges),

- Capital costs for transit projects
eligible for assistance under the
Federal Transit Act and publicly-
owned intra-city or intercity bus
terminals and facitities, carpoo!
projects, fringe and corridar parking
facilities, bicycle and pedestrian
walkways, highway and transit safety
improvement & programs,
Transportation Enhancement Activities

MTA allocates RSTP funds to
eligible projects based on
inclusion in the Long Range
Transportation Plan and through
the competitive Call for Projects
process,

Federal parlicipation is 88.53%

with 11.47% local match required.

Actual FY02 -$84.1m

Forecast based on
Financial Forecasting
Model (B/14/01):

FY03-%96.1 m
FY04 - $97.4 m
FY05-%98.68 m

30% of STP funds which are retained
for the State {o use at its discretion.

Surface
Transportation
Program - State

See SHOPP ahove.

Paolicies and guidelines are set by
the CTC.

Par of the State
Highway Account (SHA)
and Fund Estimate
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FUNDING
SQURCE

PROJECT SELECTION

RESPONSIBLE STAFF

TIMELY USE OF FUNDS
(WHERE APPLICABLE)

FURTHER INFORMATION
{WHERE APPROFRIATE)

lil. FEDERAL FUNDING SOURCES

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION (FHWA)

Surface
Transportation
Program (STP)

CTC

Administration:
Frank Fiores, P&PA

Funds Programming:
Cavid Yale, RP

Grants Management;
Brian Boudreau, RGM&A

Finance:
Josie Nicasio, Accounting

Regional Surface
Transportation
Program (RSTP)

MTA Board

Call for Projects process

Administration:
Frank Flores, P&PA

Funds Programming:
David Yaie, RP

Grants Management:
Brian Boudreau, RGM&A

Finance:
Josie Nicasio, Accounting

Time Limit to Obligate/Allocate
Funds: 1 year to use obligation
autherity from star of fiscal year
of appropriation

Time Limit to Spend Funds: 3
federal fiscal years including the
federal fiscal year appertioned

Supporting Documentation: AB
1012 guidelines and legisiation,
Call for Projects Letter of
Agreement {LOA} if funds
assigned

Surface
Transportation
Program - State

Project selection is through the CTC via
the STIP process and Fund Estimate.

Administration:
Frank Flores, P&PA

Funds Programming:
David Yale, RP

Finance:
Josie Nicasio, Accounting
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FUNDING
SQURCE

PROJECT SELECTION

RESPONSIBLE STAFF

TIMELY USE OF FUNDS
{(WHERE APPLICABLE)

FURTHER INFORMATION
{WHERE APPROPRIATE)

Surface
Transportation
Program Local
(STP-L)

Local jurisdictions as permitted by the

FHWA and MTA.

Administration:
Frank Flores, P&PA

Funds Programming and Project
Management:

Hal Suetsugy, RP

Gigi Burns, RP

Time Limit to obligate Funds: 3
federal fiscal years including the
federal fiscal year apportioned

Supporting Documentation: MTA
STP-L Lapsing Policy

CALTRANS Local Programs
Procedures by the CALTRANS
Office of Local Assistance
Program

Regional -
Transportation
Enhancement
Activities (TEA)

MTA ranks projects in the Call for
Projects.

Approved in FTIP

Administration:
Frank Flores, P&PA

Funds Programming:
Carol Dedeaux, RGM&A

Finance:
Josie Nicasio, Accounting

Time Limit o Obligate/Allocate
Funds: 1 year to use obligation
authority from start of fiscal year
of appropriation

Time Limit to Spend Funds: 3
years to allocate/obligate funds
with one time extension made at
least a year in advance. After4
years funds go hack to federal
government

Supporting Documentation: AB
1012 guidelines and legistation,
Call for Projects Letler of
Agreement {LOA) if funds
assigned

State -
Transporiation
Enhancement
Activities {TEA)

Caltrans, CTC and State Resources

Agency

Stiate Call for Projects

Administration:
Frank Flores, P&PA

Funds Programming:
cTC

Accounting:
Josie Nicasio, Controller

Time Limit to Cbligate/Allocate
Funds: 1 year to use obligation
authority from starl of fiscal year
of appropriation

Time Limit to Spend Funds: 3
years to allocate/obligate funds
with one time extension made at
least a year in advance. After 4
years funds go back to federal
government.

Supporting Documentation: AB
1012 guidelines and legislation,
Call for Projects Letter of
Agreement {LOA) if funds
assigned
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FUNDING
SOURCE

DESCRIPTION

ELIGIBLE USES

POLICIES & GUIDELINES

ANNUAL AMOUNT
{$ in Millions)

Federal Highway
Demonstration
Funds

Federally authorized funding for
projects designated in the 1981 ISTEA
and subsequently reauthorized in TEA-
21.

May be used for project development,
right-of-way and construction for
designated projects.

Must foliow state guidelines for
reimbursement of project
expenses from the State Highway
Account. No direct MTA
irvalvement occurs.

In Los Angeles County,
36 TEA-21 projects
totaling $306 miliion over
six years, averaging $30
million per year.

Highways of
National
Significance
(NHS)

Federal Highway program administered
by Caltrans for Highways of National
Significance, to be determined by the
Metropolitan Planning Crganization.

All capital highway uses on the eligible
system.

Programmed by the CTC through
the STIP process.

Aoproximately $561.7
million statewide for
California. Los Angeles
County receives
approximately $157
million (based on 28% of
statewide total).

Congestion
Mitigation & Air
Quality Program
{CMAQY)

Program designed to fund projects that
contribute to the attainment of national
ambient air quality standards with a
focus on ozone and carbon monoxide.
Projects in this program must be
consistent with a State Implementation
Plan (SIP} that has been approved
pursuant to the Clean Air Act. Funds
may not be provided far projects that
result in construction of new capacity
available to single occupant vehicles.

Typical projects include: public transit
improvements, high occupancy vehicle
lanes, employer-based transpariation
management plans and incentives,
traffic flow improvement programs, fringe
parking facilities servicing multiple
occupancy vehicles, shared-ride
services, and bicycle and pedestrian
facilities.

Funds are distributed through the
State Highway Account by
Caltrans based on established
formula.

Federa! paricipation is 88.53%

with 11.47% local match required.

Actual FY02 - $129.1m

Forecast based on
(8/14/01) financial
forecasting model:

FY03-$1309m
FY04 - $125.1 m
FY05-%112.8m
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FUNDING
SOURCE

PROJECT SELECTION

RESPONSIBLE STAFF

TIMELY USE OF FUNDS
{(WHERE APPLICABLE)

FURTHER INFORMATION
{(WHERE APPROPRIATE)

Federal Highway

Projects selected by Congress upan

Congressional Earmarks:

Demonstration recommendation of local jurisdictions. Claudette Moody, Government
Funds Relations

Administration:

Ray Maekawa, TO!

Caltrans

Funds Programming:

Caltrans

Recipient Jurisdictions
Highways of Projects selected by the CTC through the | Administration:
National STIP and SHOPP programs. Ray Maekawa, TDI
Significance
{NHS) Funds Programming:

Caltrans
Congestion MTA Board of Directors Administration: Time Limit to Obligate/Allocate Supporting Documentation: AB

Mitigation & Air
Quality Program
(CMAQ)

Call for Projects

Frank Flores, P&PA
Funds Programming:
David Yale, RF

Grants Management:
Brian Boudreau, RGM&A,
Finance:

Josie Nicasio, Accounting

Funds: 1 year to use obligation
authority from starl of fiscal year
of appropriation

Time Limit to Spend Funds: 3
federal fiscal years including the
federal fiscal year apportioned

1012 guidelines and legislation,
Call for Projects Leter of
Agreement {LLOA) if funds
assigned
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FUNDING
SOURCE

PROJECT SELECTION

RESPONSIBLE 5TAFF

TIMELY USE OF FUNDS
{(WHERE APPLICABLE)

FURTHER INFORMATION
(WHERE APPROPRIATE}

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION (FTA)

Section 5307
Urbanized Area
Formula Funds
Program

Funds distributed by MTA's Formula

Allocation Procedure and included in MTA

Budget.

Administration:
Frank Flores, P&PA

Funds Programming:
David Yale, RP

Grants Management:
Brian Boudreau, RGM&A

Finance:
Josie Nicasio, Accounting

Time Limit to Obligate/Allocate
Funds: 4 years (includes year of
appropriation)

Time Limit to Spend Funds:
indefinitely

Supporting Documentation: US
Code Title 49 Section 5307

Section 5308
Clean Fuels
Formula
Program

MTA Capital Budget process.

Administration:
Frank Flores, P&PA,

Funds Programming and Grants
Management:
Brian Boudreau, RGM&A

Finange:
Josie Nicasio, Accounting
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FUNDING
SOURCE

PROJECT SELECTION

RESPONSIBLE STAFF

TIMELY USE OF FUNDS
(WHERE APPLICABLE)

FURTHER INFORMATION
(WHERE APPRCPRIATE)

Section 5309
New Starls
Discretionary
Program

MTA Board of Directors

Administration:
Frank Flores, P&PA

Funds Programming:
David Yale, RP

Grants Management:
Brian Boudreau, RGM&A

Finance:
Josie Nicasic, Accounting

Time Limit to Obligate/Allocate
Funds: 3 years (includes year of
appropriation}

Time Limit to Spend Funds:
indefinitely

Supporting Documentation: US
Code Title 49 Section 5309

Section 5309
Fixed Guideway
Modernization
Formula Funds
Program

MTA Capital Budget process.

Administration:
Frank Flores, P&PA

Funds Programming and Grants
Management:
Brian Boudreau, RGM&A

Finance:
Josie Nicasio, Accounting

Long Range Forecast:
Carlos Monroy, OMB

Time Limit to Obligate/Allocate
Funds: 4 years (includes year of
appropriation)

Time Limit to Spend Funds:
indefinitely

Supporting Documentation: US
Code Title 49 Section 5309

Section 5309
Bus and Bus
Facilities
Discretionary
Program

Congrass

Administration:
Frank Flores, P&PA

Funds Programming and Grants
Management:
Brian Boudreau, RGM&A

Finance:
Josie Nicasio, Accounting

Time Limit to Obligate/Allocate
Funds: 3 years (includes year of
appropriation)

Time Limit to Spend Funds:
indefinitely

Supporting Documentation: US
Code Title 49 Section 5309
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FUNDING DESCRIPTION ELIGIBLE USES POLICIES & GUIDELINES ANNUAL AMOUNT
SOURCE (3 in Millions)
Section 5310 Section 5310 of the Federal Transit The FTA pays for 80% of the vehicle cost | National Guidelines developed by | $2 miltion annually for
Elderly/ Act declares that elderly persons and and the social service agency pays the FTA. State Guidelines developed | Los Angeles County.
Faratransit persons with disabilities shall have the | remaining 20% of the cost. by Caltrans. Local guidelings
Farmuia Funds same right as other persons to utilize developed by MTA.,
Program mass transpartation facilities and

{Local Non-Profit
Organization)

Section 5310
Elderly/
Paratransit
Formula Funds
Program
(Contracted
Paratransit)

Sernvices.

Section 5310 of the Federai Transit
Act declares that elderly persons and
persons with disabilities shall have the
same right as other persons to utilize
mass transportation facilities and
services.

Currently Access Services, Inc. (ASI)-
Federal parlicipation is 88.53% with
11.47% local match.

Nen-prafit crganizations apply
annually through a local process.

National Guidelines developed by
FTA.

Access Services, Inc., (AS))
applies annually for a Federal
grant to fund contracted
paratransit service.

Access Services, Inc.
(ASI) receives
approximately $41
million in annual RSTP
funding through MTA.
This funding is flexed by
Caltrans with the
concurrence of FHWA to
the Section 5310
program. MTA
recommends to Caltrans
the annual fiexing of the
funds from FHWA to
FTA.
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FUNDING
SOURCE

PROJECT SELECTION

RESPOMNSIBLE STAFF

TIMELY USE OF FUNDS
{(WHERE APPLICABLE)

FURTHER INFORMATION
(WHERE APPROFRIATE}

Section 5310
Elderly/
Paratransit
Formula Funds
Program

{Locat Non-Profit
Organization}

Section 5310
Elderly/
Paratransit
Formula Funds
Program
(Contracted
Paratransit}

MTA Board of Directors select projects
with recommendations submitled by MTA
Countywide Planning.

MTA Board of Birectors

Administration:
Jim McLaughlin, RSP

Funds Programming:
Ellen Blackman, RSP

Grants Management:
Brian Boudreau, RGM&A

Finance:
Jasie Nicasio, Accounting

Long Range Forecast: Scoll
Greene, RSP

Administration:
Jim McLaughlin, RSP

Funds Programming:
Scott Greene, RSP

Grants Management:
Brian Boudreau, RGM&A

Finance:
Josie Nicasio, Accounting

Long Range Forecast:
Scoll Greene, RSP

Time Limit to Obligation
Authority/Allocate Funds: 1 years
(includes year of appropriation)

Time Limit to Spend Funds: 3
federal fiscal years including the
federal fiscal year apporlioned

Supporting Documentation: US
Code Title 49 Section 5310
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FUNDING
SOURCE

PROJECT SELECTION

RESPONSIBLE STAFF

TIMELY USE OF FUNDS
{(WHERE APPLICABLE)

FURTHER INFORMATION
{(WHERE APPROPRIATE])

Section 3037
Jobs Access and
Reverse
Commute
Program
{Welfare-to-
Work)

U-TRANS involved collaborative effort
between MTA, DPSS and the Access fo
Jobs Sub-Group.

The Shuttle and Vanpoo! proposal
involved collaborative effort between
MTA, DPSS, and the Transporation Inter-
Agency Task Force. An RFP will be
issued for specific projects under this
proposal.

Administration:
Jim McLaughlin, RSP

Funds Programming:
Desiree Porillo-Rabinov,
RSP

Grants Administration:
Armineh Saint, RGM&A

Time Limit to Spend Funds: 2
federal fiscal years from the start
of the project

Federal Transit
Act (49 USC)
Section 5313{b)

Not Applicable

Administration:
Southern California Association
of Governments (SCAG)

For State
Planning and Funds Programming:
Research SCAG
Program
Consultation Staff at MTA:
Frank Flores, P&PA
David Sikes, RGM&A
Sec. 5314. - To the extent practicable, the Secretary Funds Programming:

National planning
and research
programs

shall carry out this paragraph through a
contract with a national nonprofit
organization serving individuals with
disabilities that has a demonstrated
capacity to carry out the activities.

Ellen Blackman, RSP
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FUNDING PROJECT SELECTION RESPONSIBLE STAFF TIMELY USE OF FUNDS FURTHER INFORMATION
SOURCE {WRHERE APPLICABLE) {WHERE APPROPRIATE)
IV. OTHER FEDERAL AND STATE TRANSPORTATION FUNDING PROGRAM
(not MTA funded, provided for information only)
Locat Bridge This mandated program is limited to those | Los Angeles County: Lead http://www.dot.ca.govihg/LocalPr
Seismic Safety bridges that are determined to be agency for local bridges in Los ograms/seispagefguideQ7seism.
Retrofit Program | Category 1- bridges that may collapse in Angetes County. pdf
{LBSSRP) a seismic event and potentially threaten
public safety.
Hazard Local agencies compete for HES funds by | CALTRANS Local agencies are required to http:/fiwww.dot.ca.gov/hg/LocalPr
Elimination submitting candidate safety projects to provide an update of project ograms/lpp/LPP97-04 pdf
Safety Program Caltrans for review and analysis. Callrans schedules and costs on January
(HES) prioritizes these projects statewide, and 1 and July 1 of each year for all
releases an annua! HES Program Plan projects in the three-year
that identifies the projects that are program that have not been
approved for funding. awarded. Local agencies that fail
to provide these semi-annual
updates on schedules and costs
will have their projects dropped
from the program.
Railroad/ The funding of the projects will be on a CALTRANS Caltrans, Division of Local http:/fwww.dot.ca.govihg/LocaiPr
Highway At- first come first served basis from October Assistance transmits the Joint ograms/lpp/LPPI7-05.pdf
Grade Crossing 1 until July 1 of each fiscat year. If an CPUC/CALTRANS approved
agreement is not requested by July 1, and funding list to Caltrans districts,
the funding balance is available, projects local agencies, railmads, CPUC
from the next fiscal year will be eligible for and MPOs by July 1 of each
advanced funding. The funding for this year,
program must be obligated by June 30 of Local agencies and railroad
each year, otherwise the unobligated companies are required to
funds will be reverted back to the State provide an update of project
Highway Account. schedules and costs on January
1 and July 1 of each year. Local
agencies that fail to provide
these semi-annual updates will
result in their projects being
dropped from the program.,
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FUNDING PROJECT SELECTION RESPONSIBLE STAFF TIMELY USE OF FUNDS FURTHER INFORMATION
SOURCE (WHERE AFPPLICABLE) {(WHERE APPROFPRIATE)
Ferry Boat Expeditious completion of project State transportation agency hitp:fiwww.fhwa.dot govidiscretionary

Discretionary
(FBD) Program

State pricrities

Leveraging of privale or cther public funding
Amount of FBD funding

National geographic distribution of funding
within the FBO program

coordinates with State and local
agencies wilhin the State to develop
viable candidate projects.

Other responsible offices are FHWA,
division office and FHWA
headquarters program office

/pitb0103.htm

{nnovative Bridge
Research &
Construction
{iBRC) Program

Projects which will meet one or more of the
goals of the program in Section 503(b}
Projects which will incorporate materials and/or
products that are readily available

Projects ready for or near the construction
phase will be given priority consideration
Projects with designs that are repeatable or
have wide spread application

Projects that leverage Federal funds with other
significant public or private resources will be
given preference

State transportation department
coordinate with State, local, and
Federal agencies within the State to
develop viable candidate projects.
Other responsible offices are FHWA
division office and FHWA
headquarters program cffice.

http:fwww fowa.dot.govidiscretionary
fpiib0103.htm and
http:ffibre.fhwa.dot.gov

National Historic
Covered Bridge
Preservation
{NHCBP) Program

Candidate projects wilt be selected utilizing
input from a pane! formed by the FHWA. Those
which best meet the intent of this program will
receive the highest pricrity. Applicants may
want to provide additional information to
explain how the project meets the intent of the
program. Projects ready for or near the
construction phase will be given priority
consideration. Projects that leverage Federal
funds with other significant public or private
resources will be given preference. Projects,
which further the aims of the Historic Bridge
Management Plan and/or the Stale Historic
Praservation Plan with the endorsement of the
SHPQ, will be given priority consideralion.
Projects proposing complete restoration and
rehabilitation will be given priority over projects
proposing only the insiallation of fire/vandalism
protection systems or projects that propose 1o
move the bridge to a preservation location.

Each State, in cooperation with the
FHWWA Divisicn Office, is requested
to priositize their candidate projects
giving reasons for the priority. The
FHW A will attempt to equitably
distribute funds to applicant States in
accordance with the States’ priorities,
however, it is to be expected that
high cost project requests may be
funded at less than 100 % of a
State's requested amount.

http:/iveww.fmwa dot.gov/bridge/chric.
htmitelig
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FUNDING
SOURCE

PROJECT SELECTION

RESPONSIBLE 5TAFF

TIMELY USE OF FUNDS
(WHERE APPLICABLE)

FURTHER INFORMATION
{(WHERE APPROPRIATE)

Intelligent

Transportation

Systerns (ITS)

Demonstrate a strong commitment o
cooperation among agencies, jurisdictions, and
the private sector, as evidenced by signed
memoranda of understanding that clearly
define the responsibilities and relations of all
parties to a parinership arrangement, including
institulional refationships and financial
agreements needed to support integrated
deployment; For other criteria, please lock up
the website under Qualificalion Criteria.

FHWA headquarters program office

hitp:fivww.fhwa. dot.govidiscretionary
fpi_itsip.htm

Commercial
Yehicle intelligent
Transportation
System
Infrastructure
Deployment
Program

Any project the cost of which exceeds $10
million [23 U.5.C. 118(c)(3)].

A project on any high volume route in an urban
area or high truck-volume route in a rural area
[23 U.5.C. 11B(c)3)].

Priority may be given to funding a
transportation project relating to an
intemational quadrennial Qlympic or
Paralympic event, or a Special Olympics
International event if the project meets the
extraordinary needs associated with such
events and is otherwise eligible for assistance
with 1MD funds [Section 1223, TEA-21].

iTS America, in its role as a utilized
Federal Advisory Committee to the
Depariment of Transportation, will
convene a panel of experts o assess
applicants’ qualifications to
participate in the CVISN Program
based on the project selection
criteria contained within TEA-21.
Those applications that demaonstrate
an ability to meet the criteria
established by TEA-21 will be
considered as potential candidates
for funding.

http:/fwww. fhwa.dot.govidiscretionary
fpi_ilsev.htm

The Interstate
Maintenance
Discretionary
Program {IMD}

Any project the cost of which exceeds $10
million [23 U.S.C. 118{c){3}].

A project on any high volurme route in an urban
area or high truck-volume route in a rural area
[23 U.S.C. 11B{cK3)].

Pricrity may be given to funding a
fransporiation project relating to an
international quadrennial Olympic or
Paralympic event, or a Special Olympics
International event if the project meels the
extraordinary needs associated with such
evenis and is otherwise eligible for assistance
with IMD funds [Seclion 1223, TEA-21].

State transportation agency
responsible for coordinating with
local governments and MPOs within
the State to develop viable candidate
projects. Other responsible
organizations include FHWA division
office and FHWA headquarters
program office

http:fharww.fhwa.dot.govidiscretionary
fpiim0103.htm
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FUNDING DESCRIPTION ELIGIBLE USES POLICIES & GUIDELINES ANNUAL AMOUNT

SOURCE {3 in Millions)
Transportation TIFIA is a program which will provide Any type of highway projects and transit | The amount of Federal credit The funds authorized
Infrastructure Federal credit assistance {e.g., direct capital projects are eligible for Federal assistance may not exceed 33 % off under TIFIA is § 102M
Finance and loans, loan guarantees, and lines of assistance through surface total project costs. for fiscal year 2001with a

Innovation Act
{TIFIA)

credit) to large-scale transportation
projects of national significance. The
program is intended to stimulate
additional investment in large-scale
transportation infrastructure projects by
encouraging private sector
participation, advancing construction
schedules, and sharing risks between
public and private sectors more
efficiently and equitably.

transportation programs under Title 23 or
chapter 53 of Title 49 U.S.C. In addition,
international bridges and tunnels; inter-
city passenger bus and rail facilities and
vehicles (including Amtrak and magnetic
levitation systems}; and publicly owned
intermodal freight transfer facilities
{except seaports or airports) on or
adjacent to the National Highway
System are also eligible.

The authorization amounts are
subject to obligation limitation;
however, 100 % obligation
authority is provided with the
allocation of funds for the selected
projects. The obligation limitation
reduces the available funding for
the program.

Max. Nominal Amount of
Credit of § 2,400M. A
total of $530 million of
contract authority is
provided to pay the
"subsidy cost" of
supporting Federal credit
under TIFIA, thatis, to
cover the risk of iosses.
Annuat caps totaling
$10.6 hiliion limit the
nominal amount of credit
instruments issued.

Value Pricing
Pilot (VPF}
Program

It is an experimental program aimed at
learning the potential of different value
pricing approaches for reducing
congestion. Value pricing, also known
as congestion pricing or peak-period
pricing, entails fees or tolls for road use
which vary by level of congestion. Fees
are typically assessed electronicaily to
eliminate delays associated with
manual toll collection facilities.

Eligible Project Types include
Areawide Value Pricing

Value Pricing on a Single Highway
Facility, Route or Corridor

Value Pricing on Single or Multiple
Highway Lanes

Pre-project Studies and Experiments
Innovative Pilot Tests

The Federal share of the costs for
any project eligible under this
program is B0 %. The Value
Pricing Pilot Program funds are
subject to obligation limitation.
The obligation limitation reduces
the available funding for the
praogram under the provisions of
TEA-21 Section 1216 (a).

TEA-21 provides for $11
miliion for each of fiscal
years 2000 through
2003,
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FUNDING PROJECT SELECTION RESPONSIBLE STAFF TIMELY USE OF FUNDS FURTHER INFORMATION
SOURCE (WHERE APPLICABLE) (WHERE APPROPRIATE)
Transportation Qualified projects meeting the initial Projects must be included in the hitp:/fwww.fhwa.dot.gov/discretic
Infrastructure threshold eligibility criteria wili be STIP; however, submissions are nary/pipt0103.htm

Finance and evaluated by the Secretary and selected not required to come through the

Innavation Act
(TIF14)

based on the extent to which they
generate economic benefits, leverage
private capital, promote innovative
technologies, and meet other program
objectives. Each project must receive an
investment grade rating on its senfor debt
obligations before its Federal credit
assistance may be fully fundea

State Transportation Dept.
Responsibilities of the State
Transp. Dept. would be
determined on a specilic project
basis. Other Responsible parties
are FHWA division, and
headquarier program office.

Value Pricing
Pilot (VPP)
Program

Proposals with greatest potential to
reduce congestion and advance current
knowledge of price effects, operations,
enforcement, revenue generation, equity
mitigation and monitoringfevaluation
mechanisms will be given the highest
priority. Priority will be given to promising
but untried innovations, including
technical, technolegical, operational and
institutional, Projects with strong
evaluation programs, significant
commitment by implementing
organizations and evidence of
stakehotder support are encouraged.

State transportation agency
coordinate with State, local, and
Federal agencies within the
State to develop viable proposed
projects and submit applications
to the local FHWA division office.
Other Responsible parlies are
FHWA division, and headquarter
program office.

Funds allocated by the Secretary
to a State under this section
shall remain available for
cbligation by the State for a
period of three years after the
last day of the fiscal year for
which funds are authorized.

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/discretio
nary/pi_value.btm
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