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Subcommittee Members Orange County Transportation Authority
Andrew Ramirez District 1 550 South Main Street
Naresh Patel District 1 Orange, California
Michael Neben District 3 October 23, 2023 at 5:30 p.m.
Rasik Patel District 4

Shannon O’Toole District 5

Staff

Alice Rogan Director, External Affairs

Adriann Cardoso Department Manager, Capital Programming

Marissa Espino Section Manager, Public Outreach

Gregory Nord Section Manager, Long-Range Planning & Corridor Studies

Charvalen Alacar Section Manager, M2 Local Programs

Alicia Yang Project Manager, Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations

Kelsey Imler Transportation Funding Analyst, M2 Local Programs

Angel Garfio Associate Transportation Analyst, Long-Range Planning & Corridor Studies
Paul Rodriguez Rodriguez Consulting Group, Consultant

Any person with a disability who requires a modification or accommodation in order to participate in
this meeting should contact the Measure M2 Local Programs section, telephone (714) 560-5397, no
less than two (2) business days prior to this meeting to enable OCTA to make reasonable
arrangements to assure accessibility to this meeting.

Agenda Description

Agenda descriptions are intended to give members of the public a general summary of items of
business to be transacted or discussed. The posting of the recommended action(s) does not indicate
what action(s) will be taken. The Committee may take any action which it deems to be appropriate
on the agenda item and is not limited in any way by the notice of the recommended action.

Public Availability of Agenda Materials

All documents relative to the items referenced in this agenda are available for public inspection at
www.octa.net or through the Measure M2 Local Programs office at the OCTA Headquarters, 600
South Main Street, Orange, California.

In-Person Comment

Members of the public may attend in-person and address the Committee regarding any items.
Speakers will be recognized by the Chair at the time the agenda item is to be considered. A speaker’s
comments shall be limited to three minutes.

Written Comments

Written public comments may also be submitted by emailing them to kimler@octa.net, and must be
sent by 12:00 p.m. on Monday, October 23, 2023. If you wish to comment on a specific agenda ltem,
please identify the Item number in your email. All public comments that are timely received will be
part of the public record and distributed to the Committee. Public comments will be made available
to the public upon request.
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Call to Order and Self Introductions — Kelsey Imler

1.

2.

Selection of Annual Eligibility Review Subcommittee Chair — Charvalen Alacar
Approval of June 1, 2023 Annual Eligibility Review Subcommittee Minutes — Chair
Measure M2 Eligibility Overview — Kelsey Imler

Congestion Management Program Review — Angel Garfio

Overview

All local jurisdictions in Orange County are required to comply with the conditions and
requirements of the Orange County Congestion Management Program (CMP).

Recommendation

Affirm receipt and review of all 35 local agencies’ Congestion Management Program submittals
consistent with the current Measure M2 Eligibility submittal requirements.

Local Signal Synchronization Plan Review — Alicia Yang and Paul Rodriguez

Overview

All local agencies in Orange County are required to adopt and maintain a Local Signal
Synchronization Plan (LSSP) every three years in order to remain eligible to receive M2 net
revenues. The LSSP identifies traffic signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals;
includes a three-year plan showing costs, available funding and phasing of capital, operations,
and maintenance of the street routes and traffic signals; and also includes information on how
the street routes and traffic signals may be synchronized with traffic signals on street routes in
adjoining jurisdictions.

Recommendation

Affirm receipt and review of all 35 local agencies’ Local Signal Synchronization Plan submittals
consistent with the current Measure M2 Eligibility submittal requirements.

Mitigation Fee Program — Paul Rodriguez
Overview
All local jurisdictions in Orange County are required to assess traffic impacts of new development
and require new development to pay a fair share of necessary transportation
improvements attributable to new development.

Recommendation

Affirm receipt and review of all 35 local agencies’ Mitigation Fee Program submittals consistent
with the current Measure M2 Eligibility submittal requirements.

7. Pavement Management Plan Review — Paul Rodriguez




AGENDA

N\ occo

Local Tax Dollars at Work Annual Eligibility Review Subcommittee

Overview

All local agencies in Orange County are required to submit and adopt a Pavement Management
Plan (PMP) report biennially in order to remain eligible to receive Measure M2 net revenues. The
PMP includes the current and projected status of pavement on roads, a plan for road
maintenance and rehabilitation, and alternative strategies and (costs) necessary to improve road
pavement conditions. There are 14 PMPs that will be reviewed as part of the fiscal year 2023-24
Measure M2 Eligibility cycle. The remaining 21 local agencies were reviewed by the Annual
Eligibility Review Subcommittee and Taxpayer Oversight Committee last year and will be due in
the next review cycle.

Recommendation

Affirm receipt and review of all 14 local agencies’ Pavement Management Plan submittals
consistent with the current Measure M2 Eligibility submittal requirements.
8. Eligibility Review Next Steps — Kelsey Imler

o  AER Subcommittee members must complete, sign, and return AER review checklists to OCTA
by Monday, October 30, 2023. OCTA will then prepare a staff report for the Taxpayers’
Oversight Committee (TOC), which will include a summary of discussions and confirmation of
the Subcommittee’s receipt and review of applicable M2 Eligibility requirements.

e Tuesday, December 12, 2023

The AER Subcommittee’s M2 Eligibility submittal review will be presented by the AER
Subcommittee Chair at the TOC meeting for affirmation of the AER’s receipt and review of
applicable Measure M2 Eligibility submittal requirements.

¢ Monday, February 5, 2024, and Monday, February 12, 2024

Local agencies’ eligibility will be considered for a finding of ongoing eligibility by the OCTA
Regional Transportation Planning (RTP) Committee on Monday, February 5, 2024, and
OCTA Board of Directors on Monday, February 12, 2024, as is required for local agencies
to continue receiving Measure M2 net revenues.

9. Subcommittee Comments
10. Staff Comments

11. Public Comments

12. Adjournment

The next meeting of this Subcommittee is anticipated to be held in Spring 2024 and will be
scheduled at a later date.
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Local Tax Dollars at Work Annual Eligibility Review Subcommittee
Voting Members Present: Staff Present:
Shannon O’'Toole, Chair  District 5 Sean Murdock
Andrew Ramirez District 1 Alice Rogan
Kirk Watilo District 3 Adriann Cardoso
Rasik Patel District 4 Christina Byrne
Charvalen Alacar
Kelsey Imler

Angelo Sciortino

Call to Order and Self Introductions

The June 1, 2023 meeting of the Annual Eligibility Review (AER) Subcommittee was called to order by
Chair Anderson at 5:30 p.m.

1. Approval of the September 27, 2022 AER Subcommittee Minutes

A motion to approve the AER Subcommittee’s meeting minutes from the September 27, 2022
meeting was made by Mr. Patel. The motion was seconded by Ms. O'Toole and was declared
passed by those Subcommittee members present, except for Mr. Watilo who abstained.

2. Measure M2 Expenditure Reports

Mr. Murdock provided an overview of the Measure M (M2) Expenditure Report requirement. He
explained that all jurisdictions are required to submit an annual Expenditure Report within 6 months
of the end of their fiscal year (FY) to remain eligible for M2 funds. He stated that Expenditure
Reports account for net revenues, developer/traffic impact fees, and funds expended by local
jurisdictions that satisfy Maintenance of Effort (MOE) requirements. Mr. Murdock noted that the
reports also include fund balances, interest accrued, and identification of expenditures by program.

Mr. Murdock explained that the Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA) audits the Local
Fair Share (LFS) and Senior Mobility Program (SMP) for a sample of local jurisdictions each year.
While most of the audit findings were minor, the City of Cypress (Cypress) was found to have not
met their MOE benchmark. On May 22, 2023, the OCTA Board of Directors (Board) found Cypress
ineligible to receive M2 funds until they can make up the shortfall of MOE and the Board finds them
eligible again. Cypress anticipates this will take up to two years. Mr. Murdock explained that
because Cypress is currently ineligible, their Expenditure Report is excluded from review by the
AER Subcommittee.

Mr. Watilo asked what was the cause of Cypress not meeting their MOE benchmark. Mr. Murdock
replied that Cypress reported a dollar amount greater than their MOE benchmark. However, when
they were audited, their indirect costs were found ineligible for MOE.

Mr. Watilo noted that some local jurisdictions include indirect costs, but others did not. He asked if
there is a certain amount of indirect costs the local jurisdictions aim for. Mr. Murdock replied that
some local jurisdictions allocate indirect costs and some do not.

Mr. Watilo asked if there is documentation that states whether local jurisdictions should or should
not allocate indirect costs. Mr. Murdock replied that local jurisdictions are allowed to allocate
indirect costs. The requirement is that they must have a reasonable methodology—a cost
allocation plan. Mr. Murdock noted that in the case of Cypress, there was no justification for their
cost allocation plan. When the indirect costs were removed from their total MOE expenditures, they
fell below their MOE benchmark.

June 1, 2023 AER Subcommittee Minutes
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Mr. Watilo asked why only some local jurisdictions included indirect costs. Mr. Murdock explained
that the local jurisdictions need to meet the MOE benchmark to be eligible for M2 funds. Most local
jurisdictions include some level of indirect costs in varying amounts. Regardless, all local
jurisdictions are audited approximately every five years.

Mr. Murdock noted that Stanton and Santa Ana were also found ineligible due to not meeting their
MOE requirement a few years ago. He explained that we have a M2 Finance Director's Workshop
each year that is attended by staff from OCTA’s Finance, Planning, and Internal Audit divisions.
We meet with the local jurisdictions and explain that 1) they need to have a sufficient cost allocation
plan if they are going to list indirect costs on their Expenditure Reports, and 2) local jurisdictions
should list MOE expenditures in excess of their benchmark in case any expenditures are found
ineligible through an audit.

Mr. Patel inquired about the required MOE benchmark amounts. Mr. Murdock explained that the
MOE benchmarks were established in the late 1980s. Ms. Cardoso added that the MOE
benchmark is updated every three years, starting under M2. Under M1, the MOE benchmark was
never updated. OCTA compares the growth in Caltrans’ Construction Cost Index (CCl) to the local
jurisdictions’ growth in General Fund Revenues (GFR) and uses the smaller growth percentage to
update the MOE benchmarks.

Mr. Patel inquired about the variance of the MOE benchmarks as a percentage of GFR. Ms.
Cardoso explained that the Board approved an amendment to the M2 Ordinance to allow local
jurisdictions the option to meet an MOE benchmark that was as a percentage of their GFR as a
COVID-19 modification, due to decreased GFR levels. She noted that FY 2021-22 is the last year
in which this modification is an option.

Mr. Ramirez asked if there is a per capita adjustment to the MOE benchmarks that would reflect
an increase in population since the 1980s. Ms. Cardoso replied that the MOE benchmarks
remained the same throughout M1, and we began triennial adjustments as part of M2. However,
these adjustments are not based on population.

Mr. Murdock explained that Finance Directors are required to sign their local jurisdiction’s
Expenditure Report and the Expenditure Report must also be approved by City Council or Board
of Supervisors. He stated that OCTA staff encourages local jurisdictions to provide draft reports for
OCTA to review, prior to going to Council/Board for approval. If there are issues with an approved
report, the local jurisdiction amends the report either administratively or by going back to
Council/Board for approval, depending on the size of the issue(s).

Mr. Murdock began going through each of the local jurisdiction’s Expenditure Reports, pointing out
items of note and any recent audit findings, if applicable. He explained that the Fact Sheets are
prepared by OCTA and summarize the figures in each of the reports.

Mr. Watilo asked what the definition of fair share is. Mr. Murdock explained that LFS is a program
that provides formulaic funds to local jurisdictions. He noted that these funds are generally used
for local streets and roads maintenance.

Mr. Murdock noted that it is fairly common to see negative beginning and/or ending balances as
local jurisdictions front the cost of projects and OCTA reimburses them based on the eligible
expenditures. Mr. Watilo said it sounded like a timing issues and Mr. Murdock concurred.

Mr. Murdock stated that we ask local jurisdiction to allocate interest by program. Some local
jurisdictions show negative interest which is due to high short-term interest rates and local

June 1, 2023 AER Subcommittee Minutes
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jurisdictions marking it to market which causes negative bond values. However, he noted that we
will still get yields as long as we keep the bonds until the end. We allow local jurisdictions to report
their interest this way because it allows them the flexibility to tie their Expenditure Report to their
financial statement.

Mr. Ramirez asked if the audit is an external or internal audit. Mr. Murdock replied that our internal
auditor manages the work, but the audit is performed by external auditors.

Mr. Watilo noted that Anaheim received money for a Metrolink extension, but Aliso Viejo will never
get money for Metrolink. He asked if there are funds allocated to local jurisdictions based on their
infrastructure.

Mr. Murdock replied that none of the local jurisdictions receive Metrolink operating dollars. OCTA
pays Metrolink the operating subsidy. He stated that we have a competitive process for local
jurisdictions to apply for capital and rehabilitation funds for Metrolink station improvements.

Mr. Watilo noted that Santa Ana’'s OC Streetcar was partially funded by OCTA. He stated that
certain M2 funds are earmarked for specific types of projects, and local jurisdictions can prepare
and apply for these funds.

Mr. Murdock said that was correct and added that the funds have different voter-approved uses.
For example, Santa Ana wanted a project like the OC Streetcar and we had funds set aside to
support that kind of use.

Mr. Watilo asked where on the Fact Sheet you see an amendment to a balance. Mr. Murdock
explained you will not see that on the fact sheet. It is something Mr. Sciortino identifies when
performing his review of the Expenditure Reports.

Ms. Rogan asked if it is feasible to note in the Fact Sheet the year that the local jurisdiction was
last audited. Mr. Murdock replied that it is possible. Ms. O’Toole agreed that that would be helpful.

Mr. Murdock added that a local jurisdiction’s LFS is audited typically every five years and SMP,
typically every seven.

Mr. Watilo asked who creates the MOE benchmarks. Mr. Murdock replied that Ms. Cardoso’s group
updates the MOE benchmarks using a specific calculation methodology. Mr. Watilo asked what
happens if a local jurisdiction does not meet their MOE benchmark. Mr. Murdock replied that the
local jurisdiction becomes ineligible to receive M2 funds. Ms. Cardoso added that once a local
jurisdiction is found ineligible, they no longer receive formula funds like LFS and SMP and cannot
compete for competitive programs.

Mr. Ramirez asked if you can carry over interest into the next year. Mr. Murdock replied that no, it
is annual.

Mr. Ramirez asked if there is any other incentive for a local jurisdiction to go way above and beyond
their MOE benchmark amount. Mr. Murdock replied no, we just want to make sure they meet the
MOE requirement.

Mr. Watilo inquired about the SMP. Mr. Murdock replied that riders must be 60 or over. OCTA
provides the local jurisdictions with funding, and they can run the service themselves or contract it
out. Mr. Watilo asked if they run it themselves, are the operation costs part of the cost allocation.
Mr. Murdock replied yes, there would be a direct and indirect cost aspect.

June 1, 2023 AER Subcommittee Minutes
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Ms. O’'Toole inquired about the “San Juan Area Water Main” project on Fullerton’s LFS project list
on Schedule 4 and how this is related to streets. Ms. Alacar replied that the city said the project is
composed of water, sewer, and street infrastructure. The street improvements portion included
roadway pavement, replacement of deteriorated curbs, gutters, sidewalks, cross gutters, and some
ADA access routes.

Mr. Ramirez asked if OCTA provides airport funding. Mr. Murdock answered no, OCTA does not
provide any funding for airports.

Ms. O’'Toole asked how we know if local jurisdictions address their audit findings. Mr. Murdock
replied that our Internal Audit Department will follow up in six months to see if the local jurisdiction
took the necessary actions to address the finding(s).

Mr. McCarthy asked where the audit findings are listed. Mr. Murdock replied that this is not listed
in the Expenditure Report and can be found in the audit reports. He added that the audits went to
the last Audit Subcommittee meeting. Mr. Murdock stated that the auditors test a sample of the
expenditures reported.

Ms. O’Toole asked about Santa Ana’s audit findings from a few years ago. Mr. Murdock replied
that Santa Ana was found ineligible about four or five years ago, so they had to pay for the cost of
re-auditing their MOE until they were found eligible again. Cypress will have to do the same. Mr.
Murdock noted that we set their M2 funds aside—they do not lose the money.

Mr. Ramirez asked if there is a standardization of financial systems across cities, counties, and the
state. Mr. Murdock replied that there is not—the financial systems are different with varying levels
of sophistication.

Ms. O’'Toole inquired about the “Paseo de Colinas Groundwater Seepage” project on Laguna
Niguel's LFS project list on Schedule 4. Ms. Alacar replied that the city said the project entailed
installation of underground drainage connecting to the storm drain on Paseo de Colinas to
remediate underground water that was resurfacing on the road which contributes to the collection
of debris.

Ms. O'Toole inquired about the “Catch Basin Full Capture System Retrofit Project” project on
Laguna Wood'’s LFS project list on Schedule 4 and how this is related to streets. Ms. Cardoso
replied that catch basins are on the edge of roadways and collect trash that runs off the road to
prevent it from going into the sewer and eventually the ocean. A big part of transportation is
ensuring we keep our streets clean and do not allow this trash to enter our waterways.

Ms. O’Toole inquired about a project titled “Tree Palnting Citywide” on Los Alamitos’ LFS project
list on Schedule 4. Ms. Alacar clarified that it is a clerical error should say, “Tree Planting Citywide”.
She added that these trees are planted in the roadway medians.

Mr. Ramirez asked if bordering local jurisdictions can assist each other. Ms. Cardoso stated that
there is multijurisdictional coordination for the Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Program
(RTSSP). Mr. Murdock added that most coordination would occur through the competitive
programs. Ms. Rogan noted the coordination between Santa Ana and Garden Grove for the OC
Streetcar as an example.

Mr. Ramirez asked if all local jurisdictions’ FYs ends on June 30™. Mr. Murdock replied yes.

June 1, 2023 AER Subcommittee Minutes
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Mr. Ramirez asked if there is a useful life to a street. Ms. Cardoso answered that there is a useful
life for pavement. She added that as part of the M2 eligibility, local jurisdictions must report on the
condition of their streets.

Mr. Patel asked why Stanton did not report interest. Mr. Murdock replied that instead of reporting
negative interest, they reported zero and this is footnoted in their report.

Mr. Patel inquired about the “Bank Service Charges” project on Tustin’s LFS project list on
Schedule 4. Ms. Alacar replied that it is typical for Tustin to include this expenditure in their
Expenditure Report and added that when they had their LFS audited in 2015 and 2020, there we
no findings. It is part of their normal business to carry out street-related improvements.

A motion to affirm receipt and review of FY 2021-22 M2 Expenditure Reports for the 34 currently
eligible Orange County local agencies was made by Mr. Watilo. The motion was seconded by Mr.
Ramirez and was declared passed by those Subcommittee members present.

3. Eligibility Review Next Steps

Ms. Imler asked Subcommittee members to complete their AER review checklist materials and
return them to OCTA staff by June 5, 2023.

Ms. Imler then stated that OCTA will prepare a staff report for the June 13, 2023 Technical
Oversight Committee (TOC) meeting which will include a summary of the meeting’s discussion and
confirmation of the Subcommittee’s affirmation of receipt and review of all required M2 Expenditure
Reports.

Ms. Imler concluded by noting that after the item goes to the TOC, it will be considered by the
OCTA Regional Transportation Planning Committee on June 29, 2023 and OCTA Board of
Directors on July 10, 2023 for approval, as is required for local agencies to continue to be eligible
to receive M2 net revenues.

4. Staff Comments

Ms. Rogan noted that this item normally goes to the AER Subcommittee, TOC, and Board earlier,
but because of Cypress’ eligibility finding, the process was pushed back a few months.

5. Subcommittee Comments

Mr. Watilo asked Mr. Murdock if he has noticed that local jurisdictions have been preparing the
Expenditure Reports better over the years. Mr. Murdock replied that he thought that local
jurisdictions have gotten better over time and take it seriously. We do our best to let them know
what we are looking for. The OCTA Board takes it seriously as well. Ms. Rogan added that our
goal is to flow the M2 funds to the local jurisdictions.

6. Public Comments

There were no public comments.

7. Adjournment

The meeting was adjourned at 7:00pm. Ms. Imler noted that the next AER Subcommittee meeting
is anticipated to be held in Fall 2023.

June 1, 2023 AER Subcommittee Minutes
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MEASURE M2 ELIGIBILITY OVERVIEW

KELSEY IMLER




ELIGIBILITY OVERVIEW

= Measure M2 is a 30-year, multi-billion dollar program.

= Offers variety of funding programs for transit, freeways,
and streets and roads.

= OCTA determines if a local jurisdiction is eligible for M2
funding on an annual basis.

= Agencies must meet 13 eligibility requirements to be
eligible for M2 Net Revenues.

= TOC reviews 5 of the |3 eligibility requirements.

= AER Subcommittee has been designated by TOC to
receive and review the 5 eligibility requirements.

M2 NET REVENUE
ALLOCATIONS

FREEWAYS 43%
STREETS 32%

ENVIRONMENTAL

A total of 5% of M2 Freeway Program
e e
Envin

Program ful allocated to the
Environmental Cleanup Program




AER SUBCOMMITTEE RESPONSIBILITIES

= Reviews 5 eligibility requirements:

= Congestion Management Program (CMP)

= Mitigation Fee Programs (MFP) / e
= Expenditure Reports V .
" | ocal Signal Synchronization Plans (LSSP) V I

= Pavement Management Plans (PMP)

= Recommend jurisdictions to Audit Subcommittee annually for
compliance with Measure M2 Ordinance.



OTHER ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS

= Remaining eligibility requirements reviewed by OCTA staff:

Capital Improvement Program

Circulation Element in General Plan consistent with Master Plan of Arterial Highways (MPAH)
Maintenance of Effort requirements

M2 is not used to supplant developer funding

M2 Competitive Program Project Final Report within six months following completion

Timely Use of Funds limit

Traffic Forums to facilitate the planning of traffic synchronization programs/projects

Land use and planning strategies that accommodate transit and non-motorized
transportation



MEETING SCHEDULE

= Annual Eligibility Review (AER) Subcommittee will review:
1. Pavement Management Plans — October 2023
2. Expenditure Reports — May/June 2024
3. Congestion Management Program — October 2023

4. Mitigation Fee Program Updates — October 2023

5. Local Signal Synchronization Plans — October 2023



CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PROGRAM REVIEW

ANGEL GARFIO




CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PROGRAM (CMP)

Purpose & Need

= M2 Eligibility Requirement: Comply with the
conditions and requirements of the Orange
County Congestion Management Program (CMP)

= Required by State legislation (CA Gov. Code
65088-65089.10)

= Helps meet Federal reporting requirements (§
450.320)

OCTA ROLES & RESPONSIBILITIES

Designated Congestion Management Agency

Responsible for developing CMP report every
two years

Collect traffic counts to calculate changes in
congestion (LOS)

Establish Modeling & Data Consistency

Established a protocol for developing deficiency
plans for intersections that do not meet Level
of Service Standards

Review jurisdictions’ checklists that have been
submitted for compliance with CMP



Figure 2: 2023 Congestion Management Program Highway System
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CMP

Required Elements

= Traffic Level of Service Standards
= Performance Measures

" Travel Demand

= [and Use Analysis Program

= Capital Improvement Program

Program Monitoring

® Conformance Checklists

" Local Jurisdictions Submittals

= OCTA Administrative Review

= Biennial Traffic Counts



2023 Congestion Management Program

202 3 Summary of Compliance

Capital
C O N FO RMAN C E Improvement  Deficiency Land Level of 2023
Jurisdiction Program Plan Service  Compliance
Aliso Viejo * Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes
Anaheim Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Brea Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Buena Park Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Costa Mesa Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Cypress Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Dana Point Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Fountain Valley * Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes
Fullerton Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Garden Grove Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
A” 3 5 . |. Huntington Beach Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
agenCIes a-re Comp Iant Irvine Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
. . La Habra Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Wlth CMP reqUIrements La Palma* Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes
Laguna Beach Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
D f. o I Laguna Hills Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
e ICIenCy P ans Were nOt Laguna Niguel Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
. Laguna Woods Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
req u I red Lake Forest Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Los Alamitos Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
. . . Mission Viejo Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Note: Caltrans intersections do —— = o P R -~
. . o Orange Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
nOt reqUIre defICIenCy Plans Placentia Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Rancho Santa Margarita * Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes
San Clemente * Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes
San Juan Capistrano Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Santa Ana Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Seal Beach * Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes
Stanton Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Tustin Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Villa Park * Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes
Westminster Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Yorba Linda * Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes
County * Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes

*No CMP intersections within jurisdiction



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN REVIEW

ALICIAYANG & PAUL RODRIGUEZ

12



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN (LSSP)

ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENT OCTA ROLES & RESPONSIBILITIES
= Adopt and maintain a LSSP every three = Verify the following:
years .

" |ncludes three-year plan identifying
traffic signal synchronization, street m
routes and traffic signals to be
improved

Required elements are included in
the LSSP

Plan is submitted in a timely manner

LSSP is consistent with the Regional
Master Plan

Adoption of LSSP

13
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LSSP

Required Elements Program Monitoring

= Signal Synchronization Goals = Consistency Review Checklist

= Traffic Signal Synchronization Street = Corridor Operational Performance
Routes Report

= Traffic Signal Inventory
= 3-year Plan

= Signal Synchronization Review



2023124 Measure M2 Eligibility
2023 Local Signal Synchronization Plan Update Summary

Agency ::Tr: e Rl:?ngl:::‘:tjn::y“ ST AL Parsfnt:ltnl‘:Jncn l]-ip:al:'sgs

Alizo Viejo Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

Anaheim Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

Brea Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

Buena Park Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

Costa Mesa Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

County of Orange Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

Cypress Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

Dana Pgint Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

2 O 2 3 Fountain Valley Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Fullerton Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

C O N F O R M A N C E Garden Grove Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Huntington Beach Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

Irvine Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

La Habra Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

. . La Palma Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

AI I 3 5 age n c I e S a re c O m P I I a nt Laguna Beach Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
. . Laguna Hills Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Wlth LS S P U P d ate re q U I re m e nts Laguna Niguel Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Laguna Woods Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

Lake Forest Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

Los Alamitos Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

Mission Viejo Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

MNewport Beach Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

Orange Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

Placentia Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

Rancho Santa Margarita Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

San Clemente Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

San Juan Capistrano Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

Santa Ana Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

Seal Beach Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

Stanton Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

Tustin Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

Villa Park Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

Westminster Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

Yorba Linda Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant




MITIGATION FEE PROGRAM REVIEW

PAUL RODRIGUEZ
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MITIGATION FEE PROGRAM (MFP)

ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENT OCTA ROLES & RESPONSIBILITIES
= Assess traffic impacts of new development = Verify the following:
and require new development to pay a fair = Process or program to assign cost or

share of necessary transportation improvement responsibility through entitlement
improvements attributable to the new

= Nexus Study
development

"  |mpact Fee Schedule

= Adoption of Resolution reaffirming that = Outlined process methodology
existing MFP is in effect @

&




FY20232024 Measura M2 Eligibility
Mitigation Fee Program Compliance Summary

I—t MFP Concurrencs Supporting O | status

Alisa Viejo Adopted Previded Meets Requirement

Anaheirm Adopled Provided Mesats Requirement

Brea Adopted Provided Mests Requirernent

Buena Fark Adopied Provided Meets Requirement

Cosla Mesa Adopled Provided Meets Requirement

Ceunty of Orange Adopted Provided Mests Requirernent

Cypress Adopted Provided Mests Requirernent

Dana Poind Adopied Provided Meets Requirement

2 O 2 3 Fountain Valley Adopied Provided Meets Requirement
Fullerton Adopled Provided Meets Requirement

Garden Grove Adopled Provided Mesats Requirement

C O N F O R M A N C E Huntingten Beach Adopted Provided Mests Requirernent
lrvine: Adopied Provided Meets Requirement

La Habra Adopled Provided Meets Requirement

La Palma Adopled Provided Mesats Requirement

Laguna Beach Adopted Provided Mests Requirernent

A” 3 5 agenc|es are com Pllant Laguna Hits Adopied Providad Mests Requirement
Laguna Niguel Adopied Provided Meets Requirement

. .

Wlth M FP u Pdate req §] rements Laguna Woods Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Lake Forest Adopted Provided Mests Requirement

Log Alamitos Adopled Provided Mesats Requirement

Mission Viejn Adopted Previded Meets Requirement

Mewport Beach Adopled Provided Meets Requirement

Orange Adopted Provided Mests Requirernent

Placantia Adopled Provided Mesats Requirement

Rancho Santa Margarita Adopied Provided Meets Requirement

San Clermente Adopied Provided Meets Requirement

San Juan Caplatrano Adopted Provided Meets Requirement

Santa Ana Adopted Provided Meets Requirement

Seal Beach Adopled Provided Mesats Requirement

Stanton Adopied Provided Meets Requirement

Tustin Adopled Provided Meets Requirement

Willa Park Adopled Provided Mesats Requirement

W estrninster Adopled Provided Mesats Requirement

Yorba Linda Adopied Provided Meets Requirement

'Loeal agencies are required o provide &t least one supperting docurment (e.g. nesus study, fee schedule, S-year expenditure
repor, pallcy document, process methodology, eie).



PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PLAN REVIEW

PAUL RODRIGUEZ
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PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PLAN (PMP)

ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENT

= Adopt and update biennially a Pavement
Management Plan (PMP)

= PMP includes:

= Current status of pavement on roads
= Seven-year maintenance and rehabilitation plan
"  Projected road pavement conditions

= Alternative strategies and costs necessary to
improve road pavement conditions

OCTA ROLES & RESPONSIBILITIES

® Verify the following:

All required elements are included in the PMP
Adoption.of PMP
Submittal in a.timely manner

Eligibility for 10% local match reduction under
Regional Capacity Program Call for Projects

21



BACKGROUND

= Orange County (OC)
= Population: 3.2 Million
® Third most populous
= Second most dense

= 35 local agencies
= Road Miles: 6,599*
= Statewide Pavement Condition Index (PCIl): 65*
= OCPCI: 79*

*April 2023 California Statewide Local Streets and Roads Needs Assessment

an Mateo:

Pavement Condition Index

[ 86 - 100 (Excellent)
B 7 - &5 (Good)
I 5o - 70 (AtRisk)
I o - 49 (Poor)

22



PROGRAM OBJECTIVES

Improve and maintain pavement in “Good” condition (OCTA PCI 275)
Keep “Good” pavements in good condition - Preventive Maintenance
Repair those that are deficient - Rehabilitation or Reconstruction
Encourage cost-effective treatments

Designate schedule for maintenance and rehabilitation

Promote consistent field data collection procedures

23



PAVEMENT CONDITION INDEX

Poor
41-59

Very Poor
0-40




INCENTIVES

= |0 percent local match reduction for Regional Capacity Competitive Program
if:

= Network average PCl is improved by one point, AND

® There is no reduction in average PCl| for Master Plan of Arterial Highways
(MPAH) or local streets

- OR -

= Show average PCI within highest 20 percent countywide (PCl of 75 or
higher)

25



INSPECTION FREQUENCY

= MPAH (regional roads) — every two years

" | ocal streets — every six years

-—

SURVEY |

mecmmtied Y VEHICLE ||

26



QA/QC MODEL

= Model Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) Plan provided by OCTA

Describe condition survey protocols

Data collection type (e.g. windshield or walking)
Data accuracy required (e.g. re-inspections)
Schedule for data submittal

Experience of inspectors

Safety procedures

27



2023 CONFORMANCE

2023 Measure M2 Eligibility
Summary Table of Pavement Management Plan (PMP) Elements

7 Years T Years
Current | Current | Current | Projected | Projected | Projected 7 Year 7 Year 7 Year 7 Year T Year T Year 7 Year T Year 7 Years Maintain Improve e e Compliant
Local Agency Network MPAH Local Network MPAH Local R&R R&R R&R R&R R&R Pl_an R&R Plan R&R Plan RE&R Plan cA/Qc Current Network Network Certification PMP
el el Pel el el PCl Plan Plan Plan Plan Inspection | Treatment | Treatment | Treatment Budget Pl PCI Form YorN
Limits Areas Class PCI Dates Type Cost Year $x10° ‘ . (YorN)
$x10 $x10
Anaheim F F F F F F v v v v v v v v v v v v v Y
Brea G G G G G G v v v v v v v v v v v v v Y
County of Orange G G G G G G v v v v v v v v v v v v ¥ Y
Cypress VG VG G VG VG VG v v v v v v v v v v v v v Y
Dana Point G VG G G G G ¥ ¥ ' v v v v s v v v v v Y
Irvine G G VG G VG G ¥ ¥ ¥ v v v ¥ v v v ¥ v v Y
La Habra G G G G G G v v v v v 4 v v v v v v v Y
Lake Forest G F G VG G VG i v v 4 \ 4 v v 4 v v v \ Y
Los Alamitos F E G E F VG v v v v v L v o v o v v v Y
Newport Beach G G G G G G v v v v v v b v v v b v ¥ Y
San Clemente G G G G G G v v v v v v v v v v v v v Y
San Juan Capistrano F F F G G G v v v v v v v v v v v v v Y
Stanton F G F F F F ¥ v ¥ v v v v v v v ¥ v v Y
Tustin G G VG G G G v v v v v v v v v v v v v Y
Legend Acronyms
Pavement Quality ADGieviation BCl Micro MicroPaver Pavement Management Program
Very Good VG 85-100 MPAH Master Plan of Arterial Highways
Good G 75-84 PCI Pavement Condition Index
Fair F 60-74 QAIQC Quality Assurance/Quality Control Plan
P 41-59 R&R Road Maintenance & Rehabilitation Plan
VP 0-40 S5 StreetSaver Pavement Management Program

28



NEXT STEPS

Complete, sign, and return AER review checklist: due Monday, October 30,2023

December 12,2023 —Taxpayer Oversight Committee

February 5,2024 — OCTA Regional Transportation Planning Committee

February 12,2024 — OCTA Board of Directors

29
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Annual Eligibility Review Subcommittee

Congestion Management Program
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2023 Congestion Management Program
Summary of Compliance

Capital
Improvement | Deficiency Land Level of 2023
Jurisdiction Program Plan Use Service | Compliance
Aliso Viejo * Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes
Anaheim Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Brea Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Buena Park Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Costa Mesa Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Cypress Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Dana Point Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Fountain Valley * Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes
Fullerton Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Garden Grove Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Huntington Beach Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Irvine Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
La Habra Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
La Palma* Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes
Laguna Beach Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Laguna Hills Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Laguna Niguel Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Laguna Woods Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Lake Forest Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Los Alamitos Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Mission Viejo Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Newport Beach Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Orange Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Placentia Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Rancho Santa Margarita * Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes
San Clemente * Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes
San Juan Capistrano Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Santa Ana Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Seal Beach * Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes
Stanton Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Tustin Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Villa Park * Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes
Westminster Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Yorba Linda * Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes
County * Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes

*No CMP intersections within jurisdiction

| certify that the information contained in this table is accurate representation of materials submitted to OCTA for purposes of meeting
requirements related to the Congestion Management Program.

VAt

Angel Garfio, OCTA




Figure 2: 2023 Congestion Management Program Highway System
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APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Aliso Viejo
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]
(]
(]

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ] ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?
a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be H H ]

operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

IThe following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]
[ ]
[ ]
[ ]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ] ]
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to H H
OCTA?

[]

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

0| O 0O]0
0| O 0O]0
O] O 0O]0

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

O o o]
O o o]

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

Oy ooy o)

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for ]
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?3 ]
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
3. | If so, how many?
4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate ]
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
(]
(]
(]
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your H H ]
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?
5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ] ]

consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and

separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.


http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf

APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? ] ]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?

4. | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:




OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.
2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] ] ]

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.
Quang Le Associate Engineer % 5/18/23

Name (Print) Title Signature Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Anaheim
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: < ]

o There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

¢ Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.
]
[ ]
*
3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be H O X
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?
a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be n ] 4
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

1The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OGTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: X ]

¢ There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

s Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. X

3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ] X<
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4, | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to ] O
OCTA?

X

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

X

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

X

¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

I A I W i
0| o) ot
X

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

X

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA .
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your O H|
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its M ]
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] 0
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred? ] ]

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan: <]

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

DCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the X H

previous CMP?

a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for ] ]
review and approval?

2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?3 X ]

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR' QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

3. | If so, how many? 6

4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate X
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).

a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] M X
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] 0 X

agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?

5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ]
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online

at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual. pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and
separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.



APPENDIX C

OCTA .
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? O ]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS X 0 ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?

4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] 0

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity? [ [

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] H X
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

Additional Comments:

1 certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.
Carlos Castellanos City Engineer \\/ & I 277 l 23

Name (Print) Title \\ Signature Date
N




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

Jurisdiction: City of Brea

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: D

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be D D
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be D D
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

! The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.
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APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: D

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2 If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.

3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled D D
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to D
OCTA?

O
X

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

|

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on the
CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

X

c. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

X

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

O o0O0oad
o oo g

X

2 The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.
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APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)

CMP Checklist YES

2
o

N/A

6. | Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your
seven-year CIP?

E|

7. | Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its
implementation?

X

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

X]

O oo a
O o o g

9. | Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

X

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

X

Additional Comments:
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APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?

O

a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for D
review and approval?

O
=

2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle??

O

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2

3. | If so, how many?

4, | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).

Q

. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven-
year CIP?

O
O
X

b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your
jurisdiction coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?

O
O
|

5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual. pdf)?

O
O

Additional Comments:

CMP TIAs were prepared by consultants and reviewed by the City
Traffic Engineer using the OCTAM model for the Brea 265 and
Brea Mall developments.

3 Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and
separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.
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APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30?

X

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle
emissions?

X

4. | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP?

Xl
OO0 0O Olz
olo|lo ol2

X

Additional Comments:
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APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single O K O
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, O O Kl
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true. _—~ e
P %;‘%‘l,ﬁ
Dave Roseman City Traffic Engineer i 06/05/23

Name (Print) Title Signature Date
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APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Buena Park
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: X n

o There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

¢ Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. X
.
.
o

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ]

implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be 0 0
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

IThe following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residentia! development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

'CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans

CMP Checklist

YES

NO

Check "Yes" if either of the following apply:

There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO

ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.

Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

O

]

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO

ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to ] ]
OCTA?
Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :
. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency? O 0
. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on ] ]
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?
. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs, 0 ] X
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?
i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by 0 0

South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.

X




APPENDIX C

OCTA :
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] O
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its 0 ] ]
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to n 0
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

9, Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred? 0] ]

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan: X

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the X O
previous CMP? '
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for O ] ]
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? X m
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
3. | If so, how many? 4
4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate X
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
L]
L ]
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ] <
year CIP? '
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ] X
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?
5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ] Iz

consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online

a.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and
separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.




APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

CMP Monitoring Checklist; Capital Improvement Prograni (CIP)
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? ] 0 B

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS M m
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)? g

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions? !

4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

QeI Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP. Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single O ] 0]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, 0O O X
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

Mina Mikhael Director of Public Works/City 06-16-2023
Engineer

Name (Print) Title Signature Date




OCTA APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

.| City of Costa Mesa

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply:
» Thereare no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

= Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.

3.. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programimed in the first year of
any recent funding program {i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?
a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be ] ] X
operating below the CMP LOS standatds? '

Yhe following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic. generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rall passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A

1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]
+ There are no' CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

» Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, If
worse than E) or better,

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.

*

3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled M | X
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

4, | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted. to ]
OCTA?

O
X

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the foliowing statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

X

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

<

¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

) O djd
O O OO
X

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality: Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

X

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facllities that impact the systemn, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development: within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.




OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

YES

N/A

CMP Checklist

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your O ]
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its i ]
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] ] X
praceed pending correction of the deficiency?

9, Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred? ] ] X

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in-the deficiency plan:




APPENDIX C

IR Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the X ]

previous CMP?

a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for 0 ] X
review and approval?

2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? ]

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

3. | If so, how many?

4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).

a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ]
year CIP?

X

b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your | ]
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?

X

5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ]
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

X

Additional Comments:

3Exempt‘rons incdude: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and
separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.




OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

YES

CMP Checklist

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 307 ] ]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] .
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Isit consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle = W
emissions?

4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] M

Addiional Comments:




APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity? [ u

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, J ] X
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

Jennifer Rosales Transportation Services Manager y 7/ @/ e £-29-23
L e

Name (Print) Title 2/~ Signature Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

Jurisdiction; ___County of Orange

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A

1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: M D

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

o Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. D

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be D D D
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be D D D
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

! The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.


kimc
Accepted


APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: W D

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2 If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. D

3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled D D D
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to D
OCTA?

O
O

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on the
CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

c. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

O 0o oo
O 000
O 0o oo

2 The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.
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APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)

CMP Checklist YES

2
o

6. | Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its
implementation?

8. | Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

O 00O
O 000

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

oolo ool

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination

CMP Checklist

YES

N/A

1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?

O

a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for
review and approval?

O

2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle??

O

g
=
&

ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO

3. | If so, how many?

whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).

4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate

a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven-
year CIP?

O

O

O

b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your
jurisdiction coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?

O

O

O

5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

O

O

O

Additional Comments:

3 Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and

separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.
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APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? W D D

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS W D D
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle w D D
emissions?

4. | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? w D D

Additional Comments:
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APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single O V O
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, O O O
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

Senior Civil Engineer, Project
i i Devel t & Grant
Sonica Kohli, P.E. evelopmen rants M 6/27/2023

Name (Print) Title Signature Date
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APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Cypress
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ] ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be ] ] ]
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

IThe following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]
[ ]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ] ]
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to ] ]
OCTA?

L]

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

c. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

0| O] 0OjoQ
0| O] 0OjQ
0| O] 0OjQ

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ]
seven-year CIP?
7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] ]
implementation?
8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] ]
L] L]

I 1 O I I O

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for ] ]
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? ]
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
3. | If so, how many?
4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate ]
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
°
°
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ] ]
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?
5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ] ]

consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and

separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.


http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf

OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? ] ]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Isit consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?

4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] ] ]
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

Nick Mangkalakiri City Engineer \_MMA’/ 6/20/23

Name (Print) Title Signature Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Dana Point
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be
operating below the CMP LOS standards? L] [ X

Additional Comments:

IThe following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

o Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.
[ ]
(]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ]
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to ] ]
OCTA?

X

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

X

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

X

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

0| O OO
0| O OO
X

X

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

OCTA _
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ]
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] ]
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] ]

[ [

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

X

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

X

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for H
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? ]
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
3. | If so, how many?
4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
L]
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ]
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?
5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ]

consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and

separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.


http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf

OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? ] ]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?

4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C
Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Checklist YES NO | N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single O O <]
| aocupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

2. | If so, was the praject developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, 0O ] O
in ather words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategles?

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this chedkist is true.
i : Enaingar /A’:“_
Matthew Sinacor, P.E. Biractar of Public Works/City shz !z 3
Date

Narne (Frint) Title Sinatue
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

Jurisdiction: City of Fountain Valley

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

X L]

1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply:
o There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

o Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better,

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2: If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. X
L]
3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ] X
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?
a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be ] ] X
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OOTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: X ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.
L]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ] X
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4, | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to ] ]
OCTA?
5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :
a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency? J ]
b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on ] ] X
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?
c. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs, ] ] X
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?
i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by ] ] X
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA .
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ] X
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] ] X
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] ] X
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred? ] ]

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan: X

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

OCT. 2
o~ Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the X ]

previous CMP?

a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for ] ] X
review and approval?

2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?3 ] X

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

3. | If so, how many? NAA_

4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate X
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).

a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ] X
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ]

agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?

5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ] X
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online

at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and
separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992,



OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? X ] ]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Isit consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle X ] ]
emissions? 7

4. | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? X ] ]

Additional Comments:
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management
CMP Checklist

YES NO N/A

1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] ] ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

1 NEED TO

If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process,

in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction u [ [
and operational strategies?

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

Deputy Public Works Director,
Temo Galvez, P.E. City Engineer O«-‘i’—c AT /ﬁ< b-6-202%
Name (Print) Title

Signature U Date
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OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Fullerton
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be <
operating below the CMP LOS standards? L L]

Additional Comments:

The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.
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OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.
[ ]
[ ]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ]
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to ] ]
OCTA?
5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :
a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency? ] ]
b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on ] ]
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?
¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs, ] ]
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?
i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by ] ]
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ]
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] ]
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] ]
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred? ] ]

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?

a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for ] ]
review and approval?

2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle??

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

3. | If so, how many? 2

4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).

a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ]

agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?

5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ]
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

Development projects that were required to conduct LOS Assessments including a CMP analysis included the following:

1. Street Lights Fullerton
2. Raising Canes Fullerton

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and
separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.


http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf

OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? ] ]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?

4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] ]
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

David Roseman City Traffic Engineer e 6/6/2023

Name (Print) Title Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Garden Grove
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

¢ There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

« Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be <
operating below the CMP LOS standards? [ [

Additional Comments:

IThe following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

s There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

« Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.
L J
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ]
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4, | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to ] ]
OCTA?
5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :
a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency? ] ]
b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on ] ]
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?
¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs, ] ]
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?
i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by ] M
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or muiti-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA .
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ]
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] ]
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] n
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

9, Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred? ] ]

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

Additional Comments:




OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for ]
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?3 ]
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
3. | If so, how many? _ NA
4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
L)
e
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ]
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?
5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ]
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and

separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.



APPENDIX C

OCTA :
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 307 ] O]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?

4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] ]
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

urisdiction:

City of Huntington Beach

Check "Yes" if either of the following apply:

» There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

s Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO” FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. B

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] . M
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be ] ] ]
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

*The following activities are statutorify-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-raif passenger station.



APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

Check "Yes" if either of the following apply:

+ There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

s Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, alt CMP Highway System {CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO” FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
. ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONE

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]

L ]
L ]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ] ]
for completion durmg the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

_ NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED “NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEEDTO
| ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4, | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to
OCTA?

L]
[l
L]

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfili the folfowing statutory requirements? ;

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

b, Include & list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air guality?

Oy o) 0|
Oy o) g
Ly O 0|

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual}?

The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencles, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.
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APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Checklist | No

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ] ]
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] ] ]
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] ] [
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred? ] M M

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan: n

Addtional Comments:




APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis {TIA) process you selected for the X ]
previous CMP?

a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for ] ] ]
review and approval?

2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?®

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEEDTO

3. | If so, how many?

4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate ]
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).

a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- M ] B
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ] ]

agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop & mitigation strategy?

5. | If a local traffic modet was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling | ] ]
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual {available oniine

at http:/fwww.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?
Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any developrment generating fess than 1,600 daily trips {if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and
separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992,



APPENDIX C

OCTA - Congestion Management Program (CMP)

Did you submit a seven-year CIP to QCTA by June 30?

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS
{including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle
emissions?

4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP?

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP resuit in a significant increase in single 3 ] ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES"

2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] ] M
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

Robert Stachelski Transportation Manager June 26, 2023
Name (Print) Title Signature Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Irvine
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be
operating below the CMP LOS standards? U L] >

Additional Comments:

IThe following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.
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OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.
[ ]
L]
[ ]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ]
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to ] ]
OCTA?
5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :
a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency? ] ]
b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on ] ]
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?
¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs, ] ]
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?
i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by ] ]
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ]
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] ]
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] ]

L] [

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

X

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

X

Additional Comments:
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OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?

a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for ] ]
review and approval?

2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle??

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

3. | If so, how many? 3

4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).

a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ]
year CIP?

X

b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ]
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?

X

5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ]
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

]

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and
separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.



APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? ] ]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?

4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:




OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.
2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] ]
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?
Additional Comments:
I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.
Amir Ainechi Associate Transportation p ) ' 6/12/23
pus Amer Lenecke
Name (Print) Title Signature Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

Jurisdiction: City of La Habra
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: D
e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. D

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be D D D
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be D D D
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

! The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.
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OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: D
e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2 If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. D

3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled D D D
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4, | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to D
OCTA?

O
O

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on the
CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

O 0o oad
O 0O oad
O 0O oad

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

2 The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.
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OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)

CMP Checklist YES

2
o

6. | Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

O 00 0
O 00 0O

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

O 0O 0 0|0l

Additional Comments:
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the D

previous CMP?

a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for D D D
review and approval?

2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? D

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

3. | If so, how many?

4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate D
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).

a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven-
year CIP?

O
O
O

b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your
jurisdiction coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?

O
O
O

5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

O
O
O

Additional Comments:

3 Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and
separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.


http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf

APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? D D
2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS D D
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?
3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle
emissions? D D
4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? D D

Additional Comments:
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OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single N O]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, O O ]
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

Tony An Principal Engineer e, —N 6/26/23
Name (Print) Title Signature Date
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APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: CITY OF LA PALMA
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be H H ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be H H ]
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.
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OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

o Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled H ] ]
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to H ]
OCTA?

L]

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

O O O] 0
0| O] 00
O] O] 0o

>The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)
CMP Checklist YES NO | N/A

proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ]
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] ]
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to H H

L] L]

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

ooy

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for ] ]
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? ]
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
3. | If so, how many?
4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate ]
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ] ]
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?
5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ] H

consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and

separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.



APPENDIX C

OCTA _
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? ] ]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?

4. | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:




OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single H ]

occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, H H ]

in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction

and operational strategies?
Additional Comments:
I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

. Public Works & Community _/5_-
Andy Ramirez Services Director 6/1/23
Name (Print) Title Signature Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Laguna Beach
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be
operating below the CMP LOS standards? L] [ X

Additional Comments:

N/A

IThe following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

o Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.
[ ]
(]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ]
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to ] ]
OCTA?

X

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

X

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

X

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

0| O OO
0| O OO
X

X

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

OCTA _
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ]
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] ]
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] ]

[ [

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

X

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

X

Additional Comments:

N/A




APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for H
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? ]
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
3. | If so, how many?
4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
L]
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ]
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?
5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ]

consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

N/A

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and

separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.


http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf

APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? ] ]
2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?
3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?
4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:

N/A




APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Checklist

1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, O O
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

N/A

1 certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

Mark A. McAvoy Director of Public Works and Utilities m éﬁ:’:’/?g

Name (Print) Title = Signature " Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA _
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Laguna Hills
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities®, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or
better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ] ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be ] ] ]
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

Mhe following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans

CMP Checklist

YES

NO

N/A

1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply:
e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

 Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO™ FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.

3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

O

]

ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO™ FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to
OCTA?

[

]

L]

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

O 0| ojg

0 o) oo

0 o) oo

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low

and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.




APPENDIX C

OCTA _
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your

seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

I A I
I A

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

O I O O

Additional Comments:




OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for ]
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?® ]
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
3. | If so, how many?
4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate ]
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
[ ]
[
[ ]
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ] ]
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?
5. | If alocal traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ] ]
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and
separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.



OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? ] ]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?

4. | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:




SCLR APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management
CMP Checklist

YES NO N/A

1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES"™ FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process,

in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

Additional Comments:

| certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

Public Works Director /
Joe Ames, P.E., T.E. City Engineer 06/27/2023

Name (Print) Title [

Signature Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

Jurisdiction: City of Laguna Niguel

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: D
e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. D

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be D D D
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be D D D
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

TA .
oc Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. D
[ ]
[ ]
(]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled D D D
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to D D
OCTA?

]

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

c. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

0| O OO
0| O OO
0| O OO

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA _
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your

seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

N A
I I I A O R

1 T O O I I O O

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

Additional Comments:




OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination

CMP Checklist

consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for D
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?® D
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
3. | If so, how many?
4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate ]
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
L]
L]
[ ]
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ] ]
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?
5. | If alocal traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ] ]

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and

separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.


http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf

OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? ] ]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?

4. | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:




OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single D Il X
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.
2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] ] ]

in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true,

'l Noptt YRIC yieeks pwene— ]

Name (Print) Title {/ Signature

0
gate ‘

‘\-J
A




4R, APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

Jurisdiction: City of Laguna Woods

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]
°
3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ] ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?
a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be ] ] ]
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]
[ ]
[ ]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ] ]
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to ] ]
OCTA?

[

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

0| O] 0OjQ
0| O] 0OjQ
0| O] 00

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ]
seven-year CIP?
7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] ]
implementation?
8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] ]
L] L]

N I O O A I O

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for ] ]
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? ]
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
3. | If so, how many?
4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate ]
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
°
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ] ]
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?
5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ] ]

consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual. pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and

separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.


http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf

OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? ] ]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?

4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] ] ]
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

Gerald Tom City Engineer MQ/ 6/28/2023

/Name (Print) Title Signature Date




APPENDIX C

TA .
0oc Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Lake Forest
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: X ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. M
[
L ]
[ ]
3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] l n ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?
a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be ] N ]

operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

IThe following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans

CMP Checklist

YES

NO

N/A

1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply:
o There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

= Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.

3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

O

]

ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO

4, | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to
OCTA?

]

[]

[]

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

Oy o) ojg

0| 0| o0

O O] o

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within. 1/4 mile of a

fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.




APPENDIX C

OCTA _
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ] ]
seven-year CIP?
7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] ] N
implementation?
8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to n ] ]
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?
Q. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred? ] ] ]
10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan; H

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

OCTA .
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the X ]

previous CMP?

a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for ] ] n
review and approval?

2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? ] X

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

3. | If so, how many?

4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate ]
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).

a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ] |
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your u N 0

agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?

5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ] ]
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online

at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and
separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.



APPENDIX C

CTA .
o Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? M ]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS < ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?

4. | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? X ] ]

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity? [ [

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] ] ]
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
| and operational strategies?

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

Thomas E. Wheeler, P.E. Public Works Director/City P
Engincer y = 6/27#23

Name (Print) Title Signature Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Los Alamitos
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: O
e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.
e  Factoring out statutorily exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or
better.
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. O
[ ]
L[]
3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be O O O
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e., local agency CIP, CMP CIP, Measure M CIP)?
a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be O O O
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

AL At/
Farhad Iranitalab City Traffic Engineer / ‘i/a’”/ Jot s WV/ 06/30/2023
Name (Print) Title Signature Date

The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low and very low income
housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic signal coordination by the state or multi-
jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use
residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Los Alamitos
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: O
e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.
e Factoring out statutorily exempt activities?, all CMPHS intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or
better.
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
2. | If any, please list those intersections found to not meet the CMP LOS standards. O
(]
(]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled O O O
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to O O O
OCTA?
5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements:
a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency? O
b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS O
standards on the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?
¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their O O O
costs, which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?
i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established O O O
by SCAQMD (see the CMP Preparation Manual)?

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low and very low income
housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic signal coordination by the state or muilti-
jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use
residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Los Alamitos
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your O O
seven-year CMP CIP?
7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its O O
implementation?
8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to O O
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?
9, Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred? O O
10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

e / i 35 e ’V/
Farhad Iranitalab City Traffic Engineer farten / Jrn” M// 06/30/2023
Name (Print) Title Signature Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Los Alamitos
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the O

previous CMP?

a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA O O O
for review and approval?

2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? O

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

3. | If so, how many?

4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction). O

a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your O O (|
seven-year CIP?

b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your O O O
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?

5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling O O O
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

Farhad Iranitalab City Traffic Engineer fatin [ Jit 'W/ 06/30/23
Name (Print) Title Signature Date

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it directly accesses a CMP
highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and minor modifications to approved developments
where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.


http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf

APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Los Alamitos
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Did you submit a seven-year Capital Improvement Program (CIP) to OCTA by O O
June 30?
2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS O O
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?
3. | Isit consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle O O
emissions?
4. | Was the Web Smart CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CMP CIP? O O
Additional Comments:
I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.
. . . . / // {77 ,v’/&/
Farhad Iranitalab City Traffic Engineer ; aAtin/ [ e o / 06/30/23
Name (Print) Title Signature Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Mission Viejo
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ] ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be ] ] ]
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

The 2023 CMP counts for the CVP/I-5 NB ramps at Crown Valley Parkway were not conducted by OCTA
as this intersection is currently being impacted by construction. This location applies to a statutorily-
exempt activity.

IThe following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

o Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]
[ ]
(]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ] ]
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to ] ]
OCTA?

]

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

0| O OO
0| O OO
0| O OO

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

OCTA _
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ]
seven-year CIP?
7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] ]
implementation?
8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] ]
[ [

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

1 T O O I I O O

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the

previous CMP?

a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for H H
review and approval?

2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle??

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

3. | If so, how many? 2

4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).

a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ]

agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?

5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ]
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

The Mission Viejo development projects that required a CMP Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) are the
Chick-fil-A Project located at the northwest quadrant of Santa Margarita Parkway and Marguerite
Parkway and the Wendy’s Project located at the southwest quadrant of Alicia Parkway and Olympiad
Road. Both the Chick-fil-A (1/14/2022) and Wendy's (6/29/2022) traffic studies identified that no
CMP links or intersections would exceed CMP level of service standards.

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and
separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.


http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf

APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? ] ]
2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?
3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?
4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:

The CMP Highway System projects included in the City of Mission Viejo 7-Year CIP are traffic
signalization and pavement resurfacing projects. Traffic signalization and pavement resurfacing
projects are not capacity expansion projects and therefore do not generate transportation-related
vehicular emissions. As such, the consistency with air quality mitigation measures for transportation
related vehicle emissions (Question 3) is not applicable.




APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.
2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] ] ]
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?
Additional Comments:
I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.
Mark Chagnon Public Works Director ﬂ June 13, 2023
Name (Print) Title Signature Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Newport Beach
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be
operating below the CMP LOS standards? L] [ X

Additional Comments:

IThe following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

o Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.
[ ]
(]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ]
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to ] ]
OCTA?

X

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

X

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

X

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

0| O OO
0| O OO
X

X

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

OCTA _
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ]
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] ]
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] ]

[ [

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

X

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

X

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for H
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? ]
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
3. | If so, how many?
4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
L]
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ]
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?
5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ]

consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and

separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.


http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf

OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? ] ]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?

4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:




OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.
2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] ]

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

Brad Sommers City Traffic Engineer @ 06/15/2023

Name (Print) Title <__Sigrature Date
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

City of Orange

Check "Yes" if either of the following apply:

¢ There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. m

3. Will deficient intersections, if any,k be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ] ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be ] ] ]
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

IThe following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply:

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

¢ Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

=

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]

for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] H N

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to
OCTA?

L
[]
L

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

c. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

O] O ojf
o oy oa|b
o) Oy oo

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

) oy oy i
I

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

1 A I O I O




APPENDIX C

QCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?

a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for n ] ]
review and approval?

2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? ]

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

3. | If so, how many?

4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate H
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).

a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ] H

agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?

5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] N ]
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and
separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? X ] ]
2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] X ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?
3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle O] ]
emissions?
4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? X ] ]
|




OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist

YES

NO

N/A

1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

[

]

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO

ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process,
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

]

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

Douglas Keys Transportation Analyst
Name (Print) Title

6/1/23
Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Placentia
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ] ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be ] ] ]
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.
[ ]
[ ]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ]
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4, | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to ] ]
OCTA?
5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :
a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency? ] ]
b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on ] ]
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?
¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs, ] ]
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?
i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by ] ]
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ]
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] ]
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] ]
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred? ] ]

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for ] ]
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? ]
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
3. | If so, how many?
4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate ]
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
°
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ] ]
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?
5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ] ]

consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual. pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and

separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.


http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf

APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? ] ]
2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?
3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?
4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] ] ]
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

()MS €$W 7/13/2023

Name (Print) Title Signature Date

Luis Estevez Deputy City Administrator
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

'kaurisdigtioﬁ:,: L | City of Rancho Santa Margarita

'CMP Checklist ‘ L S e e e YES | N/A
1, Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: < O g
e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

¢ Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED T0
' ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS. |

.2..._| If any, please list those intersections that are.not.operating.at the CMP_LOS standards e S I

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ] ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be ] m n
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Add|t|onal Comments

Irhe following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

CMP Checklist . L | YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the followrng apply X ] e
¢ There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

o Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO “f “tf
: ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS. o

2. | Ifany, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards ]

3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] | ]
for complet|on during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO b
. ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS. . ‘

N
O]
O

4, | Hasa deﬁcrency pIan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to
OCTA?

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

c. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

o Oy o)
O Oy O

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

oy gy oo

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

cwcheekist . | ves| no|wa

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your
seven-year CIP? '

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

N N I S
I O I I I

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

ooy o o) g

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

:rAdd:it,iOh‘a | Comments:
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TS Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?

a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for ] ]
review and approval?

2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?3 ]

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

3. | If so, how many?

4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate ]
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).

a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ] ]

agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?

5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ] ]
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and
separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.



OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Checklist ‘ , YES NO | N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? X ] ]

2, | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS X ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Isit consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?

4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? X ] ]

Additional Comments: -




APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

(CMP Checklist , S L | YES | NO | N/A

1. | Does any federaIIy funded prOJect in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacnty? L] [

: NOTE ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED “YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
Sl v ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION

2. If S0, was the prOJect developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] ] ]
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reductlon
and operatlonal strateg|es?

Additlonal Comments

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

Gasw ool )bt/ B Wores Dpawoe ; - ‘
Name (Print) Title Signatyré Date
)

g™




APPENDIX C

DETA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of San Clemente
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: 0

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2, If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.
®
L]

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] []
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?
a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be ]

operating below the CMP LOS standards? O U

Additional Comments:

The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.
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UETA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.
®
L]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ]
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4, | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to ] ]
OCTA?
5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :
a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency? ] ]
b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on H ]
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?
c. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs, ] ]
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?
i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by ] ]
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.
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OCTA _
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ]
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] m
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] ]
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred? ] M X

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan: ]

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

DETA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A

1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?

a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for ] ] ]
review and approval?

2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? ]

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

3. | If so, how many?

4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).

a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ]

agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?

5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ]
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online

at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and
separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.



APPENDIX C

OCTA .
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
~ CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1, | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 307 ] ]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?

4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? X M ]

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

~ OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] ] M
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

Additional Comments:

1 certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

Kiel Koger Public Works Director WZ@*‘ é/Z‘] /23'

Name (Print) Title Signature Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of San Juan Capistrano
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be
operating below the CMP LOS standards? L] [ X

Additional Comments:

IThe following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

o Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.
[ ]
(]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ]
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to ] ]
OCTA?

X

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

X

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

X

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

0| O OO
0| O OO
X

X

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ]
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] ]
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] ]
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred? ] ]

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for H
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? ]
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
3. | If so, how many?
4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
L]
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ]
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?
5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ]

consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and

separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.


http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf

OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? ] ]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?

4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:




OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.
2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] ]
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?
Additional Comments:
I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.
Joe Parco City Engineer 4 Q AT 6/21/23
Name (Print) Title U Signature Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Santa Ana
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be
operating below the CMP LOS standards? L] [ X

Additional Comments:

IThe following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

o Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.
L[]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ]
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to ] ]
OCTA?

X

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

X

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

X

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

0| O OO
0| O OO
X

X

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

OCTA _
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ]
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] ]
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] ]

[ [

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

X

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

X

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for H
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? ]
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
3. | If so, how many?
4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
L]
L]
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ]
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?
5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ]

consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and

separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.


http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf

OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? ] ]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?

4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:




AR APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ot ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, H ]
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

Zed Kekula Principal Civil Engineer an\ K_w\ —Z7-1 7.-2‘5

Name (Print) Title 0 Signature Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Seal Beach
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: X 0

e There are no CMP intersectians in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]
[ ]
3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be D |:| ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?
a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be ] ] ]
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

QCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: 4 ]

o There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

» Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]
[ ]
a
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ] D
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
4, | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to [:| D ]
OCTA?
5. | Does the deficiency plan fuifill the following statutory requirements? :
a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency? ] N ]
b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on O ] ]
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?
¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs, D D D
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?
i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by ] ] ]
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

A :
i Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ] ]
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its O 0 ]
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] ] ]
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred? ] ] ]

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan: D

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the iZ]
previous CMP?

a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for ] ]
review and approval?

2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? ]

X

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

3. | If so, how many?

4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate 0
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).

a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ] ]

agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?

5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ] ]
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual. pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and
separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.



APPENDIX C

OCTA .
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? ] ]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS D ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?

4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? n ]

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] 4 ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.
2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] D D

in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

DAVO. 30TL Aot Epgneer | o $hsfey

Name (Print) Title Y Bgnatars Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA _
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Stanton
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities®, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or
better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ] ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be ] ] ]
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

Mhe following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans

CMP Checklist

YES

NO

N/A

1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply:
e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

 Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO™ FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.

3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

O

]

ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO™ FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to
OCTA?

[

]

L]

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

O 0| ojg

0 o) oo

0 o) oo

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low

and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.




APPENDIX C

OCTA _
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your

seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

I A I
I A

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

O I O O

Additional Comments:




OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for ]
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?® ]
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
3. | If so, how many?
4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate ]
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
[ ]
[
[ ]
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ] ]
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?
5. | If alocal traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ] ]
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and
separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.



OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? ] ]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?

4. | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:




SCLR APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management
CMP Checklist

YES NO N/A

1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES"™ FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process,

in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

Additional Comments:

| certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

Public Works Director /
Cesar Rangel, P.E. City Engineer *L 06/15/2023

Name (Print) Title

Sig'nature Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: CITY OF TUSTIN
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

* There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

» Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ] ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be ] ] ]
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

IThe following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

» There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

« Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ] ]
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to ] ]
OCTA?

]

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

O O OO0
O O OO0
O O OO0

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ]
seven-year CIP?
7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] H
implementation?
8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] ]
[ [

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

I O O I I O O

Additional Comments:




OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination

consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for H H
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? ]
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
3. | If so, how many?
4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate ]
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ] ]
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?
5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ] ]

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and
separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.



OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A

1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? ] ]

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?

4. | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:




VA X APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.
2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] J ]
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?
Additional Comments:
I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.
Public Works Manager — X
Krys Saldivar Traffic/Transportation W
: HAP~— 612923
Name (Print) Title Signature Date




OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

Jurisdiction: City of Villa Park

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)

operating below the CMP LOS standards?

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ] 0
e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.
e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]
[ ]
o
[ ]
3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] O] 0
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?
a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be ] ] 0

Additional Comments:

IThe following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.




APPENDIX C

A 2asd 1S Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: 0

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

o Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. n
L ]
[ ]
[ ]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] 0 0
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to O ] 0
OCTA?
5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :
a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency? n 0 m
b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on ] n ]
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?
c. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs, ] n n
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?
i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by ] 0 0
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA .
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] O
seven-year CIP?
7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] 0
implementation?
8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] 0
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?
9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred? 0 0
10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

OCTA .
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for 0 0
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? ]
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
3. | If so, how many?
4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate ]
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
[ ]
[ ]
[ ]
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] O] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] O ]
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?
5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] n ]
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
t http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?
Additional Comments:

3exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and

separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.



APPENDIX C

OCTA .
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? 0 0
2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?
3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?
4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:




AN APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity? [ [
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.
2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] ] ]
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?
Additional Comments:
I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.
Hamid Torkamanha City Engineer % 7e 6127/23
Name (Print) Title ignature Date




APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

City of Westminster

Check "Yes" if either of the following apply:

o There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

o Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards.

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be OJ N ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be ] ] ]
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

There are three CMP intersections within Westminster iocated at Beach Boulevard / Bolsa Avenue, Bolsa Chica Road / Garden
Grove Boulevard, and SR-22 Eastbound Ramps / Beach Boulevard. However, said intersections are all owned and operated
by Caltrans.

The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

Check "Yes" if either of the following apply:
e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

o Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]

L]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ] ]
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

4. | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to
OCTA?

0
[
O

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

O o] d|d
O oy od
O o] d|d

2The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its
implementation?

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

E
O
0
0
O

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

O] o] o d
(0 I I O O Y O

There are three CMP intersections within Westminster located at Beach Boulevard / Bolsa Avenue, Bolsa Chica Road /
Garden Grove Boulevard, and SR-22 Eastbound Ramps / Beach Boulevard. However, said intersections are all owned and
operated by Caltrans.




APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the
previous CMP?

a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for ] H n
review and approval?

2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? ] X

3. | If so, how many?

4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate N
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).

a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ] ]

agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?

5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] n ]
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

There are three CMP intersections within Westminster located at Beach Boulevard / Bolsa Avenue, Bolsa Chica Road /
Garden Grove Boulevard, and SR-22 Eastbound Ramps / Beach Boulevard. However, said intersections are all owned and
operated by Caltrans.

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and
separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.



APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

N
1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? N O]
2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?
3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle X ] ]
emissions?
4, | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? N ]

There are three CMP intersections within Westminster located at Beach Boulevard / Bolsa Avenue, Bolsa Chica Road /
Garden Grove Boulevard, and SR-22 Eastbound Ramps / Beach Boulevard. However, said intersections are all owned and
operated by Caltrans.




OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] ]

occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] ] ]

in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction

and operational strategies?
Additional Comments:
I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

JAKE NGO, P.E. PWD / CITY ENGINEER % / w7 6/29/2023
Name (Print) Title - Signature Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Yorba Linda
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. If any, please list those intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] ] ]
implemented in the next 18 months or improvements programmed in the first year of
any recent funding program (i.e. local jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?

a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be ] ] ]
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: ]

e There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

¢ Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities?, all CMP Highway System (CMPHS)
intersections within your jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if
worse than E) or better.

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

2. | If any, please list those intersections found that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. ]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled ] ] ]
for completion during the next 18 months or programmed in the first year of the CIP?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4, | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to ] ]
OCTA?

[

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency?

b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?

¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs,
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?

i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

0| O] 0|
0| O] 0|
0| O] 0|

>The following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of facilities that impact the system, freeway ramp metering, traffic
signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agencies, traffic generated by high-density residential development within 1/4 mile of a
fixed-rail passenger station, traffic generated by mixed-use residential development within 1/4 mile of a fixed-rail passenger station.



APPENDIX C

proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

OCTA _
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ]
seven-year CIP?
7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] ]
implementation?
8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to ] ]
[] []

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, included in the deficiency plan:

1 I I 0 O I I O

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Land Use Coordination
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Have you maintained the CMP traffic impact analysis (TIA) process you selected for the ]
previous CMP?
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for ]
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? ]
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
3. | If so, how many?
4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate ]
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ] ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ] ]
agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?
5. | If a local traffic model was/will be used, did you follow the data and modeling ] ] ]

consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily trips, any development generating less than 1,600 daily trips (if it
directly accesses a CMP highway), final tract and parcel maps, issuance of building permits, issuance of certificate of use and occupancy, and
minor modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and

separate local government actions prior to January 1, 1992.


http://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf

APPENDIX C

OCTA )
Congestion Management Program (CMP)
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Capital Improvement Program (CIP)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Did you submit a seven-year CIP to OCTA by June 30? ] ]
2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS ] ]
(including capacity expansion, safety, maintenance, and rehabilitation)?
3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle ] ]
emissions?
4. | Was the OC Fundtracker CIP provided by the OCTA used to prepare the CIP? ] ]

Additional Comments:
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.

2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, ] ]
in other words, was there an appropriate analysis of reasonable travel demand reduction
and operational strategies?

Additional Comments:

I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.

Rick Yee Deputy Director of Public
Works/Assistant City Engineer 6/27/23

Name (Print) Title ‘Signatire Date
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2023/24 Measure M2 Eligibility
2023 Local Signal Synchronization Plan Update Summary

Annual Every Three Years

Agency ::::If:ﬁ aoniol Rcegri;?satle:lzayn AL LN Pe:;?':rl:::lce J;?;:Ss
Aliso Viejo Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Anaheim Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Brea Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Buena Park Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Costa Mesa Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
County of Orange Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Cypress Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Dana Point Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Fountain Valley Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Fullerton Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Garden Grove Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Huntington Beach Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Irvine Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
La Habra Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
La Palma Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Laguna Beach Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Laguna Hills Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Laguna Niguel Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Laguna Woods Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Lake Forest Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Los Alamitos Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Mission Viejo Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Newport Beach Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Orange Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Placentia Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Rancho Santa Margarita Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
San Clemente Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
San Juan Capistrano Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Santa Ana Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Seal Beach Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Stanton Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Tustin Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Villa Park Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Westminster Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant
Yorba Linda Compliant Approved Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant

| certify that the information contained in this table is an accurate representation of materials submitted to OCTA for the purposes of meeting Renewed Measure M

eIigibiIiQﬁqulated to the Signal Synchronization. (Ordinance No. 3, Attachment B, Section I1l.A.5 & A.6)
5// 7 . .

Paul Rodriguez, Principal Alicia Yang, Projeét.l&dana
Rodriguez Consulting Group Orange County Transportation Authority
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ALISO VIE.]O
June 30, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA)
ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Aliso Viejo is pleased to submit its updated Local Signal Synchronization
Plan as part of the Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following
components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist’
form establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan
and the Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/2024 to
2025/26 including all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the
Preparation of Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City of Aliso Viejo looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial
programs and construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2. If you
have any questions, please feel free to call me at (949) 425-2531.

Sincerely,

s

Quang Le, P.E.
Associate Engineer

Enclosures:
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan



\Q/ A.

ALISO VIEJO

LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN
CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: CITY OF ALISO VIEJO Plan Date: JUNE 30, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of their Local Signal Synchronization Plan, and any
supporting documentation, including the completed consistency review checklist below.

Page(s) in | Provided
Local Agency Statement LSSP or N/A
1) Signal synchronization goals of the agency are PAGES
consistent with those outlined as part of the Regional 2.4 Provided
Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.
2) Traffic signal synchronization street routes are PAGES
identified, including all corridors along the regional signal 5.7 Provided
synchronization network located within the local agency.
3) Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal PAGES .
2 Provided
synchronization street routes. 8-10
4) Three-year plan separately showing costs, available
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and
maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic PAGES .
. 2 o Provided
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals 1114
which may include unconstrained and build-out
scenarios.
5) Signal synchronization review, revision, and PAGES
assessment of synchronization activities along the traffic 15-19 Provided
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

g@i 6/28/23

Signature Date

Quang Le, Associate Engineer
Printed Name, Title
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201 S. Anaheim Bivd., Suite 502
Anaheim, California 92805

TEL (714) 765-5202
FAX (714) 765-4493

www.anaheim.net

City of Anaheim
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

Traffic Management Center

June 30, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O.Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Anaheim is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the
Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the
Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. Anupdated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/24 to 2025/26
including all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation

of Local Signal Synchronization Plans.”

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please call me at 714-765-5202.
Sincerely,
——
OA- luLp/

JOHN THAI, P.E.

‘ Principal Traffic Engineer

Enclosures
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: _City of Anaheim Plan Date: ___ June 30, 2023__

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed

consistency review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Local Agency Statement Page#sin | Provided or NIA
1. Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent Pages 10-19 YES
with those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal
Synchronization Master Plan.
2. Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified, Table 3 YES
including all corridors along the regional signal Page 2}
synchronization network located within the local agency.
3. Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization Attachments YES
street routes. 2and 3
4. Three-year plan separately showing costs, available
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and Attachment 4 YES
maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals which
may include unconstrained and build-out scenarios.
5. Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of | Attachments YES
synchronization activities along the traffic signal 5 and 6
synchronization street routes and traffic signals.
| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.
e
< )r&a | A~— ¢/30 [Lo23

JOHN TH

CITY O

, PRINCIPAL TRAFFIC ENGINEER
ANAHEIM

Date
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/<\<\
CITYUI' BREA

June 30, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184 Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part
of the Measure M2 Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Brea is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan
as part of the Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the
following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review
Checklist” form establishing consistency between the Local Signal
Synchronization Plan and the Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization
Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years
2023/24 to 2025/26 including and all required elements as identified
in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of Local Signal Synchronization
Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial
programs and construction projects required and made possible by Measure
M2,

If you have any questions, please call David Roseman, City Traffic Engineer at (562) 824-
2071.

Sincerely,

A=

Michael Ho, P.E.
Public Works Director/City Engineer

Enclosures
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan

Civic & Cultural Center » 1 Civic Center Circle » Brea, California 92821-5732 « 714/990-7600 » FAX 714/990-2258 » www.cityofbrea.net



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: _City of Brea Plan Date: _June 30, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed
consistency review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

Local Agency Statement Page#ein | provided or NIA
1. Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent
with those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal 1-7 Provided
Synchronization Master Plan.
2. Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified,
including all corridors along the regional signal 8-9 Provided
synchronization network located within the local agency.
3. Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization 10-12 Provided
street routes.
4. Three-year plan separately showing costs, available
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and
maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic 13-16 Provided
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals
which may include unconstrained and build-out scenarios.
5. Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of
synchronization activities along the traffic signal 17-21 Provided

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

Signature Date

Michael Ho, P.E., Public Works Director/City Engineer

Y ¢/s/2 3

Printed Name, Title
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
Mina Mikhael, P.E., Director/City Engineer

May 23, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.0O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Buena Park is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the
Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Checklist” form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the
Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/24 to 2025/26
including and all required elements as identified in the "Guidelines for the Preparation of
Local Signal Synchronization Plans.”

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please call Assistant City Engineer Deepthi Arabolu at 714-562-
3696.

Sincerely,

ﬁé—l
e -

Mina Mikhael, P.E.
Director of Public Works / City Engineer

Enclosures:
1. Locat Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
2. Local Signal Synchronization Plan

cc. Deepthi Arabolu, Assistant City Engineer

6650 Beach Boulevard | P.O. Box 5009 | Buena Park, CA | 90622-5009 | (714) 562-3670 | Fax (714) 562-3677 | BuenaPark. com



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: City of Buena Park

Date:

6-Jun-23

Local agencies must submit a copy of the updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed checklist, and

any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Complete the table below:

Page #'s in | Provided or
Local Agency Statement
EEncY, LSSP N/A
1. Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent with those
outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master
P g € y 1-1t0 1-8 Provided
Plan.
2. Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified, including all
corridors along the regional signal synchronization network focated within
& glonal signal synchro W d 21 Provided
the local agency.
3. Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization street routes.
3-1to 34 Provided
4. Three-year plan separately showing costs, available funding, and phasing
for capital, operations, and maintenance of signal synchronization along
the traffic signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals, which 4-1t04-3 Provided
may include unconstrained and build-out scenarios.
5. Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of
synchronization activities along the traffic signal synchronization street
e e . g 8 Y - OnStres 5-1to 5-5 Provided
routes and traffic signals.
I certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.
— ﬂCjAL
_'_'_,.o-""
o o 6/6/2023
Signature Date

Mina Mikhael, P.E., Director of Public Works / City Engineer

Printed Name, Title
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CITY OF COSTA MESA

CALIFORNIA 92628-1200 P.O. Box 1200

FROM THE OFFICE OF THE TRANSPORTATION SERVICES MANAGER

June 30, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Costa Mesa is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the
Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist’ form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the Regional
Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/24 to 2025/26
including all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of Local
Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2,

If you have any questions, please call 714-754-5343. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Rosales, Transportation Services Manager

Enclosures

A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan

77 FAIR DRIVE
PHONE (714) 754-5343 * TDD: (714) 754-5244 - www.costamesaca.gov



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: City of Costa Mesa Plan Date: June 1, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed
consistency review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Complete the table below:

Local Agency Statement Page(s) in LSSP | Provided or N/A
1) Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent with
those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization 1-6 Provided
Master Plan.
2) Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified, including
all corridors along the regional signal synchronization network 7-8 Provided
located within the local agency.
3) Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization street
routes.
4) Three-year plan separately showing costs, available funding, and
phasing for capital, operations, and maintenance of signal
synchronization along the traffic signal synchronization street routes 15-18 Provided
and traffic signals which may include unconstrained and build-out
scenarios.
5) Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of
synchronization activities along the traffic signal synchronization 19-25 Provided
street routes and traffic signals.

9-14 Provided

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

(o e 7-11-23

Sigrfatufe™ Date

Jennifer Rosales, Transportation Services Manager, City of Costa Mesa

Printed Name, Title, & Local Agency
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COUNTY OF ORANGE LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN

April 19, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The County of Orange, OC Public Works Department (County) is pleased to submit its Local
Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal
includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the
Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/2024 to 2025/2026
including all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of
Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The County looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please call me at (714) 245-4583.

Sincerely,

Gern Rbsbog ——

Denis Bilodeau

County Traffic Engineer

Manager, Traffic & Development Support
OC Public Works

Enclosures A v
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan

cc: James Treadaway, Director, OC Public Works

Kevin Onuma, Assistant Director/County Engineer, OC Public Works
Nardy Khan, Deputy Director, OC Infrastructure Programs, OC Public Works

Page 2 of 33



COUNTY OF ORANGE LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN

LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: County of Orange Plan Date: 4/19/2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed
consistency review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Page #s in | Provided or
Local Agency Statement LSSP N/A

1. Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent Page 5-6 Yes
with those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal
Synchronization Master Plan.

2. Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified, Page 7-19 Yes
including all corridors along the regional signal
synchronization network located within the local agency.

3. Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization Page 20-23 Yes
street routes.

4. Three-year plan separately showing costs, available Page 24-27 Yes
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and
‘maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals,
which may include unconstrained and build-out scenarios.

5. Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of Page 28-33 Yes
synchronization activities along the traffic signal
synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

@4‘«/\ M&zm 4/// (%/2 3

Signature Date’

Denis Bilodeau, County Traffic Engineer / Manager, Traffic & Development Support

Printed Name, Title

Page 3 of 33



COUNTY OF ORANGE LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN
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COUNTY OF ORANGE LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN
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COUNTY OF ORANGE

LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN
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COUNTY OF ORANGE

LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN
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COUNTY OF ORANGE

LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN
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COUNTY OF ORANGE

LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN
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COUNTY OF ORANGE

LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN
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CITY of CYPRESS

5275 Orange Avenue, Cypress, California 90630
Phone 714-229-6700 WWW.Cypressca.org

June 27, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Cypress is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the
Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the Regional
Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/24 to 2025/26
including and all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of
Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please call David Roseman, Traffic Engineer at (714) 229-6750.

Sincerely,

atf.

Nick Mangkalakiri, P.E.
City Engineer

Enclosures
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan

Anne Hertz-Mallari, Mayor

Scott Minikus, Mayor Pro Tem David Burke, Council Member
Frances Marquez, Ph.D., Council Member  Bonnie Peat, Council Member



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: _City of Cypress Plan Date: _June 30, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed
consistency review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Complete the table below:

Page #s in .
Local Agency Statement LSSP Provided or N/A

1. Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent
with those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal 1-7 Provided
Synchronization Master Plan.

2. Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified,
including all corridors along the regional signal 8-9 Provided
synchronization network located within the local agency.

3. Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization
street routes. 10-12 Provided

4. Three-year plan separately showing costs, available
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and
maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals which
may include unconstrained and build-out scenarios.

13-16 Provided

5. Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of
synchronization activities along the traffic signal 17-22 Provided
synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

K_MM/ . 6/16/23

Signature Date

Nick Mangkalakiri, City Engineer
Printed Name, Title
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CITY OF DANA POINT

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

May 19, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
Attention: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Dana Point is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the
Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the
Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/24 to 2025/26
including and all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of
Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please call me directly at (949) 248-3574.

Matthew Sinacori, P.E.
Director of Public Works/City Engineer

Enclosures
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan

Harboring the Good Life
33282 Golden Lantern, Dana Point, CA 92629-1805 * (949) 248-3554 « www.danapoint.org



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: City of Dana Point Plan Date: May 19, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed
consistency review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Local Agency Statement Page#sin | Provided or N/A
1) Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent with
those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization 4-7 Yes
Master Plan.
2) Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified, including
all corridors along the regional signal synchronization network 8-12 Yes
located within the local agency.
3) Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization street 13-16 Yo

routes.

4) Three-year plan separately showing costs, available funding, and
phasing for capital, operations, and maintenance of signal
synchronization along the traffic signal synchronization street routes 17-20 Yes
and traffic signals for constrained, which may include unconstrained
and build-out scenarios.

5) Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of
synchronization activities along the traffic signal synchronization 21-24 Yes
street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above ements are true to the best of my knowledge.

Signature s W Date

Matthew Sinacori, Director of Public Works/City Engineer
Printed Name, Title
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‘A- CITY OF FOU NTA'N VALLEY www.fountainvalley.org

10200 SLATER AVENUE « FOUNTAIN VALLEY, CA 92708-4736 « (714) 593-4400, FAX: (714) 593-4498

June 6, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Fountain Valley is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of
the Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the Regional
Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/24 to 2025/26
including and all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of
Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please call Kyle Knoke at (714) 593-4515.

Sincerely,

/)uLc.\QH

Temo Galvez, P.E.
Deputy Director of Public Works/City Engineer
City of Fountain Valley

Enclosures
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: _City of Fountain Valley Plan Date: May 16, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed
consistency review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Page #s in

LSSP Provided or N/A

Local Agency Statement

1. Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent
with those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal 3-5 Provided
Synchronization Master Plan.

2. Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified, )
including all corridors along the regional signal 6-7 Provided
synchronization network located within the local agency.

3. Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization

8-9 Provided
street routes.

4. Three-year plan separately showing costs, available
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and .
maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic 10-13 Provided
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals which
may include unconstrained and build-out scenarios.

5. Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of .
synchronization activities along the traffic signal 14-23 Provided
synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

/2-_& C\Q-J-—/\( C-p-2025

Signature LAY Date

Temo Galvez, Deputy Director of Public Works/City Engineer
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Public Works Department — Engineering Division

June 30, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2 Eligibility
Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Fullerton is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the
Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the Regional
Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/2024 to 2025/2026

including and all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of
Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please call me at (714) 738-6858.

Sincerely,

SSe1Q,

Stephen Bise
City Engineer / Assistant Public Works Director

Enclosures

A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan

303 West Commonwealth Avenue, Fullerton, California 92832-1775
(714) 738-6845 « Fax (714) 738-3115 « Website: www.ci.fullerton.ca.us



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: City of Fullerton Plan Date: June 30, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed
consistency review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Complete the table below:

Page #s in

Local Agency Statement LSSP Provided or N/A
1) Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent with
those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization 1-1 Yes

Master Plan.

2) Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified, including
all corridors along the regional signal synchronization network located 2-1 Yes
within the local agency.

3) Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization street

3-1 Yes
routes.

4) Three-year plan separately showing costs, available funding, and
phasing for capital, operations, and maintenance of signal
synchronization along the traffic signal synchronization street routes 4-1 Yes
and traffic signals which may include unconstrained and build-out
scenarios.

5) Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of
synchronization activities along the traffic signal synchronization 5-1 Yes
street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

g P 6/8/2023
A )

Signature” Date

Stephen Bise, City Engineer / Assistant Director of Public Works, City of Fullerton
Printed Name, Title, & Local Agency
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e e CITY OF GARDEN GROVE

Steve Jones
Mayor

George S. Brietigam

M 2y D —_ Nickric+ 4
Mayor Pro Tem - District 1

June 30, 2023 L Merer - Dot
Cindy Ngoc Tran
Council Member - District 3
Orange County Transportation Authority Joe DoVinh
ATTN: Alicia Yang Council Member - District 4
Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations Stephanie Klopfenstein _

Council Member - District 5

Planning Division : :
P.O. Box 14184 L(lmﬂlﬁ?'e[rn:lieD y’g-uxg?wt )
Orange, CA 92863-1584 icil Member S 6

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Garden Grove is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of
the Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the
Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/24 to 2025/26
including and all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of
Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please call me at (714) 741-5189.
Sincerely,

=

Dai Vu, P.E.
City Traffic Engineer

Enclosures .
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan

11222 Acacia Parkway ¢ P.O.Box 3070 « Garden Grove, CA 92842
ggcity.org



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: _City of Garden Grove Plan Date: _June 30, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed
consistency review checklist, and any supporting documentation.

Complete the table below:

Local Agency Statement Page(s) in LSSP | Provided or N/A

1) Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent with
those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization 4-5 Provided
Master Plan.

2) Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified, including
all corridors along the regional signal synchronization network 6-7 Provided
located within the local agency.

3) Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization street 8-11

FBEE, Provided

4) Three-year plan separately showing costs, available funding, and
phasing for capital, operations, and maintenance of signal
synchronization along the traffic signal synchronization street routes 12-15 Provided
and traffic signals, which may include unconstrained and build-out
scenarios.

5) Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of
synchronization activities along the traffic signal synchronization 16-21 Provided
street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

ZQ S/22/207 %

Signature Date

Dai Vu, City Traffic Engineer, City of Garden Grove
Printed Name, Title, & Local Agency




6up'£102 Auiaip uogourpicop\sbuikaig 0s6\davo 006\doi Aua\si2elald 00L\H

MINNIVA

13341S HLL

ASVUL H

VNV VLNVS

A

aA18 3A049 N3QHVO

10289

[
NOSdIV1 . ﬁ

JONVHO
NvAdvHO |

—

(¥¥3A NOLLYNIGH000-34 Q3LVdIOLUNY/QILYNIGY00D ¥V3A)e

(NV1d TVNOI93¥ VI00 ¥3d) IS MIANIVA
(NV1d WNOI93¥ VL00 ¥3d) ‘aA18 Hov3d
(tz,/2z,) 3NV VTEIVA

(¥2./51.) "IS LLONM

(¥2./61.) "ON18 YISNINLSIM

IS ¥3ISVH

(£2./2z,) "aN18 3A0¥D N3Q¥VO
(¥2./81,) "3V NVIdVHO

(b2./L1,) "GN HOBUVH

(gz./c1,) s anon3

(52,/02,) "IS 1S¥NHY00YE

(gz./0z.) "1S VIIONOVA

(£2./91.) "1S MIA AITVA

TIVNOIS AON3OV ALD ¥3HIO

=
1
i
|
=

wNois snvaLvo @
3A0H9 NIO¥VO 40 ALD FHL A8 GITIONINOD WNois @

I
i
. 5 H ES = ¥3ILSNINLSIM
8000098 W
_ = ra
L | : (A - _._._ﬂ QA8 ¥3LSNINLSIM
Urrd ' = )
HEJIU 2
# 1 -1/ NSvalL
. . Fan v
E. = _ 10 NE =] a 7
, = === ~
T i p) a=—
; Y TT1T Lﬁ
- R el HNEL -
w 3, ER ) ia CE)

o]
i
b b 4

QOOMIONVIO

==
'n"_—ci

T

aN3031

:

uam 3A0¥9 NIQ¥YS

> 11 = =1 = HIIL I -
199 - | _”n § —|
Ly tit WT.H E M w\ | wn
== L] ;
_ i[2 N g !
— [ 5583 2
— T
11 J— !
I | i | Mvr_ = i _
H] q ERM - @ [
g 4 q z ] . NOLNVLS &
= @
m WIZHVNY &

NV1d NOILVNIQ400O TTVNOIS TTVOO0T JA04D NIAYVO 40 ALID

GOOM3IONVHO0

LLONM

M3A ASTIVA
% A ~Q"
———

NOSdHv1

NVIHdVHO




CITY OF HUNTINGTON BEACH

Public Works Department

Chau Vu
Acting Director of Public Works

May 22, 2023

Ms. Alicia Yang

Orange County Transportation Authority
Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Huntington Beach is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part
of the Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist”
form establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and
the Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/2024 to
2025/2026 including all required elements as identified in the Guidelines for the
Preparation of Local Signal Synchronization Plans.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (714) 374-1628.
Sincerely,

f -

Yva ZJ.-

William F. Janusz, P.E., PTOE
Principal Civil Engineer

Z

Enclosures

2000 Main Street, California 92648 ¢ Phone 714-536-5431 ¢ www.huntingtonbeachca.gov



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: _City of Huntington Beach Plan Date: 5/22/23

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed
consistency review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

| Providedornn

_ - _ 1217.18 Yes
1. Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent
with those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal

Synchronization Master Plan.,

o . e 3-4 Yes
2. Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified,

including all corridors along the regional signal
synchronization network located within the local agency.

5-8 Yes

3. Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization
street routes.

4. Three-year plan separately showing costs, available 9-12 Yes
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and
maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals which
may include unconstrained and build-out scenarios.

, o . - 14-17 Yes
5. Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of

synchronization activities along the traffic signal
synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

P 74 e S [22 /23
— =*

Signature Date

William F. Janusz, P.E., PTOE Principal Civil Engineer

Printed Name, Title



/~ REVISED 04/26/23

WESTMINSTER ‘
MAINTAINED
WESTMINSTER ~
MAINTAINED '
S| Me_FADDEN JIAVE. TS,
T
< Ll = :
EDINGER — - wl &| AVE.
1 <( < R
= AN
W\ AANDERSONX |2 ) <) G g o] of = %
. Slg_ & =z | Y e .
N x . X FOUNTAIN VALLEY
\ o Q| ol &l Z| & 5 . MAINTAINED
Ll ()] O 1
. <=2 WARNER J AVE. |
AN & !
< T
* SLATER O AVE
\’70 <
\\//<> %:
\ @ .
< BoLsa TALBERT _AVE,
PACIFIC \ CHICA :
\ ELLIS |AVE. .
\ /\. Q‘:
L O /5
\%d\ GARFEIELD| =i 3 AVE.
X ; : . : - o]
\{ R G
< <[ YORKTOWN  AVE. =
. & :
\\ /\\2\ |
. A ADAMS AVE. |
N O AAA,\| \/)
N, : >
N INDIANAPOLIS AVE. [
& : 1 - S
OCEAN TR 2 Z = 2
N ATLANTA S 2] S| AVvE o
~/ -1 s Ol )
LS o 33
(st 2| HAMELTON | AVE.
& 3
o V4, B
“IWy BBANNING
> Qeé AVE.
00000 = LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION ROUTES (IN ADDITION TO OCTA REGIONAL PROGRAM). A
ooood = REGIONAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION ROUTES CURRENTLY RUNNING FREE.
e = REGIONAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION ROUTES CURRENTLY UNDER COORDINATION (CONSISTENT WITH OCTA).
— - — = REGIONAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION ROUTES (CALTRANS ROUTE CONSISTENT WITH OCTA). OCTA Coordination Viemap.dwg
CITY OF HUNTINGTON BEACH * PUBLIC WORKS * TRAFFIC ENGINEERING
5 FIGURE
4
) SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION ROUTES 1

_/




oF [/

~{ L

L/
&

S
~ S 2
u‘ .. j]r ’ Public Works & Transportation cityofirvine.org

City of Irvine, 1 Civic Center Plaza, P.O. Box 19575, Irvine, California 92623-9575  949-724-7365

July 13, 2023

Ms. Alicia Yang

Orange County Transportation Authority
Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Re: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Irvine is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the
Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review
Checklist” form establishing consistency between the Local Signal
Synchronization Plan and the Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master
Plan.

2.  An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/24 to
2025/26 including and all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for
the Preparation of Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2. If you have any
questions, please call Eduardo Lopez, Senior Transportation Engineer, at 949-724-7366
or edlopez@cityofirvine.org.

Jaimee Bourgeois
Director of Public Works & Transportation

Enclosures:

1. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
2. Local Signal Synchronization Plan



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: City of Irvine Plan Date:_June 30, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed
consistency review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Page #s in .
Local Agency Statement LaSp Provided or N/A

1. Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent
with those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal 2-5 Yes
Synchronization Master Plan.

2. Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified,
including all corridors along the regional signal 6-8 Yes
synchronization network located within the local agency.

3. Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization

street routes. 9-20 Yes

4. Three-year plan separately showing costs, available
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and
maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic 21-26 Yes
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals which
may include unconstrained and build-out scenarios.

5. Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of
synchronization activities along the traffic signal 27-35 Yes
synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

ponss Dngonid June 7, 2023

Signature Date

Jaimee Bourgeois, P.E., Director of Public Works and Transportation / City Traffic Engineer
Printed Name, Title
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[ & \. City of La Habra PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

ENGINEERING DIVISION

“A Caring Community” 110 E. La Habra Boulevard
Post Office Box 337

La Habra, CA 90633-0785

Office: (562) 383-4151

Fax: (562) 383-4476

June 30, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Ms. Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as part of the
Measure M2 Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of La Habra is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the
Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the Regional
Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/2024 to 2025/2026
including all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of
Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please call Mr. Michael Plotnik, P.E., T.E., Traffic Manager at
(562) 383-4162 or at mplotnik@lahabraca.gov.

Sincerely,

Albert Mendoza, P.E.
Deputy Public Works Director/City Engineer

Enclosures
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist

B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan

La Habra 2023 LSSP Cover Letter.docx



CITY OF LA HABRA |

2023 Local Signal Synchronization Plan Update rl‘y
LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: City of La Habra Plan Date: June 30, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed consistency
review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Local Agency Statement Page #s in LSSP Provided or N/A

1. Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent
with those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal 1-2 Yes
Synchronization Master Plan.

2. Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified,
including all corridors along the regional signal 3-5 Yes
synchronization network located within the local agency.

3. Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization
street routes.

6-8 Yes

4. Three-year plan separately showing costs, available
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and
maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic 9-12 Yes
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals
which may include unconstrained and build-out scenarios.

5. Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of
synchronization activities along the traffic signal 13-16 Yes
synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

///— é-24. 22

Signature Date

Albert Mendoza, P.E., Deputy Public Works Director/City Engineer
Printed Name, Title

Page i
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June 30, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA)
ATTN: Ms. Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of La Palma is pleased to submit its updated Local Signal Synchronization
Plan as part of the Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following
components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist”
form establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan
and the Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/2024 to
2025/26 including all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the
Preparation of Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City of La Palma looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial
programs/and construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2. If you
have any/questions, please feel free to call me at (714) 690-3325.

Douglas Benash, P.E.
City Engineer

Enclosures:
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan



S

LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN
CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: CITY OF LA PALMA  Plan Date:

JUNE 30, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of their Local Signal Synchronization Plan, and any
supporting documentation, including the completed consistency review checklist below.

Page(s) in | Provided
Local Agency Statement LSSP or N/A

1) Signal synchronization goals of the agency are PAGES
consistent with those outlined as part of the Regional 2.4 Provided
Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.
2) Traffic signal synchronization street routes are PAGES
identified, including all corridors along the regional signal 5.7 Provided
synchronization network located within the local agency.
3) Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal PAGES .
synchronization street routes. 8-9 S
4) Three-year plan separately showing costs, available
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and PAGES
maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic 10-13 Provided
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals,
which may include unconstrained and build-out scenarios.
5) Signal synchronization review, revision, and PAGES
assessment of synghronization activities along the traffic 14-18 Provided

signal synchronizatjon street routes and traffic signals.

bove statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

[ jor |93

Signature 7"

Douglas Benash, P.E., City Engineer
Printed Name, Title

Date
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June 30, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2 Eligibility
Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Laguna Beach is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the
Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the Regional Traffic
Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/24 to 2025/26 including,
and all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of Local Signal
Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and construction
projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please contact Joshua McDonald at (949) 497-0741 or jmecdonald@
lagunabeachcity.net.

Sincerely,

Mark A. McAvoy

Director of Public Works and Utilities

Enclosures
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST
The Local Agency Name: City of Laguna Beach Date: June 30, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed
consistency review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

1. Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent with
those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal } .
Synchronization Master Plan. 4-5 Provided

2. Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identfified, 6-7 Provided
including all corridors along the regional signal synchronization
network located within the local agency.

3. Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization 8-9 Provided
street routes,

4, Three-year plan separately showing costs, available funding,
and phasing for capital, operations, and maintenance of signal .
s ! - 10-13 Provided
synchronization along the traffic signal synchronization street
routes and traffic signals, which may include unconstrained
and build-out scenarios.

5. Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of 14-18 Provided
synchronization activities along the traffic signal synchronization
street routes and traffic signals.

I certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

T AT 6/is/23

Si}n’a’iu re - Date

Mark A. McAvoy, Director of Public Works & Utilities
Printed Name, Title

Page 2 of 18



TRAFFIC SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION STREET ROUTES

As shown on the map below, there are three routes on the traffic signal
synchronization network within the City of Laguna Beach, including portions of Coast
Highway (SR-1), Laguna Canyon Road (SR-133), and El Toro Road. Coast Highway
is designated as a Priority Corridor Network. Caltrans owns and maintains Coast

Highway and Laguna Canyon Road, including all of the traffic signals. There are no
planned additional routes within the City of Laguna Beach.

Traffic Signal Synchronization Street Routes
Laguna Beach

Now ! )]
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CITY OF LAGUNA HILLS
June 30, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA)
ATTN: Ms. Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Laguna Hills is pleased to submit its updated Local Signal Synchronization
Plan as part of the Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following
components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist”
form establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan
and the Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/2024 to
2025/26 including all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the
Preparation of Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City of Laguna Hills looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial
programs and construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2. If you
have any questions, please feel free to call me at (949) 707-2655.

Sincerely,

A —

Joe Ames, P.E., T.E.
Public Works Director / City Engineer

Enclosures:

A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan

24035 El Toro Road eLaguna Hills, California 92653 e (949) 707-2600 ¢ FAX (949) 707-2633
Website: www.ci.laguna-hills.ca.us



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN
CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: CITY OF LAGUNA HILLS Plan Date: JUNE 30, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of their Local Signal Synchronization Plan, and any
supporting documentation, including a completed consistency review checklist below.

Page(s) in | Provided
Local Agency Statement LSSP or N/A
1) Signal synchronization goals of the agency are PAGES
consistent with those outlined as part of the Regional 1-3 Provided
Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.
2) Traffic signal synchronization street routes are PAGES
identified, including all corridors along the regional signal Provided
T S 4-6

synchronization network located within the local agency.
3) Trafﬁq S|gnal inventory for all traffic signal PAGES Provided
synchronization street routes. 7-9
4) Three-year plan separately showing costs, available
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and
maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic PAGES .

. 2 o Provided
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals, 10-13
which may include unconstrained and build-out
scenarios.
5) Signal synchronization review, revision, and PAGES
assessment of synchronization activities along the traffic 14-19 Provided
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the gbove statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

%./ June 27, 2023

Siﬂu( - Date

Joe Ames, P.E., T.E., Public Works Director / City Engineer
Printed Name, Title
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3 CITY OF LAGUNA NIGUEL CITY COUNCIL

#=8 30111 Crown Valley Parkway, Laguna Niguel, California 92677 Mayor Kelly Jennings
' Phone: (949) 362-4300 Fax: (949) 362-4352 Mayor Pro Tem Stephanie Oddo
Council Member Ray Gennawey

Council Member Gene Johns

Council Member Stephanie Winstead

June 21, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Laguna Niguel is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of
the Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the
Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/24 to 2025/26
including all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of Local
Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects made possible by Measure M2 funds.

If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact me at (949) 362-
4377 or email me at JScott@cityoflagunaniguel.org.

Slncerely,

P e e

Jackl/écott PE.,TE.
“—Pblic Works Dlrector/C|ty Engineer

Enclosures
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checkllst
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan



The Local Agency Name: Citv of Laguna Niguel

LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN
CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

Plan Date: 6/21/2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed
consistency review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Complete the table below:

Local Agency Statement

Page #s in
LSSP

Provided or
N/A

Signal synchronization goals of the agency are
consistent with those outlined as part of the Regional
Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

Page 5

Provided

Traffic signal synchronization street routes are
identified, including all corridors along the regional
signal synchronization network located within the local
agency.

Page 7

Provided

(9%}

Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal
synchronization street routes.

Page 9-10

Provided

Three-year plan separately showing costs, available
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and
maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals
which may include unconstrained and build-out
scenarios.

Page 12-14

Provided

Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment
of synchronization activities along the traffic signal
synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

Page 16-18

Provided

Si gnafihé ]
y’

Jacki Scott. Public Works Director/City Engineer

Printed Name, Title

Date

4/ ;,;/ 2023

Page 2
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2\ City of
Laguna Woods

O 4

Uifors 24264 El Toro Road
Laguna Woods, CA 92637
Phone (949) 639-0500
TTY (949) 639-0535
Fax (949) 639-0591
www.cityoflagunawoods.org

June 28, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2 Eligibility Process
Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Laguna Woods is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the Measure M2
eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form establishing
consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the Regional Traffic Signal
Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/24 to 2025/26 including all required
elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and construction projects
required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (949) 585-0477.

Sincerely,

Ol L

Gerald Tom
City Engineer

Enclosures
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan



Exhibit A to R23-15

LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: _ City of Laguna Woods  Plan Date: __June 28, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed consistency
review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Complete the table below:

Page(s) in | Provided or

Local Agency Statement LSSP N/A

1. Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent with
those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization 2 Provided
Master Plan.

2. Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified, including
all corridors along the regional signal synchronization network 3-5 Provided
located within the local agency.

3. Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization street

routes. 6 Provided

4. Three-year plan separately showing costs, available funding, and
phasing for capital, operations, and maintenance of signal
synchronization along the traffic signal synchronization street routes 7-9 Provided
and traffic signals which may include unconstrained and build-out
scenarios.

5. Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of
synchronization activities along the traffic signal synchronization 10-12 Provided
street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

ML 06/28/2023

Signature Date

Gerald Tom,
City Engineer
City of Laguna Woods



Exhibit A to R23-15

SECTION TWO
TRAFFIC SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION STREET ROUTES
(EXISTING AND PLANNED)

The City of Laguna Woods has two main corridors that are part of the Regional Signal
Synchronization Network: Moulton Parkway and El Toro Road.

Moulton Parkway Corridor was coordinated in 2018 by OCTA with collaboration of the
adjacent agencies. Similarly, El Toro Road Corridor was coordinated in 2018 by OCTA
with collaboration of the adjacent agencies. Both corridors were recently evaluated for
updated basic (yellow, all red, walk, flash don’t walk, bike, etc.) and coordinated timings.
Upgrades were also part of the evaluation to ensure the traffic signals are operating
efficiently and continuously. The City of Laguna Woods was the lead agency for the 2014
Project P for Moulton Parkway Corridor and for El Toro Road Corridor. Both projects
included the adjacent jurisdictions of Laguna Hills, Aliso Viejo, Laguna Niguel, and
Caltrans. The Operations and Maintenance phase of the project concluded in May 2020.

Moulton Parkway and El Toro Road are the two major arterials crossing the City of Laguna
Woods with significant commuter traffic from neighboring cities. The OCTA’s Master Plan
of Arterial Highways (MPAH) also identifies these corridors as significant within the City
of Laguna Woods, as shown below.

LEGEND

ARTERIAL HIGHWAYS

e mimm PRINCIPAL

—— mmm MAJOR

— mim= PRIMARY

—— ——— SECONDARY

—— —— DIVIDED COLLECTOR
COLLECTOR

o ROADS OUTSIDE OF GG
. SHOWM FOR CONTINUITY

FREEWAY [ TOLL ROAD

=== GSMART STREET B LANE
g = SMART STREET 6 LANE
= SMART STREET 4 LANE

_ 1] EXISTING INTERCHANGE
e & PROPOSED INTERCHANGE

o ay RIGHT-OF-WAY RESERVE
L LS

5

The following figures illustrate the corridors of Moulton Parkway and El Toro Road Traffic
Signal Synchronization Street Routes, including the traffic signals along the routes.
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Mayor
Doug Cirbo

June 1, 2023

Mayor Pro Tem
Mark Tettemer

Council Members

L. . Robert Pequefio
Ms. Alicia Yang Scott Voigts

Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA) Benjamin Yu
Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations " City Manager
Planning Division Debra DeBruhl Rose
P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Lake Forest is pleased to submit its updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan as
part of the Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the
Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/2024 to 2025/26
including all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of
Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City of Lake Forest looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial
programs and construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2. If you have
any questions, please feel free to call me at (949) 461-3480.

Sincerely,

Thomas E. Wheeler, P.E.
Director of Public Works / City Engineer

Enclosures:
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan

www.lakeforestca.gov

Lole Foresl, Remember the Past ~ Clla”enqo Ilu(' Fulure, Lake Forest City Hall
' 100 Civic Center Drive
Lake Forest, CA 92630
General: (949) 461-3400
Fax: (949) 461-3511




LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN
CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: CITY OF LAKE FOREST Plan Date: JUNE 30, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of their Local Signal Synchronization Plan, and any
supporting documentation, including the completed consistency review checklist below.

Page(s) in | Provided
Local Agency Statement LSSP or NI/A

1) Signal synchronization goals of the agency are PAGES

consistent with those outlined as part of the Regional 24 Provided
Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2) Traffic signal synchronization street routes are PAGES

identified, including all corridors along the regional signal 5.7 Provided
synchronization network located within the local agency.

3) Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal PAGES Provi
synchronization street routes. 8-11 rovided
4) Three-year plan separately showing costs, available

funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and

maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic PAGES Provided
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals 1215

which may include unconstrained and build-out

scenarios.

5) Signal synchronization review, revision, and PAGES

assessment of synchronization activities along the traffic 16-21 Provided
| signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

g~ S P
A7 V27 5/51/23
Signature : Date

Thomas E. Wheeler, P.E., Director of Public Works/City Engineer
Printed Name, Title
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 643CE30F-94D4-4B47-9CBE-38657D24D856

June 30, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Los Alamitos is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of
the Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the
Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/24 to 2025/26
including, and all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation
of Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please call (562) 236-6772.

Sincerely,

= Ld g

Farhad Iranitalab, City Traffic Engineer
City of Los Alamitos

Enclosures
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: CITY OF LOS ALAMITOS Plan Date: June 30, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of their Local Signal Synchronization Plan, and any
supporting documentation, including a completed consistency review checklist below.

LocalAgency Statement Page(s) in Provided

or
LSSP N/A

1) Signal synchronization goals of the City of Los

Alamitos are consistent with those outlined as part of 2-4 Provided

the Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master

Plan.

2) Traffic signal synchronization street routes are

identified, including all corridors along the regional 5-7 Provided

signal synchronization network located within the

local agency.

3) Traffic signal inventory for all traffic Signal

synchronization street routes. 8-9 Provided

4) Three-year plan separately showing costs,
available funding, and phasing for capital, operations, 10-13 Provided
and maintenance of signal synchronization along the
traffic signal synchronization street routes and traffic
signals which may include unconstrained and build-out
scenarios

5) Signal synchronization review, revision, and
assessment of synchronization activities along the 14-17 Provided
traffic signal synchronization street routes and traffic
signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

folod LT

Farhad Iranitalab, City Traffic Engineer Date
City of Los Alamitos

Printed Name, Title, & Local Agency
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200 Civic Center e Mission Viejo, California 92691
www.cityofmissionviejo.or:

http:

Brian Goodell

City of Mission Viejo

Patricia Kelley
Mayor Pro Tem

Wendy Bucknum
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT Councilmember

Bob Ruesch
Councilmember

Cynthia Vasquez
Councilmember

June 13, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Alicia Yang, Project Manager
Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2 Eligibility
Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Mission Viejo is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the Measure
M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. Resolution 23-20 demonstrating that the Local Signal Synchronization Plan has been updated for
2023 by the City Council before June 30, 2023.

2. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form establishing
consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the Regional Traffic Signal
Synchronization Master Plan.

3. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/25 to 2025/26 including all
required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of Local Signal
Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and construction
projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please call 949-470-3068

Sincerely,

Mario Gutierrez, Associate Engineer

Enclosures
A. Measure M2 Local Signal Synchronization Plan Resolution No. 23-XX
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
C. Local Signal Synchronization Plan

G:\PW\WP\OCTA\Measure M2 Eligibility Package FY 23-24\09 Local Signal Synchronization Plan (LSSP)\LSSP Update 2023\Mission Viejo LSSP 2023 Update on City Letterhead 5.19.23_DRAFT.docx

949/470-3056

<



Mr. Archie Tan ATTACHMENT B
Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA)
Local Signal Synchronization Plan Update as Part of Measure M2 Eligibility Process

LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: __ City of Mission Viejo Plan Date: June 13,2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed consistency
review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Local Agency Statement Page(s) in LSSP | Provided or NJA
1) Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent with those
outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master 2-4 Provided
Plan.
2) Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified, including all
corridors along the regional signal synchronization network located within 5-6 Provided
the local agency.
?gu'{;aslfﬁc signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization street 7-16 Provided
4) Three-year plan separately showing costs, available funding, and phasing
for capital, operations, and maintenance of signal synchronization along the 17-20 Provided

traffic signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals which may
include unconstrained and build-out scenarios.

5) Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of
synchronization activities along the traffic signal synchronization street 21-30 Provided
routes and traffic signals.

I certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

f June 13, 2023

Signature Date

Mario Gutierrez, Associate Engineer, City of Mission Viejo
Printed Name, Title, & Local Agency
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100 Civic Center Drive
Newport Beach, California 92660

949 644-3311 | 949 644-3308 FAX
newportbeachca.gov/publicworks

June 30, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process
Dear Ms. Yang,
The City of Newport Beach is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the

Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the Regional
Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/24 to 2025/26 including
all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of Local Signal
Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please call me at (949) 644-3336.

Sincerely,

Eric Loke
Senior Civil Engineer

Enclosures
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan

Public Works Department



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: City of Newport Beach Plan Date: 05/30/2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed
consistency review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Complete the table below:

Local Agency Statement 'Palg_’g:; "

1. Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent with
those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal 4-5 Provided
Synchronization Master Plan.

2. Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified, including
all corridors along the regional signal synchronization network 7 Provided
located within the local agency.

3. Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization street
routes.

4. Three-year plan separately showing costs, available funding, and
phasing for capital, operations, and maintenance of signal
synchronization along the traffic signal synchronization street 14-16 Provided
routes and traffic signals which may include unconstrained and
build-out scenarios.

5. Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of

synchronization activities along the traffic signal synchronization 18-20 Provided
street routes and traffic signals.

Provided or N/A

9-12 Provided

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

NALL IQ/L&@/)Q/\/ 5/3[/2@2?)

Date’ ¥

Signatur

James Houlihan, Deputy PW Director/City Engineer, City of Newport Beach
Printed Name, Title, & Local Agency
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CITY OF ORANGE

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT www.cityoforange.org

ENGINEERING DIVISION MAINTENANCE DIVISION TRAFFIC DIVISION WATER DIVISION
(714) 744-5544 (714) 532-6480 (714) 744-5540 (714) 288-2475
FAX: (714) 744-5573 FAX: (714) 532-6444 FAX: (714) 744-5573 FAX: (714) 744-2973

June 30, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Ms. Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2 Eligibility Process
Dear Ms. Yang,

The City of Orange is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the Measure M2
eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form establishing
consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the Regional Traffic Signal
Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/2024 to 2025/2026 including all
required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of Local Signal Synchronization

Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and construction
projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (714) 744-5534 or via email at Itay(@cityoforange.org.
Sincerely,

7 €:<f' J=

Larry S. Tay, PE, TE, PTOE
City Traffic Engineer

Enclosures

A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan

Orange 2023 LSSP Cover Letter.docx

ORANGE CIVIC CENTER . 300 E. CHAPMAN AVENUE . ORANGE, CA 92866

£ PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER



2023 Local Signal Synchronization Plan Update

LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: City of Orange Plan Date: June 30, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed consistency
review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Local Agency Statement Page #s in LSSP Provided or N/A

1. Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent
with those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal 1-3 Yes
Synchronization Master Plan.

2. Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified,
including all corridors along the regional signal 4 Yes
synchronization network located within the local agency.

3. Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization
street routes.

5-10 Yes

4. Three-year plan separately showing costs, available
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and
maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic 11-13 Yes
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals
which may include unconstrained and build-out scenarios.

5. Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of
synchronization activities along the traffic signal 14 -22 Yes
synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

7

05-04-23

Signature Date

Larry S. Tay, City Traffic Engineer, City of Orange

Printed Name, Title

Page i
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Mayor

WARD L. SMITH

The People are the City

City Clerk:
PLACENTIA ROBERT S. MCKINNELL

Mayor Pro Tem | | City Treasurer
JEREMY B. YAMAGUCHI KEVIN A. LARSON
Councilmembers: Y y

o | City Administrator

KEVIN KIRWIN - m - DAMIEN R. ARRULA
RHONDA SHADER
CHAD P. WANKE P

401 East Chapman Avenue - Placentia, California 92870

June 5, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms Yang:

The City of Placentia is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the
Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the Regional
Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/24 to 2025/26
including and all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of
Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please call me at 714-993-8121

Sincerely,

NI SN (VS

Kyra Tao
Transportation Manager
Enclosures
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist

B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan

cc: Luis Estevez, Deputy City Administrator



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST
The Local Agency Name: City of Placentia Plan Date: June 30, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed
consistency review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Local Agency Statement Page¥s'" | Provided or NIA
1. Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent ——
with those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal 1?2 ' Provided
Synchronization Master Plan.
2. Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified, Paces:
including all corridors along the regional signal 39_4 ' Provided
synchronization network located within the local agency.
3. Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization Pages: Provided
street routes. 5-7
4. Three-year plan separately showing costs, available
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and - )
maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic 83?16315‘ Provided
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals which
may include unconstrained and build-out scenarios.
5. Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of Pades:
synchronization activities along the traffic signal 129_1 5' Provided
synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

I certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

F\/ R/ [ Vo June 30, 2023

Signature Date

Kyra Tao, Transportation Manager, City of Placentia

Printed Name, Title
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CITY OF RANCHO SANTA MARGARITA

22112 El Paseo e Rancho Santa Margarita e California 92688-2824
949.635.1800 - fax 949.635.1840 e www.cityofrsm.org

May 15, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority

ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations Planning Division
P.O. Box 14184 Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Alicia Yang,

The City of Rancho Santa Margarita is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan
as part of the Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist”
form establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and
the Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/24 to 2025/26
including all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation
of Local Signal Synchronization Plans.”

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2. If you have any questions,
please call Mr. Jose Alire (Associate Traffic Coordinator) at (949) 635.1800 ext. 6508.

Brendan Dugan, P.E.
Public Works Director/ City Engineer

Enclosure:
1. LSSP Consistency Review Checklist
2. LSSP for FY 2023/2024-2025/2026

Mayor Mayor Pro Tempore Council Member Council Member Council Member City Manager
Jerry Holloway Carol A. Gamble L. Anthony Beall Anne D. Figueroa Bradley J. McGirr | Jennifer M. Cervantez



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: City of Rancho Santa Margarita Plan Date: May 15, 2023

Local Agency Statement Page(s) in LSSP Provided or N/A

1) Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent with
those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal Pages 1-3 Provided
Synchronization Master Plan.

2) Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified,
including all corridors along the regional signal Pages 4-6 Provided
synchronization network located within the local agency.

3) Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization Pages 7-8 Pravidad
street routes.

4) Three-year plan separately showing costs, available funding,
and phasing for capital, operations, and maintenance of signal
synchronization along the traffic signal synchronization street Pages 9-13 Provided
routes and traffic signals, which may include unconstrained
and build-out scenarios.

5) Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of
synchronization activities along the traffic signal Pages 14-18 Provided
synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

S-iS-2b

ﬂ Date

rendan Dugan, Public Works Director/ City Engineer,
City of Rancho Santa Margarita
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City of San Clemente

Engineering

Kiel Koger, Public Works Director/City Engineer
Phone: (949) 361-6187 Fax: (949) 361-8316
kogerk@san-clemente.org

June 30, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process
Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of San Clemente is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the
Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the Regional
Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/24 to 2025/26
including and all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of
Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please call me or Ryan Kim at (949) 361-6114.

Sincerely,

_—
ZelT Zep—
Kiel Koger
Public Works Director/City Engineer

Enclosures
Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
Local Signal Synchronization Plan

Engineering 910 Calle Negocio, Suite 100 San Clemente, CA 92673
http://san-clemente.org



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: _City of San Clemente Plan Date:

Local Agency Statement Page #sinLssp | Crovdedeor

1. Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent
with those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal Pages 3-5 Provided
Synchronization Master Plan.

2. Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified,
including all corridors along the regional signal Pages 6 -7 Provided
synchronization network located within the local agency.

3. Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization

street routes. Pages 8 — 11 Provided

4. Three-year plan separately showing costs, available
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and
maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic Pages 12 - 15 Provided
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals which
may include unconstrained and build-out scenarios.

5. Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of
synchronization activities along the traffic signal Pages 16 - 22 Provided
synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

Zei e Zety 2 /2923

Signature Date” r

Kiel Koger, Public Works Director/City Engineer

Printed Name, Title
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June 30, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA)
ATTN: Ms. Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of San Juan Capistrano is pleased to submit its updated Local Signal
Synchronization Plan as part of the Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal
includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist’
form establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan
and the Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/2024 to
2025/2026 including all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the
Preparation of Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City of San Juan Capistrano looks forward to continuing the implementation of the
beneficial programs and construction projects required and made possible by Measure
M2. If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (949) 443-6351.

Sincerely,

Project Manager

Enclosures:
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan

ATTACHMENT 5
Page 1 of 23



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: CITY OF SAN JUAN CAPISTRANOQ Plan Date: JUNE 30, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of their Local Signal Synchronization Plan, and any
supporting documentation, including the completed consistency review checklist below.

Page(s) in | Provided
Local Agency Statement LSSP or N/A
1) Signal synchronization goals of the agency are PAGES
consistent with those outlined as part of the Regional 2.5 Provided
Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.
2) Traffic signal synchronization street routes are PAGES
identified, including all corridors along the regional signal Provided
o s 6-8

synchronization network located within the local agency.
3) Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal PAGES Provided
synchronization street routes. 9-11
4) Three-year plan separately showing costs, available
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and
maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic PAGES .

. oo . Provided
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals, 12-15
which may include unconstrained and build-out
scenarios.
5) Signal synchronization review, revision, and PAGES
assessment of synchronization activities along the traffic Provided

) ) . 16-20
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.
S m E— 2-2022
Signature”” z Date

George Alvarez, P.E.. Project Manager

Printed Name, Title

ATTACHMENT 5
Page 2 of 23
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MAYOR
Valerie Amezcua

CITY MANAGER
Kristine Ridge

MAYOR PRO TEM CITY ATTORNEY
Jessie Lopez Sonia R. Carvalho
COUNCILMEMBERS CLERK OF THE COUNCIL

Thai Viet Phan

David Penaloza

Benjamin Vazquez
Johnathan Ryan Hernandez

Jennifer L. Hall

Phil Bacerra
CITY OF SANTA ANA
PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY
20 Civic Center Plaza « P.O. Box 1988
Santa Ana, California 92702
www.santa-ana.or
July 5, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

SUBJECT: LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN SUBMITTAL AS PART OF THE
MEASURE M2 ELIGIBILITY PROCESS

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Santa Ana is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the Measure
M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form establishing
consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the Regional Traffic Signal
Synchronization Master Plan.

2. Anupdated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/24 to 2025/26 including and
all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of Local Signal
Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and construction
projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please call Cesar Rodriguez (714) 647-5626.

Sincerely,

demafl (e JPr Lo
denek Kekula
Principal Civil Engineer

Enclosures
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan

SANTA ANA CITY COUNCIL

Valerie Amezcug Jessie Lopez Thai Viet Phan Benjamin Vazquez Phil Bacerra Johnathan Ryan David Penaloza
Mayor Mayor Pro Tem, Ward 3 Ward 1 bvazguez@santa-ana.org Ward 4 Hernandez Ward 2
vamezcua@santa- jessielopezi@sanla-ana.org |phan@sanla-ana.org pbacerra@santa-ana.org Ward 5 dpenaloza@santa-

ana.org ryanhemandez @santa- ana.org
ana.org



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW
CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: City of Santa Ana Plan Date: June 20, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed
consistency review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Complete the table below:

Local Agency Statement Pagedsin”) Proveded ox

LSSP N/A
1) Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent with 3-5 Yes
those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization
Master Plan.
2) Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified, 6-7 Yes
including all corridors along the regional signal synchronization
network located within the local agency.
3) Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization street 13-24 Yes
routes.
4) Three-year plan separately showing costs, available funding, 25-29 Yes

and phasing for capital, operations, and maintenance of signal
synchronization along the traffic signal synchronization street
routes and traffic signals which may include unconstrained and
build-out scenarios.

5) Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of 30-37 Yes
synchronization activities along the traffic signal synchronization
street routes and traffic signals.

I certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

ﬁ_ﬂ 7/5/ 22

Signature / Date

Cesar Rodriguez, Senior Civil Engineer — City of Santa Ana, PWA
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CITY HALL 211 EIGHTH STREET
SEAL BEACH. CALIFORNIA 90740
(562) 431-2527 » www,scalbeachea.gov

June 30, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

| Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Seal Beach is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the
Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the
Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/24 to 2025/26
including and all required elements as identified in the "Guidelines for the Preparation of
Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please call (562) 431-2527 Ext. 1322

Sincerely,

Iris Lee
Director of Public Works, City of Seal Beach

Enclosures
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: _City of Seal Beach Plan Date: _6/30/2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed
consistency review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Local Agency Statement i ey Provided or NIA

1. Signal synchronization goals of the agency are
consistent with those outlined as part of the Regionai 1 Yes
Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified,
including all corridors along the regional signal 3 Yes
synchronization network located within the local agency.

3. Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal

synchronization street routes. 5 Yes

4. Three-year plan separately showing costs, available
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and
maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic 7 Yes
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals
for constrained, unconstrained and build-out scenarios.

5. Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment
of synchronization activities along the traffic signal 1 Yes
synchronization street routes and traffic signais

| certify that the above st re true to the best of my knowledge.

shy|B

Date

ignature

Iris Lee, Director of Public Works, City of Seal Beach
Printed Name, Title
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June 30, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA)
ATTN: Ms. Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Stanton is pleased to submit its updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan
as part of the Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following
components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist”
form establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan
and the Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/2024 to
2025/26 including all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the
Preparation of Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City of Stanton looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial
programs and construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2. If you
have any questions, please feel free to call me at (714) 890-4203.

Sincerely,

(- l2e

Cesar Rangel, P.E.
Public Works Director / City Engineer

Enclosures:
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN
CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: CITY OF STANTON Plan Date: JUNE 30, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of their Local Signal Synchronization Plan, and any
supporting documentation, including the completed consistency review checklist below.

Page(s) in | Provided
Local Agency Statement LSSP or N/A
1) Signal synchronization goals of the agency are Pages
consistent with those outlined as part of the Regional 2?4 Provided
Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.
2) Traffic signal synchronization street routes are Pages
identified, including all corridors along the regional signal 9 Provided
o L 5-7

synchronization network located within the local agency.
3) Trafﬂq S|gnal inventory for all traffic signal Pages Provided
synchronization street routes. 8-9
4) Three-year plan separately showing costs, available
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and
maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic Pages .

. 2 o Provided
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals, 10-13
which may include unconstrained and build-out
scenarios.
5) Signal synchronization review, revision, and Pages
assessment of synchronization activities along the traffic 1 4?18 Provided
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

a-'/P-r‘L 6-14-2023

Signature Date

Cesar Rangel, P.E., Public Works Director / City Engineer
Printed Name, Title
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June 20, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA)
ATTN: Ms. Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:
The City of Tustin is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the

Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the
Regional Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan; and

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/2024 to
2025/26, including all required elements identified in the “Guidelines for the
Preparation of Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City of Tustin looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me at (714) 573-3172.

Sincerely,
Krys Saldivar

Public Works Manager-Traffic/Transportation

Enclosures:  A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan

Copy: Douglas S. Stack, Director of Public Works/City Engineer
Ken Nishikawa, Deputy Director of Public Works/Engineering
Doug Anderson, Traffic Consultant



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN
CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: CITY OF TUSTIN Plan Date: JUNE 30, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of their Local Signal Synchronization Plan, and any
supporting documentation, including the completed consistency review checklist below.

Page(s) in | Provided
Local Agency Statement LSSP or N/A
1) Signal synchronization goals of the agency are -
consistent with those outlined as part of the Regional 1?2 Provided
Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.
2) Traffic signal synchronization street routes are Batise
identified, including all corridors along the regional signal 3?5 Provided
synchronization network located within the local agency.
3) Trafflc_ S|gnal inventory for all traffic signal Pages Provided
synchronization street routes. 6-11
4) Three-year plan separately showing costs, available
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and
maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic Pages Provided
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals 12-15
which may include unconstrained and build-out
scenarios.
5) Signal synchronization assessment review and Pages
revision of synchronization activities along the traffic g Provided
: - o 16-20
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

@(Zﬁ/ﬁgﬂ/ 0 i

Douglas S. Stack, P.E., Director of Public Works / City Engineer
Printed Name, Title
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z& City of Villa Park

17855 Santiago Boulevard, Villa Park, California 92861-4187 www.villapark.org
(714) 998-1500 « Fax: (714) 998-1508

May 3, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2 Eligibility
Process

Dear Ms. Yang,

The City of Villa Park is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the
Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the Regional
Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/24 to 2025/26
including all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of Local
Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (714) 998-1500.

Hamid Torkamanha
City Engineer

Enclosures
A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan

ROBBIE PITTS, Mayor « CRYSTAL MILES, Mayor Pro Tem
ROBERT COLLACOTT, Councilman * VINCE ROSSINI, Councilman - CHAD ZIMMERMAN, Councilman



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: __ City of Villa Park  Plan Date: __May 3, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed
consistency review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Complete the table below:

Page(s) in | Provided or

Local Agency Statement LSSP N/A

1) Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent
with those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal 2 Provided
Synchronization Master Plan.

2) Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified,
including all corridors along the regional signal 3 Provided
synchronization network located within the local agency.

3) Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization

street routes. 4 Provided

4) Three-year plan separately showing costs, available
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and maintenance
of signal synchronization along the traffic signal 5-7 Provided
synchronization street routes and traffic signals which may
include unconstrained, and build-out scenarios.

5) Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of
synchronization activities along the traffic signal 8-9 Provided
synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

/ 6/27/2023

Signature Date

Hamid Torkamanha, P.E.
City of Villa Park



SECTION TWO
TRAFFIC SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION STREET ROUTES
(EXISTING AND PLANNED)

The City of Villa Park has one main corridor that is part of the Regional Signal
Synchronization Network:

¢ Villa Park Road
Villa Park Road / Katella Avenue Corridor was coordinated in 2022, by OCTA in
collaboration with the adjacent agencies. These agencies include Caltrans, County of
Orange, and the Cities of Los Alamitos, Cypress, Stanton, Garden Grove, Anaheim,
Orange, and Villa Park.
The City of Villa Park has another corridor shared with City of Orange.

¢ Wanda Road / Santiago Boulevard
Signalized intersections along this corridor, except one, are shared with City of Orange

and maintained by the City of Orange. Both cities work closely with each other regarding
signal timing.
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City of

WESTMINSTER

WWW WESTMINSTER-CA.GOV

q

£
b

C48175iD g

8200 WESTMINSTER BOULEVARD, WESTMINSTER, CA 92683 «  (714) 898-3311

June 30, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: Local Signal Synchronization Plan Submittal as Part of the Measure M2
Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Westminster is pleased to submit its Local Signal Synchronization Plan as part of the
Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form
establishing consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the Regional
Traffic Signal Synchronization Master Plan.

2. An updated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/24 to 2025/26
including and all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of
Local Signal Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and
construction projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please call me at (714) 548-3462.

Sincerely,

| /-
A s NA
P " T =
Adolfo Ozaeta, PE, 1
Assistant City Manager
Phone: 714.548-3462
Email: AOzaeta@Westminster-CA.gov

Enclosures

A. Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist
B. Local Signal Synchronization Plan

Chi Charlie Nguyen NamQuan Nguyen Amy Phan West Carlos Manzo Kimberly Ho Christine Cordon
Mayor Vice Mayor Council Member Council Member Council Member City Manager
District 4 District 1 District 2 District 3



LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name: _City of Westminster Plan Date: __6/30/2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed
consistency review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Local Agency Statement Page#sin | provided or NIA

1-4 Provided

1. Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent
with those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal
Synchronization Master Plan.

T __— . .. 5-6 Provided
2. Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified,

including all corridors along the regional signal
synchronization network located within the local agency.

7-9 Provided

3. Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization
street routes.

4. Three-year plan separately showing costs, available 10-14 Provided
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and
maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals which
may include unconstrained and build-out scenarios.

] o i . 15-24 Provided
5. Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of

synchronization activities along the traffic signal
synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

o--22

ADOLFO-©ZAETA, P'E., T@ ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER Date
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June 30, 2023

Orange County Transportation Authority
ATTN: Ms. Alicia Yang

Regional Modeling and Traffic Operations
Planning Division

P.O. Box 14184

Orange, CA 92863-1584

Subject: 2023 Local Signal Synchronization Plan Update Submittal as Part of the
Measure M2 Eligibility Process

Dear Ms. Yang:

The City of Yorba Linda is pleased to submit its 2023 Local Signal Synchronization Plan Update
as part of the Measure M2 eligibility process. The submittal includes the following components:

1. A completed “Local Signal Synchronization Plan Consistency Review Checklist” form establishing
consistency between the Local Signal Synchronization Plan and the Regional Traffic Signal
Synchronization Master Plan.

2. Anupdated Local Signal Synchronization Plan for Fiscal Years 2023/2024 to 2025/2026 including
all required elements as identified in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of Local Signal
Synchronization Plans”.

The City looks forward to continuing the implementation of the beneficial programs and construction
projects required and made possible by Measure M2.

If you have any questions, please contact Tony Wang, Traffic Engineering Manager, at 714-961-7184 or
twang@yorbalindaca.gov.

Sincerely,

Jamie Lai, P.E.
Director of Public Works/City Engineer

cc.  Tony Wang, Traffic Engineering Manager



2023 Local Signal Synchronization Plan Update

LOCAL SIGNAL SYNCHRONIZATION PLAN CONSISTENCY REVIEW CHECKLIST

The Local Agency Name:  City of Yorba Linda Plan Date: June 30, 2023

Local agencies must submit a copy of the Local Signal Synchronization Plan, a completed consistency
review checklist, and any supporting documentation. Complete the table below.

Local Agency Statement Page #s in LSSP Provided or N/A

1. Signal synchronization goals of the agency are consistent
with those outlined as part of the Regional Traffic Signal 1-2 Yes
Synchronization Master Plan.

2. Traffic signal synchronization street routes are identified,
including all corridors along the regional signal 3-4 Yes
synchronization network located within the local agency.

3. Traffic signal inventory for all traffic signal synchronization
street routes.

5-7 Yes

4. Three-year plan separately showing costs, available
funding, and phasing for capital, operations, and
maintenance of signal synchronization along the traffic 8-10 Yes
signal synchronization street routes and traffic signals
which may include unconstrained and build-out scenarios.

5. Signal synchronization review, revision, and assessment of
synchronization activities along the traffic signal 11-15 Yes
synchronization street routes and traffic signals.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

Tony L. Wang- 5/15/23
’ ;

Signature Date

Tony L. Wang, P.E., T.E., PTOE, Traffic Engineering Manager

Printed Name, Title

Page i
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Project P Signal Synchronization Corridors

— Priority Corridor Network
Local Signal Synchronization Network (Supplemental)

Signal Synchronization Network

Source: OCTA
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FY2023/2024 Measure M2 Eligibility
Mitigation Fee Program Compliance Summary

MFP Concurrence

Agency Supporting Dcoumentation'  Status Recommendation

Resolution
Aliso Viejo Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Anaheim Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Brea Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Buena Park Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Costa Mesa Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
County of Orange Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Cypress Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Dana Point Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Fountain Valley Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Fullerton Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Garden Grove Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Huntington Beach Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Irvine Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
La Habra Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
La Palma Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Laguna Beach Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Laguna Hills Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Laguna Niguel Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Laguna Woods Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Lake Forest Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Los Alamitos Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Mission Viejo Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Newport Beach Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Orange Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Placentia Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Rancho Santa Margarita Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
San Clemente Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
San Juan Capistrano Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Santa Ana Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Seal Beach Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Stanton Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Tustin Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Villa Park Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Westminster Adopted Provided Meets Requirement
Yorba Linda Adopted Provided Meets Requirement

"Local agencies are required to provide at least one supporting document (e.g. nexus study, fee schedule, 5-year expenditure
report, policy document, process methodology, etc.).

| certify that the information contained in this table is an accurate representation of materials submitted to OCTA for the

purpose; eting Renewed Measure M eligibility requirements related to the Mitigation Fee Program. (Ordinance No. 3,
Attachifient B, Section 11l.A.2)

Paul Rodriguez, Princip'al
Rodriguez Consulting Group
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2023 Measure M2 Eligibility
Summary Table of Pavement Management Plan (PMP) Elements

| certify that the information contained in this table is an accurate representation of materials submitted to OCTA for purposes of meeting requirements related to the Pavement Management Plan.

Harry W. Thomas, OCTA

7 Years 7 Years
. . . 7 Year 7 Year 7 Year 7 Year 7 Year 7 Year 7 Year 7 Year 7 Years PP .
Maintain Improve
Current | Current | Current | Projected | Projected | Projected R&R R&R R&R R&R R&R Plan R&R Plan R&R Plan R&R Plan Current intai prov Certification Compliant
Local Agency Network MPAH Local Network MPAH Local . QA/QC Network Network PMP
Plan Plan Plan Plan Inspection | Treatment | Treatment | Treatment Budget Form
PCI PCI PCI PCI PCI PCI . 6 PCI PCI (Y orN)
Limits Areas Class PCI Dates Type Cost Year $x10 6 6
$x10 $x10
Anaheim B F F F B F v 4 v 4 v v v 4 v 4 v v v Y
Brea G G G G G G v v v v v v v v v v v v v Y
County of Orange G G G G G G v v v v v v v v v v v v v Y
Cypress VG VG G VG VG VG v 4 v 4 v v v 4 v 4 4 4 4 Y
Dana Point G VG G G G G v v v v v v v v v v v v v Y
Irvine G G VG G VG G v 4 v 4 v 4 v 4 v v v v 4 Y
La Habra G G G G G G v v v v v v v v v v v v v Y
Lake Forest G F G VG G VG v 4 v 4 v 4 v 4 v 4 4 4 v Y
Los Alamitos F F G F F VG v v v v v v v v v v v v v Y
Newport Beach G G G G G G 4 4 v 4 v v v 4 v 4 4 4 v Y
San Clemente G G G G G G v v v v v v v v v v v v v Y
San Juan Capistrano F F F G G G v v v v v v v 4 v 4 v v 4 Y
Stanton = G F F = F v v v v v v v v v v v v v Y
Tustin G G VG G G G v 4 v 4 v v v 4 v 4 4 v 4 Y
Legend
Pavement Quality Abbreviation PCI
Very Good VG 85-100
Good G 75-84
Fair F 60-74
P 41-59
VP 0-40
Acronyms
Micro MicroPaver Pavement Management Program
MPAH Master Plan of Arterial Highways
PCI Pavement Condition Index
QA/QC Quality Assurance/Quality Control Plan
R&R Road Maintenance & Rehabilitation Plan
SS StreetSaver Pavement Management Program
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n‘ Pavement Management Plan Agency Submittal
OCTA

.  Pavement Management Plan Certification

The City of Anaheim certifies that it has a Pavement Management Plan in conformance with the criteria stated
in the Orange County Transportation Authority Ordinance No. 3. This ordinance requires that a Pavement
Management Plan be in place and maintained to qualify for allocation of revenues generated from renewed
Measure M2.

The plan was developed by City of Anaheim* using StreetSaver®, a pavement management system, confirming
to American Society of Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard D6433, and contains, at a minimum, the following
elements:

o Inventory of MPAH and local routes reviewed and updated biennially. The last update of the inventory
was completed on August, 2022 for Arterial (MPAH) streets and August, 2022 for local streets.

e Assessment of pavement condition for all routes in the system, updated biennially. The last field review
of pavement condition was completed on August, 2022.

e Percentage of all sections of pavement needing:
o Preventative Maintenance:42.5%
o Rehabilitation: 51.3%
o Reconstruction: 6.2%

e Budget needs for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction of deficient sections
of pavement for:

o Current biennial period $288.8 million
o Following biennial period $19.5 million
e Funds budgeted or available for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction:
o Current biennial period $65.63 million
o Following biennial period $39.52 million
¢ Backlog by year of unfunded pavement rehabilitation, restoration, and reconstruction needs.

e The Pavement Management Plan is consistent with countywide pavement condition assessment
standards as described in the OCTA Countywide Pavement Management Plan Guidelines adopted by the
OCTA Board of Directors.

*An electronic copy of the Pavement Management Plan (with Micro Paver or StreetSaver compatible files) has
been, or will be, submitted with the certification statement.

A copy of this certification is being provided to the Orange County Transportation Authority.
Submitted by:

Carlos Castellanos, P.E. City of Anaheim
'Name (Print) Jurisdiction
.h P

I 6/30/2023
Signed Date
City Engineer
Title

Page |2



City of Brea, CA Page 2
2023 Citywide Pavement Management Plan — OCTA Submittal
Final Report — April 13, 2023

I. Pavement Management Plan Certification

The City of Brea, CA certifies that is has a Pavement Management Plan in conformance with the criteria
stated in the Orange County Transportation Authority Ordinance No. 3. This ordinance requires that a
Pavement Management Plan be in place and maintained to qualify for allocation of revenues generated
from renewed Measure M (M2).

The plan was developed by Bucknam Infrastructure Group, Inc. using MicroPAVER, a pavement
management system conforming to American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard D6433,
and contains, at a minimum, the following elements:

¢ Inventory of MPAH and Local routes reviewed and updated biennially. The last update of the
inventory was completed on March 2023 for the Arterial (MPAH) and March 2023 for portion of
the Local streets;
e Assessment of the pavement condition for all routes in the system, updated biennially. The last
field review of the pavement condition was completed in March 2023;
e Percentage of all sections of pavement needing:
o Preventive Maintenance = 28.9%;
o Rehabilitation = 17.6%;
o Reconstruction =1.2%
e Budget needs for preventive maintenance, rehabilitation and/or reconstruction of deficient
sections of pavement for:
o Current biennial period $12,655,200
o Following biennial period $12,631,900
e Funds budgeted or available for Preventive Maintenance, Rehabilitation and/or Reconstruction.
o Current biennial period $10,312,500
o Following biennial period $12,200,000
» Backlog by year of unfunded rehabilitation, restoration and reconstruction needs (See page 9);
e The Pavement Management Plan is consistent with countywide pavement condition assessment
standards as described in the OCTA Countywide Pavement Management Plan Guidelines adopted
by the OCTA Board of Directors.

*An electronic copy of the Pavement Management Plan (with MicroPAVER or StreetSaver compatible
files) has been or will be submitted with the certification statement. A copy of this certification is being

provided to the Orange County Transportation Authority.

Submitted by:

Mr. Michael Ho City of Brea
Name (Print) Jurisdiction
Y —— S S'/Z}
Sigvned Date

Public Works Director
Title




Attachment G
Pavement Management Plan Agency Submittal
OCTA

|.  Pavement Management Plan Certification

The County of Orange certifies that it has a Pavement Management Plan in conformance with the criteria stated
in the Orange County Transportation Authority Ordinance No. 3. This ordinance requires that a Pavement
Management Plan be in place and maintained to qualify for allocation of revenues generated from renewed
Measure M2.

The plan was developed by County of Orange* using StreetSaver®, a pavement management system, confirming
to American Society of Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard D6433, and contains, at a minimum, the following
elements:

e Inventory of MPAH and local routes reviewed and updated biennially. The last update of the inventory
was completed on September, 2022 for Arterial (MPAH) streets and September, 2022 for local streets.

e Assessment of pavement condition for all routes in the system, updated biennially. The last field review
of pavement condition was completed on September, 2022.

e Percentage of all sections of pavement needing:
o Preventative Maintenance: 59.8%
o Rehabilitation: 39.5%
o Reconstruction: 0.7%

e Budget needs for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction of deficient sections
of pavement for:

o Current biennial period $65.27 million
o Following biennial period $11.25 million
e Funds budgeted or available for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction:
o Current biennial period $45.00 million
o Following biennial period $40.00 million
e Backlog by year of unfunded pavement rehabilitation, restoration, and reconstruction needs.

e The Pavement Management Plan is consistent with countywide pavement condition assessment
standards as described in the OCTA Countywide Pavement Management Plan Guidelines adopted by the
OCTA Board of Directors.

*An electronic copy of the Pavement Management Plan (with Micro Paver or StreetSaver compatible files) has
been, or will be, submitted with the certification statement.

A copy of this certification is being provided to the Orange County Transportation Authority.
Submitted by:

Fiona Man County of Orange
Name (Print) Jurisdiction
(4“’ l 6/30/2023
Signed Date

Deputy Director OC Construction
Title

Page |2 Page 147 of 270




City of Cypress, CA Page 2
2023 Citywide Pavement Management Plan — OCTA Submittal
Final Report — May 12, 2023

I. Pavement Management Plan Certification

The City of Cypress, CA certifies that is has a Pavement Management Plan in conformance with the criteria
stated in the Orange County Transportation Authority Ordinance No. 3. This ordinance requires that a
Pavement Management Plan be in place and maintained to qualify for allocation of revenues generated
from renewed Measure M (M2).

The plan was developed by Bucknam Infrastructure Group, Inc. using StreetSaver, a pavement
management system conforming to American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard D6433,
and contains, at a minimum, the following elements:

e Inventory of MPAH and Local routes reviewed and updated biennially. The last update of the
inventory was completed on April 2023 for the Arterial (MPAH) and April 2023 for portion of the
Local streets;

e Assessment of the pavement condition for all routes in the system, updated biennially. The last
field review of the pavement condition was completed in April 2023;

e Percentage of all sections of pavement needing:

o Preventive Maintenance = 10.7%;
o Rehabilitation = 1.2%;
o Reconstruction = 0%
e Budget needs for preventive maintenance, rehabilitation and/or reconstruction of deficient
sections of pavement for:
o Current biennial period $4,126,200;
o Following biennial period $7,369,900
e Funds budgeted or available for Preventive Maintenance, Rehabilitation and/or Reconstruction.
o Current biennial period $8,650,000;
o Following biennial period $8,150,000

e Backlog by year of unfunded rehabilitation, restoration and reconstruction needs (See page 9);

e The Pavement Management Plan is consistent with countywide pavement condition assessment
standards as described in the OCTA Countywide Pavement Management Plan Guidelines adopted
by the OCTA Board of Directors.

*An electronic copy of the Pavement Management Plan (with StreetSaver compatible database) is
available with the certification statement. A copy of this certification is being provided to the Orange
County Transportation Authority.

Submitted by:

Nick Mangkalakiri, P.E.

City of Cypress
Name (Print) Jurisdiction
K_M““/(/ 06/12/2023

Signed Date
City Engineer

Title




m Pavement Management Plan Agency Submittal
OCTA

I.  Pavement Management Plan Certification

The City of Dana Point certifies that it has a Pavement Management Plan in conformance with the criteria stated
in the Orange County Transportation Authority Ordinance No. 3. This ordinance requires that a Pavement
Management Plan be in place and maintained to qualify for allocation of revenues generated from renewed
Measure M2.

The plan was developed by Dana Point* using StreetSaver®, a pavement management system, confirming to
American Society of Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard D6433, and contains, at a minimum, the following
elements:

e Inventory of MPAH and local routes reviewed and updated biennially. The last update of the inventory
was completed on February, 2023 for Arterial (MPAH) streets and February, 2023 for local streets.

e Assessment of pavement condition for all routes in the system, updated biennially. The last field review
of pavement condition was completed on February, 2023.

e Percentage of all sections of pavement needing:
o Preventative Maintenance: 87.8%
o Rehabilitation: 12.1%
o Reconstruction: 0.1%

e Budget needs for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction of deficient sections
of pavement for:

o Current biennial period $21.9 million
o Following biennial period $10.2 million
e Funds budgeted or available for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction:
o Current biennial period $9.1 million
o Following biennial period $9.5 million
e Backlog by year of unfunded pavement rehabilitation, restoration, and reconstruction needs.

e The Pavement Management Plan is consistent with countywide pavement condition assessment
standards as described in the OCTA Countywide Pavement Management Plan Guidelines adopted by the
OCTA Board of Directors.

*An electronic copy of the Pavement Management Plan (with Micro Paver or StreetSaver compatible files) has
been, or will be, submitted with the certification statement.

A copy of this certification is being provided to the Orange County Transportation Authority.
Submitted by:

Matthew Sinacori P.E. City of Dana Point
Name (Print) Jurisdiction
\
6/30/2023
Signed o Date

Director of Public Works/City Engineer
Title

Page |2



m Pavement Management Plan Agency Submittal
OCTA

I. Pavement Management Plan Certification

The City/County of Irvine certifies that it has a Pavement Management Plan in conformance with the criteria
stated in the Orange County Transportation Authority Ordinance No. 3. This ordinance requires that a Pavement
Management Plan be in place and maintained to qualify for allocation of revenues generated from renewed
Measure M2.

The plan was developed by IMS, Infrastructure Management Services using Paver, a pavement management
system, confirming to American Society of Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard D6433, and contains, at a
minimum, the following elements:

e Inventory of MPAH and local routes reviewed and updated biennially. The update of the inventory was
completed on October 2022 for both Arterial (MPAH) streets and local streets.

e Assessment of pavement condition for all routes in the system, updated biennially. The last field review
of pavement condition was completed on June, 2022.

e Percentage of all sections of pavement needing:
o Preventative Maintenance:15.2%
o Rehabilitation: 13.1%
o Reconstruction: 0.7%

e Budget needs for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction of deficient sections
of pavement for:

o Current biennial period $39,953,351
o Following biennial period $48,984,621
e Funds budgeted or available for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction:
o Current biennial period $39,506,995
o Following biennial period $46,600,000
e Backlog by year of unfunded pavement rehabilitation, restoration, and reconstruction needs.

e The Pavement Management Plan is consistent with countywide pavement condition assessment
standards as described in the OCTA Countywide Pavement Management Plan Guidelines adopted by the
OCTA Board of Directors.

*An electronic copy of the Pavement Management Plan (with Micro Paver or StreetSaver compatible files) has
been, or will be, submitted with the certification statement.

A copy of this certification is being provided to the Orange County Transportation Authority.

Submitted by:

Sean Crumby, PE City of Irvine
Name (Print) Jurisdiction

4/19/2023
Signed Date

Director of Project Delivery and Sustainability
Title (Public Works Director and/or City Engineer)

Page |2



City of La Habra, CA Page 2
2023 Citywide Pavement Management Plan — OCTA Submittal
Final Report — April 13, 2023

I. Pavement Management Plan Certification

The City of La Habra, CA certifies that is has a Pavement Management Plan in conformance with the
criteria stated in the Orange County Transportation Authority Ordinance No. 3. This ordinance requires
that a Pavement Management Plan be in place and maintained to qualify for allocation of revenues
generated from renewed Measure M (M2).

The plan was developed by Bucknam Infrastructure Group, Inc. using MicroPAVER, a pavement
management system conforming to American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard D6433,
and contains, at a minimum, the following elements:

¢ Inventory of MPAH and Local routes reviewed and updated biennially. The last update of the
inventory was completed on March 2023 for the Arterial (MPAH) and March 2023 for portion of
the Local streets;
e Assessment of the pavement condition for all routes in the system, updated biennially. The last
field review of the pavement condition was completed in March 2023;
e Percentage of all sections of pavement needing:
o Preventive Maintenance = 33.3%;
o Rehabilitation = 16.6%;
o Reconstruction =1.7%
e Budget needs for preventive maintenance, rehabilitation and/or reconstruction of deficient
sections of pavement for:
o Current biennial period $6,012,100;
o Following biennial period $6,155,100
e Funds budgeted or available for Preventive Maintenance, Rehabilitation and/or Reconstruction.
o Current biennial period $6,000,000;
o Following biennial period $6,000,000
Backlog by year of unfunded rehabilitation, restoration and reconstruction needs (See page 9);
e The Pavement Management Plan is consistent with countywide pavement condition assessment
standards as described in the OCTA Countywide Pavement Management Plan Guidelines adopted
by the OCTA Board of Directors.

*An electronic copy of the Pavement Management Plan (with MicroPAVER or StreetSaver compatible
files) has been or will be submitted with the certification statement. A copy of this certification is being
provided to the Orange County Transportation Authority.

Submitted by:
Albert Mendoza City of La Habra
Name (Print) Jurisdiction
/ {' 6‘ 23
Signed . Date

Deputy Director of PW/City Engineer
Title




m Pavement Management Plan Agency Submittal
OCTA

I.  Pavement Management Plan Certification

The City/County of Lake Forest certifies that it has a Pavement Management Plan in conformance with the
criteria stated in the Orange County Transportation Authority Ordinance No. 3. This ordinance requires that a
Pavement Management Plan be in place and maintained to qualify for allocation of revenues generated from
renewed Measure M2.

The plan was developed by IMS, Infrastructure Management Services* using StreetSaver, a pavement
management system, confirming to American Society of Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard D6433, and
contains, at a minimum, the following elements:

* Inventory of MPAH and local routes reviewed and updated biennially. The last update of the inventory
was completed on June, 2022 for Arterial (MPAH) streets and June, 2022 for local streets.

e Assessment of pavement condition for all routes in the system, updated biennially. The last field review
of pavement condition was completed on July, 2022.

e Percentage of all sections of pavement needing:
o Preventative Maintenance:24%
o Rehabilitation: 17%
o Reconstruction: 0%

e Budget needs for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction of deficient sections
of pavement for:

o Current biennial period $41,295,260
o Following biennial period $5,942,336
e Funds budgeted or available for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction:
o Current biennial period $8,000,000
o Following biennial period $8,000,000
e Backlog by year of unfunded pavement rehabilitation, restoration, and reconstruction needs.

e The Pavement Management Plan is consistent with countywide pavement condition assessment
standards as described in the OCTA Countywide Pavement Management Plan Guidelines adopted by the

OCTA Board of Directors.

*An electronic copy of the Pavement Management Plan (with Micro Paver or StreetSaver compatible files) has
been, or will be, submitted with the certification statement.

A copy of this certification is being provided to the Orange County Transportation Authority.

Submitted by:
Thomas E. Wheeler, P.E. City of Lake Forest
Name (Print) ; Jurisdiction
7 7
J’ (o 5/24[23
Signed Date

Director of Public Works/City Engineer
Title (Public Works Director and/or City Engineer)

Page |2



APPENDIX F

OCTA Pavement Management Plan Certification

The City/County of _Los Alamitos certifies that it has a Pavement Management Plan in conformance
with the criteria stated in the Orange County Transportation Authority Ordinance No.3. This ordinance
requires that the Pavement Management Plan be in place and maintained to qualify for allocation of
revenues generated from renewed Measure M (M2).

The plan was developed by Willdan Engineering * using MicroPaver , @ pavement management
system, conforming to American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard D6433,and contains, at
a minimum, the following elements:

¢ Inventory of MPAH and local routes reviewed and updated biennially. The last update of the
inventorv was completed on December = 2022 for Arterial (MPAH) streets and
Dwesmber |, 202 for local streets.

e Assessment of pavement condition for all routes in the system, updated biennially. The last field
review of pavement condition was completed #amuary , 2022

e Percentage of all sections of pavement needing:
Preventive Maintenance 8.9, Rehabilitation 43-5 , Reconstruction 7-8 _

¢ Budget needs for preventative maintenance, rehabilitation and/or reconstruction of deficient sections
of pavement for:

Current biennial period $_1.800,000 , Following biennial period $_1.800.000

¢ Funds budgeted or available for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation and/or Reconstruction.
Current biennial period $_.800,000 , Following biennial period $_.800.000

e Backlog by year of unfunded pavement rehabilitation, restoration, and reconstruction needs.

e The Pavement Management Plan is consistent with countywide pavement condition assessment
standards as described in the OCTA Countywide Pavement Management Plan Guidelines adopted by
the OCTA Board of Directors.

* An electronic copy of the Pavement Management Plan with Micro Paver or StreetSaver compatible files has
been or will be submitted with the certification statement.

A copy of this certification is being provided to the Orange County Transportation Authority.

Submitted by:

Chris Kelley City Engineer City of Los Alamitos
Name (Print) Title Jurisdiction

6/30/23

Signature Date



m Pavement Management Plan Agency Submittal

l.  Pavement Management Plan Certification

The City of Newport Beach certifies that it has a Pavement Management Plan in conformance with the criteria
stated in the Orange County Transportation Authority Ordinance No. 3. This ordinance requires that a Pavement
Management Plan be in place and maintained to qualify for allocation of revenues generated from renewed
Measure M2,

The plan was developed by Newport Beach* using PAVER, a pavement management system, conforming to
American Society of Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard D6433, and contains, at a minimum, the following
elements:

e Inventory of MPAH and local routes reviewed and updated biennially. The last update of the inventory
was in February 2023 for Arterial (MPAH) streets and local streets.

e Assessment of pavement condition for all routes in the system, updated biennially. The last field review
of pavement condition was completed on February 2023.

e Percentage of all sections of pavement needing:
o Preventative Maintenance: 22%
o Rehabilitation: 22%
o Reconstruction: 1%

e Budget needs for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction of deficient sections
of pavement for:

o Current biennial period: $40.8 million
o Following biennial period: $17.2 million
¢ Funds budgeted or available for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction:
o Current biennial period: $15.8 million
o Following biennial period: $15.8 million
e Backlog by year of unfunded pavement rehabilitation, restoration, and reconstruction needs.

e The Pavement Management Plan is consistent with countywide pavement condition assessment
standards as described in the OCTA Countywide Pavement Management Plan Guidelines adopted by the
OCTA Board of Directors.

*An electronic copy of the Pavement Management Plan (with Micro Paver compatible files) has been, or will be,
submitted with the certification statement.

A copy of this certification is being provided to the Orange County Transportation Authority.
Submitted by:

Jim Houlihan, P.E. City of Newport Beach
Name {Print) Jurisdiction

W W //h.%/ 5 / lb?/ 2022
Sig Date 7/ v

blic Works Deputy Director/City Engineer
Title (Public Works Director and/or City Engineer)

Page |2



m Pavement Management Plan Agency Submittal
OCTA

|.  Pavement Management Plan Certification

The City of San Clemente certifies that it has a Pavement Management Plan in conformance with the criteria
stated in the Orange County Transportation Authority Ordinance No. 3. This ordinance requires that a Pavement
Management Plan be in place and maintained to qualify for allocation of revenues generated from renewed
Measure M2.

The plan was developed by City of San Clemente* using StreetSaver®, a pavement management system,
confirming to American Society of Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard D6433, and contains, at a minimum,
the following elements:

e Inventory of MPAH and local routes reviewed and updated biennially. The last update of the inventory
was completed on February, 2023 for Arterial (MPAH) streets and February, 2023 for local streets.

e Assessment of pavement condition for all MPAH routes in the system, updated biennially. The last field
review of pavement condition was completed on February, 2023.

e Percentage of all sections of pavement needing:
o Preventative Maintenance: 79.6%
o Rehabilitation: 20.2%
o Reconstruction: 0.2%

e Budget needs for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction of deficient sections
of pavement for:

o Current biennial period $18.8 million
o Following biennial period $4.6 million
e Funds budgeted or available for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction:
o Current biennial period $11.00 million
o Following biennial period $11.00 million
e Backlog by year of unfunded pavement rehabilitation, restoration, and reconstruction needs.

e The Pavement Management Plan is consistent with countywide pavement condition assessment
standards as described in the OCTA Countywide Pavement Management Plan Guidelines adopted by the
OCTA Board of Directors.

*An electronic copy of the Pavement Management Plan (with Micro Paver or StreetSaver compatible files) has
been, or will be, submitted with the certification statement.

A copy of this certification is being provided to the Orange County Transportation Authority.

Submitted by:
Kiel Koger City of San Clemente
Name (Print) Jurisdiction
T
Kiel Koger (Jun 29,2023 14:17 PDT) 6 30 2023
Signed Date

Public Work Director
Title

Page |2



City of San Juan Capistrano, CA Page 3
2023 Pavement Management Program
Final Report — June 7t", 2023 Section V

Pavement Management Plan Certification

The City

of San Juan Capistrano, CA certifies that it has a Pavement Management Plan in conformance with the

criteria stated in the Orange County Transportation Authority Ordinance No. 3. This ordinance requires that a

Paveme

nt Management Plan be in place and maintained to qualify for allocation of revenues generated from

renewed Measure M (M2).

The plan was developed by Bucknam Infrastructure Group, Inc. using StreetSaver, a pavement management
system conforming to American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard D6433, and contains, at a
minimum, the following elements:

Inventory of MPAH and Local routes reviewed and updated biennially. The last update of the inventory
was completed on May, 2023 for the Arterial (MPAH) and April 2021 for the Local streets;
Assessment of the pavement condition for all routes in the system, updated biennially. The last field
review of the pavement condition was completed in May, 2023;
Percentage of all section of pavement needing:

o Preventive Maintenance = 19.9%;

o Rehabilitation = 49.1%;

o Reconstruction = 8.5%
Budget needs for preventive maintenance, rehabilitation and/or reconstruction of deficient sections
of pavement for:

o Current biennial period $19,331,300;

o following biennial period $4,109,100
Funds budgeted or available for Preventive Maintenance, Rehabilitation and/or Reconstruction.

o Current biennial period $20,342,100;

o following biennial period $5,810,000
Backlog by year of unfunded rehabilitation, restoration and reconstruction needs (See page 11);
The Pavement Management Plan is consistent with countywide pavement condition assessment
standards as described in the OCTA Countywide Pavement Management Plan Guidelines adopted by
the OCTA Board of Directors.

*An electronic copy of the Pavement Management Plan (with StreetSaver compatible files) has been or will be
submitted with the certification statement. A copy of this certification is being provided to the Orange County
Transportation Authority.

Submitted by:

Joe Parco
City of San Juan Capistrano
Name (Print) Jurisdiction
oSS 6-21-23

Signed!

Date

City Engineer

Title

ATTACHMENT 8
Page 6 of 46



City of Stanton, CA Page 2
2023 Citywide Pavement Management Plan — OCTA Submittal
Final Report — April 13, 2023

I. Pavement Management Plan Certification

The City of Stanton, CA certifies that is has a Pavement Management Plan in conformance with the criteria
stated in the Orange County Transportation Authority Ordinance No. 3. This ordinance requires that a
Pavement Management Plan be in place and maintained to qualify for allocation of revenues generated
from renewed Measure M (M2).

The plan was developed by Bucknam Infrastructure Group, Inc. using MicroPAVER, a pavement
management system conforming to American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard D6433,
and contains, at a minimum, the following elements:

e Inventory of MPAH and Local routes reviewed and updated biennially. The last update of the
inventory was completed on March 2023 for the Arterial (MPAH) and March 2023 for portion of
the Local streets;

e Assessment of the pavement condition for all routes in the system, updated biennially. The last
field review of the pavement condition was completed in March 2023;

e Percentage of all sections of pavement needing:

o Preventive Maintenance = 23%;
o Rehabilitation = 45.9%;
o Reconstruction = 6%
e Budget needs for preventive maintenance, rehabilitation and/or reconstruction of deficient
sections of pavement for:
o Current biennial period $4,686,200;
o Following biennial period $4,790,100
e Funds budgeted or available for Preventive Maintenance, Rehabilitation and/or Reconstruction.
o Current biennial period $3,200,000;
o Following biennial period $3,200,000

e Backlog by year of unfunded rehabilitation, restoration and reconstruction needs (See page 9);

e The Pavement Management Plan is consistent with countywide pavement condition assessment
standards as described in the OCTA Countywide Pavement Management Plan Guidelines adopted
by the OCTA Board of Directors.

*An electronic copy of the Pavement Management Plan (with MicroPAVER or StreetSaver compatible
files) has been or will be submitted with the certification statement. A copy of this certification is being

provided to the Orange County Transportation Authority.

Submitted by:

Cesar Rangel, PE City of Stanton
Name (Print) Jurisdiction
P.’_L 6-19-2023
Signed ! Date

Public Works Director / City Engineer
Title




City of Tustin, CA Page 2
2023 Citywide Pavement Management Plan — OCTA Submittal
Final Report — May 26, 2023

I. Pavement Management Plan Certification

The City of Tustin, CA certifies that is has a Pavement Management Plan in conformance with the criteria
stated in the Orange County Transportation Authority Ordinance No. 3. This ordinance requires that a
Pavement Management Plan be in place and maintained to qualify for allocation of revenues generated
from renewed Measure M (M2).

The plan was developed by Bucknam Infrastructure Group, Inc. using MicroPAVER, a pavement
management system conforming to American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard D6433,
and contains, at a minimum, the following elements:

e Inventory of MPAH and Local routes reviewed and updated biennially. The last update of the
inventory was completed on May 2023 for the Arterial (MPAH) and May 2023 for portion of the
Local streets;

e Assessment of the pavement condition for all routes in the system, updated biennially. The last
field review of the pavement condition was completed in May 2023;

e Percentage of all sections of pavement needing:

o Preventive Maintenance = 33.5%;
o Rehabilitation = 14.2%;
o Reconstruction =0.1%
e Budget needs for preventive maintenance, rehabilitation and/or reconstruction of deficient
sections of pavement for:
o Current biennial period $7,775,000;
o Following biennial period $7,757,500
e Funds budgeted or available for Preventive Maintenance, Rehabilitation and/or Reconstruction.
o Current biennial period $8,200,000;
o Following biennial period $6,300,000

e Backlog by year of unfunded rehabilitation, restoration and reconstruction needs (See page 9);

e The Pavement Management Plan is consistent with countywide pavement condition assessment
standards as described in the OCTA Countywide Pavement Management Plan Guidelines adopted
by the OCTA Board of Directors.

*An electronic copy of the Pavement Management Plan (with MicroPAVER compatible database) is
available with the certification statement. A copy of this certification is being provided to the Orange
County Transportation Authority.

Submitted by:

Mr. Douglas S. Stack, PE City of Tustin

Nam7e(?t) Jurisdicti7 /

SW U o Date
Director of Public Works/City Engineer

Title
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REVIEW CHECKLIST

"N OCco

L, / Tax Dol t Work PTTT) . .
ocal Tox Boflars ot or Annual Eligibility Review Subcommittee

INSTRUCTIONS:

Please mark the appropriate checkboxes in the table below and sign and date to confirm that you have
received and reviewed the Congestion Management Program (CMP), Local Signal Synchronization Plan
(LSSP), Mitigation Fee Program (MFP), and Pavement Management Plan (PMP) materials provided to you
for each local agency.

Local Agency CMP LSSP MFP PMP
Aliso Viejo Ul Ul O N/A
Anaheim Ol Ol Ol Ol
Brea O O O O
Buena Park Ol ] O N/A
Costa Mesa Ul Ul O N/A
County of Orange l l ] ]
Cypress Ul Ul O O
Dana Point Ol Ol Ol Ol
Fountain Valley U U O N/A
Fullerton I I O N/A
Garden Grove Ul Ul O N/A
Huntington Beach l l O N/A
Irvine O O O O
La Habra Ol Ol Ol Ol
La Palma O U O N/A
Laguna Beach I I O N/A
Laguna Hills O Ul O N/A
Laguna Niguel l l O N/A
Laguna Woods U O O N/A
Lake Forest Ol Ol Ol Ol
Los Alamitos O O O O
Mission Viejo I I ] N/A
Newport Beach Ul Ul Ul O
Orange ] ] O N/A
Placentia O U O N/A
Rancho Santa Margarita ] [ O N/A
San Clemente Ul Ul O O
San Juan Capistrano I I ] ]
Santa Ana Ul Ul O N/A
Seal Beach Ol ] O N/A
Stanton O O O O
Tustin Ol Ol Ol Ol
Villa Park O O O N/A
Westminster ] ] O N/A
Yorba Linda Ll O O N/A

Name Signature Date
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