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Committee Members Orange County Transportation Authority
Douglas Gillen District 1 550 South Main Street
Andrew Ramirez District 1 Orange, California
Joseph McCarthy District 3 September 28, 2021 at 5:30 p.m.
Douglas Anderson District 5

Shannon O’Toole District 5

Staff

Alice Rogan Director, External Affairs

Adriann Cardoso Department Manager, Capital Programming

Christina Byrne Department Manager, Public Outreach

Harry Thomas Project Manager, Strategic Planning

Joseph Alcock Section Manager, M2 Local Programs

Gregory Nord Section Manager, Transportation Planning

Jared Hill Community Relations Specialist, Public Outreach

Kelsey Imler Transportation Funding Analyst, M2 Local Programs

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 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.

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.

Guidance for Public Access to the Annual Eligibility Review Subcommittee Meeting

On March 12, 2020 and March 18, 2020, Governor Gavin Newsom enacted Executive Orders N-25-
20 and N-29-20 authorizing a local legislative body to hold public meetings via teleconferencing and
make public meetings accessible telephonically or electronically to all members of the public to
promote social distancing due to the state and local State of Emergency resulting from the threat of
Novel Coronavirus (COVID-19).

In accordance with Executive Order N-29-20, and in order to ensure the safety of the Orange County
Transportation Authority (OCTA) staff and Annual Eligibility Review (AER) Subcommittee members
and for the purposes of limiting the risk of COVID-19, in person public participation at public meetings
of the OCTA will not be allowed during the time period covered by the above referenced Executive
Orders.

Instead, members of the public can view a livestream of the September 28, 2021 AER Subcommittee
meeting by clicking this link: https://www.youtube.com/user/goOCTA

Public comments may be submitted for the meeting by emailing them to publiccomments@octa.net.



http://www.octa.net/
https://www.youtube.com/user/goOCTA
mailto:publiccomments@octa.net
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If you wish to comment on a specific agenda ltem, please identify the Item number in your email.
General public comments will be addressed during the general public comment item on the agenda
and read into the record. In order to ensure that staff has the ability to provide comments to AER
Subcommittee members in a timely manner, please submit public comments by 1:30 p.m. Tuesday,
September 28, 2021.

Call to Order and Self Introductions — Joe Alcock

1.

2.

5.

6.

Selection of Annual Eligibility Review Subcommittee Chair — Joe Alcock

Approval of March 25, 2021 Annual Eligibility Review Subcommittee Minutes — Chair
Measure M2 Eligibility Overview — Kelsey Imler

Congestion Management Program Review — Gregory Nord

Overview

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

Recommendation

Affirm receipt and review of all 35 local agencies’ Congestion Management Program 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.

Pavement Management Plan (PMP) Review — Harry Thomas/Paul Rodriguez

Overview

All local agencies in Orange County are required to submit and adopt a Pavement Management
Plan report biennially in order to remain eligible to receive Measure M2 net revenues. The
Pavement Management Plan 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 Pavement Management Plans that will be
reviewed as part of the fiscal year 2021-22 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.




s AGENDA
OCGo

Local Tax Dollars at Work Annual Eligibility Review Subcommittee

Recommendation

Affirm receipt and review of all 14 local agencies’ Pavement Management Plan submittals
consistent with the current Measure M2 Eligibility submittal requirements.

7. Eligibility Review Next Steps — Kelsey Imler

AER Subcommittee members must complete, sign, and return AER review checklists to OCTA
by Friday, October 1, 2021. OCTA will then prepare a staff report to 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.

Tuesday, October 12, 2021

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

Monday, December 6, 2021 and December 13, 2021

Local agencies’ eligibility will then be considered by the OCTA Regional Planning &
Highways (RP&H) Committee on Monday, December 6, 2021 and OCTA Board of Directors
on December 13, 2021, as is required for local agencies to continue receiving Measure M2
net revenues.

8. Staff Comments

9. Public Comments

10. Adjournment

The next meeting of this Subcommittee is anticipated to be held in Spring 2022 and will be
scheduled at a later date.
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Voting Members Present: Staff Present:
Steve Sloan, Chair District 2 Sean Murdock
Douglas Gillen District 1 Alice Rogan
Joseph McCarthy District 3 Adrian Cardoso
Douglas Anderson District 5 Christina Byrne
Jeffery Kaplan District 5 Joseph Alcock
Andrew Troxel
Kelsey Imler
Jared Hill

Call to Order and Self Introductions

The March 25, 2021 meeting of the Annual Eligibility Review (AER) Subcommittee was called to
order by Chair Sloan at 5:30 p.m.

1. Approval of the September 23, 2020 AER Subcommittee Minutes

A motion to approve the AER Subcommittee’s meeting minutes from September 23, 2020 was
made by Mr. Gillen. The motion was seconded by Mr. McCarthy and was declared passed by
those members present.

2. Measure M2 Expenditure Reports

Mr. Murdock then provided an overview of the Measure M (M2) Expenditure Report requirement.
He explained that all local agencies are required to submit an annual Expenditure Report within
6 months of the end of the fiscal year (FY) in order to remain eligible to receive M2 net revenues.
He also stated that M2 Expenditure Reports account for M2 net revenues, developer/traffic
impact fees, and funds expended to satisfy M2 Maintenance of Effort (MOE) requirements.

Mr. Murdock added that M2 Expenditure Reports also typically include fund balances, interest
accrued, and identification of expenditures by M2 program. He also noted that local agency
Finance Directors are required to sign Expenditure Reports and further stated that each local
agency is required to take their respective M2 Expenditure Report to their city council for
adoption.

Next, Mr. Murdock announced that due to the financial impacts of the coronavirus (COVID-19),
the M2 MOE requirement was modified by the Orange County Transportation Authority’s (OCTA)
Board of Directors (Board) for FY 2019-20. He stated that the OCTA Board’s modification
involved allowing OCTA to accept MOE expenditures, as reported, as meeting the MOE
requirement, even if reported expenditures were below the local agencies’ specified MOE
benchmark amount.

Mr. Murdock then provided an overview of OCTA’s process for reviewing M2 Expenditure
Reports and proceeded summarize each local agencies’ M2 Expenditure Report, including
identifying any pertinent issues and/or audit findings.

Mr. McCarthy inquired about the length of time that local agencies have to expend M2 funds.

Mr. Murdock replied that M2 funds have a three-year time limit with the possibility of a two-year
extension for a total of five years, if approved by the OCTA Board through the M2 semi-annual
review process.

Mr. McCarthy then asked what typically causes a local agency to be found ineligible for M2 funds.

March 25, 2021 AER Subcommittee Minutes
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Mr. Murdock replied that generally there are two ways that local agencies are found ineligible to
receive M2 funds. Either they misuse M2 funds or they do not meet their MOE benchmark
requirement.

Mr. Anderson then asked why the City of Newport Beach’s (City) indirect costs were so
high.

Mr. Murdock replied that he was unsure but stated that he believed the City outsourced a lot of
its street and road maintenance work which were likely reflected as indirect costs.

Next, Mr. Kaplan asked if Subcommittee members should sign off on Laguna Hills’ and
Placentia’s Expenditure Reports (on the AER Review Checklists) or if they should wait until those
local agencies’ audit findings have been resolved.

Mr. Murdock stated that if the Subcommittee members felt comfortable, they could sign the AER
Review Checklist. He also stated that OCTA would be following up with both agencies to ensure
that all required information is submitted.

Mr. Gillen then made a motion to affirm receipt and review of FY 2019-20 M2 Expenditure
Reports for all Orange County local agencies. The motion was seconded by Mr. Anderson and
was declared passed by those members present.

3. Eligibility Review Next Steps

Ms. Imler then requested that Subcommittee members complete their AER Review Checklists
and return them to OCTA by April 1, 2021.

Ms. Imler also stated that OCTA would be preparing a staff report for the April 13, 2021
Taxpayers’ Oversight Committee (TOC) meeting, which would include a summary of this meeting
and confirmation of the Subcommittee’s affirmation of receipt and review of all local agencies’
M2 Expenditure Reports.

Ms. Imler concluded by noting that after the TOC completes its receipt and review process, that
M2 Expenditure Reports will be advanced by staff to the OCTA Regional Planning & Highways
Committee on June 7, 2021 and OCTA Board of Directors on June 14, 2021 for final approval,
thereby completing M2 eligibility review efforts for this cycle.

4. Staff Comments
There were no staff comments.
5. Public Comments

There were no public comments.

6. Adjournment

Ms. Imler stated that the next AER Subcommittee meeting would be scheduled at a later date in
the Fall of 2021.

A motion to adjourn was made by Mr. Gillen. The motion was seconded by Mr. McCarthy and
was declared passed by those members present.

The meeting adjourned at 6:55pm with no further discussion.

March 25, 2021 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.

m  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 |3 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

Environmental Cleanup Program




AER SUBCOMMITTEE RESPONSIBILITIES

= Reviews 5 eligibility requirements:

= Congestion Management Program (CMP)

= Mitigation Fee Programs (MFP) / .
= Expenditure Reports V E——
= Local Traffic Signal Synchronization Plans (LSSP) V —

= 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:

|. Congestion Management Program (CMP) — September 202 |
2. Pavement Management Plans (PMP) — September 202 |

3. Mitigation Fee Program (MFP) — September 202

4. Expenditure Reports — March 2022

5. Local Signal Synchronization Plan (LSSP) — September 2023




CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PROGRAM REVIEW

GREGORY NORD




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: 2021 Congestion Management Program Highway System
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CMP

Required Elements Program Monitoring
= Traffic Level of Service Standards = Conformance Checklists
= Performance Measures = Local Jurisdictions Submittals
= Travel Demand = OCTA Administrative Review
= Land Use Analysis Program = Biennial Traffic Counts

= Capital Improvement Program



2021 Congestion Management Program

Summary of Compliance

2021 CONFORMANCE

Improvement  Deficiency Land Level of 2021
Jurisdiction Program Plan Use Service Compliance

Aliso Viejo * Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes

Anaheim Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes

Brea Yas N/A Yas Yes Yes

Buena Park Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes

= All 35 agencies are compliant with CMP Costs Mesa res WAL Ve | ves res
Cypress Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes

. Dana Point Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes

r.eq u I rem ents Fountain Valley * Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes
Fullerton Yas N/A Yas Yes Yes

. . o Garden Grove Yas N/A Yes Yes Yes

u D Efl C | e n Cy P I a.n S We re n Ot I"eq U | I"e d Huntington Beach Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes
Irvine Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes

. . . La Habra Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes

=  Note: Caltrans intersections do not require L2 Palma* ves VA | ves | wa ves
Laguna Beach Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes

defic i e ncy P I an S Laguna Hills Yas N/A Yas Yes Yes
Laguna Niguel Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes

Laguna Woods Yas N/A Yas Yes Yes

Lake Forest Yas N/A Yes Yes Yes

Los Alamitos Yas N/A Yas Yes Yes

Mission Viejo Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes

Newport Beach Yas N/A Yas Yes Yes

Orange Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes

Placentia Yas N/A Yas Yes Yes

Rancho Santa Margarita * Yas N/A Yas 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 * Yas N/A Yas N/A Yes

Stanton Yas N/A Yes Yes Yes

Tustin Yas N/A Yas Yes Yes

Villa Park * Yas N/A Yes N/A Yes

Westminster Yes N/A Yes Yes Yes

Yorba Linda * Yes N/A Yes N/A Yes

County * Yas N/A Yas N/A Yes

*MNo CMP intersections within jurisdiction




MITIGATION FEE PROGRAM REVIEW

PAUL RODRIGUEZ




MITIGATION FEE PROGRAM (MFP)

ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENT OCTA ROLES & RESPONSIBILITIES

= Assess traffic impacts of new development and = Verify the following:
require new development to pay a fair share of
necessary transportation improvements attributable
to the new development

" Process or program to assign cost or improvement
responsibility through entitlement

=  Nexus Study
" Impact Fee Schedule

=  Qutlined process methodology

. 4



2021 CONFORMANCE

FY2021/2022 Measure M2 Eligibility
Mitigation Fee Program Compliance Summary

FY2021/2022 Measure M2 Eligibility

Mitigation Fee Program Compliance Summary

Agency MEE Concunence Study Fee Schedule Policy Letter rocoms Agency WFP Concurrence Study Fee Schedule Policy Letter oo on
Aliso Viejo Adopted Fee worksheet provided Development Agreements Meets Requirement Placentia TBD Municipal Code wiFee Meets Requirement
Anaheim Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement Rancho Santa Margarita Adopted Nexus Study Fee schedule provided Ordinance provided Meets Requirement
Brea Adopted Nexus Study Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement San Clemente Adopted Nexus Study & amendments Resolution provided Meets Requirement
Buena Park Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement San Juan Capistrano Adopted Fee schedule provided Resolution provided Meets Requirement
Costa Mesa Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement Santa Ana Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
County of Orange Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement Seal Beach Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Cypress Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement Stanton Adopted Nexus Study Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Dana Point Adopted Feasibility Srudy Ordinance provided Meets Requirement Tustin Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Fountain Valley Adopted Nexus Study Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement Villa Park TBD Municipal Code letter Meets Requirement
Fullerton Adopted Fee schedule provided Policy and Reso Meets Requirement Westminster Adopted Update Study Resolution wifee Meets Requirement
Garden Grove Adopted Nexus Study Fea schedule provided Meets Requirement Yorba Linda Adopted Resolution wifee Meets Requirement
Huntington Beach Adopted Nexus Study Fee scnedule provided Resolution provided Meets Requirement | 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 eligibility
Irvine Adopted Nexus Study Excerpt Fee schedule provided Muricipal Code Meets Requirement reqlL_Jirements related to the Mitigation Fee Program. (Ordinance No. 3, Attachment B, Section IllA-2)
La Habra Adopted Fee schedule provided Ordinance provided Meets Requirement !&'\.
La Palma Adopted General Plan/Ordinance Meets Reguirement Pau; Rodriguez, Principal
Laguna Beach Adopted Municipal Code letter Meets Requirement Rodnguez Consulting Group
Laguna Hills Adopted Fee Study Municipal Code w/Fee Meets Requirement
Laguna Niguel Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Laguna Woods Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Lake Forest Adopted Syear Update Ordinance wifes Meets Requirement
Los Alamitos Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Mission Viejo Adopted Fea schedule provided Meets Requirement
Mewport Beach Adopted Fea schedule provided Meets Requirement
Orange Adopted Update Study Fee schedule provided Ordinance provided Meets Requirement




PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PLAN REVIEW

PAUL RODRIGUEZ/HARRY THOMAS




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



BACKGROUND

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

" 35 |ocal agencies
= Road Miles: 6,603*
= Statewide Pavement Condition Index (PCIl): 66*
= OCPCI: 79*

*2020 California Statewide Local Streets and Roads Needs Assessment

Pavement Condition Index

[ 86 - 100 (Excelient)
I 7 - 85 (Good)
I 50 - 70 (AtRisk)
B o - 49 (Poor)

----------

.....




PROGRAM OBJECTIVES

Improve and maintain pavement in “Good” condition (OCTA PCl| 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




PAVEMENT CONDITION INDEX

Poor
41-59

Very Poor
0-40




INCENTIVES

= |0 percent local match reduction criteria 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 PCIl within highest 20 percent countywide (PCI of 75 or
higher)



INSPECTION FREQUENCY

= MPAH (regional roads) — every two years

= | ocal streets — every six years



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



2021 CONFORMANCE

2021 Measure M2 Eligibility

Summary Table of Pavement Management Plan (PMP) Elements

7 Years 7 Years
- . - 7 Year 7 Year T Year T Year T Year 7 Year 7 Year T Year T Years L
Maint 1 i
Current | Current | Current | Projected | Projected | Projected R&ER R&R R&R RER B&R Plan R&R Plan R&R Plan R&R Plan Current aintain mprove Certification Compliant
Local Agency Metwork MPAH Local Network MPAH Local . QAGC Network Network PMP
BCI PCl BCl pCl pcl pCl Plan Plan Plan Plan Inspection | Treatment | Treatment | Treatment Budget PCI pCI Form (¥ or N)
Limits Areas Class PCI Dates Type Cost Year $ x10% $x10° $x 10°
Anaheim F F F F F F + v o | ¥ ‘ v + v b v v v + o ¥
Brea G G G G G G ¥ ¥ o ¥ o ol ol ¥ ol + ol ¥ ¥ Y
County of Orange G G G G G G - f -f | ¥ ‘ o o+ < b -f + < «f o b
Cypress G G VG G G VG ¥ v v v v v v v v W v ¥ % Y
Dana Paoint VG VG G VG VG VG L ' o l ¥ ‘ v + v b v v v + / Y
Irvine VG G VG G G G + ¥ v ¥ v o + ¥ v + v ¥ v ¥
La Habra G G G VG G VG v v o I o ‘ o v v o o v v i o Y
Lake Forest G F G F F G - v v ¥ o V o o o o »- « o Y
Los Alamitos F B F P VP F L v o | ¥ ‘ v + v b v v v + o ¥
Newport Beach G G G G G G < » - ¥ - - . v’ . .- . - ¥ Y
San Clemente G VG G G G G L v v | v ‘ v v v v v v v v v Y
San Juan Capistrano F F F F F F < e W ¥ o v ¥ ¥ ¥ . ¥ ¥ ¥ Y
Stanton G F G F G F + + o l ¥ ‘ + + < b -r’ < v + + b
Tustin G G VG G G VG ¥ ¥ v ¥ o - v ¥ o . v ¥ ¥ Y
Legend Acronyms
Favement Quality Abbreviation PCI Micro MicroPaver Pavement Management Program
Very Good VG 25100 MFAH Master Plan of Arterial Highways
Good G 7524 PCl Pavement Condition Index
Fair F G0-74 QAQC Quality Assurance/Quality Control Plan
= 41-50 R&R Road Maintenance & Rehabilitation Plan
VP 040 55 StrestSaver Pavement Management Program

20



NEXT STEPS

Complete, sign, and return AER review checklist by Friday, October 1,202
October 12,2021 —Taxpayer Oversight Committee

December 6,202 — OCTA Regional Planning and Highways Committee
December 13,2021 — OCTA Board of Directors

21
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2021 Congestion Management Program
Summary of Compliance

Capital
Improvement | Deficiency Land Level of 2021
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.

e

Sam Sharvini, OCTA




Figure 2: 2021 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 ] ] ]
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.

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[]
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)?

O] O] O] 0O
O] O] O] 0O
O] O] O] 0O

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 I 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 ]
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)

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.

Quang Le Associate Engineer 6/17/21
Name (Print) Title C/Signature i 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: X W

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 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 1 O %]
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 ] <]
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: X D

e 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
L]
[ ]
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 . O <
OCTA? .

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

a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency? ] 0 ]
b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on ] n ]
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?
¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs, 0 0 <
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?
i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by 0 D 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 n D X
seven-year CIP?

7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its 4
implementation? [ [

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

Q. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred? M M0 <]

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 O m ]
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? 10

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- 0 m ]
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your O M <]

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 n 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.



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?

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

X
ojgo|o|d
O|po|o|d

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

X

Additional Comments:




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 0 0O ]
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 0 4
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. [
\

\
CAtL o>  CATELLANL) CITY EncarreEn \} ? el 24 !"‘

Name (Print) Title l’ " Signature Date




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: ]

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)?

O O OO
O 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 n H
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:




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? 1

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:

During this CMP cycle there was only one entitled development project that necessitated a CMP analysis as a part of the
project’s environmental review process: the Mercury Apartments Project. Two other proposed development projects were
determined to require a CMP analysis; however, those projects were placed on hold as a result of the Covid-19 pandemic
and did move forward in the public entitlement process during this CMP cycle.

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:




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.

David Roseman City Traffic Engineer _ .ﬂ;.l;lffi—- 5/14/2021
Name (Print) Title i Signature Date




APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

City of Buena Park

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

Jurisdiction:

CMP Checklist
Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: O

1.
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.

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 ] 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] OJ OJ
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

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

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

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

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?

]

0

]

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)?

oo o|o

Ol 0| 0|0

0| o|og

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

Nl 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] oy o)
o | o g

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

(I I I A I I B I I

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] ] X
review and approval?

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

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- OJ 0
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] 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 0 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.



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 0
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 ] 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, ] O OJ
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.

NABIL S. HENEIN DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC 06/28/2021
WORKS/CITY ENGINEER
Name (Print) Title Sign\tu\re Date

\



APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

Junsdlctron City of Costa Mesa

CMP Checklist | "YES | NO | N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: X ] L

s 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,

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

o

-

3 Wil deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] 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 rot, has & deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be ) ] X
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.




APPENDIXC. .. -

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: X ] i

« 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 leve, if
worse than E) or better.

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? '

4, | Has a deficiency pian-or a schedule for preparing a deficiency pian been submitted to N ] =
OCTA?
5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :
a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency? | il
b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on ] ] 53
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?
¢. Include a list of improvements, prﬁgrams, or actions, and estimates of their costs, ] ™ 4
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 statutorify-exempt from deficiency determinations: interregional travel, traffic generated by the provision of low
and very low income housing, construction rehabilitation or maintenance of fadiiities 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 &
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 Checklist YES NO N/A

6. Are the capital improvements idéntified in the deficiency plan programmed in your ] ] X
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 aliow some level of development to M M 4
procead 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:




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 4 D
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?? ] 4
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 X
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] O 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 ] n X

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

Additional Comments:

3I:'xemptions 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 307 ] ]

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

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

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




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 O ] 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, - O 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,

Jennifer Rosales Transportation Services Manager g 2 7/ 6-28-21
Name (Print) Title S

ignature Date




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.

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)?

O] O] O] 0O
O] O] O] 0O
O] O] O] 0O

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 ] H
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).
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:
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

Name (Print) Title Signature

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 A. Dancs Public Works Director
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
i, Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: X 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. J
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 54
operating below the CMP LOS standards? [] 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.



APPENDIX C

OocTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A

1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: X 0
¢ 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. X
L]
[ ]
[ ]
3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled n 0 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 X
OCTA? '
5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :
a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency? 0 O
b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on 0 O
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?
¢. Include a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs, n ] 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.



APPENDIX C

OeTh 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?

7x 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?

0 I I I A O
O] o o) i
X | K| X

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

TA .
e 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 X
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 ] ] 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:

3Exernptions 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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TA :
it 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. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle X ] O
emissions?

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

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, J 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.

Q,/
Matthew Sinacori Director of Public Works g ,;q ]:

Name (Print) Title Sigrature / Date

o2 )



APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Fountain Valley
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.

jurisdiction are operating at LOS E (or the baseline level, if worse than E) or better.

|
o Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your |

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] u

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

BETA 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?
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.



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 H ]
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? __N/A

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:

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 madifications 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 g
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)

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:

Temo Galvez

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

Crty gy reel Q,_u@/\_‘ 6.23-202

Name (Print) Title * Signature

Date

{




APPENDIX C

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:

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?
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? 1
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.

David Roseman City Traffic Engineer = 5/28/2021

==

Name (Print) Title Signaturrer Date




APPENDIX C

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

¢ 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 O ] ]
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 I N
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.



APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
s 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.

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 m 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 ] ]
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. Inciude 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] d|d
O o) ojg
O o) djd

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)
e Ee CMP MonitOring Checklist: Deﬁcie_ncy Plans (c_bnt.) Al
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?

Ol ol ol o
Ol ol ol g

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

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

ooy g 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 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?3 ] <
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENGIES 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 OJ
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- O] ] OJ
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] 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 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,



APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

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 O]

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:




oCTA APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitdring Cheeklist: 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 ] 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, 0 m ]

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.

Dan Candelaria, P.E., T.E. City Engineer

Name (Print) Title




APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

Jurisdiction: City of Huntington Beach

CMP Checklist L | YEs | NO | N/A

1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: X ]
s 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 ] R ]
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

‘Additional Comments:

e 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 Checklist

1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: N
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
o ‘ 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?

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
o) Oy o
o oy ojg

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.



OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Checklist:

YES

N/A

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 ] ] N
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:




OCTA

APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

_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 ] ] ]
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
' z ~ ANSWER THE ‘RE'MVAINING QUESTIONS.
3. | If so, how many? 1
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- H ]
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)?
Additional Comments: : .

3Exemptions include: any development generating less than 2,400 datly 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

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

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

OCcTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Checklist

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 NEE'D' 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 strategles'?

Addltlonal Comments:

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

Bob Stachelski Transportation Manager M éfZﬁZdZ{

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.



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.
[ ]
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:




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

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).

e 114 Pacifica

e Hoag Hospital

e PA 6 N5B Zone Change
e Spectrum 7 Zone Change

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:

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.

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:

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.

. Sup. Transportation
Melissa Dugan Analvst W - Q7 06/28/21

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: ]

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.

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[]
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)?

O] O] O] 0O
O] O] O] 0O
O] O] O] 0O

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 I 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 ] ] ]
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? 1

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:




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.

Michael Plotnik Traffic Manager mw 6/23/2021

Name (Print) Title VSignature Date




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 ] ] ]
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?

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
O] O] 0o
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 ] H
implementation?

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

L] L]

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

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

ooy o) i

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).

agency coordinate with other jurisdictions to develop a mitigation strategy?

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 ] ]

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:




APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OPTIONAL - CMP Monitoring Checklist: Federal Congestion Management

CMP Checidist 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.

Michael S. Belknap Community Services Director MS’E‘L&\ {;g { 2 !

Name (Print) Title Signature




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? U L]

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.

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:

N/A




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 ]
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:

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,



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




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:
No federally funded CIP project during CMP cycle.
I certify that the information contained in this checklist is true.
Mark McAvoy Director of Public Works Mok ﬂ Woﬁa/o? Jun 28,2021
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:

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. ]
[ ]
[ ]
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?

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)?

0| O] 0OjQd
0| O] 0|0
0| O] 00

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

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 ] ]

L] [

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

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

N 1 O O I R 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.



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.
Kenneth H. Rosenfield Director of Public Services — e #W/ 6/22/2021
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: 4 O

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. O

3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be O 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 Cl 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-rall 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: 4 OJ

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. 0O

3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled O O 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 | 0
OCTA?

O

5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfili 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?

ol o000
O 0| 0O|0o
| o 0|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)?

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 faciliies 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 inciude 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?

oo 0o
Oo|0o|0O)| 0O

9, Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

(0 O O O

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

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

CTA .
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 O
previous CMP?
a. If nat, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodolagy to OCTA for 0 MO ]
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? O 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 O
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).

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

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 0 O 0
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at hitp://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exempﬁons include: any development generating less than 2,400 daily frips, 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 govemment 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? D L__]

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 . 0
emissions? =

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

Additional Comments:




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 OJ N <
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 . 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.
Nttt $CoTT™  Dublic wlses Dt Q%%é- 7.2

Name (Print) Title ( jgnature Date




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: X ]

¢ There are no CMP intersections in your jurisdiction.

e Factoring out statutorily-exempt activities!, all CMP intersections within your
jurisdiction are operating at LOS £ (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 D D O
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

IThe following activities are statutorily-exempt from deficiency determinations: interreglonal 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 coardination 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)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A

1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: X O
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. ]

3. | Are there improvements to bring these intersections to the CMP LOS standard scheduled 0 m m
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?

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 stendards 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 imprave 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|agd
afoO}opd
OofoO|o|ad

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-rall passenger station.
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

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 24|
seven-year 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 ] ]
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

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

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

X

Additicnal Comments:




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 X O
previous CMP?
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for 0 | O
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?3 0 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- O m 0
year CIP?

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

O
n
J

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

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,



S 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 O O

2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS n | B
(induding 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? 0 0

Additional Comments;




OCTA

m 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 praject in the CIP result in a significant increase in single O X 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, 0 O .

Additicnal Comments:

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

M. Akram Hindiyeh City Engineer/ Traffic Engineer H é&,ﬂ/ M}qus]zom

Name {Print) Title Signature Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
l 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.

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. ]
L]
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 ] 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.
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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.

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.

X

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? :

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

O o] o|gd

Oy o) oo

O O ajo

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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APPENDIX C

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 ] 0 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? H H ]

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

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 ] ] 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 ] ] ]

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

Additional Comments:
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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? O O
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. Director of Public Works 7 /
= £

g ,
it ey

Name (Print) Title Signature "Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Los Alamitos
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)?

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

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

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:
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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.

Farhad Iranitalab City Traffic Engineer ; r 06/11/202
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: |z| ]

* 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:

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: |z| ]

* 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?

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 0o
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.
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TA .
oc 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
O Oy O]

9. Has necessary inter-jurisdictional coordination occurred?

0 1 T O O O O R

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

Additional Comments:
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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 |Z[
previous CMP?
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for ] |Z[
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?® |z[
NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "YES" FOR QUESTION 2 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.
3. | If so, how many? 1
4. | Please list any CMPHS links & intersections that were projected to not meet the CMP LOS standards (indicate |z[
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).
a. Were mitigation measures and costs identified for each and included in your seven- ] ] M
year CIP?
b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] ] |Z]
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 ] ] |z[

Additional Comments:

The Mission Viejo development project that required a CMP Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) is the
Gateway Project located at the southwest quadrant of Crown Valley Parkway and Medical Center
Road (4.66-acre infill site of existing commercial land uses to be redeveloped with a building addition
to existing land uses, demolition of certain existing commercial buildings, and the addition of new
commercial land uses.) The 8/24/2020 traffic study identified that no CMP links or intersections on
Crown Valley Parkway would exceed CMP levels 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.



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? |z| ] ]

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

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

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

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.
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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 ] ™M ]
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:

The federally funded project included in the City of Mission Viejo 7-Year CIP is not a highway
capacity project. The project is a traffic safety improvement CIP that would install an audible
pedestrian push-button system at 24 traffic signals citywide, funded with a Highway Safety
Improvement Program (HSIP) grant.

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

Mark Chagnon Public Works Director ” June 29, 2021
Name (Print) Title Signature Date
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APPENDIX C

Congestion Management Program (CMP)

Jurisdiction: City of Newport Beach

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: ]
s 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 ] 0

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: ]

+ 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)?

*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 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 ] J
proceed pending correction of the deficiency?

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

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

Additional Comments:




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 ] ]
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 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:

3E><emptions 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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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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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, N ] ]
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.
o o ;2 . “ v . — . . P
,_/4)4. /U/) ‘7/:/‘),/*,,,-,5 é/'/"? //ﬂ‘—l/‘;/d (_//‘”(///'161’&7/"" ‘%' ~ é—-Z.,"} i f
Narre (Print) 7 Title ’ Sigﬁa/m% Date
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OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Orange
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.
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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)?

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.
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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 ] ]
[ []

(0 1 N O O I R O

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

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?
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:
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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.

Joshua Soliz PW Admin Manager @)\M Q/Q\”I/ 6/9/21

Name (Print) Title / Signature ’ Date
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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: 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. ]
L ]
L ]

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 OJ ] ]

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.
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ocya 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 |

¢ 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., X

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 ] ] ]
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?
¢. 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 m| 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.
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

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 ] |
implementation? =

8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to aliow some level of development to ] ] X
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:
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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 4
previous CMP?

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

2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?? E 0

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 X
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 ] ] IZ'

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 ] 0
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
://www.octa.net/pdf/cmpprepman

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)

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?7 ) ] m

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 ] ]
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)

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 J
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity? [ O

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, n O 0
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.

Luis Estevez Deputy City Administrator 06/29/2021
Name (Print) Title Signatur8 Date
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OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

Jurisdiétion: i City of Rancho Santa Margarita

CMP Checklist s S e N

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. ]

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.
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

CMP Checklist s G B R

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?

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] o) gjd
O O 0| d
O oy og

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)

N/A

CMP Checklist YES | 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? ] ] ]

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

Additional Comments:
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

CMPChecklist ; ; L : . i : 'YES k«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 ]

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.
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

- YES

CMP Checklist 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? ] ]

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 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:

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

Brendan Dugan P.E. Dir. of Public Works/City Eng

Name (Print) Title

b3S\

v jgnature/ Date
(9
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

City of San Clemente

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 thpse intersections that are not operating at the CMP LOS standards. X
L ]
L]
L]
3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be ] M 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 X
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

5 =

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 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.
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OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)

1. | Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: 0 ]

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.

| ‘i NOTE ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT CHECKED "NO“ FOR QUESTION 1 NEED TO' E
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUES'IIONS i '

2. | Ifany, 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 ] ] <
for completlon 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 QUESHONS '

4, | Has a deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to O ] X
OCTA?
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 ] m X
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 [ ] X
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) (see the CMP
Preparation Manual)?

ZThe 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

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 H ]
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 n

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

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?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).
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 ] 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.
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

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 X ] ]
emissions?

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

Additional Comments: =~ -
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OCTA . Congestion Management Program (CMP)

1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] ] 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?

Additi0n5| Comments

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

Ziad Mazboudi Deputy Pub. Works Director
Name (Print) Title
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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 K
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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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

CMP Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans

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

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.
°
o
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 ] ]
O0CTA?
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? L] L]
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? L] L]
i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by ] ]

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 GIP?
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:
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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? 1

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 GIP?
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.


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. | 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:
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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 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:

Joe Parco

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

City Engineer M 8 4 2

Name (Print) Title Signature Dat
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

City of Santa Ana

o Creckit

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.

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. lacal jurisdiction CIP, Measure M CIP)?
a. If not, has a deficiency plan been developed for each intersection that will be 4
operating below the CMP LOS standards? 0 u

IThe following activities are statuterily-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 & fixed-rail passenger station.
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

 CMP Checklist.

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. | Ifany, please list those intersections found that are not operatlng at the CMP LOS standards. %)

L]

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

" 'NOTE: ONLY THOSE AGENCIES THAT c_HEc:KE_D" NO" FOR QUESTION 3 NEED T
INSWER THE REMAINING QUESTIONS.

4, | Hasa deficiency plan or a schedule for preparing a deficiency plan been submitted to
QCTA?

L
[
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?

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 L
L) o o
X| X| KX

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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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your H ]
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:
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

OCTA

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

3. | If so, how many?

4. | Please fist 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- ] ] X
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 [ ] <
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 fess than 1,600 dally 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

miner modifications to approved developments where the location and intensity of project uses have been approved through previous and
separate local government actiens prior to January 1, 1992,
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OCTA

M N

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 7] ] ]
(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 B ]
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Congestion Management Program (CMP)

 OPTIONAL- CMP Monitoring Checkis: 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, ] ] 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.

Zed Kekula Principal Civil Engineer %a W & -‘-1’@

Name (Print) Title J Signature Date
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OCTEA 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 ]

¢ 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. J

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 ] OJ 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

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: O

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. ]
L ]
L]
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 ] ]
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] O 0d|d
O] Oy oOjd
O] Oy o0|d

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 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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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 0 O
seven-year CIP?
7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its ] D
implementation?
8. Does the deficiency plan include a process to allow some level of development to 0 ]
l [

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

0 I 0 I O

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 | X
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 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 ] ] ]

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)

OCTA

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 ] ]
(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? X D |:|

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 1 NEED TO
ANSWER THE REMAINING QUESTION.
2. | If so, was the project developed as part of the federal Congestion Management Process, D ] 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.
D St Aﬁocﬁc&z 60‘4“%/ f% ; 5'/5"’/"’/

Name (Print) Title Date
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OLTA 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: X ]

o 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

DHETA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
e ~_ CMP Monitoring 'Che_t:_kliét: Deficiency Plans oy
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. ]
L ]
L]
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 ] ]
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?

L B
L) O OO
) 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)?

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

el 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?

L) | LI &1 &
Ll By £dq LI
N I I O I

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

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? X ] H
2. | Does the CIP include projects to maintain or improve the performance of the CMPHS 0 ]
(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? ] ]

Additional Comments:




APPENDIX C

QoA 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, ] ] ]
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.

Guilloms  Dargs fossee, _nginen. L thaly

Name (Print) Title ﬁ,éne\turek Date

T



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] O] 0O
O] O] O] 0O
O] O] O] 0O

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 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 ] ]
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.



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

TR Congestion Management Program (CMP)

1. | Does any federally funded project in the CIP result in a significant increase in single ] ] 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, ] ] n

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.

- "
Krys Saldivar Public Works Manager WM” L/l /2

Name (Print) Title Signature Date




APPENDIX C

S Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: City of Villa Park
CMP Monitoring Checklist: Level of Service (LOS)
CMP Checklist YES | NO | N/A
1. Check "Yes" if either of the following apply: 5 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
»
3. Will deficient intersections, if any, be improved by mitigation measures to be O 0 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 0O 0O |
operating below the CMP LOS standards?

Additional Comments:

he 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

e 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,

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 0O | |
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 0O O
OCTA?
5. | Does the deficiency plan fulfill the following statutory requirements? :
a. Include an analysis of the causes of the deficiency? 0 O ]
b. Include a list of improvements necessary to maintain minimum LOS standards on O 0 0]
the CMPHS and the estimated costs of the improvements?
c. Indude a list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimates of their costs, O O m
which will improve LOS on the CMPHS and improve air quality?
i. Do the improvements, programs, or actions meet the criteria established by O O ]
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 fow
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 Monitoring Checklist: Deficiency Plans (cont.)
CMP Checklist YES NO N/A
6. Are the capital improvements identified in the deficiency plan programmed in your 0 O
seven-year CIP?
7. Does the deficiency plan include a monitoring program that will ensure its 0] 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? D O
10. | Please describe any innovative programs, if any, inciuded in the deficiency plan:

Additional Comments:




AL 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 5 O
previous CMP?

a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for D ] O
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 O
whether any are outside of your jurisdiction).

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

b. If any impacted links & intersections were outside your jurisdiction, did your ] 0 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 0 O ]
consistency requirements as described in the CMP Preparation Manual (available online
at http://www.ocka.n f/cmpprepmanual.pdf)?

Additional Comments:

3Exempt1‘ons 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.



AL 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? 4 O ]

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

3. | Is it consistent with air quality mitigation measures for transportation- related vehicle O 0]
emissions?

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

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 n ]
occupant vehicle (SOV) capacity?

X

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 0
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. v
M. AKRAM HINDIYEH CITY ENGINEER ,J( . &&»ﬁ‘-’ %
\

Name (Print) Title Signature Date




APPENDIX C

OCTA Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Jurisdiction: Westminster
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. ]
[ ]
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?

Additional Comments:

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.

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

QETA 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 ] ] m
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? ] ] OJ
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)?

>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

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 oy oj o
L) O] O] 0O
O] d] O] O

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

Additional Comments:

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

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 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?3 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 ]

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:

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

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 ] ] X
(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? 4 ] ]

Additional Comments:

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

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 ] 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.

JAKE NGO, P.E. INTERIM PWD/CITY A /M 6/23/2021
ENGINEER -
L

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.

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)?

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. | 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.

i Deputy Director of Public
Rick Yee Vorks/ Assistant City Engineer
‘ S

Name (Print) Title

ignature l Date l
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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: w D

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 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
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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: 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?

¢. 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 ood
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.


kimc
Accepted


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:

Oooooz

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 % D
previous CMP?
a. If not, have you submitted the revised TIA approach and methodology to OCTA for D D w
review and approval?
2. | Did any development projects require a CMP TIA during this CMP cycle?3 D w

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.


kimc
Accepted

kimc
Accepted

kimc
Accepted


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:



kimc
Accepted

kimc
Accepted

kimc
Accepted

kimc
Accepted


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 ‘? 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.

Sonica Kohli, P.E., QSD Manager, Capital Programs M 6/30/2021

Name (Print) Title Signature Date
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Mitigation Fee Program

Review Summary



FY2021/2022 Measure M2 Eligibility
Mitigation Fee Program Compliance Summary

Agency MF';::;ﬁl:i::nce Study Fee Schedule Policy Letter Reco:tn?:;sdation
Aliso Viejo Adopted Fee worksheet provided Development Agreements Meets Requirement
Anaheim Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Brea Adopted Nexus Study Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Buena Park Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Costa Mesa Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
County of Orange Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Cypress Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Dana Point Adopted Feasibility Srudy Ordinance provided Meets Requirement
Fountain Valley Adopted Nexus Study Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Fullerton Adopted Fee schedule provided Policy and Reso Meets Requirement
Garden Grove Adopted Nexus Study Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Huntington Beach Adopted Nexus Study Fee schedule provided Resolution provided Meets Requirement
Irvine Adopted Nexus Study Excerpt Fee schedule provided Municipal Code Meets Requirement
La Habra Adopted Fee schedule provided Ordinance provided Meets Requirement
La Palma Adopted General Plan/Ordinance Meets Requirement
Laguna Beach Adopted Municipal Code letter Meets Requirement
Laguna Hills Adopted Fee Study Municipal Code w/Fee Meets Requirement
Laguna Niguel Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Laguna Woods Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Lake Forest Adopted 5-year Update Ordinance w/fee Meets Requirement
Los Alamitos Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Mission Viejo Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Newport Beach Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Orange Adopted Update Study Fee schedule provided Ordinance provided Meets Requirement

Page 1 of 2




FY2021/2022 Measure M2 Eligibility
Mitigation Fee Program Compliance Summary

Agency MF';::;ﬁl:i::nce Study Fee Schedule Policy Letter Reco:tn?:;sdation
Placentia TBD Municipal Code w/Fee Meets Requirement
Rancho Santa Margarita Adopted Nexus Study Fee schedule provided Ordinance provided Meets Requirement
San Clemente Adopted Nexus Study & amendments Resolution provided Meets Requirement
San Juan Capistrano Adopted Fee schedule provided Resolution provided Meets Requirement
Santa Ana Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Seal Beach Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Stanton Adopted Nexus Study Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Tustin Adopted Fee schedule provided Meets Requirement
Villa Park TBD Municipal Code letter Meets Requirement
Westminster Adopted Update Study Resolution w/fee Meets Requirement
Yorba Linda Adopted Resolution w/fee Meets Requirement

| 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 eligibility
requirements related to the Mitigation Fee Program. (Ordinance No. 3, Attachment B, Section I1.A.2)
m

T"f/-\

Paul Rodriguez, Principal
Rodriguez Consulting Group

Page 2 of 2
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2021 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 s .
Maint |
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 aintain mprove 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 L 6 PCI PCI (Y or N)
Limits Areas Class PCI Dates Type Cost Year $x10 6 6
$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 4 v v v v 4 v v Y
Cypress G G VG G G VG v v v v v v v v v v v v v Y
Dana Point VG VG G VG VG VG v v v v v v v v v v v v v Y
Irvine VG G VG G G G v v v v v v v v v v v v v Y
La Habra G G G VG G VG v v v v v v v v v v v v v Y
Lake Forest G F G F F G 4 v 4 v 4 v v 4 v 4 v 4 v Y
Los Alamitos F P F P VP F v v v v v v v v v v v v v Y
Newport Beach G G G G G G 4 v 4 v 4 v v 4 v 4 v 4 v Y
San Clemente G VG G G G G v v v v v 4 v v v v v v v Y
San Juan Capistrano F F F F F F 4 v 4 v 4 v v 4 v 4 v 4 v Y
Stanton G F G F G F v v v v v v v v v v v v v Y
Tustin G G VG G G VG v v v v v v v v v v v v v 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

I. 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 M (M2). The plan was developed by City of Anaheim* using StreetSaver®, 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 all MPAH and local routes reviewed and updated biennially. The last update of the
inventory was completed on February 2021 for Arterial (MPAH) streets and February 2021 for local
streets.

e Assessment of pavement condition for MPAH routes in the system updated biennially, and pavement
condition for 158.0 centerline miles of local routes updated in this reporting cycle. The last field review
of pavement condition was completed in February 2021.

s Percentage of all sections of pavement needing:
o Preventative Maintenance: 40.7%
o Rehabilitation: 53.7%
o Reconstruction: 5.6%

e Budget needs for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction of deficient
sections of pavement for:

o Current biennial period $259.9 million
o Following biennial period $15.3 million
e Funds budgeted or available for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction:
o Current biennial period $33.1 million
o Following biennial period $32.3 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 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
wﬂue (Print) Jurisdiction

W 6/30/2021
Signé&i Date
City Engineer
Title

Page |2



City of Brea, CA Page 2
2021 Citywide Pavement Management Plan — OCTA Submittal
Final Report — June 30, 2021

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-
18, 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, 2021 for the Arterial (MPAH) and March, 2021 for 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, 2021;

e Percentage of all section of pavement needing:

o Preventive Maintenance = 30.2%;
o Rehabilitation = 23.9%;
o Reconstruction = 2.9%
e Budget needs for preventive maintenance, rehabilitation and/or reconstruction of deficient
sections of pavement for:
o Current biennial period $9,139,400;
o Following biennial period $9,134,000
e Funds budgeted or available for Preventive Maintenance, Rehabilitation and/or Reconstruction.
o Current biennial period $6,376,300;
o Following biennial period $7,029,800

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:
~ f ':/ ¢ 12 / A
' /{%7 ¢f (/DS City of Brea
Na_me_:(Print»)' Jurisdiction
-,-". /‘ i = / o
ALyl 7/2(2/
Signed  / Date

Director of Public Works

Title




m 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 M (M2).

The plan was developed by County of Orange* using StreetSaver, 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 completed on March, 2021 for Arterial (MPAH) streets and March, 2021 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 March, 2021.

e Percentage (by pavement area) of all sections of pavement needing:
0 Preventative Maintenance: 65.5%
O Rehabilitation: 34.4%
0 Reconstruction: 0.1%

e Budget needs for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction of deficient
sections of pavement for:

0 Current biennial period $90 million
0 Following biennial period $12.2 million
e Funds budgeted or available for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction:
0 Current biennial period $20.6 million
0 Following biennial period $15.1 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:

Edward Frondoso County of Orange

Name gPrint) Jurisdiction
DocuSigned by:

Edward Frondsse 4/20/2021

Siééllzqzé)u Z2DTTD4ZA Date

Deputy Director/OC Construction

Title

Page |2



m Pavement Management Plan Agency Submittal
OCTA

|.  Pavement Management Plan Certification

The City of Cypress 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 M (M2).

The plan was developed by NCE using StreetSaver®, 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 completed on May 2021 for Arterial (MPAH) streets and May 2021 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 March, 2021.

e Percentage of all sections of pavement needing:
o Preventative Maintenance: 78.8%
o Rehabilitation: 21.2%
o Reconstruction: 0%

e Budget needs for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction of deficient
sections of pavement for:

o Current biennial period $15.4 million
o Following biennial period $5.2 million
e Funds budgeted or available for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction:
o Current biennial period $5.5 million
o Following biennial period $5.9 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:

Douglas A. Dancs, P.E. City of Cypress

Name (Print) Jurisdiction
Digitally signed by Douglas

Douglas Dancs g:?eczszozme.m 14:59:17 -07'00' 6/29/2021

Signed Date

Director of Public Works

Title

Page |2



m Pavement Management Plan Agency Submittal
OCTA

l.  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 M (M2).

The plan was developed by City of Dana Point* using StreetSaver®, a pavement management system,
conforming 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 February 2021 for Arterial (MPAH) streets and April 2021 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 April 2021.

e Percentage of all sections of pavement needing:
o Preventative Maintenance: 85.6%
o Rehabilitation: 14.3%
o Reconstruction: 0.1%

e Budget needs for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction of deficient
sections of pavement for:

o Current biennial period $11.3 million
o Following biennial period $4.9 million
* Funds budgeted or available for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction:
o Current biennial period $8.2 million
o Following biennial period $6.5 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 (Pri Jurisdiction
wlacy  —

- 6/30/2021
Signed i ' Date

Director of Public Works/City Engineer

Title

Page |2



n‘ Pavement Management Plan Agency Submittal
OCTA

|.  Pavement Management Plan Certification

The City/County of Irvine, 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
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, LLC* 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 last update of the inventory
was completed on August, 2020 for Arterial (MPAH) streets and August, 2020 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, 2020.

e Percentage of all sections of pavement needing:
o Preventative Maintenance:13.8%
o Rehabilitation: 21.9%
o Reconstruction: 0.7%

e Budget needs for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction of deficient
sections of pavement for:

o Current biennial period $25,875,973
o Following biennial period $35,216,918
e Funds budgeted or available for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction:
o Current biennial period $22,820,518
o Following biennial period $27,727,841
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:

Mark Steuer, P.E. City of Irvine
Name (Print) Jurisdiction

5-26-21
Signed Date

Director of Public Works and Transportation
Title (Public Works Director and/or City Engineer)
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City of La Habra, CA Page 2
2021 Pavement Management Program
Final Report — April 2, 2021 Section V

. Pavement Management Plan Certification
The City of La Habra, 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
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, 2021 for the Arterial (MPAH) and March 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 March, 2021;
Percentage of all section of pavement needing:

o Preventive Maintenance = 29.5%;

o Rehabilitation = 15.0%;

o Reconstruction =7.4%
Budget needs for preventive maintenance, rehabilitation and/or reconstruction of deficient
sections of pavement for:

o Current biennial period $5,156,800

o following biennial period $4,474,400
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);
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:

Chrisglopher L. Jo havsen City of La Habra

Name (Print) Jurisdiction

Chuitmpo 7. Debeswgom 5fe5(2021

Signed '

v Date

City Engineer

Title




Pavement Management Plan Certification

The City of Lake Forest, 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 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, LLC* 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 October, 2020 for Arterial (MPAH) streets and October, 2020 for local streets.

Assessment of pavement condition for all routes in the system, updated biennially. The last field review
of pavement condition was completed on November, 2020.

Percentage of all sections of pavement needing:
o Preventative Maintenance: 69.1%
o Rehabilitation: 30.8%
o Reconstruction: 0.1%

Budget needs for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction of deficient sections
of pavement for:

o Current biennial period $41,400,600
o Following biennial period $48,376,640
Funds budgeted or availabie for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction:
o Current biennial period $8,000,000
o Following biennial period $8,000,000
Backlog by year of unfunded pavement rehabilitation, restoration, and reconstruction needs.

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 City of Lake Forest
Name (Print), s Jurisdiction
,—’..-4’:?:.’". / / : ,’/ C "Ir / g J’;
ez L AT 14/2|
’§igned Date

Public Works Director / City Engineer

Title (Public Works Director and/or City Engineer)
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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:

e Inventory of MPAH and local routes reviewed and updated biennially. The last update of the
inventorv was completed on 30-May , 2021 for Arterial (MPAH) streets and
~30-May _, 2021 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 72021 , 2021

e Percentage of all sections of pavement needing:
Preventive Maintenance 6-8  Rehabilitation 60-3 , Reconstruction %6

e Budget needs for preventative maintenance, rehabilitation and/or reconstruction or aeficient sections
of pavement for:

Current biennial period $_1.600,000 , Following biennial period $_1.600,000

e Funds budgeted or available for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation and/or Reconstruction.
Current biennial period $ 200,000 , Following biennial period $ 900,000

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:

Christopher Kelley City Engineer City of Los Alamitos
Name (Print) Title Jurisdiction

chris kelley 7/1/2021

Signature Date


bthompson
Text Box
30-Jun


bthompson
Text Box
60.3


bthompson
Text Box
6.8


bthompson
Text Box
4.6


bthompson
Text Box
30-May


kimler
Stamp


m Pavement Management Plan Agency Submittal
ocTA

[.  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 M (M2).

The plan was developed by City of 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:

¢ Inventory of MPAH and local routes reviewed and updated biennially. The last update of the inventory
was completed on January, 2021 for Arterial (MPAH) streets and January, 2021 for local streets.

* Assessment of pavement condition for all routes in the system, updated biennially. The last field
review of pavement condition was completed on March, 2021.

e Percentage of all sections of pavement needing:
o Preventative Maintenance: 0.5%
o Rehabilitation: 11.0%
o Reconstruction: 1.0%

e Budget needs for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction of deficient
sections of pavement for:

o Current biennial period $29.3 million
o Following biennial period $4.1 million
e Funds budgeted or available for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction:
o Current biennial period $13.4 million
o Following biennial period $13.4 million
s 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:

Jim Houlihan, P.E. City of Newport Beach
Name {Print) Jurisdiction
o 1 7 5] 2024
d Date ! (

e
(z:(uty Public Works Director/City Engineer
Title
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Pavement Management Plan Agency Submittal

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 M (M2).

The plan was developed by City of San Clemente* using StreetSaver, a pavement management system,
conforming 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 April, 2021 for Arterial (MPAH) streets and April, 2021 for local streets.

Assessment of pavement condition for all routes in the system, updated biennially. The last field
review of pavement condition was completed on April, 2021.

Percentage (by pavement area) of all sections of pavement needing:
o Preventative Maintenance: 76.2%
o Rehabilitation: 23.6%
o Reconstruction: 0.2%

Budget needs for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction of deficient
sections of pavement for:

o Current biennial period $19.4 million
o Following biennial period $10.1 million
Funds budgeted or available for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction:
o Current biennial period $10.2 million
o Following biennial period $9.7 million
Backlog by year of unfunded pavement rehabilitation, restoration, and reconstruction needs.

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:

Manuel Gomez City of San Clemente

Sighed

Date

Namé|(Print) Jurisdiction
W %ww Jure 7, 202 |
[ / ' '

Interim Public Works Director/City Engineer

Title
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City of San Juan Capistrano, CA Page 3
2021 Pavement Management Program
Final Report — May 25, 2021 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
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:

Inventory of MPAH and Local routes reviewed and updated biennially. The last update of the inventory
was completed on April, 2021 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 April, 2021;
Percentage of all section of pavement needing:

o Preventive Maintenance = 22.2%;

o Rehabilitation = 51.5%;

o Reconstruction =8.7%
Budget needs for preventive maintenance, rehabilitation and/or reconstruction of deficient sections
of pavement for:

o Current biennial period $7,808,200

o following biennial period $10,946,700
Funds budgeted or available for Preventive Maintenance, Rehabilitation and/or Reconstruction.

o Current biennial period $3,768,277;

o following biennial period $3,878,000
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 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:

Joe Parco City of San Juan Capistrano
Name (Pyi Jurisdiction

LK e — elicl2]
Signetf Date ( {

City Engineer

Title
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{. Pavement Management Plan Certification

The City of Stanton 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 atlocation of revenues generated from renewed
Measure M (M2).

The plan was dewveloped by City of Stanton* 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:

« Inventory of MPAH and local routes are reviewed and updated biennially. The last update of the
inventory was completed in Decernber 2020 for Arterlal {(MPAH) streets, and March 2019 for local
streets,

 Assessment of pavement condition for all routes in the system, updated biennially. The last field
review of pavement condition was completed for MPAH streets in December 2020.

+ Percentage (by pavement area) of all sections of pavement needing:
o Preventative Maintenance: 52.7%
o Rehahilitation: 41.8%
o Reconstruction: 5.5%

» Budget needs for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction of deficient
sections of pavement for:

o Current biennial period $16.7 million
o Following bienrial period $0.1 million
s Funds budgeted or available for Preventative Maintenance, Rehabilitation, and/or Reconstruction:
o Current biennial period $3.1 miilion
o Following biennial petiod $3.1 million
* Backlog by year of unfunded pavement rehabilitation, restoration, and reconstruction needs.

+ 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 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:

STE: VE STRAPAC City of Stanton .
Name,Print) Jurisdiction
5125201t
Date

Public Works Director/City Engineers ((NTEZJM)

Title
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City of Tustin, CA Page 2
2021 Citywide Pavement Management Plan — OCTA Submittal
Final Report — May 21, 2021

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-
20, 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, 2021 for the Arterial (MPAH) and March, 2021 for 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, 2021;

e Percentage of all section of pavement needing:

o Preventive Maintenance = 30.4%;
o Rehabilitation = 14.0%;
o Reconstruction =0.1%
e Budget needs for preventive maintenance, rehabilitation and/or reconstruction of deficient
sections of pavement for:
o Current biennial period $5,653,800;
o Following biennial period $5,644,600
e Funds budgeted or available for Preventive Maintenance, Rehabilitation and/or Reconstruction.
o Current biennial period $4,213,200;
o Following biennial period $5,050,000

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:

Douglas S. Stack, P.E. City of Tustin

ar Ly fore !

V] []
Wé U Date

Director of Public Works/City Engineer
Title
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& ANNUAL ELIGIBILITY REVIEW
Go AER Subcommittee Checklist

Local Tax Dollars at Work

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), Mitigation Fee Program (MFP), and
Pavement Management Plan (PMP) materials provided to you for each local agency.

Local Agency CMP MFP PMP
Aliso Viejo [ ] N/A
Anaheim ] [l [l
Brea [ ] ]
Buena Park I O N/A
Costa Mesa ] O N/A
County of Orange U] [ [
Cypress ] ] ]
Dana Point Ol O] O]
Fountain Valley O O N/A
Fullerton ] O N/A
Garden Grove ] O N/A
Huntington Beach Ol ] N/A
Irvine ] ] ]
La Habra Ol [ ]
La Palma ] O N/A
Laguna Beach Ul [ N/A
Laguna Hills ] O N/A
Laguna Niguel Ol ] N/A
Laguna Woods ] O N/A
Lake Forest Ol ] ]
Los Alamitos ] ] ]
Mission Viejo Ol O N/A
Newport Beach ] ] ]
Orange Ol ] N/A
Placentia ] O N/A
Rancho Santa Margarita Ol ] N/A
San Clemente ] ] ]
San Juan Capistrano Ol ] ]
Santa Ana ] O N/A
Seal Beach | O N/A
Stanton ] O O
Tustin [l L] L]
Villa Park ] O N/A
Westminster | O N/A
Yorba Linda O O N/A

Name Signature Date
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