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Introduction to Competitive SB 1 Programs 

▪ Local Partnership Competitive Program - $200 million per year (60% Formulaic and 40% Competitive) 

 Provide funding to counties, cities, districts, and regional transportation agencies that have 
voter-approved taxes, tolls, or fees dedicated solely to transportation improvements, or that have 
imposed fees, including uniform developer fees, dedicated solely to transportation 

improvements. 

▪ Solutions for Congested Corridors Program - $250 million per year 

 Fund projects designed to reduce congestion in highly traveled and highly congested corridors 

through performance improvements that balance transportation, community impacts, and 
provide environmental benefits. 

▪ Trade Corridor Enhancement Program – approximately $400 million per year (state and federal) 

 Fund public infrastructure projects that have a high volume of freight movement, including 
Medium and Heavy-Duty Zero Emission Vehicle Infrastructure 
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Interagency EAC Involvement in SB 1 Programs 

▪ Winter and spring of 2024 - Commission staff worked with the EAC to review SB 1 Program Guidelines and incorporate 

their feedback as revisions to the guidelines and SB 1 Programs Transportation Equity Supplement. A standalone 

public workshop was held to discuss potential changes in March 2024. 

▪ Winter 2025 - Commission staff solicited interest from EAC members to participate in SB 1 project evaluations. Seven 

members opted to participate. 

▪ March 2025 – an orientation was provided to participating EAC members to familiarize them with the SB 1 programs 

and project evaluation process. Evaluation guidance documents and templates were provided to each evaluator. 

▪ Spring 2025 - EAC members reviewed and evaluated SB 1 projects for all three SB 1 programs, specifically the 

community engagement criteria and equitable outcomes of projects. EAC members were compensated for time spent. 

▪ May 2025 - EAC member evaluations were directly incorporated into the overall ratings for SB 1 projects, informing the 

final staff recommendations for funding at the June 2025 Commission Meeting. 

▪ Fall 2025 - EAC members that evaluated SB 1 projects met with SB 1 Program managers to debrief their evaluations 

and discuss what worked well and what could be improved moving forward. 
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Community Engagement Evaluation Criteria 

▪ In alignment with the Commission’s Racial Equity Statement, all SB 1 nominations are 
evaluated based on their ability to create mobility opportunities for all Californians, especially 

those from disadvantaged or historically impacted and marginalized communities. Equitable 

projects must demonstrate meaningful and effective public participation in decision-making 

processes, particularly by disadvantaged or historically impacted and marginalized 

communities. 

▪ The SB 1 Programs Transportation Equity Supplement is included in program guidelines to 

provide indicators and examples that applicants can use in responding to the Community 

Engagement Evaluation Criteria. 

▪ The Community Engagement Evaluation Criteria is a critical component during the project 

selection process. 
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Feedback from Interagency Equity Advisory Committee 

What worked well 

▪ The orientation and evaluation 

materials/templates were useful and easy to 

follow. 

▪ Having direct access to SB 1 Program 

Managers helped troubleshoot issues. 

▪ Members felt empowered to evaluate 

honestly. 

▪ Participating members expressed that 

evaluating SB 1 projects gave them a better 

sense of how funding decisions are made 

and that they would participate again. 

What could be improved 

▪ Develop a more uniform system for 

accessing evaluations and uploading 

ratings. 

▪ Perform a technology and application “dry-

run” with members ahead of time. 

▪ Require applications to be remediated for 

ADA compliance. 

▪ In some instances, provide more specific 

references to pinpoint information within 

each application. 
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Thank you! 

Matthew Yosgott 

Deputy Director, SB 1 Programming 

Matthew.Yosgott@catc.ca.gov 

mailto:Matthew.Yosgott@catc.ca.gov
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