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Introduction

In November 1988, Riverside County voters approved Measure A, a one-half cent
increase in sales tax over a twenty-year period to be used for transportation purposes.
A major factor contributing to the support of Measure A was the “return to source”
concept which requires the additional sales tax revenue generated in a specific
geographic area be used to finance projects within that same area, and that a new
development impact fee, the Transportation Uniform Mitigation Fee (TUMF) be adopted
valley wide on all new development. The program has been so successful that, in
November 2002, Riverside County voters approved a 30-year extension of Measure A
(2009 - 2039). Despite its success, Measure A funds will only contribute a portion of the
transportation improvement funding necessary to prevent a potential breakdown of the
regional transportation system.

The TUMF program was developed to generate additional funds required for necessary
improvements to the regional transportation system. Local jurisdictions may choose not
to collect TUMF, however, jurisdictions not collecting TUMF forfeit their share of local
Measure A funds to the regional arterial program.

TUMF, like all development impact fees, requires a nexus be demonstrated between the
proposed development and the impacts to be mitigated. In TUMF’s case, the assessment
is based on the number of vehicle trips new development or site improvements may
generate. The most recent nexus study?, conducted in 2018, determined that by 2040,
over one million trips will be added to the Coachella Valley due to projected development.
At the same time, a Transportation Project Prioritization Study? (TPPS) was conducted to
provide an unbiased, methodological way to provide CVAG direction in determining
funding for regional arterials by identifying and ranking discrete segments to be improved.

The 2018 nexus study originally proposed a fee of $751/trip; however, this fee was
reduced to the current $245/trip after re-evaluating which regional transportation projects
would likely be built in the near-term3. With the new revised trip rate, the actual
development fees can be calculated for individual land uses. The Institute of
Transportation Engineers (ITE) has exhaustively analyzed different land uses with
respect to trip generation and publishes the ITE Trip Generation Manual. This manual is
the accepted industry standard with respect to trip generation data.

Development occurs within many different land uses. Previously, CVAG had utilized as
many as 70 land-use categories and sub-categories. During the most recent nexus study,
CVAG’s TUMF Advisory Committee determined that consolidating the land-use
categories would simplify the process without impacting the amount of TUMF collected.
CVAG has since aggregated all land use categories into twelve general categories.

1 https://cvag.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/2018-CVAG-Nexus-Report-FINAL-10-17-18.pdf
2 https://cvaqg.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/CVAG-TPPS-2017-04-27-rev2017-06-26.pdf
3 The previous trip rate, from 2006, was $192/trip.
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The fees for each category are determined by multiplying the trip rate established in the
nexus study by the ITE factor for trips per land use. For example, ITE shows a residential
single-family dwelling unit generates, on average, 9.44 trips per day. Hence,

$245 9.44 trips $2,312.80
* =
trip  dwelling unit dwelling unit

which CVAG has rounded to a final fee assessment of $2,310 for a single-family
residence. CVAG’s adopted TUMF policies, as codified in the TUMF Handbook, allow for
the consideration of annual adjustments for inflation based on the Consumer Price Index
for All Urban Consumers (CPI-U), all items. If approved by CVAG’s Executive Committee,
these adjustments take place on January 1 of the calendar year following their adoption.
In 2024, CVAG applied a 3.6% increase to all fee rates for calendar year 2025, as
described below.

Land-use Category Assessment Unit  Fee 2024 Fee 2025
Residential
Single-Family Detached Dwelling unit $2,740 $2,840
Multi-Family, Mobile Home Dwelling unit $1,580 $1,635
Nursing/Congregate Care Dwelling unit $585 $605
Transit Oriented Development Dwelling unit 15% discount
Low-Income Housing Dwelling unit Exempt

Non-Residential

Industrial | 1,000 square feet $1,440 $1,490
Office | 1,000 square feet $2,835 $2,935

Retail | 1,000 square feet $7,130 $7,385

Fuel — Gas Dispenser $10,220 $10,585
Fuel — Electric Dispenser $105 $110
Golf Course Acre $1,090 $1,130
Hotel Room $4,165 $4,315

TUMF works in conjunction with CVAG’s allocation of Measure A to fund the CVAG share
of regional transportation projects. CVAG apportions 35% of the CVAG share of the cost
of each regional transportation project identified in the TPPS to TUMF. The balance is
paid with Measure A funds. No portion of a project is funded until sufficient funding to
complete the project has been committed. TUMF revenues are applied to the TPPS
projects in order of priority, such that a new project will only be funded when sufficient
revenues for projects underway are assured. Because the project priorities set out in the
TPPS control the order of funding, it also controls generally the approximate timeline for
the commencement of each listed project.
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Fiscal Year 2024-2025 Summary

The following information pertains to the TUMF fund for the year ending June 30, 2025%.
There were no interfund transfers or loans from the TUMF Fund. No fees were re-
allocated pursuant to Gov Code Section 66001 for sums that remain unspent after five
years and for which a date of commencement of the improvement has not been
provided.

Fund Balance — July 1, 2024 $15,698,158
Balance of fees collected (accrual basis) - June 30, 2024 $6,493,520
Interest earnings from Investment Pool $874,385
Refunds ($0)
Other miscellaneous revenues/receipts $32,165
Project costs (8,190,987)
Program management expenditures (1,445,631)
Fund Balance - June 30, 2025 $13,461,610

Five Year Test Using First In First Out Method
Includes fees collected, interest earned, and miscellaneous revenues

Revenues Collected from Fiscal Year 2020/2021 $6,278,423
Revenues Collected from Fiscal Year 2021/2022 $10,511,729
Revenues Collected from Fiscal Year 2022/2023 $8,041,761
Revenues Collected from Fiscal Year 2023/2024 $5,833,125
Revenues Collected from Fiscal Year 2024/2025 $7,367,906

Total Revenue for Last Five Years | $38,032,944

As of June 30, 2025, $165,960,435 has been collected by the assessment of TUMF.
Taking into account the additional $24,360,350 in Measure A In-Lieu funds collected, the
TUMF program has generated a total of $190,320,785 since program inception on July
1, 1989.

4 TUMF revenues reported in this Annual Report may differ from revenues reported in CVAG’s annual
financial statements through a combination of factors, including reporting methodology and the timing of
permit issuance versus fee collection. Reconciliation after the close of a fiscal year may result in receipt of
payments being booked to a different fiscal period than the period in which the fee collection is reported.
Similarly, payments received in one fiscal year may relate to permits serviced or issued in an earlier fiscal
year. Contributions to the TUMF fund may also be made by CVAG member agencies that do not formally
participate in the TUMF program but otherwise benefit from improvements to the regional transportation
system. Such payments are here broken out as miscellaneous revenues, but are not attributed to the
balance of fees collection.
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TUMF Collections by Jurisdiction, Fiscal Year 2024-2025

This section sorts TUMF collections for fiscal year 2024-2025 by jurisdiction. As of
2013, each of the regional municipalities within the Coachella Valley, along with the
County of Riverside, are participating in CVAG’s TUMF program. All TUMF shortfalls
have been collected and no in-lieu payments were made during the reporting period.

The total TUMF collected for fiscal year 2024-2025 was $6,493,520 with the largest
share generated by Indio, followed by Riverside County. An additional $27,185,225 of
Measure A funding was disbursed to CVAG for regional arterial projects.

The monthly collection totals for each jurisdiction are displayed below, along with a
breakdown of the land use for which fees were collected. More detailed land use
analyses are provided in the following section.

All Jurisdictions

FY 24/25 % FY Total to Date % Total
Cathedral City $622,130 10% $13,745,981 8%
Coachella $483,628 7% $8,333,826 5%
Desert Hot Springs $660,711 10% $10,056,144 6%
Indian Wells $111,664 2% $3,836,733 2%
Indio $1,519,020 23% $41,589,226 25%
La Quinta $307,367 5% $7,988,699 5%
Palm Desert $467,728 7% $26,295,799 16%
Palm Springs $394,968 6% $18,268,432 1%
Rancho Mirage $675,676 10% $13,686,455 8%
Riverside County $1,250,628 19% $22,159,140 13%
Total TUMF $6,493,520 100% $165,960,435 100%
Total In Lieu $- $24,360,350
Regional Measure A $26,259,802 $414,930,801
Total $32,753,321 $605,251,585
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Figure 2: Proportion of total TUMF collections per jurisdiction for fiscal year 2024-2025.
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Cathedral City

Collected Refunds Total

Jul $102,200 $0 $102,200
Aug $2,740 $0 $2,740
Sep $10,142 $0 $10,412
Oct $85,870 $0 $85,870
Nov $2,740 $0 $2,740
Dec $35,996 $0 $35,996
Jan $31,240 $0 $31,240
Feb $106,035 $0 $106,035
Mar $109,706 $0 $109,706
Apr $35,080 $0 $35,080
May $52,245 $0 $52,245
Jun $48,136 $0 $48,136
Total $622,130 $0 $622,130

Retail - $54,215

Fuel-EV | $2,150

Multi-family - $30,020

S0 $50,000 $100,000 $150,000 $200,000 $250,000 $300,000 $350,000 $400,000

Figure 3: Cathedral City TUMF collections per land use category, fiscal year 2024-2025.
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Coachella

Collected Refunds Total

Jul $0 $0 $0
Aug $225,620 $0 $225,620
Sep $79,460 $0 $79,460
Oct $27,400 $0 $27,400
Nov $54,800 $0 $54,800
Dec $21,920 $0 $21,920
Jan $0 $0 $0
Feb $36,848 $0 $36,848
Mar $0 $0 $0
Apr $0 $0 $0
May $3,545 $0 $3,545
Jun $34,034 $0 $34,034
Total $483,627 $0 $483,627

Office . $11,314

Fuel - Gas $122,640

Single-family $277,640

S0 $50,000 $100,000 $150,000 $200,000 $250,000 $300,000

Figure 4: Coachella TUMF collections per land use category, fiscal year 2024-2025.
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Desert Hot Springs

Collected Refunds Total

Jul $5,900 $0 $5,900
Aug $21,920 $0 $21,920
Sep $14,120 $0 $14,120
Oct $95,900 $0 $95,900
Nov $32,880 $0 $32,880
Dec $54,416 $0 $54,416
Jan $100,329 $0 $100,329
Feb $37,780 $0 $37,780
Mar $31,240 $0 $31,240
Apr $130,640 $0 $130,640
May $90,146 $0 $90,146
Jun $45,440 $0 $45,440
Total $660,711 $0 $660,711

Multi-family I $21,035

S0 $100,000 $200,000 $300,000 $400,000 $500,000 $600,000 $700,000

Figure 5: Desert Hot Springs TUMF collections per land use category, fiscal year 2024-2025.
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Indian Wells

Collected Refunds Total

Jul $0 $0 $0
Aug $5,480 $0 $5,480
Sep $0 $0 $0
Oct $5,480 $0 $5,480
Nov $0 $0 $0
Dec $0 $0 $0
Jan $2,840 $0 $2,840
Feb $2,840 $0 $2,840
Mar $89,344 $0 $89,344
Apr $2,840 $0 $2,840
May $0 $0 $0
Jun $2,840 $0 $2,840
Total $111,664 $0 $111,664

Single_fam”y - $221320

S0 $10,000 $20,000 $30,000 $40,000 $50,000 $60,000 $70,000 $80,000 $90,000 $100,000

Figure 6: Indian Wells TUMF collections per land use category, fiscal year 2024-2025.
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Indio

Collected Refunds Total

Jul $106,220 $0 $106,220
Aug $101,380 $0 $101,380
Sep $57,540 $0 $57,540
Oct $106,527 $0 $106,527
Nov $178,900 $0 $178,900
Dec $107,770 $0 $107,770
Jan $28,400 $0 $28,400
Feb $81,545 $0 $81,545
Mar $48,375 $0 $48,375
Apr $235,157 $0 $235,157
May $387,686 $0 $387,686
Jun $79,520 $0 $79,520
Total $1,519,020 $0 $1,519,020

Retail [JJj $35,092
Industrial [ $43,677
Fuel-EV | $6,090
ity N 50,500

S0 $100,000 $200,000 $300,000 $400,000 $500,000 $600,000 $700,000 $800,000 $900,000

Figure 7: Indio TUMF collections per land use category, fiscal year 2024-2025.

TUMF Annual Report FY24-25 11



La Quinta

Collected Refunds Total

Jul $24,660 $0 $24,660
Aug $14,470 $0 $14,470
Sep $8,220 $0 $8,220
Oct $21,920 $0 $21,920
Nov $47,672 $0 $47,672
Dec $36,542 $0 $36,542
Jan $11,360 $0 $11,360
Feb $79,129 $0 $79,129
Mar $25,560 $0 $25,560
Apr $8,520 $0 $8,520
May $2,840 $0 $2,840
Jun $26,473 $0 $26,743
Total $307,366 $0 $307,366

$130,000 $135,000 $140,000 $145,000 $150,000 $155,000 $160,000 $165,000 $170,000

Figure 8: La Quinta TUMF collections per land use category, fiscal year 2024-2025.
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Palm Desert

Collected Refunds Total

Jul $5,900 $0 $5,900
Aug $27,400 $0 $27,400
Sep $34,320 $0 $34,320
Oct $84,818 $0 $84,818
Nov $41,100 $0 $41,000
Dec $8,220 $0 $8,220
Jan $17,040 $0 $17,040
Feb $17,040 $0 $17,040
Mar $16,347 $0 $16,347
Apr $141,999 $0 $141,999
May $57,919 $0 $57,919
Jun $15,624 $0 $15,624
Total $467,727 $0 $467,727

Golf l $5,505

Retail [ $37.000

Industrial I $4,466

Fuel-EV | $420

Multi-family | $1,635

S0 $50,000 $100,000 $150,000 $200,000 $250,000 $300,000 $350,000

Figure 9: Palm Desert TUMF collections per land use category, fiscal year 2024-2025.
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Palm Springs

Collected Refunds Total

Jul $101,984 $0 $101,984
Aug $67,919 $0 $67,919
Sep $2,740 $0 $2,740
Oct $8,220 $0 $8,220
Nov $27,400 $0 $27,400
Dec $10,960 $0 $10,960
Jan $0 $0 $0
Feb $59,640 $0 $59,640
Mar $7,745 $0 $7,745
Apr $79,520 $0 $79,520
May $0 $0 $0
Jun $28,840 $0 $28,840
Total $394,968 $0 $394,968

Fuel-EV | $440

Multi-family - $33,345

S0 $50,000 $100,000 $150,000 $200,000 $250,000 $300,000

Figure 10: Palm Springs TUMF collections per land use category, fiscal year 2024-2025.
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Rancho Mirage

Collected Refunds Total

Jul $112,226 $0 $112,226
Aug $262,916 $0 $262,916
Sep $8,220 $0 $8,220
Oct $5,480 $0 $5,480
Nov $5,480 $0 $5,480
Dec $152,767 $0 $152,767
Jan $64,094 $0 $64,094
Feb $14,200 $0 $14,200
Mar $5,680 $0 $5,680
Apr $11,360 $0 $11,360
May $13,903 $0 $13,903
Jun $19,350 $0 $19,350
Total $675,676 $0 $675,676

Retail || 5000
industrial [ $s0.790
Single-family _ $136,180

Multi-family | $3,720

S0 $50,000  $100,000 $150,000 $200,000 $250,000 $300,000 $350,000 $400,000 $450,000

Figure 11: Rancho Mirage TUMF collections per land use category, fiscal year 2024-2025.
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Riverside County

Collected Refunds Total

Jul $60,884 $0 $60,884
Aug $40,130 $0 $40,130
Sep $51,380 $0 $51,380
Oct $108,770 $0 $108,770
Nov $187,900 $0 $187,900
Dec $527,910 $0 $527,910
Jan $22,720 $0 $22,720
Feb $41,490 $0 $41,490
Mar $79,350 $0 $79,350
Apr $49,915 $0 $49,915
May $45,237 $0 $45,237
Jun $34,941 $0 $34,941
Total  $1,250,627 $0 $1,250,627

Single_fam“y _ 51’089'830
Multi-family . $56,034
Industrial . $74,716

Office I $30,047

S0 $200,000 $400,000 $600,000 $800,000 $1,000,000 $1,200,000

Figure 12: Riverside County TUMF collections per land use category, fiscal year 2024-2025.
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TUMF Collections by Land Use Category, Fiscal Year 2024-2025

This section sorts each jurisdiction’s TUMF collections into different land use categories.
Residential development was greatest source of TUMF revenue, contributing to almost
64-percent of the total collected fees, with the next highest categories being office
development at 11-percent.

Office

Multi-family
11%

Retail
etai 9%

8%

Multi-use
0%

Indutrial

Fuel -g/

4%

Fuel - EV
0%

Single-family
64%

Figure 13: Proportion of total TUMF collections per land use category.
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Table 1: TUMF collections per land use.

Multi-family Single-family Industrial Office Retail  Fuel-Gas  Fuel-EV Golf Hotel
Cathedral City $30,020 $372,225 $0 $0 $54,215 $163,520 $2,150 $0 $0
Coachella $0 $277,640 $0 $11,314 $72,033 $122,640 $0 $0 $0
Desert Hot Springs $21,035 $639,676 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Indian Wells $0 $22,320 $0 $0 $89,344 $0 $0 $0 $0
Indio $404,900 $850,760 $43,677 $178,501 $35,092 $0 $6,090 $0 $0
La Quinta $0 $164,560 $0 $0 $142,807 $0 $0 $0 $0
Palm Desert $1,635 $325,027 $4,466 $93,584 $37,090 $0 $420 $5,505 $0
Palm Springs $33,345 $285,638 $75,545 $0 $0 $0 $440 $0 $0
Rancho Mirage $3,720 $136,180 $50,790  $391,939 $93,047 $0 $0 $0 $0
Riverside County $56,034 $1,089,830 $74,716 $30,047 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Total $550,689 $4,163,856 $249,194  $705,385 $523,628 $286,160 $9,100 $5,505 $0

Table 2: Development units per land use.
Industrial Office Retail Fuel - Gas Fuel - EV Hotel
Multi-family Single-family (sq ft) (sq ft) (sq ft) (dispensers) (dispensers) Golf (ac) (rooms)
Cathedral City 20 153 0 10,318 16 26 0 0
Coachella 0 101 3,855 9,921 12 0 0 0
Desert Hot Springs 13 227 0 0 0 0 0 0
Indian Wells 0 0 8,815 0 0 0 0
Indio 260 799 71,532 100,673 8,772 0 58 0 0
La Quinta 0 0 23,873 0 0 0 0
Palm Desert 40 116 2,998 32,536 6,983 0 4 5 0
Palm Springs 21 65,202 0 0 0 2 0 0
Rancho Mirage 236 34,677 138,034 13,050 0 0 0 0
Riverside County 18 729 49,691 11,514 0 0 0 0 2
Total 608 2,335 224,100 286,612 81,732 28 90 5 2

TUMF Annual Report FY24-25
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Measure A Collections

Jurisdictions participating in the collection of TUMF receive 100% of their local Measure
A for street and road projects. The formula for local Measure A distribution involves two
variables in equal proportions: 1) dwelling units, and 2) taxable sales. These variables
are updated on an annual basis for use beginning July 1st of each fiscal year.

As of June 30, 2025, the cumulative amount of regional Measure A received —
$355,380,498 — has exceeded the amount of TUMF collected — $165,960,435. In all
jurisdictions, the cumulative local Measure A received has exceeded the cumulative

TUMF collected.

The graphs on the following pages illustrate the comparison on an all-jurisdiction
cumulative basis as well as individual jurisdictions by fiscal year.

All Jurisdictions

Local Measure A

TUMF Collections Received

Cathedral City $13,745,981 $44,604,740
Coachella $8,333,826 $13,904,209
Desert Hot Springs $10,056,144 $11,489,685
Indian Wells $3,836,733 $7,220,048
Indio $41,589,226 $46,140,194

La Quinta $7,988,699 $15,009,029

Palm Desert $26,295,799 $77,103,999
Palm Springs $18,268,432 $62,274,967
Rancho Mirage $13,686,455 $26,277,335
Riverside County $22,159,140 $51,356,293
Total $165,960,435 $355,380,498

TUMF Annual Report FY24-25

19



Riverside County

Rancho Mirage

Palm Springs

Palm Desert

La Quinta

Indio

Indian Wells

Desert Hot
Springs

Coachella

Cathedral City

i

o

S $10,000,000 $20,000,000 $30,000,000 $40,000,000 $50,000,000 $60,000,000 $70,000,000 $80,000,000 $90,000,000

B Measure A ETUMF

Figure 14: Local Measure A received compared to TUMF collected per jurisdiction, 1989-2025
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Cathedral City
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$2,000,000

$1,500,000

$1,000,000

$500,000

e TUMF Collections = e=====|easure A Collections

Figure 15: Cumulative TUMF collected by CVAG compared to Measure A funds collected by
Cathedral City.

Coachella
$1,200,000

$1,000,000
$800,000
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$200,000
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Figure 16: Cumulative TUMF collected by CVAG compared to Measure A funds collected by
Coachella.
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Desert Hot Springs
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Figure 17: Cumulative TUMF collected by CVAG compared to Measure A funds collected by
Desert Hot Springs.
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Figure 18: Cumulative TUMF collected by CVAG compared to Measure A funds collected by
Indian Wells.
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Figure 19: Cumulative TUMF collected by CVAG compared to Measure A funds collected by
Indio.
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Figure 20: Cumulative TUMF collected by CVAG compared to Measure A funds collected by
La Quinta.
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Figure 21: Cumulative TUMF collected by CVAG compared to Measure A funds collected by
Palm Desert.

Palm Springs
$3,500,000

$3,000,000
$2,500,000
$2,000,000
$1,500,000
$1,000,000

$500,000

S0
S N > o O D
P I N PSS
NOW W W W o
S D P P G S S
N N A A A S S S

Ne

== TUMF Collections === \easure A Collections

Figure 22: Cumulative TUMF collected by CVAG compared to Measure A funds collected by
Palm Springs.
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Figure 23: Cumulative TUMF collected by CVAG compared to Measure A funds collected by
Rancho Mirage.
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Figure 24: Cumulative TUMF collected by CVAG compared to Measure A funds collected by
Riverside County.
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Congestion Management Program

The Congestion Management Program (CMP) is an effort to link land use, transportation,
and air quality, to promote reasonable growth management programs that will effectively
utilize new transportation funds, alleviate traffic congestion and related impacts, and
improve air quality.

The CMP states: "Any jurisdiction that adopts a multi-jurisdictional Transportation Uniform
Mitigation Fee (TUMF) which complements the objectives of the CMP, will be found in
compliance with the CMP requirements." All jurisdictions, regardless of whether or not
they participate in the TUMF Program, must comply with other required elements of the
CMP, such as development of deficiency plans if the actual level of service (LOS) falls
below the minimum CMP requirement standard of "E", a Transportation Demand
Management (TDM) plan, and adherence to the Conformance and Monitoring Process.

Measure A funds are distributed to local jurisdictions for local street and road projects.
These funds are distributed by the Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC),
based on a Coachella Valley formula that applies a 50% weight to the proportionate share
of dwelling units and a 50% weight to taxable sales generated. The CMP requires, as of
January 1, 1992, that all new development be tracked in non-TUMF jurisdictions, and
calculations performed annually, to demonstrate an equitable share of Measure A funds
towards the Regional Arterial Program.

CVAG Monitoring Process

To meet requirements of the CMP, In-Lieu jurisdictions forward copies of their approved
Building Activity Report (or its equivalent) to CVAG on a monthly basis. CVAG staff
reviews the report and requests copies of building permits issued for all development
subject to TUMF. Data is then extracted from the building permits and entered into the
jurisdiction’s database as if the jurisdiction was participating in the TUMF program.
Estimation is obtained when fees are calculated on development subject to TUMF.

The City of La Quinta began participation in the TUMF Program in April 2013. Prior to its
participation in the collection of TUMF, La Quinta forfeited its local Measure A to the
Regional Arterial Program on a monthly basis. The amount of local Measure A was
tracked and compared with estimated revenue that would have been generated if TUMF
had been collected. CVAG has recovered all Measure A funds from La Quinta as of
September 30, 2019.
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Table 3: Expenditures on Measure A & TUMF eligible projects.

Approved Actual Actual Actual Actual Actual Actual Total
Project Description Lead Project CVAG Expenditures Expenditures Expenditures Expenditures Expenditures Expenditures Expenditures
Agenc:]r' Cost Share Prior to FY 20721 FY 20021 FY 21022 FY 22723 FY 23124 FY 24125 to Date
Interchanges
Interchange Preparation Fund Various 3 1404823875 | § 1423923875 | § 10,710,24409 | 5 12340725 | § 1,117,659.82 [ § 128,266.32 | § - 5 - § 12.077,567.48
Jackson St-10 1C COR 5 8.300.000.00 | § 8,235,000.00 [ § 316832321 [ 5 10765665 | § 20754827 | & 81408038 | § 1.308.523.08 | § 384.81572 | § §.061.846.21
Monroe Sti-10 IC COR 3 1413720000 | § 1210280000 | § 301253320 |3 19391235 | § 206714274 | § 236883877 |% 153508757 (% 112786786 |5 10.283,162.58
Portola Ave./-10 IC COR § 72,100.000.00 | & 12,.061.250.00 | § 281787421 [ 5 107222720 [ § 193.216.51 | § 8524711 % 71070 | % - 5 3.977.562.51
Jefferson St/1-10 1C COR § 77.B86.000.00 |5 4216000000 | § 28,1681,10651 |3 4566046 | § - 5 - ] - £ - 5 28.208,768.07
Avenue SQ7-101C CoA 5 2.800.000.00 [ 5 2,200788.00[ % 2,300.782.00[ 5 - 5 - 5 T432213 (% oD.08341 | % 1012819 [ § 2.475.317.73
Dia Valll-10 Interchange CcC 5 153187400 [ § 1.531.07400 | 5 - 5 - 5 513350 | & 1242424 | % 313758 | & 2068541 | § 41.380.82
|Palm Dr./Gene Autry Tr.1-10 IC COR § 38.802.000.00 | & 259831,000.00 | & 8.740,875.00 [ § - 5 = k] = 3 = ¥ = 3 6.740,875.80
Subtotal Interchanges:| § 22940741284 | § 11755213084 | § 56,701,825.21| § 1,632,862.90 | § 3,580,700.93 | § 339345255 [$ 302254143 [ $% 152330718 |$§ 69,854,690.20
Bridges
Cathedral Canyon Bridge C 3 22,038.000.00 | § 2577002585 263,13960 | § 56621051 | § 148367417 [ § 140,836.508 | 131.637.33 | § - 3 2.585.488.20
Ave. B8 Grade Separation COR § 23.490.000.00 | 8 16,964.6687.00 | 5 1011944742 | 5 361824450 [ 8 1872068732 5 520.473.20 521740850 | & 108.783.62 | §  16.555,2085.34
Ramon Bridge Widening FPS 3  35098.000.00 |5 8,146,500.00 [ § 146084623 [ § 300.68688 | 5 7383248 | § 24332670 | § 340075 | & 155.860.90 | § 2.255,863.04
\fista Chino Bridge (across WWR) S 3 114,700.00 | § 817237500 | 5 34451288 | § 476178 [ § 1548211 | § 19.147.18 | § 54.85061 | 5 522108 | § 443,084 68
Dune Palms Bridge over WWR LQ § 10,093,000.00 | & 9,118,730.00 [ & 182028875 | 27984058 | § 28661162 | § 903,850.23 | § 2.860.529.28 | § 45654481 | & 5.417.745.45
South Palm Canyon Bridge FPS 3 101.968.00 | § 865,326.00 | § 104.050.11 | 5 3281283 [§ 365526 | § 184191 [ § 108228 [ § 57812708 | § 201.355.18
East Palm Canyon Bridge PS 3 102,083.00 | § 1,108,611.00| § 6817122 | 5 13340885 | § 68.413.95 | 3 7783636 | § 1112180 | § 82078 | § 357.673.05
Awe. 50 Bridge (WWR & SR88) COA 3 740783500 [ 5 5,535,626.00 | 70280648 | § 4649043 | 3 55468877 | & 210,03768 | § 41.378.11 | § 482.970.52 | § 2.108.381.00
Avenue 44 Bridge (across WWR) Indio 3 18,230,00000 | § 3,216,000.00 | § 467,884.63 | § 4025353 | § 3267039 | 5 28,18492 [ 5 2478502 | & §20.191.55 | § 1,280,880.04
Frank Sinatra Bridge (across WWR) RM § 35290.000.00 | § 454865800 ( 5 21327278 | § 370458 [ 5 2040004 | 5 - b - 5 - 5 270.7168.38
Date Palm Bridge (across WWR) cc § 18,703,000.00 | § 1,608,825.00| 5 1,277,183.12 | § - 5 - 5 - i3 - 5 - 5 1,277,163.12
Airport Blvd Bridge COR 5 6.600.000.00 | & 4.850,00000( % - 5 - 5 k] - E] 5875072 | % 377.973.00 | § 428,732.72
Avenue 50 Bridge over the La Quinta Evacuation Channel La 3 5,133.00000 | 3 384075000 5 - 5 - 3 - 5 - i3 503026 | & 18,30857 [ § 25,0:35.83
Indian Canyon Ave. (from Gamnet to and incl. RR crossing) PS § 21.500.000.00 | & 7.500,000.00 [ § 1501885368 [ 5 19706048 | § 20708052 | § 168,139.25 | § 851.506.00 | & 840.728.680 | § 3.555,508.21
Subtotal Bridges:| § 215,701,586.00 | § 8311426058 | § 1853054857 § 5,.265,805.08 | § 4,809,39563 | § 231167473 [ $ 386229791 ($ 300250041 |§ 3778222233
Arterial Links

Maorih Indian Canyen (20th to Dillon) COR 3 4.786.000.00 [ 3 3.501.00000( 3 204225151 (3 19489722 | § 252482832 | 3 = ] = 3 = 3 4.781.777.05
Avenue 42 - Van Buren to Dillen COR 5 470000000 [ 5 3525000005 05T |5 13520755 | § 8451552 | % 19118218 | % 106430100 [ % 54467476 | § 2.815.676.41
Madisen 5t (from Ave. 52 to Indio Bhwd.) Indio 3 46.250,000.00 | § 2420470400 | 5 2088488152 § 24233624 | § 7545597 | § 475,149.12 | § 403.709.37 | § 2734888 |53 22.208,848.10
Jefferson St/Vamer Road north of |-10 Indio 3 6.000.000.00 | 3 4500000005 161175383 (3 - 3 - 3 - 3 - ¥ - 3 1.611.753.83
Date Palm Drive Morth of -10 cC 5 3.116.000.00 | § 2,237.000.00 | § 464,133.55 | § - 5 = k] = ¥ = $ 7728755 | § 541.421.10
Avenue 50 (Calhoun to Hamison) CoA 3 4,500.000.00 [ § 3,375,000.00 [ § 285855.70 | & 20053078 | § 57,850.01 | 5 865,318.08 | § 172.300.63 | § 254,150.58 | § 1.645.014.78
Avenue 50 (SR8 to 1-10) COA 5 1.820.000.00 | § 1,285,000.00 | § 74585242 | § 27347268 | § - 5 4557420 | § = ¥ = 3 1,365,000.00
2017 ATP Regional Bicyde/Pedestrian Safety Program Various 3 1462780000 |5 10,235,384.00 | 5 537187205 [ % 1,360.880.71 [ 8 1,762,488.55 [ § 1,020,887.44 [ § - 3 - 3 8,525,138.756
Fred WaringWashington Street Intersection LQ 3 1,860,745.00 | § 1,385,55500 | § 25208204 | § 02084527 | 5 116,140.66 | § - ] - 5 - 5 1,288 177.87
Avenue 50 and Jackson Sireet Intersection Improvement Indio 3 1,584 60000 | 5 1,195,85000 | § 109608578 | 5 85515565 [ 8 8150583 | 5 18401264 | 3 2756250 |F 112816115 (8 1.718.513.43
2019 ATP Safety Program Various 3 6.472,978.00 | § 4854733560 | 5 1,520,51045 | § 73183676 | § 523,606.71 | § 4812275 | § - 5 - 5 2,822 166.87
Indian Canyon Two-way Conversion PS 5 2,000.000.00 [ 5 1,500,000.00 [ 5 - 5 - 5 1,500,00000( 5 - 3 - 3 - 5 1.500,000.00
Grapefruit Blvd. between Leoco Lane and Bth Street COA 3 5,024 48200 | 3 145382083 | 5 5 - 5 - 5 145382078 | § - 5 - 5 1,453 820.78
Avenue 50 Widening (Jefferson St to Jackson S2) Indio 5 200.000.00 | § E75,000.00 | & 5 - 5 5 18.68250 [ % 22273545 | & 108.928.10 | § 248.357.05
Jefferson St betwesn Ave 38 and Sun City Bhvd Indio 3 300.000.00 | 5 22500000 | § - 5 - 5 - 5 184850 [ 5 9DITTET | 5 3000814 [ 5 131,824 51
Subtotal Arterial Links:| § 103,954,675.00 | § 6443323733 (§ 34074843.14(§ 4172,231.77 | § 6,726,581.57 | § 441249984 |$ 198097691 (% 2178,558.16 |% 53,545691.39

| Total: [ § 54906367384 [ § 265099,628.75 | § 105,307,21652 ] § 11,070,899.75 [§ 1511667813 [ § 1011762712 [ § 886581625 | § 670436575 [§ 161,182,603.92 |

COR-County of Riverside, RM-Rancho Mirage, W-Indian Wells, PD-Palm Desert, P5-Palm Springs, CC-Cathedral City, COA-Coachella LO-La Quinta;
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