
 
 

A       G       E       N       D       A 
 
 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 

www.pctpa.net 

Wednesday, August 24, 2011 - 9:00 AM 
Board of Supervisors Chambers 

175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, CA  95603 
 

 
A. Flag Salute  

   
B. Roll Call  

   
C. Approval of Minutes:  June 29, 2011 Action 

Pg.  1 
D. Agenda Review  

   
E. Public Comment  

   
F. Consent Calendar Action 
 These items are expected to be routine and non controversial.  They will 

be acted upon by the Board at one time without discussion.  Any Board 
member, staff member, or interested citizen may request an item be 
removed from the consent calendar for discussion. 

Pg.  7 

 1. FY 2011/12 Final Findings of Apportionment for Local 
Transportation Fund (LTF) and State Transit Assistance (STA) 
Final Fund Allocation 

Pg.  9 

 2. FY 2011/12 PCTPA Claim for Local Transportation Funds 
(LTF) - $977,990 

Pg.  12 

 3. FY 2011/12 Western Placer CTSA Claim for Local 
Transportation Funds (LTF) - $606,514 

Pg.  14 

 4. City of Lincoln TDA Financial Audit  
 5. FY 2011/12 Western Placer CTSA Claim for State Transit 

Assistance (STA) Funds - $62,916 
Pg.  17 

    
ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

 
CONVENE AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICE 
AGENCY 

    
G. Consent Calendar Action 
 These items are expected to be routine and non controversial.  They will 

be acted upon by the Board at one time without discussion.  Any Board 
member, staff member, or interested citizen may request an item be 
removed from the consent calendar for discussion. 

Pg.  21 
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 1. Authorize filing FY 2011/12 Western Placer CTSA Claim for 

Local Transportation Funds (LTF) - $606,514 
Pg.  22 

 2. Authorize filing FY 2011/12 Western Placer CTSA Claim for 
State Transit Assistance (STA) Funds - $62,916 
 

Pg.  25 

ADJOURN AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICE 
AGENCY 

    
CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

    
H. Statewide Local Streets and Roads Needs Assessment Action 

Pg.  29 
   
I. Transit Consolidation Update Discussion 

Pg.  33 
   
J. Executive Director’s Report 

1.  AB 441 (Monning); Statewide Planning 
 

   
K. Board Direction to Staff  
   
L. Informational Items Info 
 1. Revenues and Expenditures for June (under separate cover)  
 2. TAC Minutes Pg. 35 
 3. Status Reports  
  a. PCTPA Pg.  38 
  b. Randle Communications Pg.  42 
  c. Federal Advocates, Inc.  
   i. June 2011 Pg.  45 
   ii. July 2011 Pg.  50 
  d. Capitol Corridor Monthly Performance Report Pg.  53 
 4. Newspaper Articles Pg.  55 
    
 
Adjourn to Closed Session – (Conference Room B) 

This closed session is being held pursuant to Government Code 54957 –  
Public Employee Performance Evaluation - Executive Director 

 
Next Regularly Scheduled PCTPA Board Meeting 

September 28, 2011 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
MINUTES 

JUNE 29, 2011 
 
The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency met on Wednesday, June 29, 2011 at 9:00 
a.m. at the Board of Supervisors Chambers, 175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, California. 
 
 ATTENDANCE: John Allard    Celia McAdam 
    Tom Cosgrove    Scott Aaron 
    Jim Holmes (arrived at 9:30 a.m.) Shirley LeBlanc 
    Ron McIntyre    David Melko 
    Keith Nesbitt    Solvi Sabol 

Miguel Ucovich   Sue Sholtis 
    Kirk Uhler 
    Scott Yuill    
 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Upon motion by Allard and second by Ucovich, the minutes of the May 4, 2011 PCTPA Board 
meeting were unanimously approved as submitted. 
 
AGENDA REVIEW 
None. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
Chair Uhler reported he attended Cap to Cap on behalf of Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency in May.  Uhler served on the Transportation Committee and also attended meetings with 
Congressman McClintock, Congressman Herger, Senator Feinstein and Senator Boxer.  Uhler 
discussed the Placer Parkway project during these meetings and our request for $25M in funding 
to complete the environmental work and begin engineering.  During these meetings Uhler also 
explained how the Sacramento region has worked cooperatively in developing the Blueprint as 
well as enumerate the steps Placer County is prepared to take in setting aside areas for 
conservation and urbanization, noting the Placer Parkway transportation project connects Placer 
County with Sutter County which allowed our representatives in Washington D.C. to recognize 
this is a project of regional significance. 
 
CONSENT CALENDAR 
Upon motion by Ucovich and second by Allard, the Board unanimously approved the Consent 
Calendar as submitted.   
 
FREEWAY SERVICE PATROL PROGRAM CONTRACT AWARD 
Solvi Sabol asked the Board to authorize the Executive Director to enter into a Task Agreement 
with Sierra Hart, the contractor for Placer County’s Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) program.  
Sabol noted the FSP program is primarily funded through a State allocation which can vary from 
year to year depending on lane miles, population and congestion and also requires a 25% match.  
PCTPA looks to the Clean Air Grant funding from the Placer County Air Pollution Control 
District as a source for this local match.  With increased competition we received less than our 
application request this year.   
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Sabol applied for a grant from Placer County Indian Gaming Local Community Benefit 
Committee (LCBC) with a focus on FSP on State Route 65 as a mitigating traffic control 
measure that would serve Thunder Valley’s employees and patrons.  The LCBC awarded 
PCTPA with $35,903, 43% above our request of $25,000.  With these funding commitments, 
FSP services should remain stable for 2011/12. Celia McAdam recognized Sabol for her efforts 
in obtaining funding for this program. 
 
Miguel Ucovich commented that FSP is a great program which really helps traffic move 
smoother.   
 
Tom Cosgrove mentioned his wife’s car broke down and FSP towed the car to a safe location. 
Cosgrove feels this is a good program which has done very well.  He is happy to see this 
program continue and expand.  Cosgrove gave kudos to the United Auburn Indian Community 
for their philanthropy in the region. 
 
Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Yuill, the Board unanimously authorized the Executive 
Director to sign the Letter of Task Agreement 11-01 with Sierra Hart Auto Center for an amount 
not to exceed $250,000 for a period beginning July 1, 2011 and ending June 30, 2012. 
 
PRESENTATION:  PUBLIC INFORMATION PLAN FOR FY 2011/12 
Celia McAdam introduced Mitch Zak from Randle Communications who then introduced 
Margeaux Esler, Senior Account Executive, who has been working since 2007 on behalf of 
PCTPA.  Esler highlighted the accomplishments of last year’s public information plan and 
presented a draft of next year’s plan and goals. 
 
Miguel Ucovich asked that we inform the public if we are unable to complete construction on the 
Bottleneck projects as scheduled.  Celia McAdam responded although the weather has hampered 
construction activities, Phase 2 will be completed on time this year.  If Phase 3 is not completed 
in 2011 we will inform the public of the change of construction completion date.   
 
Keith Nesbitt inquired about the standard “open” rate for e-newsletters, noting that PCTPA has a 
35% open rate.  Esler responded the standard open rate is 26% for the transportation industry.  
Nesbitt noted the need for increased marketing for our Short Range Transit Plans and inquired 
whether Randle will be helping in this effort.  Celia McAdam noted transit marketing is part of 
our alternative transportation program.  Transit marketing will be included in our newsletter and 
on the PCTPA website. 
 
Tom Cosgrove thanked Randle Communications for the work they have done, particularly on the 
Lincoln Bypass.  The community is always eager and anxious to learn more about this project 
and the information communicated to them has been very helpful and useful.  Cosgrove 
recommended updating the public on the Nelson and Wise Road Interchanges as well as the 
Nicholas Road Overcrossing as an information piece in the newsletter. 
 
Tink Miller, Executive Director at Placer Independent Resource Services, stated she felt this was 
money well invested and encouraged a continued relationship with Randle Communications. 
 
Upon motion by Cosgrove and second by Yuill, the Board unanimously adopted the Public 
Information Plan for 2011/12 and approved the Letter of Task Agreement No. 11-01 with Randle 
Communications for FY 2011/12 for $43,600. 
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PUBLIC WORKSHOP:  DRAFT SHORT RANGE TRANSIT PLANS FOR AUBURN 
TRANSIT, PLACER COUNTY TRANSIT, AND ROSEVILLE TRANSIT 
David Melko asked the Board to conduct a public workshop to obtain public comments on the 
Draft Short Range Transit Plans (SRTP) for Auburn Transit, Placer County Transit and Roseville 
Transit.  Melko noted plans for these three transit operators were last updated in 2004.  Moore 
and Associates have prepared the plans for these three operators.  Moore and Associates also 
prepared the Short Range Transit Plan for Lincoln Transit last year. 
 
Melko introduced Jim Moore from Moore and Associates who provided a presentation on the 
Short Range Transit Plans for Auburn Transit, Placer County Transit and Roseville Transit.  
Executive Summaries for these plans are available on PCTPA’s website at www.pctpa.net.  The 
public review period ends July 22.  These plans will come back to the Board for acceptance most 
likely in September.  The individual jurisdictions will need to adopt the plans in their area. 
 
Keith Nesbitt inquired which of the Boys and Girls Club facilities was recommended for “after 
care” bus stop/service.  Moore responded the primary focus was for the facility in the downtown 
area.  Nesbitt agrees with Alternative C and inquired about a cost analysis for this recommended 
alternative.  Moore answered that each of the respective plans included a series of alternatives 
and through discussions with city and PCTPA staff performed rankings, a short list of priorities 
were determined and the recommendations were tied into what the forecast of what the ridership 
would be, what the fare revenue generator would be and what the sustainability would be in 
terms of available funding.  Nesbitt inquired whether consolidation of transportation agencies 
was included in these equations.  Moore responded consolidation was not a specific task in this 
effort.  These plans focused on more effective coordination, making sure services are not being 
duplicated, standardizing fares, standardizing eligibility for seniors and persons with disabilities, 
schedule coordination and things of this nature. 
 
Tom Cosgrove noted in the Sacramento region they have developed a universal pass program 
and inquired what steps Placer County has taken for a similar program.  Moore responded 
PCTPA has implemented the Summer Youth Pass and there are ongoing discussions with transit 
operators on a schedule coordination program with consideration of expanded pass consideration 
and a universal transfer agreement.   
 
Miguel Ucovich was puzzled by the statement “PCT ridership increased 26% across the 
evaluation period.  However, total ridership decreased 15.5% between 2008 and 2010.”  Moore 
responded by looking at the four to five year evaluation period there was a trend of upward 
ridership however within that specific fiscal year there was a decline, with a net increase in 
riders. 
 
Tink Miller, Executive Director at Placer Independent Resource Services, noted her strong 
interest in the possible pilot projects with future funding being available for Foresthill, Meadow 
Vista and Highway 193 and is pleased to see this in the recommendations.   
 
ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 
CONVENE AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 
SERVICES AGENCY 
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PUBLIC WORKSHOP:  DRAFT SHORT RANGE TRANSIT PLAN FOR THE 
WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES AGENCY 
David Melko asked the Board to conduct a public workshop and obtain comments on the Draft 
Short Range Transit Plan (SRTP) for the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services 
Agency (WPCTSA) noting this is the first plan for the WPCTSA.  The current SRTP prepared 
for the Consolidated Transportation Services Agency was developed in 2004 for PRIDE 
Industries and is obsolete.  David Melko introduced Heather Menninger from AMMA Transit 
Planning who presented key findings, an organizational framework and project and budget 
recommendations for WPCTSA’s SRTP.  Melko noted this plan’s comment period goes to July 
22 and will be brought back to this agency for adoption in September.  The Executive Summary 
is available online at www.pctpa.net.    
 
Ron McIntyre inquired whether the new targeted low income population would come from 
competition with already scheduled routes.  Menninger responded the plan proposes making 
projects eligible that would serve low income individuals, but no project should be in 
competition with conventional fixed route.  This could be a test environment, such as a deviated 
fixed route to Foresthill.  McIntyre asked where the 25% increase in TDA funding would come 
from.  Celia McAdam replied there is a formula for distribution of the Local Transportation Fund 
(LTF).  Melko noted there has been ongoing discussion regarding increasing to 5% LTF 
allocation.  As the former CTSA, PRIDE was allocated 5% until FY 2007/08 then the allocation 
was decreased to 4%.   
 
Keith Nesbitt whether any jurisdiction would be more impacted than the others with the increase 
to 5% LTF allocation.  McAdam replied the impact would be proportional based on population. 
 
Tom Cosgrove stated different modes of transit available are constantly revisited in his local 
transit committee group due to confusion on which modes are available to certain individuals.  
Cosgrove suggested development an overview of the different modes of transit available and 
how those modes accommodate different groups of people.  Lincoln and Roseville make 
significant use of golf carts which is another mobility mode.  Menninger noted the South Placer 
Call Center is a great source of information for individuals.   
 
Miguel Ucovich asked for clarification regarding the recommendation for discontinuing funding 
on the Taylor Road Shuttle as outlined on Exhibit E-7.  Melko clarified the Taylor Road Shuttle 
will remain intact; the enhancement for the benefit of the Placer County Office of Education 
facility will be discontinued due to relocation of that facility. 
 
Janice LeRoux, Executive Director for First Five Placer, representing Placer Collaborative 
Network (PCN) today, complimented the SRTP which is responsive to ideas presented by PCN.  
LeRoux expressed her support of the Rural Placer County Mileage Reimbursement Pilot Project 
and Bus Pass Subsidy Pilot Program and is looking forward to hearing more about the Targeted 
Shuttle Services. 
 
Jan Colyer, with the Truckee/North Tahoe Transportation Management Association, expressed 
her appreciation for the input from the unmet needs workshops in Tahoe.  Colyer is excited about 
the volunteer driver program and thanked the Board for their efforts. 
 
Candace Roeder, Executive Director of Seniors First, encouraged the Board to move forward 
with both existing and proposed programs.  Seniors First is willing to be a partner in any facet.   
Roeder applauded staff and the local transit operators for being innovative in addressing 
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longstanding unmet transit needs, and thanked David Melko for all his efforts in understanding 
consumer needs and educating consumers on transportation. 
 
Cindi Lang, with Placer County Children’s Health Program, expressed her excitement and 
support for the proposed recommendations and expressed her appreciation for including the 
Tahoe and Sheridan areas.  Lang applauded the PCTPA, CTSA and the programs, including the 
Health Express collaboration, on a wonderful job serving the public with non emergency medical 
transportation, the Ambassador Program, the Call Center, and streamlining the dial-a-ride 
services. 
 
Tink Miller, Executive Director at Placer Independent Resource Services (PIRS), feels this is a 
vision for the 21st century.  Miller acknowledged Celia McAdam’s leadership and staff’s efforts 
and expressed her support for returning to 5% LTF apportionment for these needed services.  
Miller urged the Board to approve this plan and PIRS stands ready to be a partner in any way 
possible.   
 
Mike Wixon, from Roseville Transit, stated there were a lot of good ideas in this document for 
continued discussions, while noting that there are some differences in how to get there.  Wixon 
looks forward to working with staff and others towards this end. 
 
FY 2011/12 WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
AGENCY BUDGET 
David Melko asked the Board to adopt the FY 2011/12 Budget for the Western Placer 
Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (WPCTSA).  Melko summarized the operating 
budget summary, pending and proposed new revenue and programs summary and the capital 
budget summary.  McAdam summarized that the budget balances, it gives the Board flexibility 
and is based on a 4% allocation from the Local Transportation Fund. 
 
Upon motion by Holmes and second by McIntyre, the Board unanimously adopted the FY 
2011/12 Budget for the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency. 
 
CONSENT CALENDAR 
Upon motion by Holmes and second by Ucovich, the Board unanimously approved the Consent 
Calendar as submitted.   
 
ADJOURN AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 
SERVICES AGENCY 
 
CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
Celia McAdam reported the State budget has passed again with no further impacts to 
transportation.   
 
The California Transportation Commission approved $20M for the Lincoln Bypass Phase 2a this 
past Thursday.  Funding is from Proposition 1B funds, the Corridor Mobility Improvement 
Account.  This will add two additional lanes between Nelson and West Wise Road.  
Groundbreaking should be in early 2012.  
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McAdam wished Chair Uhler a happy birthday and she expressed her appreciation that Uhler 
was spending part of his special day with us.  Tom Cosgrove complimented staff on their hard 
work on the Lincoln Bypass project and thanked the Board for their support.  This project 
benefits the city of Lincoln as well as Placer County. 
 
Jim Holmes praised Celia McAdam and staff for their efforts.  Holmes recognized McAdam’s 
tremendous leadership and mentioned when he was Board Chair he was amazed with the 
relationships McAdam built with anybody who has a dollar. 
 
Miguel Ucovich thanked staff for a great job and commented how cost effective it is to build 
four lanes now instead of going back years later to widen them, at a much greater expense. 
 
Celia McAdam noted she was amongst a group that met with Congressman McClintock 
yesterday asking for his assistance in moving the Placer Parkway project forward both on the 
environmental side as well as the financial side.  McClintock was frank about the lack of any 
type of earmark or funding but did say he would provide help in obtaining discretionary Federal 
grants that the project might be eligible for.  McClintock was eager to be of assistance in moving 
the environmental process through smoothly.  PCTPA staff is working on a draft letter for his 
signature in which the Congressman encouraged us to be very aggressive in our language about 
the importance of the project and the need for the cooperation of the federal regulatory agencies.   
 
Scott Yuill attended this meeting as well and commended McAdam on her report to the 
Congressman.  Yuill had a somewhat different take on the meeting tone, noting the Congressman 
was quick to point out he doesn’t perceive there to be any Federal nexus in this project.  Yuill 
suggested staff to craft a little tighter argument making a case for a Federal nexus.  McAdam 
stated we are working with the Federal Highway Administration to obtain appropriate language 
regarding this issue. 
 
BOARD DIRECTION TO STAFF 
Chair Uhler observed during yesterday’s downpour several people took advantage of the fact that 
it appears there are already four full lanes from Riverside to Douglas.  These drivers then had to 
merge back onto the highway after coming upon the road closed signage.  Uhler suggested 
additional road closed signage spread intermittently through that lane due to the inviting nature 
of the lane. 
 
Keith Nesbitt inquired whether there were additional participants of the surplus vehicle program.  
Melko responded there were no other participants.  Nesbitt likes this program and encouraged 
staff to continue to promote this program to fulfill some of the unmet needs. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 11:00 a.m. 
 
 
 
_________________________________  ____________________________________ 
Celia McAdam     Kirk Uhler, Chair 
Executive Director 



MEMORANDUM
 

299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  August 9, 2011
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
 
Below are the Consent Calendar items for the August 24, 2011 agenda for your review and action. 
 
1. FY 2011/12 Final Findings of Apportionment for Local Transportation Fund (LTF) and 
 State Transit Assistance (STA) Final Fund Allocation  
 As the Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) for Placer County, PCTPA is 
 responsible for the administration of the Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds.  
 TDA provides funds under two separate programs: the Local Transportation Fund (LTF), 
 which is derived from ¼ percent of the statewide sales tax collected in Placer County; and 
 the State Transit Assistance Fund, which is allocated through the state budget. 
 
 LTF revenues are estimated for the upcoming fiscal year and apportioned among the local 
 agencies on the basis of population.  STA revenues are estimated by the State Controller’s 
 Office and are also apportioned on the basis of population and qualifying fare revenues of 
 local transit operators. Population estimates come from the California Department of 
 Finance (DOF), and are shown as of January 1, 2011. 
 
 The final quarter in FY 2010/11 saw a gradual improvement in sales tax receipts leading to a 
 positive LTF carryover. The final LTF apportionment for FY 2011/12 recommends a modest 
 growth rate of one percent growth as part of the projection.  The final STA fund allocation 
 represents a 28 percent increase over the preliminary estimate prepared earlier this year by 
 the State Controller’s Office. 
 
 The final LTF apportionment and the final STA fund allocation were reviewed by TAC 
 members on August 9. The TAC recommended Board approval of the FY 2011/12 final 
 findings of LTF apportionment and the STA final fund allocation for transmittal to local 
 agencies and transit operators  
 
2. FY 2011/12 PCTPA Claim for Local Transportation Funds (LTF) - $977,990 

Staff recommends approval of the attached PCTPA LTF claim for FY 2011/12 in the 
amount of $977,990 per the FY 2011/12 Final Apportionment of Local Transportation 
Funds pending approval at this August 2011 Board meeting.  
 

3. FY 2011/12 Western Placer CTSA Claim for Local Transportation Funds (LTF) - $606,514 
Western Placer CTSA is submitting a claim for $606,514 in LTF funds for FY 2011/12 for 
transit purposes. The Western Placer CTSA claim is in compliance with the approved LTF 
apportionment, and all transit needs that are reasonable to meet are being provided. Staff 
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recommends conditional approval, subject to the Western Placer CTSA authorization to 
submit said LTF claim. 
 

4. City of Lincoln TDA Financial Audit 
Staff recommends acceptance of the TDA Financial Audit for fiscal year 2009/10 for the 
City of Lincoln.  The audit notes that Lincoln Transit missed the required 10% minimum 
farebox recovery ratio during the fiscal year; that nearly a third of all funds claimed for 
transit purposes did not meet the requirement that they be used for purposes necessary and 
convenient to the development and operation of the system; and that over 40 percent of the 
funds claimed for streets and roads purposes did not meet the requirement that they be used 
for those purposes necessary and convenient to the development, construction, and 
maintenance of the City’s streets and highway network.  The audit states these issues of non-
compliance are the result of unsubstantiated indirect and direct cost allocations.  The City 
states that they are working to address all issues of non-compliance.  The issue is also 
discussed under Agenda Item I: Transit Consolidation Update.    
 

5. FY 2011/12 Western Placer CTSA Claim for State Transit Assistance (STA) Funds - $62,916 
Western Placer CTSA is submitting a claim for $62,916 in STA funds for FY 2011/12 for 
transit purposes. The Western Placer CTSA claim is in compliance with the approved STA 
apportionment and with all applicable STA requirements. Staff recommends conditional 
approval, subject to the Western Placer CTSA authorization to submit said STA claim. 
 

 
 
 



FY 2010/2011 FY 2011/2012 FY 2011/2012
Fund Balance Revenue Apportionment
Subtotal (1) Subtotal Total

$818,436 $15,550,313 $16,368,749

2.9902% $464,991 $464,991
$24,474 $24,474

TRPA TOTAL $464,991 $489,465
$216 $216

$489,249

97.0098% $15,085,322 $15,085,322
$793,962 $793,962

PCTPA TOTAL $15,085,322 $15,879,284
$6,994 $6,994

$400,000 $400,000
$15,879 $293,567 $309,446
$31,123 $575,390 $606,514

$0 $106,585 $106,585
$746,959 $13,702,786 $14,449,745

$1

PLACER COUNTY 98,245 28.74% $4,159,093 
AUBURN 13,410 3.92% $567,993 
COLFAX 1,971 0.58% $83,477 
LINCOLN 43,248 12.65% $1,825,439 
LOOMIS 6,475 1.89% $274,699 
ROCKLIN 57,901 16.94% $2,446,251 
ROSEVILLE 120,593 35.28% $5,092,793 
TOTAL 341,843 100.00% $14,449,745 

County Auditor Administrative Costs

FY 2011/2012
August 2011

County Auditor Administrative Costs

PCTPA Revenue Estimate

BALANCE AVAILABLE FOR APPORTIONMENT BY TRPA

PCTPA LTF Fund Balance

TRPA LTF Fund Balance

Pedestrian and Bicycle Allocation (4)

TRPA Revenue Estimate (2)

PCTPA Administrative and Planning Costs (3)

PLACER COUNTY LTF REVENUE ESTIMATE 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY (PCTPA)

FINAL APPORTIONMENT
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUND (LTF)

Source: Table E-1: City/County Population Estimates January 1, 2010 to January 1, 2011, DOF, May 2011.

Apportionment of FY 2011/2012 PCTPA LTF Revenue Estimate by Jurisdiction

DOF Population January 
1, 2011

BALANCE AVAILABLE FOR APPORTIONMENT BY PCTPA

FY 2011/2012 
Revenue 

Apportionment (7)
Percent (%)Jurisdiction

Community Transit Service Article 4.5 Allocation (5)
South Placer Transportation Call Center - FY 2009/10 Unmet Transit Need (6)

PLACER COUNTY $4,159,093 ($166,364) $3,992,729 
AUBURN $567,993 ($22,720) $545,274 
COLFAX $83,477 ($3,339) $80,138 
LINCOLN $1,825,439 ($73,018) $1,752,421 
LOOMIS $274,699 ($10,988) $263,711 
ROCKLIN $2,446,251 ($97,850) $2,348,401 
ROSEVILLE $5,092,793 ($203,712) $4,889,081 
TOTAL $14,449,745 ($577,990) $13,871,755 

NOTES:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

(6)

(7)
(8)

TRPA Population 10,537 2.9902%
PCTPA Population 341,843 97.0098%

TOTAL 352,380 100.00%

FY 2010/2011 LTF Balance based on July 14, 2011 fund balance provided by Placer County Auditor.

Planning       
Contribution (8)

FY 2011/2012 Revenue Apportionment Available to Claimant

Available to    
Claimant 

FY 2011/2012 Revenue 
Apportionment 

PCTPA receives 4% of apportionment for regional planning purposes and implementation of SAFETEA-LU planning requirements.

Establishment of a Centralized Call Center, Unmet Transit Needs (UTN) Final Report for FY 2009/10, PCTPA, May 27, 2009.

Jurisdiction

(from FY 2010/11 $300,000 final apportionment) plus $106,585 from the FY 2011/12 apportionment.
FY 2011/12 cost estimate to operate the Call Center is $289,705 funded as follows: $183,120 accrued as FY 2010/11 carryover

FY 2010/2011 carryover apportionment uses April 29, 2010 DOF population estimates (see next page).

Source: Table E-1: City/County Population Estimates January 1, 2010 to January 1, 2011, DOF, May 2011.

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency receives funds proportional to its population within Placer County  (see box below).

Pedestrian and Bicycle Allocation is 2% of the remaining apportionment, per PCTPA Board direction.
Community Transit Service Article 4.5 allocation is up to 5% of the remaining apportionment, per PCTPA Board direction.
FY 2011/12 Article 4.5 allocation is set at 4%.

Apportioned to PCTPA per Section 7.1 PCTPA Rules & Bylaws for FY 2011/12 Final Overall Work Program, May 2011. 

 January 1, 2011 DOF Population Estimates

Printed:8/9/2011 



Amount of FY 2010/2011 Carryover:

JURISDICTION 01-Jan-10 PERCENT ALLOCATION

PLACER COUNTY 98,564 29.53% $234,448 
AUBURN 13,578 4.07% $32,297 
COLFAX 1,993 0.60% $4,741 
LINCOLN 41,111 12.32% $97,788 
LOOMIS 6,743 2.02% $16,039 
ROCKLIN 56,019 16.78% $133,249 
ROSEVILLE 115,781 34.69% $275,401 
TOTAL 333,789 100.00% $793,962

28-Jul-11

Calculation of FY 2010/2011 Carryover Using 2010 Population - Western Slope

$793,962
POPULATION

Source: Table E-1: City/County Population Estimates January 1, 2009 to January 1, 2010, April 29, 2010,  DO

Printed:8/9/2011  ^̂Printed:8/9/2011  ^̂



Public Transportation Account Fund PUC 99313 Allocation $1,572,906
Public Transportation Account Fund PUC 99314 Allocation $269,840

$1,842,746

$62,916

$1,509,990
 

January PUC 99313 PUC 99314 Total
Jurisdiction 2011 Population Fare Revenue Jurisdiction

Population Percent Allocation Allocation Allocation
Placer County 98,245 28.74% $433,968 $217,799 $651,767
Auburn 13,410 3.92% $59,235 $1,616 $60,851
Colfax 1,971 0.58% $8,706 $0 $8,706
Lincoln 43,248 12.65% $191,035 $1,448 $192,483
Loomis 6,475 1.89% $28,601 $0 $28,601
Rocklin 57,901 16.94% $255,760 $0 $255,760
Roseville 120,593 35.28% $532,684 $48,977 $581,661
TOTAL 341,843 100.00% $1,509,990 $269,840 $1,779,830

Notes:

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY

August 2011
 FY 2011 / 2012 STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE (STA) FINAL FUND ALLOCATION (EXCLUDING TAHOE BASIN)

Total STA Allocation

FY 2011 / 2012  Jurisdiction STA Fund Allocation 

(1)  4% of  unencumbered PUC 99313 Allocation goes to WPCTSA.

4 Percent  Allocation to WPCTSA (1)

Source: 2011 / 2012 State Transit Assistance Allocation  Revised Estimate, California State Controller Division of Accounting and Reporting, August 1, 2011.

Total PUC 99313 Allocation Available to Jurisdictions

 PUC = Public Utilities Code

TRPA Population 10,537 2.99024%
PCTPA Population 341,843 97.00976%
TOTAL 352,380               

8/9/2011

January 1, 2011 DOF Population

Source: Table E-1: City/County Population Estimates January 1, 2010 to January 1, 2011, California Department of Finance, May 2011



 

 

 
CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 

PCTPA APPORTIONMENT 
 

TO:  PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
  299 NEVADA STREET 
  AUBURN, CA 95603 
 
FROM: CLAIMANT:  Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
     299 Nevada Street 
     Auburn CA  95603 
 
  CONTACT:  Celia McAdam, Executive Director 

     Phone: (530) 823-4030     Email: cmcadam@pctpa.net 

 

The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency hereby requests, in accordance with the State of 

California Public Utilities Code commencing with Section 99200 and the California Code of Regulations 

commencing with Section 6600, that this claim for Local Transportation Funds be approved for Fiscal Year 

2011/2012 in the following amounts for the following purposes to be drawn from the Local Transportation 

Fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer: 

 

 PCTPA Administration   $ 400,000 

 PCTPA Planning   $ 577,990 

 TOTAL     $ 977,990 

 
When approved, this claim will be transmitted to the Placer County Auditor for payment.  Approval of the claim and payment by the 

County Auditor to the applicant is subject to such monies being available for distribution and to the provisions that such monies will be 

used only in accordance with the terms of the approved annual financial plan and budget. 

 

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION  APPLICANT:   
PLANNING AGENCY     PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS    PLANNING AGENCY 
 

 

BY: _________________________________  BY: _________________________________ 
 (signature)      (signature) 
 
BY: PCTPA Chairperson    BY: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
 
 
BY: August 24, 2011     BY: August 9, 2011   
 



 
PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

 
 
IN THE MATTER OF:  ALLOCATION OF            RESOLUTION NO.  11-17 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS TO THE 
PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION  
PLANNING AGENCY  
 
The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency at 
a regular meeting held August 24, 2011 by the following vote on roll call: 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
Signed and approved by me after its passage. 
 
 

_________________________________________ 
      Chairperson 
      Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
       
______________________________ 
Executive Director 
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to California Government Code, Title 7.91, Section 67910, PCTPA was 
created as a local area planning agency to provide regional transportation planning for the area of 
Placer County, exclusive of the Lake Tahoe Basin; and  
 
WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of PCTPA to review the annual transportation claims and to 
make allocations from the Local Transportation Fund.   
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that PCTPA has reviewed the claim and has made 
the following allocations from the 2011/12 fiscal year funds. 
 
1. To the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
 for administrative purposes:     $ 400,000 
 
2. To the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

for transportation planning purposes:    $ 577,990 
 
 Total LTF Funds Claimed     $ 977,990 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that allocation instructions are hereby approved for the County 
Auditor to pay the claimants. 
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CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 

TRANSIT PURPOSES 

TO: PLACER COUNTYTRAI\JSPORTATIOI\J PLANNII\JG AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

FROM: CLAIMANT: Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 

ADDRESS: 299 Nevada Street 

Auburn, CA 95603 

CONTACT PERSON: Celia McAdam, Executive Director 

Phone: 530-823-4030 Email: cmcadam@pctpa.net 

The Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency hereby requests, in accordance with the State of 

California Public Utilities Code, commencing with Section 99200 and the California Code of Regulations 

commencing with Section 6600, that this claim for Local Transportation Funds be approved for Fiscal 

Year ___2_01_1_1l_2----..JL.-_ in the following amounts for the following purposes to be drawn from the Local 

Transportation Fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer: 

P.U.c. 99260a, Article 4, Transit Operations/Capital: $-----
P.U.c. 99275, Article 4.5, Community Transit Services: $ 606,514 

P.U.c. 99400c, Article 8c, Contracted Transit Services: $------
C.C.R. 6648, Capital Reserve: $ 

P.U.c. 99400e, Article 8e, Capital for Contracted Services: $ 

When approved, this claim will be transmitted to the Placer County Auditor for payment. Approval of the claim and payment by 
the County Auditor to the applicant is subject to such monies being available for distribution, and to the provisions that such 
monies will be used only in accordance with the terms of the approved annual financial plan and budget. Claimant must submit a 
complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit for the prior fiscal year prior to issuance of instructions to the County Auditor to pay the 
claimant. 

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY APPLICANT 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: BY: 
(signature) ~~.~~~(Sig==natu=---re) 

ecutive DirectorTITLE: _PCT_P_A_C_h_a_ir_pe_r_so_n T.:.....ITLE: 

August 9, 2011_A_ug_u_s_t_24_,_20_1_1 =:ATE:DATE: D
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 11-18
 
ARTICLE 4.5 LOCAL TRANSPORTATION
 
FUNDS TO THE WESTERN PLACER CTSA
 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning
 
Agency at a regular meeting held August 24, 2011 by the following vote on roll call:
 

Ayes:
 

Noes:
 

Absent:
 

Signed and approved by me after its passage.
 

Chairperson 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

Executive Director 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has been designated by the 
Secretary as the transportation planning agency for Placer County, excluding the Lake Tahoe 
Basin, in accordance with the Transportation Development Act, as amended; and 

WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of the Agency to review the annual transportation claims 
and to make allocations from the Local Transportation Fund. 

WHEREAS, the Agency has made all of the following findings: 

(l) That the proposed community transit service is responding to a transportation need 
currently not being met in the community of the claimant. 

(2)	 That the service shall be integrated with existing transit services, if appropriate. 

(3)	 That the claimant has prepared an estimate of revenues, operating costs, and patronage. 

(4)	 That the claimant is in compliance with Section 99268.3, 99268.4, 99268.5, or 
99268.9, whichever is applicable to it, or with regional, countywide, or county sub-area 
perfonnance criteria, local match requirements, or fare recovery ratios adopted by 
resolution of the Agency for any or all types of community transit services. 
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(5) That the claimant is in compliance with Sections 99155 and 99155.5. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Agency has reviewed the claims and has 
made the following allocations from the 2011112 fiscal year funds. 

To Western Placer CTSA for projects conforming to Article 4.5 of the Act: $606,514 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that allocation instructions are hereby approved for the County 
Auditor to pay the claimants. 



------
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CLAIM FOR STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS 

TO:	 PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

FROM: CLAIMANT:	 Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 

ADDRESS: 299 Nevada Street 

Auburn, CA 95603 

CONTACT PERSON: Celia McAdam, Executive Director 

Phone: 530-823-4030 Email: cmcadam@pctpa.net 

The Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency hereby requests, in accordance with the State 

of California Public Utilities Code commencing with Section 99200 and the California Code of Regulations 

commencing with Section 6600, that this claim for State Transit Assistance be approved in the amount of 

$ 62,916 for Fiscal Year 2011/12 

fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer. 

When approved, this claim will be transmitted to the Placer County Auditor for payment. Approval of the claim and payment by 
the County Auditor to the applicant is subject to such monies being available for distribution, and to the provisions that such 
monies will be used only in accordance with the terms of the approved annual financial plan and budget. 

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY APPLICANT 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

r"-,"\ 
.. ' / 

0" ,; 

BY: BY: 
(signature) 

(.-.S/~~~~~~~_ 
(sig nature) 

Executive DirectorTITLE: _PCT_P_A_C_h_ai_r	 ---'-T.ITLE: 

August 9, 201'DATE: _A_U9_u_s_t2_4_,_20_'_'	 -=-DATE: 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 11-19
 
STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS
 
FUNDS TO THE WESTERN PLACER CTSA
 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency
 
at a regular meeting held August 24,2011 by the following vote on roll call:
 

Ayes:
 

Noes:
 

Absent:
 

Signed and approved by me after its passage.
 

Chairperson 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

Executive Director 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has been designated by the 
Secretary of the State of California, Business and Transportation Agency, as the transportation 
planning agency for Placer County excluding that portion of the County in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin, pursuant to the provisions of the Transportation Development Act of 1971, Chapter 
1400, Statutes of 1971; and Chapters 161 and 1002, Statutes of 1990; and Chapters 321 and 
322, Statutes of 1982; and 

WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency, 
under the provisions of the Act, to review transportation claims and to make allocations of 
money from the State Transit Assistance Fund based on the claims; and 

WHEREAS, the Auditor of each county is required to pay monies in the fund to the claimants 
pursuant to allocation instructions received from the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency; and 
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WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has reviewed the claim for 
funds established to be available in the State Transit Assistance fund of Placer County and has 
made the following findings and allocations: 

1.	 The claimant's proposed expenditures are in confonnity with the Regional 
Transportation Plan. 

2.	 The level of passenger fares and charges is sufficient to enable the operator or transit 
service claimant to meet the fare revenue requirements of Public Utilities Code Sections 
99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, 99268.5, and 99268.9, as they may be applicable to the 
claimant. 

3.	 The claimant is making full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass 
Transportation Act of 1964, as amended. 

4.	 The sum of the claimant's allocations from the State Transit Assistance Fund and from 
the Local Transportation Fund does not exceed the amount the claimant is eligible to 
receive during the fiscal year. 

5.	 Priority consideration has been given to claims to offset reductions in federal operating 
assistance and the unanticipated increase in the cost of fuel, to enhance existing public 
transportation services, and to meet high priority regional, countywide, or areawide 
public transportation needs. 

6.	 The regional entity may allocate funds to an operator for the purposes specified in 
Section 6730 only if, in the resolution allocating the funds, it also finds the following: 

a)	 The operator has made a reasonable effort to implement the productivity 
improvements recommended pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 99244. 
This finding shall make specific reference to the improvements recommended 
and to the efforts made by the operator to implement them. 

b) For an allocation made to an operator for its operating cost, the operator is not 
precluded by any contract entered into on or after June 28, 1979, from 

. emplOYment of part-time drivers or from contracting with common carriers of 
persons operating under a franchise or license. 

c)	 A certification by the Department of the California Highway Patrol verifying that 
the operator is in compliance with Section 1808.1 of the Vehicle Code, as 
required in Public Utilities Code Section 99251. The certification shall have 
been completed within the last 13 months, prior to ftling claims. 

d)	 The operator is in compliance with the eligibility requirements of Public Utilities 
Code Section 99314.6. 

Allocation to Western Placer CTSA for $62,916 in State Transit Assistance Funds (PUC 99313) 
for transit purposes. 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that allocation instructions have been prepared in 
accordance with the above and are hereby approved and that the Chairman is authorized to sign 
said allocation instructions and to issue the instructions to the County Auditor to pay the 
claimants in accordance with the above allocations. 

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the claimant be notified of the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency's action on their claim. 



MEMORANDUM
 

299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 

TO: Board of Directors DATE: August 5, 2011
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
Below are the Consent Calendar items for the August 24, 2011 agenda for your review and 
action. 
 
1. Authorize filing FY 2011/12 Western Placer CTSA Claim for Local Transportation 

Funds (LTF) - $606,514 
Authorize Western Placer CTSA staff to submit to PCTPA a claim for $606,514 in LTF 
funds for FY 2011/12 for transit purposes 

 
2. Authorize filing FY 2011/12 Western Placer CTSA Claim for State Transit Assistance 

(STA) Funds - $62,916 
Authorize Western Placer CTSA staff to submit to PCTPA a claim for $62,916 in STA 
funds for FY 2011/12 for transit purposes.   
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CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 

TRANSIT PURPOSES 

TO: PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

FROM: CLAIMANT: Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 

ADDRESS: 299 Nevada Street 

Auburn, CA 95603 

CONTACT PERSON: Celia McAdam, Executive Director 

Phone: 530-823-4030 Email: cmcadam@pctpa.net 

The Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency hereby requests, in accordance with the State of 

California Public Utilities Code, commencing with Section 99200 and the California Code of Regulations 

commencing with Section 6600, that this claim for Local Transportation Funds be approved for Fiscal 

Year 20_1_1_11_2----''--_ in the following amounts for the following purposes to be drawn from the Local___

Transportation Fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer: 

P.U.c. 99260a, Article 4, Transit Operations/Capital: 

P.U.c. 99275, Article 4.5, Community Transit Services: 

P.U.c. 99400c, Article 8c, Contracted Transit Services: 

c.c.R. 6648, Capital Reserve: 

P.U.c. 99400e, Article 8e, Capital for Contracted Services: 

$ 

$ 

$------
$ 606,514 

$ 

When approved, this claim will be transmitted to the Placer County Auditor for payment. Approval of the claim and payment by 
the County Auditor to the applicant is subject to such monies being available for distribution, and to the provisions that such 
monies will be used only in accordance with the terms of the approved annual financial plan and budget. Claimant must submit a 
complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit for the prior fiscal year prior to issuance of instructions to the County Auditor to pay the 
claimant. 

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY APPLICANT 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: BY: 
(signature) (signature) 

TITLE: _PG_P_A_C_h_a_irp_e_rs_o_n ---C.:TITLE: 

August 9, 2011DATE: _A_ug_u_s_t2_4_,_20_1_1 --=DATE: 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

" 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 11-18
 
ARTICLE 4.5 LOCAL TRANSPORTATION
 
FUNDS TO THE WESTERN PLACER CTSA
 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning
 
Agency at a regular meeting held August 24, 2011 by the following vote on roll call:
 

Ayes:
 

Noes:
 

Absent:
 

Signed and approved by me after its passage.
 

Chairperson 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

Executive Director 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has been designated by the 
Secretary as the transportation planning agency for Placer County, excluding the Lake Tahoe 
Basin, in accordance with the Transportation Development Act, as amended; and 

WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of the Agency to review the annual transportation claims 
and to make allocations from the Local Transportation Fund. 

WHEREAS, the Agency has made all of the following findings: 

(1)	 That the proposed community transit service is responding to a transportation need 
currently not being met in the community of the claimant. 

(2)	 That the service shall be integrated with existing transit services, if appropriate. 

(3)	 That the claimant has prepared an estimate of revenues, operating costs, and patronage. 

(4)	 That the claimant is in compliance with Section 99268.3, 99268.4, 99268.5, or 
99268.9, whichever is applicable to it, or with regional, countywide, or county sub-area 
performance criteria, local match requirements, or fare recovery ratios adopted by 
resolution of the Agency for any or all types of community transit services. 



5

10

15

20

25

2 
1
 

2
 

3
 

4
 

6
 

7
 

8
 

9
 

11
 

12
 

13
 

14
 

16
 

17
 

18
 

19
 

21
 

22
 

23
 

24
 

26
 

27
 

28
 

(5) That the claimant is in compliance with Sections 99155 and 99155.5. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Agency has reviewed the claims and has 
made the following allocations from the 2011/12 fiscal year funds. 

To Western Placer CTSA for projects conforming to Article 4.5 of the Act: $606,514 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that allocation instructions are hereby approved for the County 
Auditor to pay the claimants. 
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CLAIM FOR STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS 

TO:	 PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

FROM: CLAIMANT: Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 

ADDRESS: 299 Nevada Street 

Auburn, CA 95603 

CONTACT PERSON: Celia McAdam, Executive Director 

Phone: 530-823-4030 Email: cmcadam@pctpa.net 

The Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency hereby requests, in accordance with the State 

of California Public Utilities Code commencing with Section 99200 and the California Code of Regulations 

commencing with Section 6600, that this claim for State Transit Assistance be approved in the amount of 

$ 62,916 for Fiscal Year 2011/12-_------.:_-

fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer. 

When approved, this claim will be transmitted to the Placer County Auditor for payment. Approval of the claim and payment by 
the County Auditor to the applicant is subject to such monies being available for distribution, and to the provisions that such 
monies will be used only in accordance with the terms of the approved annual financial plan and budget. 

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY APPLICANT 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: BY: 
//' 

(signature) ( 
.' 

TITLE: _PG_P_A_C_h_ai_r -----C.CTITLE: Executive Director 

.,~~ 

./ I 
...... .f· 

-==~~.L.---=~~-=-=----=--(S-ig-n-a-tu-r-e)-

August 9, 2011DATE: _A_ug_u_s_t2_4_,_20_1_1	 --=DATE: 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 11-19
 
STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS
 
FUNDS TO THE WESTERN PLACER CTSA
 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency
 
at a regular meeting held August 24, 2011 by the following vote on roll call:
 

Ayes:
 

Noes:
 

Absent:
 

Signed and approved by me after its passage.
 

Chairperson 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

Executive Director 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has been designated by the 
Secretary of the State of California, Business and Transportation Agency, as the transportation 
planning agency for Placer County excluding that portion of the County in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin, pursuant to the provisions of the Transportation Development Act of 1971, Chapter 
1400, Statutes of 1971; and Chapters 161 and 1002, Statutes of 1990; and Chapters 321 and 
322, Statutes of 1982; and 

WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency, 
under the provisions of the Act, to review transportation claims and to make allocations of 
money from the State Transit Assistance Fund based on the claims; and 

WHEREAS, the Auditor of each county is required to pay monies in the fund to the claimants 
pursuant to allocation instructions received from the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency; and 
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WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has reviewed the claim for 
funds established to be available in the State Transit Assistance fUnd of Placer County and has 
made the following findings and allocations: 

1.	 The Claimant's proposed expenditures are in conformity with the Regional 
Transportation Plan. 

2.	 The level of passenger fares and charges is sufficient to enable the operator or transit 
service claimant to meet the fare revenue requirements of Public Utilities Code Sections 
99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, 99268.5, and 99268.9, as they may be applicable to the 
claimant. 

3.	 The claimant is making full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass 
Transportation Act of 1964, as amended. 

4.	 The sum of the claimant's allocations from the State Transit Assistance Fund and from 
the Local Transportation Fund does not exceed the amount the claimant is eligible to 
receive during the fiscal year. 

5.	 Priority consideration has been given to claims to offset reductions in federal operating 
assistance and the unanticipated increase in the cost of fuel, to enhance existing public 
transportation services, and to meet high priority regional, countywide, or areawide 
public transportation needs. 

6.	 The regional entity may allocate funds to an operator for the purposes specified in 
Section 6730 only if, in the resolution allocating the funds, it also finds the following: 

a)	 The operator has made a reasonable effort to implement the productivity 
improvements recommended pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 99244. 
This finding shall make specific reference to the improvements recommended 
and to the efforts made by the operator to implement them. 

b)	 For an allocation made to an operator for its operating cost, the operator is not 
precluded by any contract entered into on or after June 28, 1979, from 
employment of part-time drivers or from contracting with common carriers of 
persons operating under a franchise or license. 

c)	 A certification by the Department of the California Highway Patrol verifying that 
the operator is in compliance with Section 1808.1 of the Vehicle Code, as 
required in Public Utilities Code Section 99251. The certification shall have 
been completed within the last 13 months, prior to filing claims. 

d)	 The operator is in compliance with the eligibility requirements of Public Utilities 
Code Section 99314.6. 

Allocation to Western Placer CTSA for $62,916 in State Transit Assistance Funds (PUC 99313) 
for transit purposes. 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that allocation instructions have been prepared in 
accordance with the above and are hereby approved and that the Chairman is authorized to sign 
said allocation instructions and to issue the instructions to the County Auditor to pay the 
claimants in accordance with the above allocations. 

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the claimant be notified of the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency's action on their claim. 



MEMORANDUM
 

299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  August 10, 2011  
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: STATEWIDE LOCAL STREETS AND ROADS NEEDS ASSESSMENT 
 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Approve Resolution No. 11-20 authorizing the use of $1,744 of PCTPA’s share of Regional 
Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) funds as our contribution to the Statewide Local Streets 
and Roads Needs Assessments for 2011 through 2015. 
 
BACKGROUND 
In 2009, the California State Association of Counties (CSAC) and the League of California 
Cities (League) released the results of the first ever comprehensive California Statewide Local 
Streets and Roads Needs Assessment.  With seed money provided by the County of Los Angeles 
and supplemented with another $350,000 from other cities and counties, the League contracted 
with Nichols Consulting Engineers to develop the first report and a 2010 update. 
 
The Statewide Local Streets and Roads Needs Assessment report proved to be more timely and 
valuable than anyone expected.   Aside from the goals of educating the public, elected officials, 
and key policy and decision makers at the state and Federal levels on the condition, status, and 
needs on the local streets and roads, the report was key in providing the comprehensive data that 
has persuaded decision makers to avoid significant cuts to local transportation funding over a 
number of state budget cycles.   
 
DISCUSSION 
Current, accurate data is critical to the effectiveness of the report in supporting state and Federal 
transportation funding for local streets and roads.  This means the report must be updated every 
two years at a cost of approximately $500,000 over the next four years.  The League and CSAC 
have pledged to find half those funds through grants and other sources, and have asked regional 
planning agencies, such as PCTPA, to contribute a fair share towards the other half. 
 
The mechanism for the funding recommended by the Local Streets and Roads Needs Assessment 
Oversight Committee is a fair-share formula assessment from each region’s Regional Surface 
Transportation Program (RSTP) funds.  For PCTPA, this would reduce our RSTP by a total of 
$1,744 for the four years, out of a total of $2.3 million.   
 
Staff requests the Board authorize the allocation of $1,744 of RSTP funds as PCTPA’s 
contribution to the California Statewide Local Streets and Roads Needs Assessment report.  The 
TAC concurs with staff recommendation.  
 
 
CM: ss 



1 2 3
STP Large Urbanized 

Area STP Small Area CTAP
MPO/RTPA/County Apportionment Apportionment Adjustment

Alpine $0 $15,962 $18 0.00% $9
Amador $0 $463,808 $518 0.10% $259
Butte $0 $2,684,681 $2,999 0.60% $1,500
Calaveras $0 $535,877 $599 0.12% $299
Colusa $0 $248,474 $278 0.06% $139
Del Norte $0 $363,475 $406 0.08% $203
El Dorado $235,934 $1,380,179 $1,805 0.36% $903
Fresno $7,331,640 $3,231,644 $11,801 2.36% $5,900
Glenn $0 $349,547 $390 0.08% $195
Humboldt $0 $1,671,796 $1,868 0.37% $934
Imperial Co. $0 $1,881,144 $2,101 0.42% $1,051
Inyo $0 $237,123 $265 0.05% $132
Kern $5,234,356 $3,508,555 $9,767 1.95% $4,883
Kings $0 $1,710,685 $1,911 0.38% $956
Lake $0 $770,489 $861 0.17% $430
Lassen $0 $447,000 $499 0.10% $250
Los Angeles Co Subtotal $122,227,955 $3,559,626 $140,521 28.10% $70,260
MTC including SJ Urbanized $76,938,462 $12,701,465 $100,139 20.03% $50,070
Madera $1,057 $1,625,693 $1,817 0.36% $909
Mariposa $0 $226,354 $253 0.05% $126
Mendocino $0 $1,139,897 $1,273 0.25% $637
Merced $0 $2,782,240 $3,108 0.62% $1,554
Modoc $0 $124,858 $139 0.03% $70
Mono $0 $169,838 $190 0.04% $95
Monterey $0 $5,308,843 $5,931 1.19% $2,965
Nevada $0 $1,216,115 $1,359 0.27% $679
Orange Co. $37,548,803 $61,775 $42,016 8.40% $21,008
Placer $2,292,691 $828,974 $3,487 0.70% $1,744
Plumas $0 $275,166 $307 0.06% $154
Riverside Co. Subtotal $16,668,119 $3,752,470 $22,812 4.56% $11,406
SACOG $15,884,918 $4,349,633 $22,605 4.52% $11,302
San Benito $0 $703,429 $786 0.16% $393
San Bernardino Co Subtotal $19,325,025 $3,263,265 $25,234 5.05% $12,617
San Diego $35,339,730 $1,841,978 $41,537 8.31% $20,768
San Joaquin $4,274,525 $3,172,803 $8,320 1.66% $4,160
San Luis Obispo $0 $3,259,618 $3,641 0.73% $1,821
Santa Barbara $0 $5,276,931 $5,895 1.18% $2,948
Santa Cruz $0 $3,377,499 $3,773 0.75% $1,887
Shasta $0 $2,157,248 $2,410 0.48% $1,205
Sierra $0 $46,975 $52 0.01% $26
Siskiyou $0 $585,389 $654 0.13% $327
Stanislaus-Modesto $3,975,402 $1,931,172 $6,598 1.32% $3,299
TRPA $0 $609,861 $681 0.14% $341
Tehama $0 $740,494 $827 0.17% $414
Trinity $0 $172,071 $192 0.04% $96
Tulare $0 $4,862,993 $5,433 1.09% $2,716
Tuolumne $0 $720,171 $805 0.16% $402
Ventura $6,753,360 $3,199,310 $11,118 2.22% $5,559

Statewide Totals $354,031,977 $93,544,593 $500,000 100.00% $250,000

Formulas based on Actual Final Distribution, 2009-2010 of RSTP/contributions to CTAP

Formula Distribution of RTPA contributions 
to the Statewide Local Streets and Roads (LSR) Needs Assessment 

Percent 
Share to 
CTAP

LSR Assessment 
Contribution 
(2011-2015)



 
 PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 
 
IN THE MATTER OF: AUTHORIZING THE                  RESOLUTION No. 11-20 
PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION  
PLANNING AGENCY TO CONTRIBUTE  
REGIONAL SURFACE TRANSPORTATION  
PROGRAM FUNDING TO THE ONGOING  
CALIFORNIA STATEWIDE LOCAL STREETS  
AND ROADS NEEDS ASSESSMENT EFFORT 
 
The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
at a regular meeting held August 24, 2011 by the following vote on roll call: 
 
Ayes: 
 
Noes: 
 
Absent: 
 
 
Signed and approved by me after its passage. 
 
 

             
              

 Chairperson  
 Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
  
 
______________________________ 
Executive Director 
 
 
WHEREAS, a regional transportation network is comprised of local streets and roads, 
highways, mass transit, airports, seaports, land ports, and bicycle and pedestrian facilities; and  

 
WHEREAS, each transportation component is critical in ensuring a seamless, safe, and 
efficient multi-modal transportation network in all local communities across the state; and 

 
WHEREAS, 81% of the roads in California are locally owned and operated by cities and 
counties, where every trip begins and ends, and the local system is critical for safety and 
mobility of the traveling public, farm to market needs, multimodal needs, and commerce; and 

 
WHEREAS, while federal and state governments regularly assess their transportation system 
needs, until 2008, no such data existed for the local component of California’s transportation 
network; and  

 
WHEREAS, transportation infrastructure is underfunded and deteriorating and existing 
funding sources are not sufficient to meet even basic maintenance needs, but without credible 



and defensible data, efforts to advocate for increased funding for transportation purposes are 
difficult at best; and   

 
WHEREAS, the California Statewide Local Streets and Roads Needs Assessment provides 
critical analysis and information on the local transportation network’s condition and funding 
needs; and 

 
WHEREAS, the results of the 2010 Assessment Update, which indicate that the condition of 
the local transportation network is deteriorating as predicted in the 2008 California Statewide 
Local Streets and Roads Needs Assessment, are being used in the California Transportation 
Commission’s Statewide Transportation System Needs Assessment Report; and 
 
WHEREAS, it costs approximately $250,000 to update the California Statewide Local Streets 
and Roads Needs Assessment report every two years and cities and counties have voluntarily 
contributed and raised over $600,000 over the past four years to develop the first report and 
fund the first update; and  

 
WHEREAS, California’s cities and counties have requested financial support, in addition to 
the technical support regions have already provided, from Regional Transportation Planning 
Agencies to ensure the financial viability of the report into the future; and    
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency will contribute its proportional share towards the effort in support of the 
positive work that has been done to date, the usefulness of the findings of the report, and the 
continued use the report will serve as the collective transportation community advocates for 
scarce transportation revenues.  
 



MEMORANDUM
 

299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  August 10, 2011  
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: TRANSIT CONSOLIDATION UPDATE 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
None.  For information only. 
 
BACKGROUND 
As the administrator of the Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds for Placer 
jurisdictions, PCTPA has specific responsibilities to ensure that these funds are spent in 
accordance with State law, including annual fiscal audits, triennial performance audits, and 
processing of funding claims.  On a broader scale, PCTPA works closely with our jurisdictions 
and transit operators to coordinate transit efforts, and assure service is provided sensibly and 
equitably, and maximizes public benefit for every dollar.   
 
As a result of discussion at your March 2009 workshop, the Board directed staff to investigate 
potential operational improvements and/or cost savings that could result from consolidating the 
various transit operations in Placer County.  Along with the technical information about transit 
operations in the county, emphasis was placed on the policy element of this discussion in 
recognition that different jurisdictions may have different priorities for transit services that 
cannot be captured by technical information.  This policy direction was incorporated by the 
establishment of an Ad Hoc Policy Committee with one elected official appointed from each 
jurisdiction, or seven members. 
     
After robust discussion of transit consolidation opportunities and constraints, the Ad Hoc Policy 
Committee determined that transit consolidation efforts are premature and that focus should first 
be on improved coordination of existing transit services.  At your February 2010 meeting, the 
Board concurred with these recommendations. 
 
DISCUSSION 
Coordination Efforts 
Staff has continued to work with the Transit Operators Working Group to improve efficiency of 
the transit systems through coordination.  Specific areas of progress that respond to the directives 
of the Board and Ad Hoc Policy Committee include: 

1. Establishment of the South Placer Transit Information Center, which provides a single 
phone number/point of contact for the public to get transit information, schedules, and 
dial a ride reservations.  The Information Center began operations in May 2011; 

2. Development of Short Range Transit Plans (SRTPs) for transit operators that provides 
strategies for improved/streamlined transfers between operators, coordination of 
schedules,  elimination of service duplications, and movement towards uniform fare 
cards.  The plans will be presented to the Board for acceptance at your September 
meeting. 
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3. Development of a single, easily maintained and updated systemwide transit map to be 
available in hard copy format and downloadable off the internet.   This effort also 
includes an examination of opportunities to unify operator fare policies, Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA) certification processes, and other administrative practices.  As a 
next step from the SRTP effort, the systemwide transit maps are expected to be available 
in early 2012. 

 
Lincoln Transit 
Recent changes and challenges for Lincoln Transit have provided another opportunity for 
PCTPA to assist in improving transit coordination and consolidation.  As noted in the TDA audit 
provided to the Board under the Consent Calendar, the Lincoln Transit is facing challenges to 
meeting TDA requirements, including the required 10% farebox ratio, which must be resolved.   
 
PCTPA and Lincoln have discussed various ways of resolving these issues and ensuring TDA 
requirements are met, and one potentially promising avenue is to contracting out transit services 
to Placer County Transit in an arrangement similar to those for the Cities of Rocklin and Colfax 
and Town of Loomis.  Aside from meeting TDA requirements, this approach has the potential to 
improve transit connectivity, eliminate transfers, and provide economies of scale, particularly in 
administration.   Staff will facilitate discussions between the City of Lincoln and Placer County 
to explore this option. 
 
CM: ss 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 

August 9, 2011 
 
 

ATTENDANCE: Bernie Schroeder, City of Auburn 
Megan Siren, City of Auburn 
Alan Mitchell, City of Colfax 
Bruce Burnworth, City of Lincoln 
Andrew Gaber, Placer County Public Works 
Will Garner, Placer County Public Works 
Rich Moorehead, Placer County Public Works 
Angel Green, Placer County Air Pollution Control District 
Dave Palmer, City of Rocklin 
Rhon Herndon, City of Roseville 
Mike Wixon, City of Roseville 
Sam Jordan, Caltrans 
Chris Johnson, Caltrans 
Jeff Pulverman, Caltrans 
Dianira Soto, Caltrans 
Isam Tabshouri, Caltrans 
 
Celia McAdam, PCTPA 
Scott Aaron, PCTPA 
David Melko, PCTPA 
Sue Sholtis, PCTPA 
Steve Propst, PCTPA 

 
Status of the Pla-65 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lane Project and Project Initiation 
Document (PID) update 
Jeff Pulverman noted the Project Initiation Document (PID) for High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) 
lanes on the Pla-65 project was commenced four years ago and is approximately 85% complete.  
Recent legislation is forcing Caltrans to discontinue work on the PID as the State will no longer 
provide resources for projects they deem non-SHOPP/local project.  The PID will be put on a 
shelf and may be updated at a later time.  
 
Celia McAdam inquired what input and comments have been made on this draft PID.  Isam 
Tabshouri responded the only comment was made by the City of Roseville about an onramp 
which was later determined not necessary.  McAdam noted coalitions are working to change the 
legislation which withdraws funding for Caltrans to do PIDs. 
 
The Draft PID will be distributed electronically to TAC members for comments. 
 
SR 65 Corridor Master Plan (CMP) 
Chris Johnson reported Caltrans is working on the 80/65 - 265/20 Split Corridor Master Plan 
which is a broad vision for roadsides and landscaping which assists transportation projects.  
Johnson wanted TAC members to be aware of this effort and that he will be contacting 
jurisdictions to set up meetings to identify projects. 
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Statewide Local Streets and Roads Needs Assessment - Funding 
Celia McAdam provided handouts from the California State Association of Counties (CSAC) 
and League of California Cities (League) to TAC members regarding the ongoing financing for 
the California Statewide Local Streets and Roads Needs Assessment.  Efforts are ongoing to 
update this assessment to head off funding cuts for local streets and roads.   
 
Funding for this effort is proposed to be a percentage of Regional Surface Transportation 
Program (RSTP) funds.  Placer’s contribution would be $1,744 for 2011-2015.  Caltrans requires 
a directive from PCTPA to participate and allocate funding.  McAdam recommended 
participating in this effort to stave off any potential funding cuts.  There were no objections from 
TAC members.  McAdam will bring this item to the Board for a resolution at our August 
meeting. 
 
Lincoln Transit Issues/PCTPA role 
Celia McAdam noted Lincoln Transit has experienced some challenges with their Transportation 
Development Act (TDA) funds and audit.  Although there has been no interest in transit 
consolidation in the past, the City of Lincoln is now considering contracting with Placer County 
for their transit services.  PCTPA would be the facilitator of these discussions to support Lincoln 
with complying with TDA regulations.  Staff will bring this item to the Board at its August 
meeting for discussion.  Bruce Burnworth stated this subject has not been brought before 
Lincoln’s City Council yet. 
 
FY 2011/12 Final Local Transportation Fund (LTF) and State Transit Assistance (STA) 
Apportionment 
Celia McAdam noted the final apportionments for LTF and STA funds are higher than the 
preliminary findings from February.  McAdam added PCTPA’s administrative and planning 
allocation was back up to $400,000 to cover extensive additional staff time working on 
Proposition 1B items. 
 
David Melko indicated these allocations reflect Department of Finance population figures from 
2011.  Will Garner asked that the State Controller’s Report be forwarded to him.  Melko noted 
these apportionments will go before the PCTPA Board for approval at the August meeting.   
  
Fund Allocation Process:  Case of a Jurisdiction Foregoing their Funds 
Celia McAdam indicated staff is preparing updated TDA guidelines as a result of our most recent 
audits.  There have been ongoing discussions with legal counsel and our auditor regarding how 
long to retain funds set aside for long term projects and who should hold these funds.  It was 
determined these funds could be held for three years if held in a separate account.  After this 
three-year period these funds would need to be reclaimed.  After discussion TAC members 
concurred to this process with the County Auditor holding the funds in the name of the claimant 
jurisdiction. 
 
Other Issues/Upcoming Deadlines 
David Melko distributed copies of PCTPA’s Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) 
Use it or Lose it Policy and questioned if this policy should apply to all fund types, not only 
CMAQ, with PCTPA being the facilitator of reallocating funds.  Staff suggested a practice of 
which jurisdictions notifies us they are not able to use funds at which time PCTPA staff would 
contact the other jurisdictions to see who could utilize those funds.   
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Melko provided TAC members with a handout summarizing CMAQ 2010/11 apportionments 
and RSTP final distribution, noting the actual apportionments are now available.  SACOG 
notifies PCTPA when we can program these monies.  Melko will notify jurisdictions when this 
information is obtained.  This item will go before the Board at our September meeting. 
 
Melko noted there is more money for projects for inclusion in SACOG’s 2011 Delivery Plan.  
Melko asked TAC members to have staff review their projects listed to determine why their 
projects are not obligated.  Melko will email this list to jurisdictions for this purpose.  Samson 
Okhade from SACOG will be contacting jurisdictions regarding the status of these projects.   
 
Melko notified TAC that SACOG is advancing their Delivery Plan.  This will be a discussion 
topic at our September TAC meeting.   
 
Melko added the SACOG Board endorsed the Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) preferred 
alternative and SACOG is refining these projects and needs input from jurisdictions.  Melko will 
forward this list to TAC members for review.  Melko will also include Clint Holtzen’s contact 
information and asked that he be copied on communications with Holtzen. 
 
Melko provided TAC members with a schedule for the Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) 
and proposed 2012 Delivery Plan Process.   
 
Meeting adjourned at 4:30 p.m. 
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www.pctpa.net 

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  August 9, 2011
  
FROM: Scott Aaron, Associate Planner  

Solvi Sabol, Alternative Transportation 
   Manager & Freeway Service Patrol 
   Coordinator 

                        Stan Tidman, Senior Planner 

 

  
SUBJECT: STATUS REPORT 
 

 
1. TDM & Freeway Service Patrol Program  

Summer alternative transportation programs including the Summer Youth Pass, Spare the 
Air Free Fare, and Spare the Air for Bucks are currently being implemented.  The 
Summer Youth Pass program has seen an increase in sales over last year.  This program 
provides a $10 unlimited transit ride pass to youth up to age 18 on Auburn Transit, 
Lincoln Transit, Placer County Transit and Roseville Transit.  To date there has been 
only one Spare the Air day where transit was free on fixed and commuter routes in Placer 
County compared to two at this time last year. The Spare the Air for Bucks program has 
gone to an online program.  Alternative transportation users register on the 
sparetheairforbucks.org website to be eligible for cash and prizes. 
 
Placer County’s Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) program can now be monitored through an 
online, live GPS tracking system.  This system provides real time tracking on FSP trucks 
in Placer County, assist data, reporting functions, and online surveys from motorists that 
were served by FSP. 
 

2. I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements Project – PA&ED Phase 
The Project Development Team (PDT) met twice.  On June 14, agenda items and action 
included: 

 
• Public Outreach.  The April 14 Community Workshop summary was reviewed.  It is 

posted to the project web site – www.8065interchange.org.  The project was 
introduced to a joint meeting of Lincoln, Rocklin, and Roseville chambers of 
commerce.  The project team is exploring ways to improve publicity about future 
workshops by using local jurisdiction/neighborhood group newsletters and web sites. 

 
• Traffic.  Modeling work continued.  Use of the Sacramento Council of Governments’ 

(SACOG’s) SACMET model along with land use assumptions and the future (2035) 
roadway network improvements were confirmed with Caltrans and the local 
jurisdictions.  Because of current I-80 vicinity construction, a two-step traffic analysis 
approach is being developed:  1) alternatives screening/identification via the 
SACMET model, and 2) environmental analysis, via SACOG’s SACSIM model with 
MTP 2035 Update land use assumptions and future roadway network improvements. 
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• Preliminary Design.  Background work was reviewed on the project’s problem 

statement (future Purpose and Need Statement); evaluation framework; and 
alternatives development, screening, and selection.   

 
On July 12, PDT agenda items and action included: 

 
• Traffic.  Modeling work, (based on the two-step approach) focused on validation and 

calibration for ‘existing’ (base year) conditions.  The model should be ready for use 
by mid-August and the alternatives screening process.  Caltrans concurred with 
modeling progress. 

 
• Preliminary Design.  The Problem Statement (the basis for the future project’s 

Purpose and Need Statement) was agreed upon so that the alternatives screening 
process could begin.  It was also acknowledged that the Purpose and Need Statement 
would probably be refined before it is completed for the environmental review’s 
alternatives analysis.  Caltrans will reassess issues related to FHWA requirements, 
Project Study Report (PSR) consistency, local access, and consistency with related, 
vicinity High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) projects.   

 
The draft evaluation matrix for the alternatives screening criteria and process was 
discussed.  Items included freeway and local access, safety, future funding opportunities, 
long-term improvements phasing plan, screening criteria weighting, and exploring 
potential alternatives not contained in the PSR.   

 
An October community workshop is being planned to review the alternatives screening 
process and to share the interim results for the potential alternatives to be analyzed in the 
environmental document.  To get more input, stakeholder focus group meetings are to be 
planned in August and September to overview the process and potential alternatives.  The 
stakeholder focus group will consist of representative vicinity property owners/residents, 
businesses, conservation, and institutional interests.  Informal briefings are also planned 
for PCTPA Board members (representing Lincoln, Rocklin, Roseville, and Placer 
County).   

 
3. Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) 

Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (PCALUCP) Update. 
On July 26, a Request for Proposal (RFP) was distributed to prepare an update to the 
2000 PCALUCP and to complete accompanying CEQA documentation.  The RFP is 
posted to the PCTPA web site – www.pctpa.net.  The deadline to submit proposals is 
August 30. 

 
The purpose of the update is to refine the 2000 PCALUCP.  Major changes in content are 
not anticipated.  The update is to:  1) address changes to state statutes, updated airport 
master plans, the expected 2011 California Airport Land use Planning Handbook; 2) 
coordinate with Placer County and the cities of Auburn and Lincoln; 3) facilitate state-
mandated local jurisdiction planning/building document consistency with the PCALUCP; 
4) and serve as a basis for a potential fee schedule update. 
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At the Board’s December 2010 meeting, the Executive Director was directed to file a 
$225,000 Acquisition & Development Fund Application with the California Department 
of Transportation’s Division of Aeronautics (Division).  In January, the California 
Transportation Commission allocated funding for the update.  In June, the Division 
approved the staff’s preliminary scope, schedule, and cost estimate so the RFP could be 
distributed.   

 
California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook (Handbook) Update 
The staff is participating on the Technical Advisory Committee to update the 2002 
Handbook.  The document, prepared by the California Department of Transportation 
Division of Aeronautics (Division), provides guidance on airport land use compatibility 
planning.  State law requires ALUCs to use the Handbook to prepare, adopt, and amend 
ALUCPs.  The purpose of the Handbook update is to refine the 2002 edition with an 
emphasis on ‘end-users’ such as city and county planning staffs along with airport 
managers.  The Handbook update was to be completed in 2010. 

 
The staff prepared extensive comments for the December 2010 Draft.  The June 2011 
Final Draft contained significant changes from the 2010 Draft.  Staff comments focused 
on differences between the 2002 edition and the Final Draft.  Some of these differences 
could make the PCALUCP Update more difficult to complete.  For example, the Final 
Draft does not acknowledge the common ALUC practice of conditional approvals for 
consistency determinations.  Other concerns involved accuracy and readability such as 
ALUC formation as well as clearly citing objectives for noise, safety, airspace protection, 
and overflight compatibility.  The staff recommended that a Final Revised Draft be 
distributed to the TAC for final review after a legal sufficiency check.   

 
According to the Division, Caltrans and consultant team lawyers are reviewing the draft.  
No target date was set for Handbook completion.   
 

4. Transit Operations Quarterly Ridership Report 
The table below shows the total ridership counts for the various transit operators and their 
respective transit services in Placer County between the fourth quarter of Fiscal Year 
2008/09 and the third quarter of Fiscal Year 2010/11 (past two years).  In an effort to 
keep the Board apprised of ridership trends among transit operations in Placer County, 
staff will provide this report once per quarter. 
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FY 08-09
4th 

Quarter
(Apr-Jun)

1st 
Quarter
(Jul-Sep)

2nd 
Quarter
(Oct-Dec)

3rd 
Quarter
(Jan-Mar)

4th 
Quarter
(Apr-Jun)

1st 
Quarter
(Jul-Sep)

2nd 
Quarter
(Oct-Dec)

3rd 
Quarter
(Jan-Mar)

Total (all services) 16,726 13,878 14,126 12,443 12,131 12,997 14,085 14,220 -6.5%

Fixed Route 8,397 8,125 10,775 11,906 13,545 n/a
Dial-A-Ride 1,926 2,336 1,963 2,001 1,968 n/a

Total (all services) 7,374 6,458 11,778 10,323 10,461 12,738 13,907 15,513 46.4%

Fixed Route 87,908 80,717 77,672 75,242 70,404 77,424 70,201 74,368 -9.1%
Dial-A-Ride 8,986 8,492 8,500 8,282 8,866 9,021 8,827 9,648 6.1%
Vanpool 8,066 8,203 7,410 7,835 7,810 8,359 7,182 7,602 -1.8%
Commuter 19,849 19,675 16,972 18,867 19,415 20,507 18,638 20,253 4.6%
Total (all services) 124,809 117,087 110,554 110,226 106,495 115,311 104,848 111,871 -5.2%

Total (all services) 70,152 94,773 65,453 118,203 64,447 92,347 73,444 138,902 5.9%

Fixed Route 70,423 70,011 68,403 64,509 55,570 55,203 51,313 52,113 -21.6%
Dial-A-Ride 8,939 9,027 7,928 7,498 8,309 8,000 7,505 7,685 -5.7%
Commuter 26,270 25,787 26,784 27,938 29,075 31,331 29,151 33,502 15.2%
Total (all services) 105,632 104,825 103,115 99,945 92,954 94,534 87,969 93,300 -10.8%

Non-emergency Medical 1,398 1,554 1,374 1,504 1,934 2,042 1,958 2,210 39.7%
Volunteer Transportation 1,616 1,455 1,404 1,414 1,923 1,572 1,233 1,387 3.8%

Quarterly Ridership Trends by Transit Operator

Placer County Transit

TART

1-Year
Change

[data not collected by service type]

Lincoln Transit

Roseville Transit

Western Placer CTSA

FY 09-10 FY 10-11

Auburn Transit
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MEMORANDUM
 

TO: Celia McAdam 

FROM: Randle Communications 

DATE: June 10, 2011 

RE: May 2011 Monthly Report 

The following is a summary of public information work performed by Randle 
Communications (Randle) on behalf of the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency (PCTPA) in May, 2011. 

Randle continued working with Caltrans and the City of Lincoln to distribute 
construction activity advisories updating residents of work being performed on 
the SR 65 Lincoln Bypass. In particular, Randle worked with Caltrans to conduct 
early information outreach to Lincoln residents regarding an upcoming traffic 
shift for Phase 4 of the project. 

Randle also worked with PCTPA to edit and distribute a news release 
announcing a new consolidated phone number for all transit agencies in South 
Placer County. 

In addition, Randle worked with PCTPA to explore potential opportunities for 
promoting its alternative transportation promotions, including May is Bike Month 
and the Rails to Sales event. 

Finally, Randle finalized content and distributed the May 2011 issue of Planning 
Ahead, PCTPA's quarterly newsletter. 

Following is a capsule summary of activities: 

Media Relations 

South Placer Transit Agencies Phone Number Change 

Randle worked with PCTPA staff member, David Melko, to edit and distribute a 
news release detailing the consolidation of all South Placer transit agencies' 
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phone numbers into one new phone number. The new phone number was 
adivated on May 22, and Randle distributed the announcement news release 
on May 23 and pitched Gold Country Media for coverage of the switch. 

May is Bike Month 

Randle worked with PCTPA staff member Solvi Sabol to explore opportunities for 
May is Bike Month promotions. Randle conducted a call with the public relations 
coordinator at SACOG (primary party conducting media outreach for the 
events), and discussed possibilities for supporting outreach efforts. 

Lincoln Bypass Information Outreach 

Throughout May, Randle worked with Caltrans staff to draft and distribute the 
following construction advisories for work performed on the Lincoln Bypass: 

•	 "Traffic Shift on Southbound Route 65 to Begin May 18" was distributed 
May 5, detailing the upcoming realignment and traffic shift as the Lincoln 
Bypass enters Stage 4. 

•	 "UPDATED: Traffic Shift on Southbound Route 65 to Begin June 1" was 
distributed on May 11, detailing the change in start date for the 
realignment and traffic shift for the Lincoln Bypass Stage 4. 

Randle distributed each advisory to applicable Gold Country media outlets and 
the City of Lincoln to ensure that Placer residents were receiving timely 
information on Bypass construction. 

Media Covera e 

The following is a summary of media coverage for the month of May: 

•	 NewsJO - Published the story, "Highway construction projects resume in 
region," on May 4, 2011, detailing the summer ramp-up of roadwork in the 
area. 
Circulation: N/A 

•	 Auburn Journa/- Published the story, "Bikefest to promote safety for 
youth," on May 6, 2011, detailing the Bikefest event PCTPA sponsored in 
coordination with May is Bike Month. 
Circulation: 10,020 
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•	 PlacerCountyOnline - Published the article, "South Placer Transit agencies 
consolidate phone numbers," on May 23,2011, informing residents of the 
change to the call-in number for residents that utilize local transit agency 
services. 
Circulation: N/A 

•	 Lincoln News Messenger - Published the article, "Highway bypass traffic 
shift on Southbound Route 65 to begin June 2", on May 25, informing 
residents of the upcoming detour for motorists. 
Circulation: 6,500 

•	 Lincoln News Messenger - Published the opinion editorial authored by 
.Councilman Tom Cosgrove, "Highway 65 Bypass will be huge benefit to 
Lincoln," on May 26, 2011, explaining the history and community-wide 
benefits of the SR 65 Bypass. 
Circulation: 6,500 

•	 Placer Herald - Published the article, "Traffic shift planned on Southbound 
Highway 65," on May 26,2011, informing residents of the upcoming detour 
for motorists. 
Circulation: 15,200 

Media Monitoring 

•	 Randle continued to monitor industry and local news in an effort to 
identify outreach opportunities as well as support the Agency's efforts to 
address local transportation and transit issues. 

Public Information Outreach 

"Planning Ahead" Newsletter 

Randle worked with PCTPA to finalize content for the May 2011 edition of 
"Planning Ahead," the E-newsletter created to keep stakeholders updated 
regarding state and local transportation issues. The May edition discussed the 
May is Bike Month events, 1-80/SR 65 Workshop, Freeway Service Patrol and Bike 
Safety clinics held throughout April. The newsletter received a 30.8 percent open 
rate, which is well above the industry standard. 

### 
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June 30, 2011 
 
To: Celia McAdam 
From: Federal Advocates 
Subject: June 2011 Monthly Report 
 
Surface Transportation Reauthorization 
 
House T&I Committee Chairman John Mica (R-FL) says he plans to roll out his surface 
transportation bill in early July.  He plans to introduce a draft the week of July 4 (likely July 7), 
take comments on the draft and then mark it up at Full Committee on July 12.  This will not give 
Mica much time before the August recess begins to get the bill to the Floor. House Whip Eric 
Cantor (R-VA) recently released a tentative Floor schedule for the remainder of the summer 
session that did not include consideration of the surface transportation bill. 
 
This could potentially be a problem for Chairman Mica who likely will not want to have his bill 
hang out there for a month or so, allowing industry groups to pick it over and mount campaigns 
to oppose provisions they don't like.  
 
In the Senate, the EPW Committee may introduce its potential $339.2B six-year bill also as early 
as next week, but without certain funding levels and the all-important highway formulas.  
Speculation continues to grow that absent any new funding revenue, the Senate may opt to 
pursue only a two-year bill.  EPW Chairman Barbara Boxer (D-CA) would like to mark-up the 
highway title of the bill as soon as possible.  There is no word yet from the Banking or 
Commerce Committees about the schedule for the transit, rail and safety titles.  
 
In both Houses, Floor time during July is expected to be dominated by debate on the FY12 
appropriations bills and the debt ceiling increase. 
 
In late May, the bi-partisan leadership of the Senate Environment & Public Works Committee 
released a joint statement regarding the status of the development of a multi-year surface 
transportation authorization bill. 
 



This was the first official comment by the joint Committee leadership about their draft bill.  The 
bill will be called "Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century" (MAP-21).  The key 
components of the bill will include funding programs at current levels (details and revenue 
sources to be determined), eliminating earmarks, consolidating numerous programs to focus on 
national goals, creating a freight program, creating a new TIFIA-like loan program to be called 
"America Fast Forward", and expediting project delivery.  The TIFIA program may be funded at 
as much as $1B per year.  Boxer also indicated that bike and pedestrian programs would 
continue to be funded, unlike in the House where those programs appear to be on the chopping 
block. 
 
Many of these elements are very similar to what House T&I Committee Chairman Mica has said 
he plans to include in the House version of the SAFETEA-LU reauthorization bill which is being 
drafted solely by the Republican staff.  However, without access to the specific details, it is 
difficult to determine whether the two bills are actually on the same track. One major difference 
in the bills is the potential total level of funding. In the House, Chairman Mica has said he will 
work within the available balances in the Highway Trust Fund, which would mean a six-year bill 
of approximately $230B.  Chairman Boxer indicated the Senate hopes to write a bill funded at 
approximately $339.2B, which is the SAFETEA-LU level of $286B plus an inflation factor and 
additional funding for an expanded TIFIA program.   The EPW Committee will have to work 
with the Senate Finance Committee to identify the needed resources, in addition to working with 
the Banking and Commerce Committees to incorporate the details of the transit, safety, research, 
and potentially rail titles of the bill. 
 
Another potential difference in the bills is the length of the authorization.  Chairman Mica 
continues to insist that the House bill will be six years in length.  Although Boxer referred to the 
EPW bill as a six-year bill, she also noted, "our goal is to attain the optimum achievable 
authorization length depending on resources available."  Later in her press conference she added 
that, "a two year bill is in the mix".  The amount of funding available will determine the length 
of the bill, with Boxer mentioning the possibility of additional transfers from the General Fund, 
an option House Republicans are on record as opposing. 
 
In early May several pieces of an unofficial, draft version of the Administration's surface 
transportation authorization bill were "leaked" to various industry groups.  In general, the 
proposal is very similar to the broad outline, which was included in the President's FY12 Budget. 
The draft calls for a total investment of $556B over six years, but without any indication of 
where the funding would come from other than a vague reference to a possible, unspecified new 
energy tax. 
 
Among the proposals are: 
 

• Replacement of the Highway Trust Fund with a Transportation Trust Fund to include 
funding for high-speed rail programs. 

• Establishment of a National Infrastructure Innovation and Finance Fund, essentially an 
infrastructure bank, which would also encompass the TIFIA program. 

• Creation of a Surface Transportation Alternatives Office in FHWA to study and test 
options to replace the gas tax and to implement a VMT revenue collection system. 



• Consolidation of 60+ highway programs into six categories. 
• Permission to toll the Interstate upon approval of the Secretary in areas over 1 million 

population. 
• Creation of an Office of Freight Policy tasked with developing a National Freight Plan 

and designating a National Freight System. 
• Making permanent a pilot program to allow states to assume authority over 

environmental reviews. 
• Development of a new pilot program allowing large (over 2.5 million population) 

metropolitan areas to become direct recipients of federal-aid highway funding. 
 
There is speculation that the Administration may never release an official version of the bill 
because they are running out of time to get something approved by OMB in advance of the 
introduction of House and Senate bills. 
 
In early March, the full House and Senate approved a new seven-month extension (HR 662) of 
the current short-term SAFETEA-LU authorization bill. The previous extension expired on 
March 4.  The new extension goes through the end of the fiscal year - September 30.  It is a clean 
bill with no added provisions or spending cuts. 
 
Lastly, inclusion of Members' projects in the final SAFETEA-LU reauthorization bill (as 
opposed to the introduced bills) remains an unresolved issue. The leadership of the Senate EPW 
Committee has said that they want to include Members' individual projects as well as projects of 
national and regional significance. In the House, Republicans on the T&I Committee are pushing 
back their leadership in support of including projects. The Dems on the Committee have always 
strongly supported the inclusion of projects. Monitoring/following the "money trail" provided by 
the final bill, whatever form that takes, will be key to securing project funding.  
 
To review, PCTPA is seeking Federal funding for the following in SAFETEA-LU 
reauthorization: under Projects of National and Regional Significance through Congressman 
Herger and Senators Feinstein and Boxer for the Placer Parkway, $25M; and via High priority 
Project funding through Congressman McClintock for the Lincoln Bypass Phase 2, $4M. A letter 
of support for the Parkway project was sent to the congressional delegation on behalf of Placer 
County, PCTPA, Sutter County, and the Cities of Roseville, Rocklin, and Lincoln. 
 
FY 2012 Appropriations 
 
The House is making some progress on its FY'12 appropriations bills, moving a number of the 
bills through committee and to the Floor.  However, the House DOT/HUD Appropriations 
Subcommittee does not plan to introduce or act on the DOT/HUD bill until July 14.  The Full 
Committee is not scheduled to act until July 26, leaving very little time before the month-long 
August recess to bring the bill to the floor.  There is still no schedule for any of the Senate 
appropriations subcommittees to act.  Senate leadership is waiting to see what the "Gang of 5" 
and Vice President Biden's deficit reduction group comes up with related to the debt ceiling 
increase before they proceed with the FY'12 funding bills. 
 



House transportation appropriations staff have indicated that in order to develop an annual 
funding bill that does not bankrupt the Highway Trust Fund, the FY'12 level for the highway 
program may only be about $27B (versus the current $41B) and there may not be sufficient 
General Funds available for FTA's New Starts program to fund even the existing FFGA projects 
at their scheduled levels.  It is possible the total funding level for the transit program could be a 
low as $6.8B (versus the current $10B). 
 
In a very disturbing development, the House Energy & Water Appropriations Subcommittee 
included a provision in its FY'12 funding bill that, if passed, would rescind unobligated ARRA 
high-speed rail funds to pay for Corps of Engineers' programs.  It is a highly unusual move to 
take funding from one subcommittee's jurisdiction to pay for another's programs.  It is unlikely 
that the Senate will support such a provision when it takes up its version of the Energy & Water 
bill. 
 
On May 2, the House DOT/HUD Appropriations Subcommittee issued a "Dear Colleague" letter 
to House members with instructions for submitting requests for the FY'12 THUD funding bill.  
Unlike common practice in previous years, project earmark requests will not be considered in 
compliance with the Republican moratorium on earmarking.  This includes corrections to past 
earmarks, which could be a problem for some projects whose scope has changed.  The 
Subcommittee will only be considering "programmatic" and "language" requests. 
 
Programmatic requests appear to be requests to increase or decrease the funding level for a 
program compared to what was included in the Administration's FY'12 Budget.  Language 
requests appear to be requests to change current DOT policy.  Although both types of requests 
can be considered as "authorizing on an appropriations bill" and may be opposed by the House 
T&I authorizing committee, in recent years it has become more common for transportation 
appropriations bills to contain some programmatic and language changes. 
 
All requests from House Members were due to the subcommittee by May 20. Individual House 
members may set earlier dates for the submission of requests from local agencies.  The Senate 
subcommittee has not yet issued its FY'12 instructions. 
 
On April 15 the full House approved House Budget Committee Chairman Paul Ryan's (R-WI) 
FY'12 Budget Resolution by a mostly party-line vote of 235 to 193. No Democrats voted for the 
Resolution, but four Republicans voted against it.  The House Budget Resolution cuts $6.2 
trillion over ten years ($72B in cuts in FY'12), which includes cuts and changes to previously 
untouchable entitlement programs such as Medicare and Medicaid. The plan also includes tax 
cuts and a continued ban on earmarks. 
 
The Resolution eliminates any additional transfers from the General Fund to the Highway Trust 
Fund, consolidates many duplicative transportation programs, and defunds high-speed rail 
programs and potentially Amtrak.  It would reduce Federal transportation funding by 31% from 
current levels. 
 
The Senate has not yet introduced its FY'12 Budget Resolution and it is expected to be 
significantly different than Chairman Ryan's version.  The annual Budget Resolution is a non-



binding blueprint which layouts funding guidance for the development of the annual federal 
agency appropriations bills.  
 
On February 14 the White House released its FY'12 Budget Request. The US DOT budget 
proposal includes a six-year, $556B surface transportation authorization plan (although without 
legislative language which is reportedly still in inter-agency review).  It is difficult to compare 
the new budget proposal with existing program funding because the reauthorization proposal 
makes major changes to program structure and depends on increased funding levels which may 
or may not come to pass. However, if enacted, it would provide substantial growth over 
SAFETEA-LU levels. 
 
TIGER III FY'11 Funding 
 
US DOT expects to issue a Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) for the $527M in FY'11 
TIGER funding in mid-June.  The FY'11 program does not include any funding for planning 
grants.  The criteria will be similar to the $600M TIGER II program and it is expected that DOT 
will continue to spread funding around geographically, both by region and population.  DOT 
would like to find a way to reduce the huge number of applications they have been receiving and 
to address this it might institute a two-step process that includes an initial letter of interest to 
eliminate projects that do not appear competitive.  DOT encourages states and regions to 
prioritize and limit the number of applications they submit. 
 
Federal Grants 
 
With the potential shift of project funding from the appropriations process (Capitol Hill) to the 
grant selection process (agencies), the Firm works aggressively to proactively pursue Federal 
discretionary and non-discretionary grant opportunities. In doing so, the Firm has created a 
sophisticated grant research. The Firm monitors grant announcements from all 26 Federal 
agencies (over 1,000 individual grant programs) and provides a nexus between a grant 
opportunity and a potential City project. Once a grant opportunity has been identified, the Firm 
utilizes a proven strategy that allows the client to engage several key Washington, D.C. contacts 
to support a specific grant request. In doing so, the Firm has successfully secured over $200 
million in discretionary and non-discretionary Federal agency grant funding for its clients. 
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July 29, 2011 
 
To: Celia McAdam 
From: Federal Advocates 
Subject: July 2011 Monthly Report 
 
Surface Transportation Reauthorization 
 
On July 7 House T&I Committee Chairman John Mica (R-FL) "rolled out" a  6-year, $230B 
highway and transit authorization proposal.  However, instead of releasing the text of a complete 
bill and a schedule for Committee and House action, he issued only a press release and a 22 
page overview of the bill which will be called "A New Direction."  No Democratic committee 
members attended the event and in fact, in a highly unusual move, they held their own press 
conference after the Chairman's at which eight of the most senior Democrats severely criticized 
the Mica proposal as being underfunded, resulting in significant job loss.  The Ranking 
Democrat, Rep. Nick Rahall (D-WV) raised the possibility of a bill with a re-opener option 
which would permit Congress to revisit the funding issue in two years when the economy may be 
in better shape.  The Democrats were very angry that they had not been consulted at all in the 
drafting of the proposal contrary to the usual bipartisan nature of the T&I Committee.   
 
Mica said he is limited by House Republican rules and the FY'12 House Budget Resolution to 
authorizing only as much money as the Highway Trust Fund collects in revenues, resulting in a 
much smaller bill than the $286B authorized by SAFETEA-LU.  He cannot move the bill 
through the House without  a commitment of floor time from House GOP leaders who currently 
do not have the bill on the schedule prior to the August recess.     
 
The $230B proposal equals about $35B per year starting in FY'12 (versus the current $51B per 
year) which Mica says will be more than doubled to approximately $75B by leveraging existing 
resources, expediting and streamlining project delivery, reducing bureaucracy and red tape, 
increasing state flexibility, reforming and consolidating programs, and expanding the TIFA and 
RRIF (rail) loan programs.    
 
The majority of funds in the federal highway program would be distributed by formula and the 
focus of the program would be the Interstate Highway System and the National Highway 



System. The TIFIA loan program would be authorized at $1B per year and tolling would be 
permitted on new Interstate lanes, but not on existing Interstates. While states will be encouraged 
to create and capitalize state infrastructure banks, the proposal does not create a national 
Infrastructure Bank.  The 10% Enhancement set-aside would be eliminated, but projects such as 
bike paths would still be eligible for federal funding.  The current suballocation of STP funds to 
metropolitan areas would continue as well as the current 80/20 highway/transit split of federal 
funds.  
 
The Senate Environment & Public Works Committee unveiled an outline of its proposed two-
year highway title and held a hearing at which numerous stakeholder groups praised their 
approach, but at the same time, the House T&I Committee postponed the formal introduction and 
any action on its six-year bill until after the August recess. 
 
The bipartisan leadership of the EPW Committee led by Senator Barbara Boxer (D-CA) released 
a three-page outline of a two-year (FY'12 and FY'13) $109B bill.  At the hearing this week, 
Boxer said she wants to markup the bill in committee before the August recess, but that seems 
unlikely to happen because Republicans on the committee won't agree to act on the bill until the 
$12B estimated funding shortfall is addressed, potentially as part of resolving the broader 
budget/deficit deal.  
 
The Senate highway bill, "Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21)", differs 
greatly from the House reauthorization proposal in many ways ($109B over two years versus 
$230B over six years), but there are also many similarities in the policy reforms they propose - at 
least as much as one can tell from the rather vague summaries that have been released.  Both 
bills consolidate numerous highway programs, eliminate earmarks, institute performance 
standards, emphasize innovative financing including funding the TIFIA loan program at $1B per 
year, accelerate project delivery by streamlining aspects of the NEPA process, and provide states 
more flexibility in terms of funding and regulatory requirements. 
 
Lastly, inclusion of Members' projects in the final SAFETEA-LU reauthorization bill (as 
opposed to the introduced bills) remains an unresolved issue. The leadership of the Senate EPW 
Committee has said that they want to include Members' individual projects as well as projects of 
national and regional significance. In the House, Republicans on the T&I Committee are pushing 
back their leadership in support of including projects. The Dems on the Committee have always 
strongly supported the inclusion of projects. Monitoring/following the "money trail" provided by 
the final bill, whatever form that takes, will be key to securing project funding.  
 
To review, PCTPA is seeking Federal funding for the following in SAFETEA-LU 
reauthorization: under Projects of National and Regional Significance through Congressman 
Herger and Senators Feinstein and Boxer for the Placer Parkway, $25M; and via High priority 
Project funding through Congressman McClintock for the Lincoln Bypass Phase 2, $4M. A letter 
of support for the Parkway project was sent to the congressional delegation on behalf of Placer 
County, PCTPA, Sutter County, and the Cities of Roseville, Rocklin, and Lincoln. 
 
FY12 Appropriations 
 



The House has taken some action on nine of the twelve FY'12 federal agency spending bills.  
The Senate has acted only on one.  It now appears that little or no action will take place on the 
remaining bills until after the August recess while Congress debates the budget/debt ceiling 
deal.  Despite originally scheduled mark-up dates for the DOT appropriations bill in the House, 
all activity has been postponed until after Labor Day.  The delay makes it likely that Congress 
will not be able to complete some or all of the FY'12 funding bills by the October 1 start of the 
new fiscal year, once again requiring passage of a temporary Continuing Resolution (CR).  
 
TIGER III FY11 Funding 
 
US DOT posted an Interim Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) for the $528M in FY'11 
TIGER funding.  The FY'11 program does not include any funding for planning grants.  The 
criteria will be similar to the $600M TIGER II program and it is expected that DOT will 
continue to spread funding around geographically, both by region and population.  DOT would 
like to find a way to reduce the huge number of applications they have been receiving and to 
address this it might institute a two-step process that includes an initial letter of interest to 
eliminate projects that do not appear competitive.  DOT encourages states and regions to 
prioritize and limit the number of applications they submit. The Final NOFA will be available 
August 1. Pre-applications are due October 3 and final applications are due October 31. 
 
Federal Grants 
 
With the potential shift of project funding from the appropriations process (Capitol Hill) to the 
grant selection process (agencies), the Firm works aggressively to proactively pursue Federal 
discretionary and non-discretionary grant opportunities. In doing so, the Firm has created a 
sophisticated grant research. The Firm monitors grant announcements from all 26 Federal 
agencies (over 1,000 individual grant programs) and provides a nexus between a grant 
opportunity and a potential City project. Once a grant opportunity has been identified, the Firm 
utilizes a proven strategy that allows the client to engage several key Washington, D.C. contacts 
to support a specific grant request. In doing so, the Firm has successfully secured over $200 
million in discretionary and non-discretionary Federal agency grant funding for its clients. 



CAPITOL CORRIDOR MONTHLY PERFORMANCE REPORT 
JULY 2011 

Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority 
 

Service Performance Results – July 2011 
 

Standard July 2011 vs. July 2011 YTD vs. Prior YTD vs. FY11 Plan
Ridership 141,767 0.2% 1,409,639 7.6% 2.6%
Revenue $2,408,985 7.2% 22,412,180$      10.7% -1.2%
Operating Ratio 43% 43% 49% 47% 49%
OTP 95% 97% 95% 92% 90%
Notes: Ridership up 7% over last 12 months with revenue up 10% during the same 
period;continue to closely monitor  fuel budget due to escalating diesel fuel prices.

 
 

Transportation 
• Caltrain Santa Clara Station:  Agreements are under development with Caltrain in response to 

 CCJPA Board approval for Capitol Corridor trains to serve the station. 
• On-time performance (OTP) improved to 95% and as such the Capitol Corridor remains #1 in 

reliability in the Amtrak system. 
 

Mechanical 
• Equipment Performance: Mechanical delays that occurred in June 2011 continued into the 1st half of 

July, but improved steadily through the end of July.   
• Equipment Overhaul:  Door operating systems upgrades are complete on 75% of coaches; improved 

emissions on State-owned F-59 locomotives are proceeding (~55% complete) 
 
Engineering 
• Yolo Crossover Project:  FRA has submitted a path forward to obligate the funds for the project;   

CCJPA is working with Union Pacific Railroad and Caltrans Rail  to complete the various agreements 
to secure ARRA funds for the project. 

• Sacramento Railyards Project: Staff is working with project team on the integrating new platform/ 
facilities with the train operating plan; coordinating on proposal to include sports complex at site.  

 
Safety/Security 
 Security Cameras at Unstaffed Stations: Design complete; installation complete by fall 2011.  
 Fence Projects: Advancing fence projects in Solano County and Hayward to prevent access onto 

tracks in response to numerous trespasser incidents. 
 Police Patrols: Program has begun to prevent unwanted activities at Oakland JLS Station. 

 
Planning/Projects 
• High Speed Intercity Passenger Rail (HSIPR) Capital Grants: FRA has obligated a supplemental 

$68M (prior $100M have been obligated) HSIPR funds to Caltrans Rail that will include an 
additional 10 coach cars and up to 2 green locomotives for the Capitol Corridor.  

• Sacramento-Roseville 3rd Track Environmental Review/Preliminary Design: Kick-off meeting in 
early September; expected to be 30-month effort 

• Wireless Network: Installation on trainsets proceeding; soft launch planned for November 2011.  
 
Marketing/Communications 
• Advertising/Promotions: Online paid search/radio promo ticket giveaways. Kids Ride Free on 

Weekends, Seniors Ride Half Off Midweek through October. Planning for late Fall Wi-Fi launch.  
 Public Relations (PR): Collaborated with Amtrak, Caltrans on Wi-Fi and Safety Month messages. 

 
  Administrative/Budget/Other 

• Meetings have commenced with Amtrak on FY2012 operating budget/ to support current levels.  
• FY2012 federal rail funding will be difficult since the FY2011 budget “zeroed out” funding for 

HSIPR capital grants (from $2.5B in FY2010) and PTC.   
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Ridership On-time Performance System Operating Ratio (b)
Month Actual Business Plan Actual Actual Actual Business Plan

October-10 141,350 141,275 96.0% 49.9% $2,120,627 $2,121,000

November-10 142,961 133,227 92.9% 46.1% $2,397,272 $2,225,000

December-10 128,895 126,380 97.4% 44.8% $2,216,664 $2,142,000

January-11 130,863 121,445 96.7% 48.4% $2,070,062 $1,969,000

February-11 125,201 113,635 95.7% 53.6% $1,985,812 $1,837,000

March-11 148,198 138,063 93.9% 55.5% $2,214,492 $2,099,000

April-11 152,781 142,065 95.3% 53.0% $2,323,280 $2,193,000

May-11 152,128 150,513 96.1% 52.5% $2,371,547 $2,649,000

June-11 145,495 153,038 91.7% 45.4% $2,303,439 $2,633,000

July-11 141,767 153,613 95.3% 43.0% $2,408,985 $2,812,000

August-11 150,691 $2,624,000

September-11 143,056 $2,496,000

Total YTD 1,409,639 1,373,254 95.1% 49% $22,412,180 $22,680,000
Previous YTD 1,310,081  - - 92.4% 47% $20,254,317  - -
YTD Change 7.6% 2.6% 2.7% 2.0% 10.7% -1.2%

Annual Standard/Measure 1,667,000 90% 49% $27,800,000

Revenues

b)  This standard measures total revenues (farebox and other operating credits) divided by total operating expenses adjusted against the f ixed price operating contract.

State Perfomance Standards (a)

a)  Standard developed by CCJPA in annual business plan update and approved by Business Transportation and Housing Agency  

Other Performance Measures
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LINCOLN NEWS MESSENGER 
JUNE 30, 2011 

$20 million approved for 
next phase ofLincoln bypass 
Four lanes to extend from 
Nelson Lane to Wise Road 

The California Trans
portation Commission 
approved the distribution 
of $20 million last Thurs
day for the next phase of 
Lincoln's State Route 65 
Bypass. 

The new phase will add 
two lanes at Nelson Lane 
to Wise Road. 

Currently in its first 
phase, the bypass project 
is constructing a new 11.7 
mile road from Industrial 
Boulevard that moves 
traffic around the city of 
Lincoln and will connect 
back to the existing High
way 65 near Sheridan. 

Once complete, the 
project will relieve con
gestion, improve safety on 
existing State Route 65 
and provide for a regional 
and interregional traffic 
solution to accommodate 
projected traffic volumes 
through the year 2035. 

Phase 1 of the Lincoln 
Bypass which is estimated 
at more than $290 million, 
is the construction of a 
four-Ial'.e segment from 
Industrid Avenue to Nel
son Lant(approximately 
3 miles), md 2 lanes from 

Nelson Lane to Sheridan. 
Phase 2a is the con

struction of two more 
lanes, making it a full 
four-lane road from 
Industrial Avenue to Wise 
Road. 

The final portion, Phase 
2b, is estimated at approx
imately $30 million and is 
not yet funded. It will add 
the final additional two
lane segment from Wise 
Road to Sheridan, com
pleting a full four-lane 
expressway. 

"The Lincoln Bypass 
has long been one of the 
region's most critical 
transportation improve
ment priorities. We are 
tremendously grateful to 
the CaliforniaTransporta
tion Commission for 
making this just as high a 
priority for the state," said 
Placer County Trans
portation Planning 
Agency's executive direc

"We're now seeing the results 

of decades of planning, 

collaboration, and hard work 

from multiple agencies." 
Celia McAdam, executive director, Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency 

tor Celia McAdam. "We're 
now seeing lIte: result§' of , 
decades of plahntng, eM:> 
laboration, and hard work 
from multiple ~gencies in 
this key project for traffic 
relief in the region. Mak
ing the bypass four lanes 
to Wise Road will save 
Placer County residents 
834 daily vehicle hours of 
delay and $50 million in 
travel time over 20 years." 

McAdam said there is 
much yet to be done. 

"As critical as the lin
coln bypass is, Placer has 
many other major trans
portation needs we need 
to tackle," McAdam said. 
"Keeping Placer moving 
means we have to work 
on creative options for 
local transportation fund
ing so that we can contin
ue to compete for and win 
future state and federal 
funds." 

- Staff report 
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EDITORIALS i Views of the editorial board 

Transportation
 
bill must fund an
 
array of modes
 
SENATE VERSION IS BETTER THAN HOUSE'S 

With the nation facing a 
slow economic recovery, 
continuing joblessness 

and aging transportation system, 
you'd think members of Congress 
would make it a priority to renew 
the transportation funding bill. 
Why not put people to work repair
ing deteriorating roads and bridges 
and building the rail, transit, bike 
and pedestrian systems that are es
sential to our prosperity? 

Sadly, a reauthorization bill has 
stalled now for two years. The previ
ous five-year bill expired in 2009 
and has been extended for a few 
months here and there eight times. 

This is no way either to jump
start the nation's economy or to 
make wise investments in the trans
portation networks of the future. 

Now, the Senate and House have 
proposed vastly different plans 
one that can be described as "OK"; 
one that is deeply flawed. 

The House effort, led by Rep. 
John Mica ofFlorida, would be a big 
step backward. Itoffers a 36 percent 

. cut in funding, mainly at the cost of 
transit and alternatives to road trav
el. Mica has been hamstrung by a 
House Republican decree that 
spending cannot exceed what goes 
into the Highway Trust Fund each 
year - fed by a gas tax that hasn't 
changed since 1993. 

The picture on the cover of the 
House Republican proposal says it 
all. It shows a multi-lane freeway, 
ramps, a barren landscape, no cars 
and no people. Oddly, it is called, "A 
New Direction," when so clearly it is 
a turn to the past House Democrats 
have dubbed it a "Road to Ruin" - a 
bad sign, since transportation typi
cil11y is a bipartisan affair. 

The Senate effort, led by Sen. Bar
bara BoxerofCalifornia, fortunately 
remains committed to a "multi
modal" system of transportation 
and maintains existing funding lev
els. But her plan would go only for 
two years. She would depend on the 
Highway Trust Fund, plus $6 bil
lion a year from who knows where. 
Boxer notes that, 'We spend $12 bil
lion a month in Iraq and Afghani
stan"; she is confident lawmakers 
will shift priorities to find funds. 

Both House and Senate support 
expanded loan programs, to lever
age private dollars. Both seek better 
coordinationbetween state and fed
eral agencies to speed approvals. 

Moving people and goods is key 
to economic recovery. We aren't ade
quately maintaining the transporta
tion systems we have, much less 
making the improvements needed 
for a 21st century economy. 

Clearly, an OKSenatebill, provid
ing two years of certainty, would be . 
better than a bad House bill that 
would lock in massive cuts for six 
years. Under the House proposal, 
California would see a drop from 
$3.4 billion this year to $2.2 billion 
next year for highway repair and 
construction. Multiply that over six 
years. That really hurts in this econ
omy, where construction jobs have 
plummeted. 

Boxer and her Senate colleagues 
will have to hold fast to maintain 
even steady funding for transporta
tion. She'd like to get a bipartisan 
bill out of committee before the Au
gust recess. This is a battle worth 
fighting - for jobs and the mobility 
networks of the future. The House 
plan, as is, would be devastating to 
transportation. 
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Two area codes; one number to dial for rides
 
Transit riders in south

ern .Placer County now 
have one phone number 
to call for Dial-A-Ride 
reservations and bus serv
ice information. 
I Passengers traveling in 
the service areas of 
Roseville Transit, Placer 
County Transit, Auburn 
Transit, Lincoln Transit, 
and Health Express now 

only need to call the sin
gle phone number estab
lished to make it simple 
for passengers, eliminat
ing the need to call each 
transit agency indiVidual
ly. The new nu'mber, 745
7560, is for both 916 and 
530 area codes. 

"We at PCTPA are very 
excited to 'have a single 
phone number for all our 

Placer transit providers. 
This will make it even 
simpler and easier for the 
public to make transit 
work for them," said Celia 
McAdam, executive direc
tor for the Placer County 
Transportation Planning 
Agency. 

Consolidating phone 
numbers and call center 
services for the partnering 

transit agencies is a result 
of annual regional public 
hearings regarding unmet 
transit needs. Funding is 
provided through the 
Placer County Trans
portationPI'llltling 
Agency and the Western 
Placer Consolidated 
Transportation Services 
Agency. 

- Staff report 
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Work on southbound 65- to affect traffic
 
The California Depart

ment of Transportation is 
alerting the public ofa traf
fic shift on the south end of 
the Lincoln Bypass project, 
where the new Lincoln 
Bypass connects to exist
ing Route 65 just north of' 
lWelve Bridges Drive. 

Starting Wednesday, 
June 22, southbound 
Highway 65 traffic will be 
detoured under the Indus
trial Avenue Bridge at Ster
ling Parkway then will 

rejoin the existing freeway. 
Aportion of the detour will 
be posted at 20 mph due to 
a sharp curve on the 
detour alignment. 
Motorists are advised to 
watch all signs directing 
traffic. 

To implement the traffic 
shift, construction crews 
will implement south
bound lane closures on 
Route 65, from 9 p.m. 
Tuesday to 6 a.m. Wednes
day, June 22, to install con

crete barrier and paint 
traffic stripes. One lane in 
each direction will be open 
at all times. Following the 
traffic shift to the detour, 
two lanes in each direction 
will remain open at all 
times. 

All work is scheduled on 
a tentative basis and is 
subject to change depend
ing onweather conditions, 
emergencies and other 
factors beyond the control 
ofCaltrans, City ofLincoln 

andPCTPA. 
Northbound traffic is 

.expected to join this align
ment in approximately 
three to four weeks to 
make room for construc
tion of the south end con
nections. 

The work being done is 
part ofa $325 million proj
ect to create an 11.7 mile 
bypass around the City of 
Lincoln. Completion is 
expected in 2012. 

- Staff report 
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Highway 65 detour at Sterling
 
Parkwayto open Wednesday
 
BY TOM COSGROVE 
SPECIAL TO THE NEWS MESSENGER 

Many in the communi
ty are wondering about 
the delays to the opening 
ofthe detour of the High
way 65 south traffic at the 
Sterling intersection that 
will re-route traffic under 
the new bridge. 

Rainy days and cool 
weather has delayed the 
June 1 opening but Cal
trans has set a new target 
date for this shift to occur 
nextWednesday. 

What will happen to 
Highway 193 (McBean 
Park Drive in town) when 

the bypass opens? 
The answer is that a 

relinquishment agree
ment between the city 
and Caltrans was signed 
a couple of years ago. 
That agreement becomes 
effective when the High
way 65 bypass is opened. 
The agreement turns 
over to the city the por
tion ofHighway 193 from 
the city limits to the cur
rent Highway 65 inter~ 

section (G Street). Once 
Caltrans no longer has 
jurisdiction for that sec
tion of roadway, the city 
can then alter and modi

fy it to better suit the 
needs of our community 
and can also make the 
decision to close the road 
for events ifwe choose. 

Caltrans has also com
mitted to working with 
the city to obtain funding 
for .the Highway 193 
bridge over Auburn 
Ravine to improve the 
flow of water under the 
bridge and the flow of 
traffic over the bridge, 
including NEV traffic. 

City Councilman Tom Cosgrove 
is Lincoln's Placer County Trans· 
portation Planning Agency rep. 
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t-'Capitol Corridor drive benefits Placer County Food Bank 
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The Capitol Corridor 
Joint Powers Authority 
sponsored the annual 
"Fight Hunger One Stop 
at a Time" from June 1 
through June 15 to benefit 
the Placer County Food 
Bank. 

CC Riders Rocklin resi
dent Geoff McLennan, 
Auburn resident Marilyn 
Sommerdorf and New
castle resident Chuck 
Robuck organized the 
drop-off. 

Luna Salaver, Capitol 
Corridor spokeswoman, 
said the results of the full 
campaign were not avail
able Friday, but that Capi
101 Corridor hopes to 
hreak 1,000 pounds again 
this year. Last year 1,157 
pounds were collected, 
~,he said. 

Troy Kuhn, operations 
director for the Placer 
Food Bank, said 28 pounds 
were donated at the 
Auburn/Conheim station 
to benefit the food bank. 

Robuck said he thought 
it was important to take 
care of those who don't 
always have enough food. 

"While so many of us 
are suffering as a result of 

MARILYN SOMMERDORF. COURTESY TO THE JOURNAL 

Local train riders and community officials from left, David Kutrosky, director of the Capitol Corridor 
Joint Powers Authority, Auburn Councilman Kevin Hanley, Luna Salaver, spokeswoman for Capitol Cor
ridor, Chuck Robuck, Geoff McLennan, David Martinez and Troy Kuhn, both of the Placer Food Bank, 
celebrate a drop-off event June 6 at the Auburn/Conheim Capitol Corridor/Amtrack Station. 

the economy and the loss 
ofjobs, I feel it is extreme
ly important for those of 
us who are fortunate 
enough to have jobs to 
help out those in need as 

much as we can," Robuck 
said. "Food is not a luxury, 
it's a basic." 

For more information 
about the food drive visit 
capitolcorridor.org. 
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