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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
MINUTES 

JANUARY 26, 2011 
 
The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency met on Wednesday, January 26, 2011 at 
9:00 a.m. at the Board of Supervisors Chambers, 175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, California. 
 
 ATTENDANCE: Tom Cosgrove    Celia McAdam 
    Steve Harvey (arrived at 9:03 a.m.) Scott Aaron 
    Jim Holmes    Shirley LeBlanc 
    Ron McIntyre    David Melko 
    Keith Nesbitt    Solvi Sabol 
    Miguel Ucovich   Sue Sholtis  
    Kirk Uhler    Stan Tidman 
    Scott Yuill   
 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Cosgrove, the minutes of the October 27, 2010 and 
December 8, 2010 PCTPA Board meetings were unanimously approved as submitted. Steve 
Harvey was absent for this item. 
 
AGENDA REVIEW 
Celia McAdam mentioned the Board has been provided a blue sheet with updated attachment for 
Agenda Item H regarding the Federal Legislative Program, which was also distributed 
electronically. A letter dated January 10, 2011 by former Board Member Kathy Lund was 
provided on yellow paper. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
None. 
 
CONSENT CALENDAR 
Upon motion by Holmes and second by Ucovich, the Board unanimously approved the Consent 
Calendar as submitted. Steve Harvey was absent for this item. 
 
STATE LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM FOR 2011 
Celia McAdam presented the draft State Legislative Program for 2011. McAdam noted the huge 
budget shortfall at the State that dominates the discussion at the Capitol.  The main issue for 
transportation is the “gas tax swap” in March 2010 which was replaced with an equivalent excise 
tax on gasoline and sales tax on diesel fuel.  The purpose of this swap was to get around 
provisions in the sales tax on gasoline to allow debt service on bonds to be paid out of 
transportation funds.  However, the passage of Propositions 22 and 26 in the November 2010 
election have jeopardized key portions of this swap.  The proposed Legislative Program would 
have the legislature reaffirm the gas tax swap and ensure those transportation funds continue. 
 
Ron McIntyre stated that TART’s transit budget was severely affected by the elimination of sales 
tax on gasoline. The Resort Association provided funding from transit occupancy tax to offset 
this loss. McIntyre inquired whether the revenue that TART lost will be replaced. McAdam 
responded that the sales tax on diesel is designated to backstop that loss. McIntyre indicated it 
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didn’t make up the shortfall. McAdam indicated staff would check on this issue and report back 
to McIntyre. 
 
Keith Nesbitt noted that part of the Governor’s plan is for the electorate to reapprove some of the 
taxes and in the absence of that approval that is another $11.1 billion that won’t be made up on 
that budget. Nesbitt asked how transportation may be impacted if we don’t have that $11.1 
billion. McAdam replied that transportation should not be in the primary crosshairs there, as 
those tax revenues are targeted for the general fund and transportation funds come from other 
sources. 
 
Steve Harvey asked if the weight fee implemented is a new fee above and beyond what is 
already paid. McAdam responded it is not an increase but a transfer of the weight fee into a 
different funding pot. Specifically, instead of putting it into the State Highway Account it would 
go to pay debt service. 
 
Miguel Ucovich commented several months ago the PCTPA Board supported Proposition 22 and 
this has had a positive effect on local revenue. 
 
McAdam enumerated the remainder of our State Legislative Program which includes supporting 
enhanced use of design/build approaches and public-private partnerships. In addition, McAdam 
noted in order to officially rename the I-80/Sierra College Boulevard Interchange as the Kathy E. 
Lund Interchange we need to seek State legislation. McAdam wanted the Board to be aware that 
staff was just informed this would also entail a change of policy by the State Senate 
Transportation Committee, as they had recently decided to limit naming of any State highways 
or structures to the deceased.  McAdam asked the Board whether they wanted to make the 
renaming of the interchange a part of PCTPA’s Legislative Program.  
 
Jim Holmes noted newly-elected Senator Gaines is now on the State Transportation Committee 
in the Senate and suggested we send a letter to him to see if we could bypass that policy and 
sponsor legislation. 
 
Upon motion by Cosgrove and second by Holmes, the Board unanimously adopted the State 
Legislative Program for 2011 as shown in Agenda Item G, Attachment 2. 
 
FEDERAL LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM FOR 2011 
Celia McAdam asked the Board to adopt a Federal Legislative Program for 2011 and direct staff 
and our federal advocates to represent those positions and authorize the Chair to attend the Metro 
Chamber of Commerce Cap-to-Cap advocacy trip in May. 
 
After provided background for SAFETEA-LU reauthorization, McAdam summarized the 
proposed Federal Legislative Program including continuing to support the California Consensus 
Principles for SAFETEA-LU reauthorization, continuing to seek Federal High Priority Project 
funding for the Lincoln Bypass Phase 2, seeking new Federal funding under Projects of National 
and Regional Significance for the Placer Parkway, seeking Federal rail funding for track 
improvements east of Sacramento to support expansion of Capitol Corridor Rail Service, and 
support member jurisdiction efforts to obtain Federal funding for the City of Roseville’s 
Washington/Andora project and expansion of the Mousehole on SR 89 for bicycle and pedestrian 
access. 
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Keith Nesbitt inquired whether the additional train to Auburn was included in our effort to seek 
Federal rail funding. McAdam responded that while this item could be added, it has been this 
Board’s position that any expansion of Union Pacific tracks has to include passenger rail service. 
Nesbitt asked that staff add the wording “expand passenger rail to Placer County in Auburn” to 
our Federal Legislative Program. 
 
Miguel Ucovich mentioned Union Pacific’s recent position has been there will be no additional 
rail service provided, so our position needs to be clear that any funding sought is based on the 
fact that Union Pacific would improve rail service. Rhon Herndon, Interim Public Works 
Director for Roseville, clarified the expansion process and location of City of Roseville’s 
Washington/Andora project in response to Ucovich’s inquiry. 
 
Tom Cosgrove stated Placer Parkway is a very important project for the City of Lincoln and is 
happy join in any discussions regarding funding priorities for Placer Parkway and the Lincoln 
Bypass. Kirk Uhler would like to see a disclaimer in our Federal Legislative Program that staff 
recommends that we continue this request for the Lincoln Bypass Phase 2 so long as it does not 
compete with or jeopardize the Placer Parkway request. Keith Nesbitt suggested listing those 
projects in order of priority and not making it an either/or issue. Cosgrove, Ucovich and Holmes 
concurred with this language. It was also clarified the rail item would be a separate issue from 
roadway. 
 
Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Ucovich, the Board unanimously adopted the Federal 
Legislative Program for 2011 as shown on Agenda Item H, Attachment 1 (revised) with the 
additional language “expand passenger rail to Placer County in Auburn” and listing the Placer 
Parkway and Lincoln Bypass Phase 2 projects in order of priority and directed staff and federal 
advocates to represent these positions, including participation in the Sacramento Metropolitan 
Chamber of Commerce’s Cap-to-Cap federal advocacy trip in May. 
 
PCTPA BYLAWS UPDATE 
Celia McAdam noted this item came before the Board at its December meeting. It was agreed to 
add a provision regarding the rotation of officers in the event the designated Chair is a new 
Board Member. McAdam noted the Bylaws had not been updated in 14 years and this update 
includes changes to reflect current Federal and State law as well as current practice. McAdam 
asked that the Board adopt the updated PCTPA Bylaws which include the updated language and 
additional provision. 
 
Upon motion by Holmes and second by Yuill, the Board unanimously adopted the PCTPA 
Bylaws. 
 
ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 
CONVENE AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICE 
AGENCY 
 
CONSENT CALENDAR 
Upon motion by Holmes and second by Cosgrove, the Board unanimously approved the Consent 
Calendar as submitted.   
 
ADJOURN AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICE 
AGENCY 
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CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 
I-80/SR 65 INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT UPDATE 
Stan Tidman updated Board Members on progress regarding the I-80/SR 65 Interchange 
Improvement Project, noting work is almost completed on finishing up the contract with CH2M 
HILL. Staff has worked on developing a comprehensive public participation outreach program, 
preparing an extensive traffic analysis, identifying additional alternatives that were not included 
in the Caltrans document and completing the environmental document to meet both Federal as 
well as State environmental requirements. The contract is expected to be signed next week and a 
kickoff meeting is scheduled for later in February. 
 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
Celia McAdam reported there may be occasions where we might need to move our previously 
scheduled Board meetings from the fourth Wednesday of the month. Staff will coordinate with 
Board Members to accomplish this.  
 
McAdam announced an update Placer County bike map is now available, copies which were 
provided to Board Members. Copies have been provided to jurisdictions, bike shops, libraries 
and the chambers of commerce. 
 
McAdam noted that last Thursday the California Transportation Commission voted the funding 
for the environmental and design for the third track project to expand capacity between 
Sacramento and Roseville. Staff will be working with the lead agency, Capitol Corridor, in 
developing their Request for Proposal. Since the Roseville train station may be relocated as a 
part of this project, the City of Roseville will be deeply involved. 
 
Miguel Ucovich stated one of the traffic laws that bicyclists don’t always follow is stopping at 
stop signs.  He was informed there is a bill in the Legislature to allow bicyclists to go through 
stop signs if it is safe. McAdam will check into this and report back to Ucovich regarding this 
issue. 
 
Scott Aaron confirmed there will be an on-line version of the updated Placer County Bike Map 
in response to Scott Yuill’s inquiry. 
 
BOARD DIRECTION TO STAFF  
Miguel Ucovich expressed his frustration with construction halting during the winter season 
during sunny days. He asked if staff could contact Caltrans or the appropriate agency regarding 
changing this procedure so work is ongoing during good weather. Kirk Uhler noted due to State 
and Federal environmental requirements work is required to shut down within certain areas of 
stream zones during rainy seasons. McAdam noted contractors do accomplish work they are able 
to do since they want to meet construction deadlines and keep their crews working. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 9:47 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:  February 8, 2011
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
 
Below are the Consent Calendar items for the February 23, 2011 agenda for your review and action. 
 
1. FY 2011/12 Local Transportation Fund (LTF) Preliminary Apportionment 

The Local Transportation Fund (LTF) program was established through the Transportation 
Development Act (TDA) in 1972. Funds are allocated for specific purposes in priority order 
before claims for public transportation or other claims, such as streets and roads. The 
preliminary LTF apportionment is typically approved by the Board of Directors in February, 
and the final apportionment is typically approved in August. It is the preliminary LTF 
apportionment that is used by the cities and the County in developing their transportation 
budgets for the upcoming fiscal year. The preliminary apportionment for FY 2011/12 
projects a modest carryover from FY 2010/11 and recommends a one (1) percent growth in 
LTF revenue over FY 2010/11, reflecting a turnaround in the economic slowdown. Staff 
recommends that the Board approve the attached Preliminary Findings of Apportionment for 
the LTF for FY 2011/12 for transmittal to local agencies and transit operators. The TAC 
concurred with this recommendation at its February 8, 2011 meeting.   

 
2.  FY 2011/12 State Transit Assistance (STA) Preliminary Fund Allocation  
 The State Transit Assistance (STA) program was established through the Transportation 

Development Act (TDA) in 1980 to provide support for local transit capital and operations. 
Unlike other programs under the TDA, funding for the STA is allocated through the state 
budget. The State Controller’s office has released a preliminary estimate of funds available 
for STA claimants in FY 2011/12. Staff recommends that the Board approve the attached 
Preliminary Fund Allocation for the STA for FY 2011/12 for transmittal to local agencies 
and transit operators. The TAC concurred with this recommendation at its February 8, 2011 
meeting. 

 
3.  FY 2010/11 Public Transit Modernization Improvement Service Efficiency Account 

(PTMISEA) Final Fund Allocation 
 The Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006, 

approved as Proposition 1B on the November 7, 2006 ballot, includes $4 billion for the 
Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account 
(PTMISEA). Each year funds are appropriated to the State Controller’s Office for allocation 
to eligible agencies. The fund allocation is based on an estimated amounts identified in the 
Budget Act of 2010. Staff recommends that the Board approve the attached Final Fund 
Allocation for the PTMISEA for FY 2010/11 for transmittal to local agencies and transit 
operators; and designating the Executive Director as the authorized agent for PTMISEA 
funds. The TAC concurred with this recommendation at its February 8, 2011 meeting. 
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4. TDA Financial Audits 

Staff recommends acceptance of TDA Financial Audits for fiscal year 2009/10 for the City 
of Roseville and the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency. 
 

5. FY 2010/11 City of Colfax Claims for Local Transportation Funds (LTF) - $76,898 
The City of Colfax submitted claims for $76,898 in LTF funds for FY 2010/11 - $73,186 for 
streets and roads purposes and $3,712 for transit. The City’s claims are in compliance with 
the approved LTF apportionment, and all transit needs that are reasonable to meet are being 
provided. Staff recommends approval, subject to the requirement that the City submit a 
complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2010, prior to 
issuance of instructions to the County Auditor to pay the claimant in full. 
 

6. FY 2010/11 City of Colfax Claim for State Transit Assistance (STA) Funds - $8,247 
The City of Colfax submitted a claim for $8,247 in STA funds for FY 2010/11 for transit 
purposes. The City’s claim is in compliance with the approved STA apportionment and with 
all applicable STA requirements. Staff recommends approval.  
 

7. FY 2010/11 City of Rocklin Claims for Local Transportation Funds (LTF) - $2,166,854 
The City of Rocklin submitted claims for $2,166,854 in LTF funds for FY 2010/11 - 
$1,616,152.95 for streets and roads purposes and $550,701.05 for transit. The City’s claims 
are in compliance with the approved LTF apportionment, and all transit needs that are 
reasonable to meet are being provided. Staff recommends approval, subject to the 
requirement that the City submit a complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 2010, prior to issuance of instructions to the County Auditor to pay the 
claimant in full. 
 

8. FY 2010/11 City of Rocklin Claim for State Transit Assistance (STA) Funds - $231,799 
The City of Rocklin submitted a claim for $231,799 in STA funds for FY 2010/11 for transit 
purposes. The City’s claim is in compliance with the approved STA apportionment and with 
all applicable STA requirements. Staff recommends approval.  

 
 
 
 
 



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

$815,024 $15,445,158 $16,260,182

3.8355% $592,395 $592,395
$26,693 $26,693

TRPA TOTAL $592,395 $619,088
$277 $277

$618,811

96.1645% $14,852,763 $14,852,763
$788,331 $788,331

PCTPA TOTAL $14,852,763 $15,641,094
$6,933 $6,933

$350,000 $350,000
$15,767 $289,917 $305,683
$30,903 $568,237 $599,139

$0 $300,000 $300,000
$741,662 $13,337,677 $14,079,339

PLACER COUNTY 98,564 29.53% $4,157,465 
AUBURN 13,578 4.07% $572,725 
COLFAX 1,993 0.60% $84,065 
LINCOLN 41,111 12.32% $1,734,077 
LOOMIS 6,743 2.02% $284,422 
ROCKLIN 56,019 16.78% $2,362,901 
ROSEVILLE 115,781 34.69% $4,883,684 
TOTAL 333,789 100.00% $14,079,339 

PLACER COUNTY $4,157,465 ($166,299) $3,991,166 
AUBURN $572,725 ($22,909) $549,816 
COLFAX $84,065 ($3,363) $80,703 
LINCOLN $1,734,077 ($69,363) $1,664,714 
LOOMIS $284,422 ($11,377) $273,045 
ROCKLIN $2,362,901 ($94,516) $2,268,385 
ROSEVILLE $4,883,684 ($195,347) $4,688,336 
TOTAL $14,079,339 ($563,174) $13,516,165 

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

(6)

(7)
(8)

TRPA Population 13,313 3.8355%
PCTPA Population 333,789 96.1645%

TOTAL 347,102 100.00%

County Auditor Administrative Costs

FY 2011/2012
February 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)

PRELIMINARY APPORTIONMENT
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUND (LTF)

FY 2010/2011  LTF Balance based on January 21, 2011 fund balance provided by Placer County Auditor.

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

Planning       
Contribution (8)

FY 2011/2012 Revenue Apportionment Available to Claimant

Available to    
Claimant 

FY 2011/2012 Revenue 
Apportionment 

DOF Population January 
1, 2010

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

BALANCE AVAILABLE FOR APPORTIONMENT BY PCTPA

FY 2011/2012 
Revenue 

Apportionment (7)

Jurisdiction

Percent (%)Jurisdiction

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

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

$300,000 annual cost estimate to operate the Call Center recommended by the TOWG.
FY 2010/2011 carryover apportionment uses April 29, 2010 DOF population estimates (see box below).

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

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 2010/2011 Article 4.5 allocation is set at 4%.

Apportioned to PCTPA per Section 7.1 PCTPA Rules & Bylaws for FY 2010/2011 Final Overall Work Program, Amendment #1, October 2010. 

 January 1, 2010 DOF Population Estimates

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

Printed:2/10/2011 



Amount of FY 2010/2011 Carryover:

JURISDICTION 01-Jan-10 PERCENT ALLOCATION

PLACER COUNTY 98,564 29.53% $232,785 
AUBURN 13,578 4.07% $32,068 
COLFAX 1,993 0.60% $4,707 
LINCOLN 41,111 12.32% $97,094 
LOOMIS 6,743 2.02% $15,925 
ROCKLIN 56,019 16.78% $132,304 
ROSEVILLE 115,781 34.69% $273,447 
TOTAL 333,789 100.00% $788,331

2-Feb-11

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

$788,331
POPULATION

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

Printed:2/10/2011  ^



Public Transportation Account Fund PUC 99313 Allocation $1,195,298
Public Transportation Account Fund PUC 99314 Allocation $239,154

$1,434,452

$47,812

$1,147,486
 

January PUC 99313 PUC 99314 Total
Jurisdiction 2010 Population Fare Revenue Jurisdiction

Population Percent Allocation Allocation Allocation
Placer County 98,564 29.53% $338,839 $195,033 $533,872
Auburn 13,578 4.07% $46,678 $1,677 $48,355
Colfax 1,993 0.60% $6,851 $0 $6,851
Lincoln 41,111 12.32% $141,330 $2,261 $143,591
Loomis 6,743 2.02% $23,181 $0 $23,181
Rocklin 56,019 16.78% $192,580 $0 $192,580
Roseville 115,781 34.69% $398,027 $40,183 $438,210
TOTAL 333,789 100.00% $1,147,486 $239,154 $1,386,640

Notes:

 PUC = Public Utilities Code

TRPA Population 13,313 3.83547%
PCTPA Population 333,789 96.16453%
TOTAL 347,102               

2/8/2011

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY

February 2011
 FY 2011 / 2012 STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE (STA) PRELIMINARY FUND ALLOCATION (EXCLUDING TAHOE BASIN)

Total STA Allocation

FY 2011 / 2012  Jurisdiction STA Fund Allocation 

January 1, 2010 DOF Population

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

4 Percent  Allocation to WPCTSA (1)

Source: 2011 / 2012 State Transit Assistance Allocation  Preliminary Estimate, California State Controller Division of Accounting and Reporting, January 19, 2011.

Total PUC 99313 Allocation Available to Jurisdictions

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



 PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 
 
IN THE MATTER OF:  PUBLIC TRANSIT           RESOLUTION NO.  11-03 
TRANSPORTATION MODERNIZATION, 
IMPROVEMENT AND SERVICE 
ENHANCEMENT ACCOUNT 
 
 
The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency at 
a regular meeting held February 23, 2011 by the following vote on roll call: 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
Signed and approved by me after its passage. 
 
 

_________________________________________ 
      Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
      Chair 
 
______________________________ 
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, California Government Code Section 29532.1(c) identifies PCTPA as the designated 
regional transportation planning agency for Placer County, exclusive of the Lake Tahoe Basin; and 
 
WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of PCTPA to prepare jurisdiction allocations and submit 
applications, as needed, from the Proposition 1B – Public Transportation Modernization, 
Improvement and Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA). 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that PCTPA: 
 

1. Approves the FY 2010/11 PTMISEA Final Fund Allocation; and 
2. Determines that projects derived from transit operator Short Range Transit Plans, the 

Placer County Regional Transportation Plan 2035, and the Metropolitan Transportation 
Plan for 2035 are eligible projects for purposes for applying for PTMISEA funds; and 

3. Designates the Executive Director as the authorized agent to execute for and on behalf 
of the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA), including jurisdictions 
within Placer County, and local Transit Operators, any actions necessary for the 
purpose of obtaining PTIMSEA funds provided by the California Department of 
Transportation.  



$5,221,402
$520,806

$5,742,208

$208,856

$5,012,546

January GC8879.55(a)(2) GC8879.55(a)(3) Total
Jurisdiction 2010 Population Fare Revenue Jurisdiction

Population Percent Allocation Allocation Allocation
Placer County 98,564 29.53% $1,480,146 $355,912 $1,836,058
Auburn 13,578 4.07% $203,902 $17,336 $221,238
Colfax 1,993 0.60% $29,929 $0 $29,929
Lincoln 41,111 12.32% $617,368 $5,819 $623,187
Loomis 6,743 2.02% $101,260 $0 $101,260
Rocklin 56,019 16.78% $841,243 $0 $841,243
Roseville 115,781 34.69% $1,738,696 $141,739 $1,880,435
TOTAL 333,789 100.00% $5,012,546 $520,806 $5,533,352

Notes:

GC = Government Code
PUC = Public Utilities Code

TRPA Population 13,313 3.83547%
PCTPA Population 333,789 96.16453%
TOTAL 347,102              

2/8/2011

FY 2010 / 2011 PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION MODERNIZATION, IMPROVEMENT, AND SERVICE ENHANCEMENT ACCOUNT (PTMISEA)
PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY

FINAL FUND ALLOCATION  (EXCLUDING TAHOE BASIN)
February 2011

GC 8879.55(a)(2) Allocation (based on PUC Section 99313)
GC 8879.55(a)(3) Allocation (based on PUC Section 99314)

Total PTMISEA Fund

Source: PTMISEA Government Code 8879.55 Eligible Allocation - FY 2010 / 2011, California State Controller Division of Accounting and Reporting, January 19, 2011.

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

(1)  4% of  unencumbered GC 8879.55(a)(2) allocation (PUC 99313) goes to WPCTSA.

Total PTMISEA Fund  Available to Jurisdictions

Western Placer CTSA Allocation (1)

FY 2010 / 2011 Jurisdiction PTMISEA Fund Allocation 

January 1, 2010 DOF Population
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CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 

STREETS & ROADS PURPOSES 

TO: PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

FROM: CLAIMANT: City of Colfax 

ADDRESS: P.O. Box 702 

Colfax, CA 95713 

CONTACT PERSON: Karen Pierce 

Phone: 530-346-2313 Email: colfaxkaren@foothill.net 

The City of Colfax 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 

2010/2011 , for street and road purposes (P.U.C. 99400a) in the amount of $ 73,186 

to be drawn from the Local Transportation 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. 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: City ManagerTITLE: 

DATE: DATE:
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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: City of Colfax 

ADDRESS: P.O. Box 702 

Colfax, CA 95713 

CONTACT PERSON: .:...:Ka~r...:..-en----.:Pi-=-er-=-ce.::....-_C:..:..ity:..!....-=.C.:.:.le.:.:.rk:.....- _ 

Phone: 530-346-2313 Email: colfaxkaren@foothill.net 

The City of Colfax 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_01_2_01_1__ , 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: $ 3,712 

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) (signature) 

TITLE: City Manager TITLE: 

DATE: DATE:
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TDA ANNUAL PROJECT AND FINANCIAL PLAN
 

This form will show the planned expenditures of all TDA funds claimed for the fiscal year. Briefly 
describe all projects which will be funded by current year TDA funds, provide the total cost of the 
project, and provide all sources of funding associated with the project. The project, costs, and 
funding should be consistent with the budget developed in the TDA Claim Worksheet completed for 
the submittal of this claim. The total project cost and total funding source(s) should balance for each 
project. 

Claimant: --=c--=ity~o.::....f__=C::...::o.::....lf_ax _ 

Fiscal Year: 2o_1_o_/2_o_1_1 _ 

Brief Project Description Project Cost Source of Funding & 
Amount 

Public Transit with Placer County $ 11,959 Placer County Transit Services 

1/2 of contract - Placer County gets 
FTA5311 

STA Transit $ 8,247 
LTF Transit $ 3,712 

Total $ 11,959 

Prior Balance $ 527,815 
LTF $ 73,186 
Gas Taxes $ 9,441 
Other Inc/Interest $ 7,600 
General Fund Trsf $ 69,855 

Total $ 687,897 

TDA Streets and Roads - Roadway 
maintenance, construction and related 
equipment 

D 

$686,193 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency Revised 06-25-10 
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City of Colfax 

RESOLUTION NO. 09-2011 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COLFAX
 
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO FILE CLAIMS OR EXECUTE
 

AGREEMENTS FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT
 
OF $73,186 FOR STREETS AND ROADS PURPOSES (ARTICLE 8a), LOCAL
 

TRANSPORTATION FUNDS of $3,712 FOR TRANSIT SERVICES
 
(ARTICLE 8e), AND STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT
 

OF $8,247 FOR CONTRACTED TRANSIT SERVICES
 

WHEREAS, Title 21, Chapter 3 of the California Administrative Code establishes 
procedures for applying for Local Transportation Funds; and 

WHEREAS, The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency is authorized to receive 
and approve all claims for Local Transportation Funds and State Transit Assistance 
Funds. 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Colfax 
that the City Manager is authorized to submit claims to the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency for the City of Colfax's Article 8 Local Transportation Funds and State 
Transit Assistance Funds. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 12th day of January, 2011 by the following vote: 

AYES: Council members Harvey, Roberts, Alpine and Mayor Delfino 

NOES: None 

ABSENT: Barkle 

ATTEST: 

J~Yl f-it c-£ 
Karen Pierce, City Clerk 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 11-04 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FllNDS TO THE 
CITY OF COLFAX 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency at a regular meeting held February 23, 2011 by the following vote on roll call: 

Ayes: 

Noes: 

Absent: 

I Signed and approved by me after its passage. 

I, 
!I Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
II Chair
II 
I 
I 
I 

Executive Director 

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

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

II NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Agency has reviewed the claim and has 
I. made the following allocations from the 2010/11 fiscal year funds. 
II 
dI' 

II 1.	 To the City of Colfax for projects conforming to 
Article 8(a) of the Act: $73,186II 
To the City of Colfax for projects conforming to 
Article 8(c) of the Act: $3,712 

II 2 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that allocation instructions are hereby approved for the County 
, Auditor to pay the claimants. Claimant must submit a complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit 
I for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2010, prior to issuance of said instructions to the County I 

II Auditor to pay the claimant. 

I
[I




CLAIM FOR STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS 
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TO: PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

FROM: CLAIMANT: City of Colfax 

ADDRESS: P.O. Box 702 

Colfax, CA 95713 

CONTACT PERSON: Karen Pierce - City Clerk------'------------------------- 

Phone: 530-346-2313 Email: colfaxkaren@foothill.net 

The ________C_ity....:....-o_fC_o_lf_a_x 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 

$ 8_,2_4_7 for Fiscal Year 2010/2011 

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:
 
(sig nature) (signature) 

TITLE: City Manager TITLE: 

DATE: DATE: t/l2-ltr
I t 



--------------------
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TDA ANNUAL PROJECT AND FINANCIAL PLAN
 

This form will show the planned expenditures of all TDA funds claimed for the fiscal year. Briefly 
describe all projects which will be funded by current year TDA funds, provide the total cost of the 
project, and provide all sources of funding associated with the project. The project, costs, and 
funding should be consistent with the budget developed in the TDA Claim Worksheet completed for 
the submittal of this claim. The total project cost and total funding source(s) should balance for each 
project. 

Claimant: City of Colfax 
---------=------------ 

Fiscal Year: 2010/2011 

Brief Project Description Project Cost Source of Funding & 
Amount 

Public Transit with Placer County $ 11,959 Placer County Transit Services 

1/2 of contract - Placer County gets 
FTA5311 

STA Transit 
LTF Transit 

Total 

$ 8,247 
$ 3,712 

$ 11,959 

TDA Streets and Roads - Roadway 
maintenance, construction and related 
equipment 

$686,193 Prior Balance 
LTF 
Gas Taxes 
Other Inc/Interest 
General Fund Trsf 

$ 527,815 
$ 73,186 
$ 9,441 
$ 7,600 
$ 69,855 

Total $ 687,897 

0 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency Revised 06-25-70 
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City of Colfax 

RESOLUTION NO. 09-2011
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COLFAX
 
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO FILE CLAIMS OR EXECUTE
 

AGREEMENTS FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT
 
OF $73,186 FOR STREETS AND ROADS PURPOSES (ARTICLE 8a), LOCAL
 

TRANSPORTATION FUNDS OF $3,712 FOR TRANSIT SERVICES
 
(ARTICLE 8e), AND STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT
 

OF $8,247 FOR CONTRACTED TRANSIT SERVICES
 

WHEREAS, Title 21, Chapter 3 of the California Administrative Code establishes 
procedures for applying for Local Transportation Funds; and 

WHEREAS, The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency is authorized to receive 
and approve all claims for Local Transportation Funds and State Transit Assistance 
Funds. 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Colfax 
that the City Manager is authorized to submit claims to the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency for the City of Colfax's Article 8 Local Transportation Funds and State 
Transit Assistance Funds. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 12th day of January, 2011 by the following vote: 

AYES: Council members Harvey, Roberts, Alpine and Mayor Delfino 

NOES: None 

ABSENT: Barkle 

ATTEST: 

J~~Atc:£
 
Karen Pierce, City Clerk 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY I 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 11-05
 
STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS TO
 
THE CITY OF COLFAX
 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning
 
Agency at a regular meeting held February 23, 2011 by the following vote on roll call:
 

AYES:
 

NOES:
 

ABSENT:
 

, Signed and approved by me after its passage. 

I 
,I 
II 

II 

'I 
! Executive Director 

I 

Chair 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

IWHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has been designated by the 

I

! Secretary of the State of California, Business and Transportation Agency, as the transportation 
I 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 

I 322, Statutes of 1982; and 

Ii WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency, 
IIl under the provisions of th~ Act,. to review transportation cl~ims and to make allocations of 
ii' money from the State TransIt AssIstance Fund based on the claImS; and 

I( WHEREAS, the Auditor of each county is required to pay monies in the fund to the claimants 
I pursuant to allocation instructions received from the Placer County Transportation Planning 
'1 Agency; and 
)
II WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has reviewed the claim for 
II funds established to be available in the State Transit Assistance fund of Placer County and has 
II made the follo~ing fmdings and allocations: 

r	 The claimant's proposed expenditures are in conformity with the Regional 
Transportation Plan. 

r
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12.	 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. 

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 fmds 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. 

I 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 

I been completed within the last 13 months, prior to filing claims. 
I 

d) The operator is in compliance with the eligibility requirements of Public Utilities 
II
I 

Code Section 99314.6. 

II 
ill Allocation to the City of Colfax of $8,247 in State Transit Assistance Funds (PUC 99313) for 
I	 •

'I transIt purposes. 

'1 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that allocation instructions have been prepared in 
I accordance with the above and are hereby approved and that the Chairman is authorized to sign
1I said allocation instructions and to issue the instructions to the County Auditor to pay the 
I claimants in accordance with the above allocations. 

I	 IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the claimant be notified of the Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency's action on their claim. 
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CLAIM FOR WCAL TR.ANSPQRTATION FUNDS 
TRANSIT PURPOSES 

TO: PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET. AUBURN, CA 95603 

FROM: CLAIMANT: City of Rocklin 

ADDRESS: 3970 Rocklin Roid 

Rocklin, CA 95677 

CONTACT PERSON: -=Gen=e.;,.:viev=e.:..:F'.::;ed:.::e:;.;.rk;:.;;k~ _ 

Phone: (916)625-5022 Email: genevielll!Jredericl@focklln.ca.us 

The City of Rocklin hereby requests, in accordance with the Sdate of 

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

commencing with Section 6600. that lhis claim for Local Transportation Funds be approved for Fiscal 

Year 201012011 • 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. 9926Oa. Article 4, Transit Operations/Capital: $-----
P.D.C. 99275. Article 4.5, Community TI'lUlSit Services: $-----
P.D.C. 99400c, Anicle Se. Contracted Transit Services: $ 550,70-'-1,:.:..:05'---- _ 

C.C.R. 6648, Capital Reserve: $-----
P. U.C. 99400e, Article Se, Capital for ConttaCled Services: $-----

When approved. lhls claim ""iIIlle U'81lSmitted fO the Placer County Auditor for payment. Approval of the claim and payment by me 
County Audit« to the applicant is subject to such monies being available for distribution, and to the provisions thal such IDOlIies will 
be used only in accordauce with the 1erDl$ of \he approved annuaJ financial plan aDd budget. ClaImant Ill1I&t submit 2 complete Fi!lC.8l 
aud COIllpliaotC Audit for lbe prior fiscal year prior 10 isslWlce of instnlclions to the CollJlly Auditor to pay the claimant. 

A1'PRQYE.ll: 

PLACER COUNTY APPUCANT 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: BY: 
(sIgnature) 

TITLE: _-_- ' _TITLE: 

DATE: DATE: 

Page 5 of Exhibit A to 
Reso. No. 2011-4 

mailto:genevielll!Jredericl@focklln.ca.us
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CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 
STREETS & ROADS PURPOSES 

TO: ~LACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET. AUBURN, CA 95603 

FROM: CLAIMANT: 

ADDRESS: 

City ofRocl<lin 

3970 Rocklin Road 

Rocklin. CA 95671 

CONTACT PERSON: Genevieve Frederick 
-=~:"":"=':":'::':="'------------------

Phone: (916) 625-5022 Email: genevleve.frederick@rocklin.ca.u5 

The City of Roddln hereby requestll. in accordance willi the State of 

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

commencing with Section 6600. that this claim for Local Transpoliation Funds be approved for Fiscal Year 

201012~1_1 __ • fur street and road purposes (P.D.C. 994OOa) in the amount of $ 1,616,.152.95 

to be drawn from the Local Transportation Fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer: 

When approved, this claim will be IraJlsnnlled to the Placer Cowuy Auditor for paymenl.. Approval of tile claim aoo paymem by tbe 
County Auditor 10 dJe applicant is subjea 10 such DKmies being available for diSlriblltion, and 10 !be provisions lbat sucb mODics will 
be used only in accordance with the lerms of the approved annual fU'llUlciaJ plan and budget. Claimant must submit II COmpielC FISCal 
aoo Compliance Audit for the prior fiscal )'~ prior 10 is51l8tlCe of imtructions 10 the County Auditor 10 pay !he claimant. 

APPROYED: 

PLACER COUNTY APPUCANT 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: BY: 
(signature) 

/.
TITLE: TITLE: _. ~----'- , 

DATE: DATE; 

Page 6 of Exhibit A to 
Reso. No. 2011-4 
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IDA ANNUAL PROJECT AND FINANCIAl. PLAN 

This form will show the planned expenditures of all TDA funds claimed for the fiscal year. Briefly 
descnDe all projeclS wbich will be funded by current year TDA funds, provide the total cost of the 
projec(, and provide all sources of fundiog associated with the project. The projecl, costs, and 
funding should be consistent with the budget developed in the IDA Claim WorkslJeel completed for 
the submittal oftbis claim. The total project cost and total funding source(s) should balance for each 
project. 

Claimant: C_lty.:-af_Roc_Id_lo _ 

Fiscal Year: 2_0_10_12_0_11 _ 

D.dtl. Proiect Des.eJ:i»ti0lJ Profect Cost ~n:e of Fundmg & 
Ammmt 

PUrchase of Tl(lnsit Serl/lces 

-... 

" .. " .. 
.. 

, 
... . . ... 

$782,500.05 . 

$71 7,398.95 

Prior Year Shortfa11 <~.O5> 
lTFTrilnsh $550,701.05 
STA $231,799 

lTF $71 '1,398;95Street$and Roads 
-Streets and Roads (Malntenand) $593,9S4 tTf SS93,954 
Streets a.nd Roads (Administration) $304;800 .. - lTF $304.soo 

1
 

Placer CountyTransportatIon Planning Agency Revised06-25-10 

Page 7 ofExhibit A to 
Reso. No. 2011-4 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2011-4
 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL
 
OF THE CITY OF ROCKLIN
 

AUTHORIZING THE INTERIM CITY MANAGER TO SUBMIT CLAIMS FOR
 
TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT FUNDS
 

WHEREAS, the City of Rocklin desires to submit the annual transportation 
claims to the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency for funds available from the 
Transportation Development Act of 1971; and 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has made a 
finding that there be an apportionment of $2,166,854 from the Local Transportation 
Fund; and an apportionment of$231,799 from the State Transit Assistance Fund; and 

WHEREAS, these funds can be used for purposes of public transport~tion and for 
acquisition of streets and roads including facilities for the exclusive use of bicycle paths; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of 
Rocklin hereby authorizes submission of the annual transportation claims to the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency for a total of $2,398,653, such funds to be used 
for the purposes indicated in' the claims attached hereto as Exhibit A by this reference 
incorporated herein. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 11 day of January 2011, by the following 
roll call vote: 

AYES: Councilmembers: Storey, Ruslin, Hill, Yuill, Magnuson 

NOES: Councilmembers: None 

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None 

ABSTAIN: Councilmembers: None 

George Magnuson, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

01{ tr(ftt (. f~ Yl'1kt.'1r ~, 
The foregoing rnstrument IS a 
correct, copy of the original document 
on file In this office. 

, . 

Barbara Ivanusich, City Clerk Attest!"~ U;'44;; (: ,,:; C(, ' /~;f/ (/; / / ,.II /;/ 

City Clerk. City of Rocklin • 
t\clerk\reso\011111 AS RESO 10-11 TDA Claim.doc\gf 01/1212011 
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I PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 1 

2 
IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 11-06 

3 LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS TO THE
 
CITY OF ROCKLIN


4

5 
The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning 

6 Agency at a regular meeting held February 23, 2011 by the following vote on roll call: 

7 Ayes: 

8 
Noes: 

9 
Absent: 

10 

11 Signed and approved by me after its passage. 

12 

14 Chair 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

15 

16 
II Executive Director 

17 
II 

HI !,' WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has been designated by the 
I Secretary as the transportation planning agency for Placer County, excluding the Lake Tahoe 

19 i Basin, in accordance with the Transportation Development Act, as amended; and 

20 I 
'1"1 WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of the Agency to review the annual transportation claims 

21 I and to make allocations from the Local Transportation Fund. 
'III

22 ill NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Agency has reviewed the claim and has 
I made the following allocations from the 2010-11 fiscal year funds. 
II 

24 To the City of Rocklin for projects conforming to II 1 
Article 8(a) of the Act: $ 1,616,152.95 

25 
I 

To the City of Rocklin for projects conforming to 
I[ 2.26 Article 8(c) of the Act: $ 550,701.05 
II

27 II 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that allocation instructions are hereby approved for the County 

28 I Auditor to pay the claimants. Claimant must submit a complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2010, prior to issuance of said instructions to the County 
Auditor to pay the claimant. 

I 
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CLAIM FOR STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS 

TO: PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

FROM: CLAIMANT: 

ADDRESS: 

City of Rocklin 

3970 Rocklin Road 

Rocklin, CA 95677 

CONTACT PERSON: ~Ge=-nev=ie:..:.v.=.:ef:...:.red=en:.:.;·(::.:.k ~_ 

Phone: (91(j)~5-50n Email: genev!eveJrederick@rocklin.ca.us 

The (lty orJlock/ln hereby requests, irt accordance with (be State of 

California Public Utilities Code commencing with Section 99200 and !be California Code of Regulations 

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

$ 231,799 for Fiscal Year 201012011 , to be drawn from the State Tl'llDSit Assistance 

fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer. 

When approve4, thili claim will be transmitted to lhe Placer County AUditor for payment. Approoval of the ctaird and payment by !he 
County AUdilor :0 the applicaul is subject 10 SlICh monies being it\'lliJable for distribulion, and 10 the provisioos rhat such monies will 
be used only in alXXlrdaoce wid! the term5 of the appral/cd annU21 fmandal plan ana budget. 

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY APPUCANT 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: BY; 
(sigl'lllture) 

TITLE: TITLE: 

DATE: DATE: 

Page 4 of Exhibit A to 
Reso. No. 2011-4 

mailto:genev!eveJrederick@rocklin.ca.us
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rnA ANNUAL PROJECT AN» FINANCIAL PLAN 

This form will show the planned expenditures of all TDA funds claimed for the fiscal year. Briefly 
describe all projeers which will be funded by current year TDA funds, provide the total cost of the 
project, and provide all sources of funding associated with the project. The project, costs. and 
funding should be consistent with the budget developed in the IDA Claim Worksheet completed for 
the submittal of this claim. The total project cost and total funding source(s) should balance for each 
project. 

Claimant: ..:;;C:;.::lty~o::.:.f.:.:.Roc::..:.:.::Id.:...ln _ 

Fiscal Year: ~20.:...1:..:.0:..:./2_01_1 _ 

».rid:. Project Description Project Cost ~rce of Funding & 
AmQ.lUl1 

Purchase ofTransit Services 

.. 

. . 
" ..... 
.. 
. " 

... 

$782.500.05 . 

Prior Year Shortfall <$(l.OS> 
LTFTranslt $550,701.05 
STA $231,799 

lTF $717,398.95 
tTf $593,954 
lTF$304,800 

I 

StreeU and ~ds 

-Streets and Roads (Maintenance) 
Streets and Roads (Administration) 

$717,39895 
$593,954 
$304,800 .. 

Placer County TransportatIon Planning Agency Revised 06-25-10 

Page 7 of Exhibit A to 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2011-4
 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL
 
OF THE CITY OF ROCKLIN
 

AUTHORIZING THE INTERIM CITY MANAGER TO SUBMIT CLAIMS FOR
 
TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT FUNDS
 

WHEREAS, the City of Rocklin desires to submit the annual transportation 
claims to the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency for funds available from the 
Transportation Development Act of 1971; and 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has made a 
finding that there be an apportionment of $2,166,854 from the Local Transportation 
Fund; and an apportionment of$231 ,799 from the State Transit Assistance Fund; and 

WHEREAS, these funds can be used for purposes of public transportation and for 
acquisition of streets and roads including facilities for the exclusive use ofbicycle paths; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of 
Rocklin hereby authorizes submission of the annual transportation claims to the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency for a total of $2,398,653, such funds to be used 
for the purposes indicated in the claims attached hereto as Exhibit A by this reference 
incorporated herein. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 11 day of January 2011, by the following 
roll call vote: 

AYES: Councilmembers: Storey, Ruslin, Hill, Yuill, Magnuson 

NOES: Councilmembers: None 

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None 

ABSTAIN: Councilmembers: None 

George Magnuson, Mayor 

ATTEST: 
The foregoing Instrument IS a 
correct copy of the original document 
on file in t~is office. 

~.0/{ Itlltt (/~ !(r!lt(."}t Je, 1 ? _ ",:"" ,-.'. '-._ . .' /'>" /~ i,... k~" / ,.<.,. / ! i I'j--/. '1

Attes'\; ; q.l/( (i. < ,trv; // II. t/ f C ;;;, 

Barbara Ivanusich, City Clerk City Clerk,. City of Rocklin 

t\clerk\reso\011111 AS RESO 10-11 TDA Claim.doc\gt01/1212011 
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I PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

I 
I IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATIONOF RESOLUTION NO. 11-07 

STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS TO 
THE CITY OF ROCKLIN 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning
 
Agency at a regular meeting held February 23, 2011 by the following vote on roll call:
 

AYES:
 

NOES:
 

ABSENT:
 

Signed and approved by me after its passage.
 

Chair 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

I Executive Director 16 

I 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 

18 

I
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 

19 

I 1400, Statutes of 1971; and Chapters 161 and 1002, Statutes of 1990; and Chapters 321 and 
322, Statutes of 1982; and 20 I

21 I WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency, 
II under the provisions of the Act, to review transportation claims and to make allocations of 

22 I, money from the State Transit Assistance Fund based on the claims; and 

23 il 
II' WHEREAS, the Auditor of each county is required to pay monies in the fund to the claimants 

24 I pursuant to allocation instructions received from the Placer County Transportation Planning 
I Agency; and 

25 

26 
II' 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 
i made the following findings and allocations: 27 

28 11. 

I

I 

The claimant's proposed expenditures are in conformity with the Regional I 
Transportation Plan. 
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14 

15 

II	 I 
II 
I' 
il	 ~II 2. The level of passenger fares and charges is sufficient to enable the operator or lIansi~ 

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 
Hi I	 employment of part-time drivers or from contracting with common carriers of,

persons operating under a franchise or license. 17 I 
,-
i 

c)	 A certification by the DepartIllent of the California Highway Patrol verifying 18 I
I 
I, that the operator is in compliance with Section 1808.1 of the Vehicle Code, as 
It9 required in Public Utilities Code Section 99251. The certification shall have 

20 II been completed within the last 13 months, prior to filing claims. 
n 
I 
I d) The operator is in compliance with the eligibility requirements of Public Utilities 21 

I
I 

Code Section 99314.6. 
22 II , 

j 
Allocation to the City of Rocklin of $231,799 in State Transit Assistance Funds (PUC 99313) 

23 ; for transit purposes. 

24 Ii 
I NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that allocation instructions have been prepared in 

25 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 

")"'"_<00	 claimants in accordance with the above allocations. 

I
i
I 

27 I,	 IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the claimant be 
Transportation Planning Agency's action on their claim. 28 

I
I 

the County Auditor to pay the 

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

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  February 4, 2011
  
FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner  
  
SUBJECT: UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS FINDINGS FOR FY 2011/12 
 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Adopt Resolution No. 11-08 making findings and recommendations regarding unmet transit needs 
that are reasonable to meet as required by the Transportation Development Act (TDA). 
 
BACKGROUND 
As the Regional Transportation Planning Agency for Placer County, PCTPA is responsible for the 
administration of TDA funds.  This responsibility includes the annual unmet transit needs process, 
which has four key components:  

(1) Soliciting testimony on unmet transit needs that may exist in Placer County;  
(2) Analyzing transit needs in accordance with adopted definitions of “unmet transit needs” 

and “reasonable to meet;”  
(3) Consultation with the Social Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC); and  
(4) Adoption of a finding regarding unmet transit needs that may exist for implementation in 

the next fiscal year.   
 
Unmet transit needs may include establishing, contracting for, or expanding public transportation, 
in addition to services or measures required to comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act.  
If, based on the adopted definition and criteria, any unmet transit needs are determined to be 
reasonable to meet by the PCTPA Board; they must be funded in the next fiscal year prior to any 
TDA funds being allocated for streets and roads purposes.   
 
DISCUSSION 
The Unmet Transit Needs Analysis and Recommendations Final Report for FY 2011/12 are 
provided as Attachment 1.  The analysis was conducted in accordance with the definitions of 
“unmet transit needs” and “reasonable to meet” amended by the PCTPA Board of Directors in 
September 2006.  The analysis relied upon our adopted Short Range Transit Plans, the Long Range 
Transit Master Plan, and the South Placer Dial-a-Ride Study and SACOG’s Public Transit Human 
Services Transportation Coordinated Plan.   
 
Unmet Transit Needs Process 
This year PCTPA reviewed 83 comments pertaining to unmet transit need requests; 16 percent 
were outside PCTPA’s jurisdiction, with the majority focused on improving and expanding transit 
services and specialized transportation within the North Lake Tahoe Basin and the Town of 
Truckee.  
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Of the comments addressing unmet transit needs, the list below summarizes the more prominent 
themes: 

• New service or service extensions (this was the dominant comment category). 
• More direct routes, with fewer transfers. 
• Regional connections between North Lake Tahoe, Auburn, Folsom/western El Dorado, and 

Sacramento. 
• More consistent service hours among the different operators to provide better connectivity. 
• More frequent service, especially during commute periods. 
• More weekend service, with longer service hours, particularly in the morning. 
• Later evening and night service consistent with employer work schedules, particularly in 

North Lake Tahoe. 
• Provision of specialized transportation for non-emergency medical needs. 
• Improved marketing, signage, information availability, and outreach of services. 
• Various facility improvements, including shelters and stops. 

 
In accordance with TDA requirements, the SSTAC met on January 25, 2011 to review the Draft 
Report whose review is required by TDA. The SSTAC comments are included in Appendix “E” of 
the Report. 
  
In addition, the report was reviewed by the Transit Operator’s Working Group (TOWG) and 
PCTPA’s Technical Advisory Group (TAC) on February 8, 2011. These committees had no 
comments. The SSTAC, TOWG, and TAC concur with the recommended finding identified 
below. 
 
Recommended Finding 
There are no new unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet for FY 2010/11. 
 
The following finding from FY 2004/05, as amended in FY 2009/10, was considered an unmet 
transit need on a conditional basis: 
 
 Year-round service between Truckee and Kings Beach on SR 267 provided by TART via a 

new or combined route that connects Truckee, Northstar-at Tahoe and Kings Beach 
continues to be an unmet transit need that is reasonable to meet on a conditional basis 
due to adopted TART Systems (Short Range Transit) Plan recommendations. 
Implementation of year-round service is contingent upon development of a multi-year 
funding plan, which demonstrates a financial commitment toward the service by 
jurisdictions and partners, including those outside of PCTPA’s purview. 

 
 
Attachment 



 
 PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY  
 
 
 
IN THE MATTER OF:  A RESOLUTION  RESOLUTION NO. 11-08 
MAKING FINDINGS REGARDING UNMET 
TRANSIT NEEDS IN PLACER COUNTY 
THAT ARE REASONABLE TO MEET 
 
 
The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency at a regular meeting held February 23, 2011 by the following vote on roll call: 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
 
Signed and approved by me after its passage 
 
 
 
        
       _______________________________________ 
      Chair 
      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, California Government Code Section 29532.1(c) identifies PCTPA as the 
designated Regional Transportation Planning Agency for Placer County, exclusive of the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; and 
 
WHEREAS,  pursuant to Public Utilities Code, Section 99401.5(d), the PCTPA must adopt by 
resolution a finding on unmet transit needs prior to allocating funds for non-transit purposes; 
and 
 
WHEREAS,  PCTPA has solicited testimony from social service agencies, transit users, and 
the general public through advertisements, flyers, press releases, public workshops, and a 
public hearing regarding unmet transit needs they may have; and 

 



 
 

WHEREAS, each item of testimony received was analyzed and compared with the definitions 
of “unmet transit need” and “reasonable to meet” as adopted by the PCTPA in September 2006, 
and is documented in the FY 2010/11 Unmet Transit Needs Analysis and Recommendations 
Final Report for FY 2011/12; and  

 
WHEREAS, PCTPA has consulted with the Social Services Transportation Advisory Council 
(SSTAC) regarding unmet transit needs in accordance with Public Utilities Code, Section 
99238(c); and 
 
WHEREAS, there are no new unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet for FY 2010/11. 

 
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the following finding from FY 2004/05, as 
amended in FY 2009/10, was found to be reasonable to meet as an unmet transit need on a 
conditional basis: 

 Year-round service between Truckee and Kings Beach on SR 267 
provided by TART via a new or combined route that connects 
Truckee, Northstar-at Tahoe and Kings Beach continues to be an 
unmet transit need that is reasonable to meet on a conditional 
basis due to adopted TART Systems (Short Range Transit) Plan 
recommendations. Implementation of year-round service is 
contingent upon development of a multi-year funding plan, which 
demonstrates a financial commitment toward the service by 
jurisdictions and partners, including those outside of PCTPA’s 
purview. 
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299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  February 8, 2011 
  
FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner  
  
SUBJECT: PUBLIC TRANSIT OPERATOR FARE REVENUE  RATIOS 
 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Adopt Resolution No. 11-09 setting the required Transportation Development Act (TDA) fare 
revenue ratios for public transit operators serving western Placer County, effective July 1, 2011. 
 
BACKGROUND 
One of the key responsibilities under the TDA for Regional Transportation Planning Agencies 
(RTPAs) such as PCTPA is to establish fare revenue ratios for all public transit systems 
operating in western Placer County. Each public transit operator is required to maintain one of 
the following minimum fare revenue ratios, unless the operator achieved a higher ratio in the 
Act’s FY 1978/79 base year: 

• 20% for an operator serving an urbanized area per the last federal census; 
• 10% for an operator serving a non-urbanized area; 
• 10% for an operator providing service for the exclusive use of elderly and disabled 

individuals; 
• An intermediate or “blended” percentage for an operator providing service in both 

urbanized and non-urbanized areas; or 
• 15% for an operator serving an urbanized area in a county with a population less than 

500,000, which may be set by the RTPA, provided the agency makes findings 
specifying the reasons for its action. 

 
According to the 2000 Census, the cities of Auburn, Rocklin, and Roseville, the Town of 
Loomis, and approximately two-thirds of Placer County Transit’s service area lie within the 
boundaries of the Sacramento urbanized area. Public transit operators serving an urbanized area 
in a county with less than 500,000 population may be subject to a 15% minimum fare revenue 
ratio instead of the standard urbanized ratio of 20%, provided PCTPA makes findings specifying 
the reasons for its action. The State Department of Finance estimates the population for western 
Placer County, excluding the Tahoe Basin, as of January 1, 2010, at 333,789. 
 
DISCUSSION 
Exhibit “A” summarizes the required TDA fare revenue ratios and provides finding supporting 
these ratios for each public transit operator. The fare revenue ratios shown in Exhibit “A” are 
intended to apply systemwide - i.e., to the transit operator’s entire service area including areas 
served under contract; and to its combined services (fixed route bus and dial-a-ride). The ratios 
will vary by operator depending upon whether the service area is located in the Sacramento 
urbanized area, the non-urbanized area, or both; and based on the type of transit services 
provided.   
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The cities of Colfax and Lincoln, and one-third of Placer County Transit’s service area lie 
outside the urbanized area and are considered rural. Public transit operators serving a rural or 
non-urbanized area are subject to a 10% minimum fare revenue ratio. Lincoln Transit’s ratio may 
need to be updated after the completion of the 2010 Census, as the City may be incorporated into 
the Sacramento urbanized area. 
 
Placer County Transit serves both urbanized and rural areas of Placer County. Under TDA, if an 
operator serves both areas, PCTPA can determine what portion of transit services serve the 
urbanized area and non-urbanized areas to determine the required ratio. The 2009 Triennial 
Performance Audit for Placer County Transit estimated that approximately two-thirds of the 
service area lies within the Sacramento urbanized area and one-third of the area as rural. 
Factoring the service area proportions by the applicable minimum fare revenue ratios provides a 
“blended” ratio for Placer County Transit at 13.3%. Placer County Transit’s ratio may need to be 
updated after the completion of the 2010 Census, as a larger portion of the County may be 
incorporated into the Sacramento urbanized area. 
 
The Western Placer CTSA provides services exclusively to the elderly and to individuals with 
disabilities. The ratio for such services is 10%. 
 
Under TDA, PCTPA must submit the fare revenue ratios to Caltrans for approval no later than 
April 1 proceeding the fiscal year for which they will take effect. Staff recommends approval of 
the required TDA fare revenue ratios for public transit operators serving western Placer County.  
The ratios are intended to become effective July 1, 2011. The TAC concurred with this 
recommendation at its January 11, 2011 meeting.   
 
 
 
 



 
 PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 
IN THE MATTER OF: SETTING TDA RESOLUTION NO. 11-09 
FARE REVENUE RATIOS FOR PUBLIC 
TRANSIT OPERATORS SERVING 
WESTERN PLACER COUNTY 
 
The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency at a 
regular meeting held February 23, 2011 by the following vote on roll call: 
 
Ayes: 
 
Nose: 
 
Absent: 
 
Signed and approved by me after its passage. 
 

              
 Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
 Chairman 
 
______________________________ 
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 intent and policy of the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency to 
promote and improve public transportation services in Placer County; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Transportation Development Act establishes fare revenue ratio requirements for public 
transportation services; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency may approve a minimum fare revenue 
ratio of 15 percent for public transit operators serving an urbanized area in a county with less than 
500,000 provided the Agency makes findings specifying the reason for its action; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency: 
 
THAT, the required Transportation Development Act minimum fare revenue ratios for public transit 
operators serving western Placer County shall be as shown in Exhibit “A.” 
 
THAT, the written findings supporting the minimum fare revenue ratios are identified in Exhibit “A,” 
consistent with the applicable Public Utilities Code sections cited therein, and are hereby approved. 
 
 
 



THAT, the Executive Director is authorized to submit the fare revenue ratios to Caltrans for approval. 
 
THAT, the fare revenue ratios will become effective July 1, 2011.  



Exhibit “A” to Resolution No. 11‐09 
 
 

TDA FARE REVENUE RATIOS FOR PUBLIC TRANSIT OPERATORS  
SERVING WESTERN PLACER COUNTY 

Effective July 1, 2011 
 
 
Public Transit 

Operator 

Systemwide  
Fare Revenue 

Ratio 
Findings PUC 

Section 

Auburn Transit 15% 
Serves the City of Auburn located within the Sacramento 
urbanized area in western Placer County; a county which has a 
population of less than 500,000. 

99268.12 

Lincoln Transit 10% Serves the City of Lincoln located within the non-urbanized area 
of western Placer County. 99268.2 

Placer County 
Transit 13.3% 

Serves both the Sacramento urbanized area (2/3) and the non-
urbanized area (1/3) of western Placer County; a county which 
has a population of less than 500,000. The service area includes 
contract services provided for the cities of Colfax and Rocklin 
and the Town of Loomis. 

99268.2, 
99268.12 & 
99270.1 

Roseville 
Transit 15% 

Serves the City of Roseville located within the Sacramento 
urbanized area in western Placer County; a county which has a 
population of less than 500,000. 

99268.12 

Western Placer 
CTSA 10% 

Serves both the Sacramento urbanized area and the non-
urbanized areas of western Placer County for the exclusive use of 
elderly and disabled individuals; a county which has a population 
of less than 500,000.  

99268.5 

Notes: 
1. The systemwide ratio applies to a public transit operator’s entire service area, including areas served under 

contract service. The systemwide ratio is calculated combining fixed route and dial-a-ride services, as 
applicable. 

2. The Sacramento urbanized area is defined per the 2000 federal census. Definitions for urbanized and non-
urbanized areas are consistent with TDA. 

3. Western Placer County excludes the Tahoe Basin within Placer County, as defined by the State Department 
of Finance. 

4. The State Department of Finance estimates the population for western Placer County, excluding the Tahoe 
Basin, as of January 1, 2010, at 333,789. 

5. Following the 2010 Census, the City of Lincoln may be incorporated into the Sacramento urbanized area; 
and a larger portion of Placer County Transit’s service area may also be incorporated into the urbanized 
area.  Lincoln Transit’s and Placer County Transit’s fare revenue ratios may require an update at that time. 
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www.pctpa.org 

TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  February 9, 2011
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: PRELIMINARY DRAFT FY 2011/12 OVERALL WORK PROGRAM 

(OWP) AND BUDGET 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Authorize the Executive Director to submit the attached preliminary draft FY 2011/12 Overall 
Work Program (OWP) and Budget to Caltrans. 
 
BACKGROUND 
Each Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) must submit a draft OWP to Caltrans no 
later than March 1 of each year.    
 
The OWP should provide a description of the activities to be undertaken by the agency in the 
coming year, along with detailed budget information.  The attached draft OWP and Budget has 
been developed in compliance with these requirements, and has been reviewed by the Technical 
Advisory Committee and Caltrans staff.  The draft will undergo continued refinement, as staff 
receives comments from the Board, Caltrans, and jurisdictions, and as information on grant 
awards and state budget allocations becomes available.  A final FY 2011/12 OWP will be 
presented for Board approval at your May meeting. 
 
DISCUSSION 
Work Program 
Overall, the Work Program reflects a strong focus on core Agency activities, such as 
Transportation Development Act (TDA) administration, project programming and 
implementation such as the I-80/SR 65 Interchange and Capitol Corridor rail improvements, 
Freeway Service Patrol, and management of various Joint Powers Authorities (JPAs) including 
the South Placer Regional Transportation Authority (SPRTA) and the Western Placer 
Consolidated Transit Services Agency (CTSA).    
 
Staff is also working with neighboring agencies on developing discretionary grant applications 
for FY 2011/12, focusing on the Dry Creek Bikeway gap closure and recreational travel.  Should 
those projects move forward, they will be included in the Final FY 2011/12 OWP and Budget to 
be submitted for Board consideration in May. 
 
There are a few items of note included in the preliminary draft OWP.  These are: 
 
Ongoing Work Elements 
• The update of the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) will kick off in FY 

2011/12, and is included in Airport Land Use Commission (WE 27); 
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• Transit Schedule Coordination (WE 76) amongst the various transit operators will be 

completed in FY 2010/11, but the resulting consolidated schedule document will be printed 
and distributed in early FY 2011/12; 

• With the adoption of the Placer Parkway Tier 1 Environmental Impact Report/Study (WE 
40), Placer County will be taking the lead as the Tier 2 construction level document.  PCTPA 
will continue to work on the project as SPRTA staff to serve on the Project Development 
Team. 

 
Staffing 
No changes are recommended to staffing levels.  The current staffing plan – which has remained 
unchanged since 2001 - calls for 6.67 full time equivalent staffers, augmented by our contract 
with Steve Propst as our engineering advisor.   
 
Budget 
Just as many of our jurisdictions, PCTPA is experiencing budget challenges.  However, we are 
fortunate in that our funding is relatively stable, and neither our upswings nor downswings are 
terribly severe.  To address our current situation, staff has again pared indirect expenses and 
increased income through discretionary grants and reimbursed work to balance out some 
projected increases in salary and benefit costs.  More importantly, it also allows us to increase 
our reserve funds towards current recommended levels.  As a result, staff is pleased to provide 
the Board with a balanced budget.   
 
The preliminary budget for FY 2011/12 is $3,128,214.  This includes approximately 48.5% 
($1,515,619) of reimbursed work such as SPRTA administration, CTSA administration, I-80/SR 
65 Interchange Improvements, building management, Congestion Management Program, and 
Freeway Service Patrol.   
 
CM:ss 
Attachments 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 

February 8, 2011 
 
 

ATTENDANCE: Megan Siren, City of Auburn 
Alan Mitchell, Ponticello Enterprises, City of Colfax 
Andrew Gaber, Placer County Public Works 
Angel Rinker, Placer County Air Pollution Control District 
Dave Palmer, City of Rocklin 
Rhon Herndon, City of Roseville 
Mike Wixon, City of Roseville 
 
Celia McAdam, PCTPA 
Scott Aaron, PCTPA 
David Melko, PCTPA 
Sue Sholtis, PCTPA 
Steve Propst, PCTPA 

 
Overall Work Program (OWP) and Budget 
Celia McAdam provided copies of the Preliminary Draft Overall Work Program and Budget for 
FY 2011/12 to TAC members.  McAdam noted the budget balances and asked TAC members to 
review this document and contact her with any questions or comments. 
 
Draft Unmet Transit Needs Report for FY 2011/12 
David Melko provided the Executive Summary from the Draft Unmet Transit Needs Report to 
TAC members for their review, mentioning copies of the entire report will be provided in Board 
agenda packets and upon request.  Melko noted there are no new unmet transit needs that are 
reasonable to meet.  There is a continuation of a 2004/05 unmet transit need with respect to year 
round service on SR 267 which was amended last year which requires a multi-year funding plan. 
 
Melko advised TAC members there were several comments received regarding providing 
specialized transportation to serve non-emergency medical/health trips within the North Lake 
Tahoe/Truckee area.  Melko has recommended PCTPA, NCTC and TRPA jointly pursue grant 
funding to ascertain whether this potential unmet transit need can be found reasonable to meet. 
 
The SSTAC met and reviewed this draft report on January 25.  TAC concurred to bring the 
report before the PCTPA Board for approval at its February 23 meeting. 
 
Preliminary Apportionments for FY 2011/12 

• Local Transportation Fund (LTF) 
David Melko provided the Local Transportation Fund (LTF) Preliminary Apportionment 
for FY 2011/12 to TAC members to use for budgetary purposes.  Melko reviewed the 
apportionment, which assumes a 1% conservative increase, with members.  This 
apportionment is based on 2010 population estimates.  This will be brought before 
PCTPA Board on February 23 for approval. 
 

• State Transit Assistance (STA) 
Melko provided TAC members copies of the State Transit Assistance (STA) Preliminary 
Fund Allocation for FY 2011/12.  Melko reviewed the apportionment, noting it was also 
based on 2010 population estimates.   
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Celia McAdam reminded the TAC that STA is a state budget item and these funds have 
been threatened.  It has been proposed by the State Legislative Analyst’s Office that these 
funds are better served to pay debt service on transportation dollars.  This allocation will 
also be brought to the PCTPA for approval at its February meeting.   

 
I-80 Bottleneck Cost Overrun Strategy 
Celia McAdam reported that she has been alerted that there have been some fairly large change 
orders requested by the contractor on Phase 3 of the I-80 Bottleneck project, due to weather 
related delays and other unanticipated issues.  While Caltrans is negotiating these requests with 
the contractor, there could be an overrun to the project budget of over $1M.  About 80% of the 
funding for Phase 3 construction is from Proposition 1B bonds, but contrary to earlier policy, the 
California Transportation Commission (CTC) did not keep 10% of cost savings for overruns on 
this project. 
 
McAdam stated we could go back to the CTC for these cost overruns but we do not want to 
jeopardize the $19M Proposition 1B funding request for Phase 2 of the Lincoln Bypass.  
Working with Caltrans, staff has identified the savings on Phase 2 of the I-80 Bottleneck as a 
potential funding source for any shortfall, as well as using some of the remaining federal earmark 
for the Bottleneck to avoid going to the CTC on this issue.   
 
The details of this issue are still being worked on, but McAdam wanted TAC members to be 
aware of this issue and will continue to apprise members of future developments. 
 
PTMISEA Apportionments for FY 2010/11 
David Melko provided the Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and Service 
Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) Final Fund Allocation for FY 2010/11 to TAC members.  
Melko explained these were Prop 1B transit monies which are allocated similar to STA from 
PUC Sections.  This apportionment will be brought to the PCTPA for approval at our February 
Board meeting.   
 
Melko reviewed the allocation amounts with TAC members and mentioned applications are due 
in June.  Progress reports for FY 07/08 and 08/09 are due.  Melko asked appropriate jurisdictions 
to provide draft progress reports by February 15. 
 
TDA Audit Recommendations:  LTF Claims Process Update 
Celia McAdam reported staff continues to work with our attorney and auditor on how to meet 
TDA requirements and keep paperwork streamlined with our LTF claims process.  It now 
appears that all unexpended funds will need to be rolled forward and reclaimed on an annual 
basis.   
 
Staff is committed to make this process as streamlined as possible within the confines of the law.  
TAC members will be updated as progress is made to resolve this. 
 
Other Issues/Upcoming Deadlines 
David Melko reminded TAC members that TSSSDRA applications are due March 15.   
 
Celia McAdam stated Scott Aaron is developing the TDA Bike-Ped 5-year Cash Management 
Plan.  McAdam asked jurisdictions to provide an estimate of when they will be claiming funds to 
Aaron to ensure the timing of funding to accommodate everyone’s projects. 
 



  Page 3 

McAdam noted updated Placer County Bike Maps are available.  Mike Wixon suggested adding 
sponsors to the map to help defray printing costs.  McAdam responded we would have to 
determine if the sponsorship funding would offset the additional cost of enlarging the map. 
 
McAdam mentioned there have been discussions with our Board Chair to possibly cancel our 
March 23 Board meeting.  Our March 8 TAC meeting may also be cancelled due to lack of 
agenda items.  Staff will keep TAC apprised as these decisions are reached. 
 
Melko reminded the TAC that there will be a staff report regarding TDA required fare revenue 
ratios at our February Board meeting. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 3:36 p.m. 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: Board of Directors DATE: February 9, 2011
  
FROM: David Melko, Senior Planner 

Solvi Sabol, Alternative Transportation Manager & Freeway Service Patrol 
     Coordinator 
Stan Tidman, Senior Planner 

  
SUBJECT: STATUS REPORT 

 
1. TDM & Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) Report 

PCTPA is currently accepting applications for the Bucks for Bikes program.  Bucks for Bikes 
provides a partial subsidy for new commuter bikes purchased from local businesses, and 
promotes the use of commuting by bicycle.  In addition to registering and logging miles for the 
region’s May is Bike Month campaign, there is an added requirement that those applicants who 
receive a subsidy must attend a smart cycling clinic.  Smart Cycling Clinics will be available 
throughout the region and free to anyone interested in safe, smart bicycling practices.  These 
clinics are taught by league certified instructors and paid for by a grant from the Sacramento 
Area Council of Governments (SACOG).  Promotion of these programs serves to reduce the 
use of single occupancy vehicles in the region as well as support and encourage safe bicycling 
in the county.   

PCTPA is working with the City of Auburn on their first annual bikefest scheduled for May 7, 
2011.  Helmets will be provided to those children who currently do not have a helmet or have 
inadequate/poor fitting helmets and will be paid for by local sponsors.  Local bike shops will 
donate their time in providing bike maintenance.   

Staff will be participating in a Transit Communicators group.  This type of think tank group 
which was conducted in the Bay Area proved to be successful in sharing and implementing 
ideas as they pertain to media relations, public affairs issues, and marketing that affect public 
transit. 
 
Planning for various spring events and promotions are currently underway.  These include 
Earth Day events, Summer Youth Bus Pass, May is Bike Month, and the Spare the Air 
programs. 
 
Placer County’s Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) logged 1,132 assists for the quarter ending in 
December (October – December).  Highway 65 accounted for 495 of these assists, compared 
with 433 assists from the same quarter last year.  Interstate 80 accounted for 574 assists, 
compared with 412 assists from the same quarter last year. The Adam truck which backs up 
both beats (or highways segments) accounted for 63 of these assists compared with 66 from the 
same quarter last year. 
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2. Capitol Corridor Update  

Ridership increased by 5.1 percent in December compared to the same month in 2009, with an 
overall twelve month growth of 2.82 percent. Ridership at the three Placer stations varied 
compared to the same month in 2010: a -14.0 percent decline at Auburn; an 8.0 percent 
increase at Rocklin; and a -2.4 percent decline at Roseville. The Capitol Corridor continues to 
be the third busiest Amtrak route in the nation, with ridership at 1.605 million for the last 
twelve months. 

 
December 2010 revenue increased 10.3 percent compared to November 2009, and increased 
1.6 percent compared to the adopted Business Plan. 

 
December fare recovery was 45.7 percent, which is below the State and Business Plan goal of 
50.0 percent. Year-to-date fare recovery is at 48.0 percent. 

 
December on-time performance averaged 95.4 percent, continuing the reliability trend that 
began in early 2010. The Capitol Corridor remains number one as the most reliable route in the 
Amtrak national system with its on-time performance.  
 
PCTPA and CCJPA staff discussed spring/summer offers and how they can best be promoted 
in Placer County. 
 
At the January 2011 California Transportation Commission (CTC) the CCJPA was approved to 
expend $3.53 million in funding for the environmental and initial design phases of the planned 
Roseville Third Track project.  A working team will include CCJPA, UPRR, PCTPA, the City 
of Roseville and other Sacramento area agencies. The initial step is to procure consultant 
support. Aside from the evaluation of track improvements within the UPRR owned right-of-
way, two of the key elements of the project will be evaluating a new rail bridge across the 
American River and the potential relocation of the Roseville Station. 
 

3. I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements – PA&ED 
The CH2M HILL contract was signed for Project Report Approval and the Environmental 
Document (PA&ED) work.  A kick-off meeting has been scheduled for March 1.  This meeting 
will focus on initial milestones to develop a communications plan and to conduct the first 
public meeting.   

 
4. Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC)   

On December 8, 2010, the Board adopted Resolution #10-27, which allowed the Executive 
Director to file a $225,000 Acquisition & Development Fund Application with the California 
Department of Transportation’s Division of Aeronautics (DOA).  The proposed grant would 
help to fund the 2000 Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (PCALUCP) update. 
 
The 2010 Aeronautics Program listed the PCALUCP update as a FY2012/13 project depending 
upon funding availability.  The application was submitted early to potentially accelerate update 
funding.  Based on this, at the January meeting, the California Transportation Commission 
(CTC) allocated funding for the update.  The staff is working to develop a preliminary scope of 
work, schedule, and cost estimate for a May 2011 DOA review.  Once approved, a Request for 
Proposals can be distributed for consultant selection.  Based on this, the DOA will prepare the 
grant agreement with authorization to award the contract. 



MEMORANDUM
 

TO: Celia McAdam 

FROM: Randle Communications 

DATE: January 18, 2011 

RE: December 2010 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 December 2010. 

Randle continued to conduct public information outreach for PCTPA projects 
and worked closely with Caltrans, the Cities of Lincoln, Roseville and Rocklin, as 
well as Placer County media, to inform residents of construction activity for the 1
80 expansion and Lincoln Bypass projects. 

Randle also worked with PCTPA Executive Director Celia McAdam (McAdam) 
on PCTPA Board member Kathy Lund's retirement tribute. 

Following is a capsule summary of activities: 

Public Information Outreach 

Construction Activity Updates 

Randle continued to work with Caltrans and PCTPA to develop construction 
activity advisories that inform the public of Lincoln Bypass and 1-80 expansion 
construction activity. 

Below is a summary of advisories distributed in December: 

Lincoln Bypass Information Outreach 

•	 Randle worked with Caltrans and City of Lincoln on December 3, to 
distribute and pitch a traffic alert regarding planned road closures on 
North Dowd Road. The closures were extended one day, ending 
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December 4, and were implemented because of weather challenges for 
project completion. 

•	 Randle worked with Caltrans and City of Lincoln on December 6, to 
distribute and pitch a traffic alert regarding planned lane closures on 
Ferrari Ranch Road from December 13-17. The closures were needed for 
exterior concrete work to be completed. 

•	 Finally, Randle worked with Caltrans and City of Lincoln to distribute an 
updated traffic alert regarding the work on Ferrari Ranch Road that 
began December 13. Due to weather, the lane closures were extended 
until Dec. 24. 

1-80 Expansion Information Outreach 

•	 There were no needed information outreach updates for the 1-80 
Expansion project. Construction adivity slows during winter months due to 
constraints of seasonal weather. 

Lincoln Bypass Website 

Randle worked to maintain and update the Lincoln Bypass Website, and posted 
needed information updates on a regular basis. 

Media Relations 

Randle received an interview request from the Lincoln News Messenger, and 
worked with McAdam to facilitate an interview regarding progress to-date on 
the Lincoln Bypass. Randle also worked with Caltrans to schedule an in-person 
tour of the Bypass in early January for photo purposes. 

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. 

### 



 
1701 Pennsylvania Avenue 

Suite 300 
Washington, DC  20006 
Phone: (202) 351-6855 
Fax: (202) 351-6855 

www.federaladvocates.com 
 
January 31, 2011 
 
To: Celia McAdam 
From: Sante Esposito 
Subject: January 2011 Monthly Report 
 
The following addresses various issues with respect to PCTPA. 
 
FY11 Appropriations 
 
The Congress adjourned with the passage of a “clean” (no earmarks) FY11 continuing 
appropriations to keep the government operating at FY10 levels through March 4, 2011. In the 
waning days of the Congress, the House had passed a full year “clean” CR- covering the last 10 
months of the fiscal year ending September 30, 2011. The Senate countered with a full year CR 
that included earmarks, those included in the FY11 Senate appropriation bills and those included 
in the FY11 House appropriation bills for Members who had been re-elected in November. At 
the end of the day, Majority Leader Reid did not have the votes to pass the bill- Senate 
Republicans who had initially indicated support for the effort changed their minds. As a result 
the March 4 version was passed. At this point, it is not clear what will happen come March 4- a 
“clean” extension until the end of FY11; an extension with earmarks; a combination of both; etc. 
The House Republicans are pushing for a CR without earmarks and at 2006 levels. How such an 
approach would affect infrastructure/jobs funding – both widely supported – is uncertain. We 
will continue to monitor the process which will coincide with work on the FY12 appropriations. 
To review, earlier this year PCTPA submitted its FY11 appropriations request to the Offices of 
Senators Feinstein and Boxer for $3.084M for the I-80/SR-65 Interchange Improvement Project. 
Congressman McClintock, as he did last year, was not accepting requests as he will not be 
pursuing earmarks in the appropriations process. Along those lines, on March 11, 2010, the 
House Republican Conference voted to adopt a one year unilateral moratorium on all 
appropriation earmarks. The Senate Republicans did not choose to follow suit. In the Senate, 
Senators Feinstein and Boxer did not include anything in their Transportation Appropriations 
requests for the I-80/SR-65 Project.  
 
FY12 Appropriations 
 



In the House, it is still unclear at this time whether or not the Republicans will hold the line on 
no earmarks on the FY12 appropriations process. The press has already picked up a difference of 
opinion among House Republicans on this issue. House Democrats still support earmarks, and 
some Members have already released their appropriations request form. In the Senate, Senate 
Democrats still support earmarks in the FY12 process while most, if not all, Senate Republicans 
support a ban. At this point, it is uncertain how this issue will be resolved. 
 
SAFETEA-LU Reauthorization 
 
Also included in the March 4 CR was another extension of SAFETEA-LU at current levels 
without any policy changes. In the House, the new T&I Chairman, John Mica, has said 
enactment of SAFETEA-LU reauthorization is one of his three top priorities. The Committee 
will be doing a series of field hearings in February on the reauthorization. Notwithstanding the 
earmark rhetoric, we do expect another “call for projects” in the spring as the current database of 
projects is two years old. Mica has also said he wants a House-passed reauthorization bill by the 
July 4 recess. In the Senate, the leadership and staff of the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works remain the same and Chairman Boxer has said that she is poised to move a bill as 
soon as the House acts. We have confirmed that staff is working on a bill. 
 
To review, on April 29, PCTPA submitted to Congressman McClintock a request for $4 million 
to help fund the construction of Phase 2A of the Lincoln Bypass on SR65 as it’s a high priority 
project in the reauthorization of SAFETEA-LU.  The Congressman submitted PCTPA’s request 
to the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure.  It was one of only four projects 
he submitted.  In addition, PCTPA decided to cosponsor SACOG’s high priority SAFETEA-LU 
project request of $4 million from Congresswoman Matsui for the Roseville-Sacramento rail 
track improvements.  The Congresswoman submitted $3 million for the SACOG project to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure.  Federal Advocates is coordinating advocacy of 
this issue with SACOG’s DC representative. The Bypass Project at $18.203M was also 
submitted to the Senate Environment and Public Works Committee and Senator Feinstein, per 
Senator Boxer’s July 2009 “call for projects.” 
 
This week PCTPA’s Board adopted its strategy regarding reauthorization – to request funding 
for the Lincoln Bypass from Members’ High Priority Project allocation and for Placer Parkway 
from Projects of National and Regional Significance, with the caveat that should the two projects 
be in competition, Placer Parkway is the higher priority. Federal Advocates will begin 
coordinating/devising advocacy strategy with Holland and Knight, Placer County’s D.C. rep. 
 
Grants 
 
While it is still unclear how earmarks will be addressed in the FY12 appropriations process, 
effective January 1, Federal Advocates has expanded significantly its client grant solicitation 
service, and has begun the process of providing possible grant opportunities per its earlier press 
release. 



52 
Sue Sholtis 

From: Ann Marie Henrioulle [ahenrioulle@mailstation.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 02, 2011 9:59 AM
 
To: pctpa@pctpa.net; efletcher@sacbee.com; Lynnsjr@sierrajunction.com;
 

Reinettesenum@gmail.com; Knorberg@trpa.org 
Subject: [SPAM] Upper Placer, Nevada County and Lake Tahoe 

Ladies &Gentlemen CC boards &purview please 

I follow energy supply &transport issues. Middle East instability spells trouble at the 
gas pump. Energy authorities include Richard Heinberg J Jan Lundberg and Boone Pickens. 
We hear warnings of motor fuel rationing from these credible sources J moreso in disturbing 
context of political upheaval. 

Even looking at upward trend of worldwide petroleum consumption without oilpatch meltdown J we 
are heading for supply squeeze all through this decadeJ with price constraints on economic 
recovery seemingly unavoidable. Conclusion: For our corner of Northern CaliforniaJ it 
makes business sense to encourage and ultimatelYJ seek private capital in rail capacity 
expansionJ including rebuilt rail link to Nevada County and Lake Tahoe (Tahoe City). 

Parties seeing this J addressees and cc recipients J are urged to independently ascertain the 
scope of this challenge. No one individual or agency can deal with this. Even in team 
approach J we must understand that extraordinary effort shall be required to maintain Societal 
&Commercial Cohesion. Stakeholders include the banks holding mortgages! 

Private capital supplemented by strategic public seed money is capable of achieving de 
minimus rail enhancements needed to continue unimpeded flow of people &goods through this 
decade and beyond. Union Pacific concerns about track and time limitations become moot as 
UP benefits from participation in railway engineering that expands overall rail transport 
capacity. 

There are three rail studies of interest here; 

The 1945 Kaiser Engineers Study looked at the Southern PacificJ offered a number of tunnel 
and bridge improvements between Roseville and RenoJ NV. 

The 1991 Wilbur Smith Associates Nevada County rail study has important elements for 
reconnecting Grass Valey and Nevada County in generalJ with the National Rail matri J crucial 
in energy emergency era. 

The 1995 CalTrans ISe/US5e Reno-Tahoe Rail Corridor StudYJ first edition having best 
inclusion of US5e Corridor rail scopings. Much of the CalTrans study is an upgrade of the 
Kaiser studYJ with respect to the Ise rail correidor. TRPA and CalTrans Director can supply 
copies J ask for the unabridged initial printingJ with public meeting inputs J etc. Keith 
Norberg at TRPA can help. 

To encourage action- -suggest all hands read Richard Heinberg and see his well footnoted 
"MuseLetter" chronicles on the web. Nevada City &Colfax are talking about historic 
downtown revitalization J South Lake Tahoe as well. Railway is a key solution set element 
in these diverse communities; and absolutely crucial with price and supply constraints on 
motor fuel. 

Thank You 

Gunnar Henrioulle Colfax & Lake Tahoe (53e-346-6e6e) 

(peakoil.net) articles 374 &1e37 
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Placer Parkway, Auburn 
State Rec Area support 
BY GUS THOMSON 
JOURNAL STAff WRITER 

Atrio of top Placer County 
officials is bound for Wash
ington' nc. for four days in 
February to lobby for federal 
support on a bevy of local 
projects. 

County Executive Officer Jim Holmes 
Tom Miller will join Supervi
sors Jim Holmes and Robert Weygandt 
on the Feb. 14-17 trip. They'll meet with 
federal elected and appointed officials to 
discuss legislative and regulatory issues. 

The Capitol visit has become a yearly 
part ofthe board's duties, with from two 
to four supervisors joined by the CEO 
on recent trips. This year's estimated 
costs for each supervisor, including 
travel, lodging and incidental expendi
tures are about $1,200 to $1,500- down 
from last year's $1,625, when Supervisor 
Kirk Uhler also took part. 

Newly-installed as board chairman, 
Weygandt said he's observed in his 16 
years as superviSor that the trip helps 
build relationships with decision-mak
ers inWashington. 

"There's no question in my mind that 
it's an investment well-made," Wey
gandtsaid. 

Two years ago, supervisors became 
embroiled in controversy after the Jour
nal revealeda $1,600 dinner attended 
by Miller, Chief Deputy CEO Rich Col
well and supervisors Jim Holmes, 
Rocky Rockholm and RobertWeygandt. 
The $1,600 dinner, including a $300 tip, 
was courtesy of Placer County taxpay
ers and took place during the February 
2007 trip to Washington. It was 
described as an "appreciation" for then
U.S. Rep. John Doolittle. 

Allison Carlos, of the county execu
tive office, said the schedule was still 
being set for this year's trip and no oth
er staffmembers, including aides, were 
expected take part. Carlos saidWednes
day she didn't know what dinner plans 
were being made this year for the trip. 

Carlos reported to supervisors Tues
day that Holland and Knight, the coun
ty's lobbying firm in Washington, con
tinues to emphasize the importance of 
Placer leadership speaking directlywith 
legislators and the staff of agencies, 
particularly as funding tightens. 

"To put a fme point on the benefit to 
the county of these trips, over the past 
10 years, $105 million in funding has 

Tom Miller Robert Weygandt 

"To put a fine point on the 

benefit to the county of these 

trips, over the past 10·years, 

$105 million in funding has been 

secured for key regional 

projects." 
Allison Carlos, Placer County executive office 

been secured for key regional projects," 
Carlos said. 

The county's list ofprograms funded 
includes more than $71 million for 
Interstate 80 "bottleneck" widening, 
$10 million for regional wastewater 
treatment plant work, $5 million in law
enforcement communications 
upgrades and $4 million for the Lin
coin-Highway 65 bypass. 

Transportation needs are high on the 
county agenda, with the county seeking 
$25 million for the future Placer Park
way near Roseville, as well as ongoing 
funding for Interstate 80 improve
ments, county bridge replacement 
projects and Kings Beach commercial 
core revitalization. 

Supervisors will also be seeking 
meetings on supporting permanent 
federal funding for the management of 
the Auburn State Recreation Area. 

Holmes said Wednesday that the 
31,OOO-acre recreation area is being 
threatened by funding shortages but 
he'd like to get help at the higher levels 
ofgovernment. 

"It's bigger than just the U.S. Depart
ment of the Interior," he said. 

Holmes said he and the others will be 
going to dinner but doesn't expect to sit 
down again to a meal paid for by the 
county similar to the 2007 spread. 

"We will have dinner but we pretty 
much low key it," he said. "But we will 
be going to dinner." 

Reach Gus Thomson at 
gust@goldcountrymedia.com. 




