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D. Agenda Review  

   
E. Public Comment  

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

acted upon by the Board at one time without discussion.  Any Board 
member, staff member, or interested citizen may request an item be 
removed from the consent calendar for discussion. 
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Advocates, Inc. 
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 11. FY 2010/11 City of Lincoln Claim for Transportation 

Development Act (TDA) Pedestrian and Bicycle Funds - $28,000 
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 12. City of Rocklin Funding Agreement for Projects Using 
Proposition 1B – Public Transit Modernization Improvement 
Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) Funds 
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I. Public Workshop: Draft Short Range Transit Plans for Auburn 
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Action 
Pg.  77 

   
ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

 
CONVENE AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
AGENCY 
 
J. Public Workshop: Draft Short Range Transit Plan for the Western 

Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 
Action 
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K. FY 2011/12 Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services 
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Action 
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member, staff member, or interested citizen may request an item be 
removed from the consent calendar for discussion. 

Pg.  123 

 1. Letter of Task Agreement for Fiscal and Compliance Audit 
Services for FY 2011/12 – GALLINA LLP 

Pg.  124 

 2. Letter of Task Agreement for Legal Services for FY 2011/12 -  
Miller & Owen 

Pg.  132 

 3. Letter of Task Agreement for Accounting Oversight Services for 
FY 2011/12 – Hal Weber, CPA 

Pg.  134 

 4. Letter of Task Agreement for Transit Planning Services for FY 
2011/12 – AMMA Transit Planning 

Pg.  135 

    
ADJOURN AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
AGENCY 



 
Board of Directors Meeting Agenda 
PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
June 29, 2011 
Page 3 
 

 
CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 
M. Executive Director’s Report  
   
N. Board Direction to Staff  
   
O. Informational Items Info 
 1. Revenues and Expenditures for April and May (under separate 

cover) 
 

 2. PCTPA & Western Placer CTSA Quarterly Financial Statements 
(under separate cover) 

 

 3. TAC Minutes Pg.  140 
 4. Status Reports  
  a. PCTPA Pg.  142 
  b. Randle Communications  
   i. March 2011 Pg.  145 
   ii. April 2011 Pg.  148 
  c. Federal Advocates, Inc.  
   i. April 2011 Pg.  151 
   ii. May 2011 Pg.  153 
  d. Capitol Corridor Monthly Performance Report Pg.  156 
 5. Newspaper Articles Pg.  158 
    

 
 

Next Regularly Scheduled PCTPA Board Meeting 
August 24, 2011 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
MINUTES 

MAY 4, 2011 
 
The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency met on Wednesday, May 4, 2011 at 9:00 
a.m. at the Board of Supervisors Chambers, 175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, California. 
 
 ATTENDANCE: John Allard   Celia McAdam 
    Tom Cosgrove   David Melko 
    Steve Harvey   Solvi Sabol 
    Jim Holmes   Sue Sholtis 
    Keith Nesbitt 

Miguel Ucovich 
    Kirk Uhler 
    Scott Yuill    
 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Upon motion by Allard and second by Harvey, the minutes of the February 23, 2011 PCTPA 
Board meeting were approved as submitted, with Nesbitt abstaining. 
 
AGENDA REVIEW 
None. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
None. 
 
CONSENT CALENDAR 
Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Yuill, the Board unanimously approved the Consent 
Calendar as submitted.   
 
FINAL OVERALL WORK PROGRAM (OWP) AND BUDGET FOR FY 2011/12 
Celia McAdam asked the Board to approve the Final Overall Work Program (OWP) and Budget 
for FY 2011/12 for submission to Caltrans.  McAdam noted the OWP and Budget is due to 
Caltrans by June 1.  The Board approved the Preliminary Draft in February and the Final 
includes only a few differences.  The Fixed Route Short Range Transit Plans will not be 
completed by the end of June, so they are included in next year’s work program. Under Project 
Programming staff will specifically identify some of the projects staff is working with 
jurisdictions to find discretionary funding for including the Colfax UP Railroad Grade Separation 
and the Interchange at Highway 174 and I-80 and matching funds for the Nelson Lane Bridge 
Improvement that connects into the Lincoln Bypass.   
 
There is no change to staffing, and the Agency budget balances.  We did not receive full funding 
from our Clean Air Grant applications which is reflected in the budget; however, we did receive 
another $5,000 because another project fell out.  This revenue will be reflected in the first 
amendment to the OWP and budget which should come before the Board around October.  The 
final budget is a little over $3M, about half of which is in reimbursed work.  The overall budget 
is about 1% below last year’s. 
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Miguel Ucovich inquired whether funds were adequate to keep the Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) 
and whether service went to Auburn.  Solvi Sabol responded FSP has been patrolling to Auburn.  
McAdam noted due to the reduction in FSP funding staff continues to work with California 
Highway Patrol on ensuring we have adequate funding to continue the existing routes.  If 
funding further declines with the passage of the State budget, it will be reflected in our work 
program amendment.  Ucovich mentioned he has seen the signage on the FSP trucks several 
times, noting the service seems to be quite effective. 
 
Keith Nesbitt asked what transportation projects may be at risk if there are deep cuts in the State 
budget.  McAdam replied transportation is not in the crosshairs since the State recognizes that 
transportation is jobs.  The gas tax swap has passed and McAdam does not sense we are in a 
great deal of danger.  Bond sales are questionable, which affects timing of funding availability to 
move forward on projects that have not been allocated.  Funding is available to continue 
construction on our current projects. 
 
Upon motion by Ucovich and second by Yuill, the Board unanimously authorized the Executive 
Director to submit the final Overall Work Program (OWP) and Budget for FY 2011/12 to 
Caltrans. 
 
MAY IS BIKE MONTH DECLARATION 
Solvi Sabol asked the Board to declare the month of May as Placer County’s May is Bike Month.  
Sabol explained PCTPA is an outreach partner in the Sacramento Area Council of Government’s 
(SACOG) Transportation Demand Management Task Force which promotes alternative modes 
of transportation with the goal of reducing the number of single occupancy vehicles on the road, 
reducing traffic congestion and improving air quality.   
 
Our biggest regional success for this type of campaign has been May is Bike Month which 
promotes biking in the month of May with a goal of participants logging one million miles by the 
end of the month.  There is also an emphasis on bike safety.  Placer County has hosted seven 
bike safety clinics in the months of March and April. 
 
Tom Cosgrove mentioned this weekend the City of Lincoln is sponsoring the Tour de Lincoln 
and thanked staff for their good work and efforts in promoting these events. 
 
Keith Nesbitt inquired whether Sabol would be attending Auburn’s Bike Fest this Saturday at 
E.V. Cain.  Sabol responded affirmatively, noting this is a youth safety events for kids.  Auburn 
49er Lions and State Farm donated money towards helmets for kids.  Nesbitt thanked Sabol for 
her efforts for pitching bike month and safety together. 
 
Upon motion by Cosgrove and second by Allard, the Board unanimously adopted Resolution No. 
11-10 declaring May, 2011 as Placer County’s May is Bike Month. 
 
AMGEN TOUR OF CALIFORNIA RESOLUTION 
Solvi Sabol provided background on the upcoming 2011 Amgen Tour of California, a Tour de 
France-style cycling event which is the largest of its kind in America.  The City of Auburn 
submitted a non-traditional video proposal to Amgen to become a host city.  Amgen announced 
the City of Auburn as a starting city in Stage 3 of the Tour which will take place on May 17.  
Sabol asked the Board to commend Amgen by way of Resolution No. 11-12 for choosing the 
City of Auburn as a host city for the 2011 Amgen Tour of California. 
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Keith Nesbitt thanked everybody who participated as co-producers of the video proposal.  
Nesbitt stated with the exception of in-kind services, the City of Auburn has not put any hard 
dollars into the Amgen Tour of California.  Volunteers have done an incredible job in planning 
and organizing this event.  Nesbitt encouraged all to participate in upcoming events leading up 
the Amgen Tour as well as the Tour itself, and to visit bikeauburn.com for a list of upcoming 
events.  Nesbitt expressed his appreciation for PCTPA always being a great partner on these 
events. 
 
Tom Cosgrove congratulated the City of Auburn in bringing a very important event to the region 
which will benefit all of Placer County.  Nesbitt commented three stages of the Tour will start or 
end or both in Placer County and as a result Placer County will be highlighted. 
 
Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Holmes, the Board unanimously adopted Resolution No. 
11-12 commending Amgen for choosing the City of Auburn as a host city for the 2011 Amgen 
Tour of California. 
 
STATE LEGISLATIVE POSITION:  AB 1308 (MILLER) 
Celia McAdam stated this item addresses the Highway Users Tax Account known as HUTA, the 
state excise tax on gasoline and diesel fuel.  A third of these funds go into the State Highway 
Operations Protection Program (SHOPP) that maintains the State highway system.  A third goes 
into the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) which we used for the Lincoln 
Bypass.  A third goes by formula to cities and counties for local streets and roads purposes, most 
often for street maintenance and pothole repairs.  
 
Under the current law the State cannot borrow HUTA funds but these funds are tied up in the 
State budget since it is not continuously allocated. AB 1308 will take HUTA out of the budget 
discussion and allow those funds to be continuously allocated to cities, counties, and other 
transportation project sponsors regardless of the State budget status.  Staff recommends a 
position of support for AB 1308. 
 
Upon motion by Ucovich and second by Nesbitt, the Board unanimously adopted a position of 
support on AB 1308 (Miller): Highway Users Tax Account. 
 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
Celia McAdam noted the Board took a position of support in January for the gas tax swap which 
has since been passed and the money is now flowing. 
 
McAdam stated that, in follow up to the unmet transit needs discussion at the February Board 
meeting, staff met with the Placer Collaborative Network (PCN) on March 16.  This meeting 
included a lively discussion, resulting in a better understanding of the needs of the various 
partners.  We determined there are a lot of mechanisms currently in place that address some of 
the concerns the PCN addressed during our unmet transit needs process.  Information sharing 
continues on the specifics of their needs to minimize the bureaucracy and maximize the 
effectiveness of meeting those transportation needs.  This effort continues and we are on the right 
track. 
 
Staff has prepared applications for the Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA) savings 
from the previous rounds that were awarded back in 2007.  Applications were submitted for 
Phase 2a and 2b of the Lincoln Bypass.  Phase 2a goes from Nelson Lane to Wise Road and 
Phase 2b goes from Wise Road to Sheridan.  These applications were ranked number one and 
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three throughout Caltrans District 3 and were adopted as priorities by SACOG.  Applications are 
due to the California Transportation Commission (CTC) on May 16.  
 
McAdam further reported that the CTC meeting to award the CMIA savings will be held the 
same date as our regularly scheduled June Board meeting date.   In order to represent the Agency 
at this critical CTC meeting, McAdam suggested we delay our regularly scheduled June Board 
meeting by one week and combine our June and July Board meetings to June 29. 
 
Tom Cosgrove reported on events that transpired at the California Association of Councils of 
Governments (CALCOG) Regional Issues Forum conducted last week where he served as 
PCTPA’s representative.  Cosgrove noted CALCOG has gone through some significant changes 
and transitions with the organization to hopefully bring it more current.  Cosgrove highlighted 
speakers and discussions during this event which included High Speed Rail, implementing SB 
375, California’s governance structure, FHWA overview, State budget update and California 
Forward.  A business meeting followed this where the upcoming work program for the coming 
year was discussed.  Members were very positive and optimistic about accomplishing relevant 
and meaningful tasks in the coming years. 
 
McAdam noted she served as the Chair of the COG Directors Group during this year where the 
organization was reorganized, and this meeting marked the end of her tenure.  Cosgrove added 
McAdam was highly complimented on her accomplishments during this past year as well as 
prior years.  
 
Chair Uhler recognized and thanked Tom Cosgrove’s efforts on behalf of our Board serving as 
our representative for CALCOG.  Uhler thanked McAdam for her leadership that she shows 
wherever she shows up. 
 
Jim Holmes mentioned Kevin Riggs, formerly from KCRA, has joined Randle Communications. 
 
Miguel Ucovich inquired whether there were discussions during the CALCOG Forum on 
whether or not California can afford High Speed Rail.  Cosgrove replied that aspect was not 
addressed during the discussion of High Speed Rail.  Discussions focused on the phasing, the 
timing and locations.  McAdam mentioned during Caltrans’ Norma Ortega’s discussion at 
CALCOG it was stated there is seed money in the budget for High Speed Rail to move forward 
but the real money is in the State’s bonds and whether the State has the ability to sell bonds.  
High Speed Rail may not be the highest priority for bond issues if the State can indeed do them. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 9:40 a.m. 
 
 
 
_________________________________  ____________________________________ 
Celia McAdam     Kirk Uhler, Chair 
Executive Director 
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299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  June 14, 2011
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
 
Below are the Consent Calendar items for the June 29, 2011 agenda for your review and action. 
 
1. Letter of Task Agreement and Master Agreement for Federal Legislative Advocacy Services 

for FY 2011/12 – Federal Advocates, Inc. 
 Staff recommends approval of the attached Letter of Task Agreement and Master 

Agreement for Federal Advocacy Services with Federal Advocates, Inc. for an amount not 
to exceed $36,000 as budgeted in the Agency’s FY 2011/12 Overall Work Program and 
Budget. 

 
2. Letter of Task Agreement for Fiscal and Compliance Audit Services for FY 2011/12 – 

GALLINA LLP 
Staff recommends approval of the attached Letter of Task Agreement for FYE June 30, 2011 
Financial Audit services with GALLINA LLP for an amount not to exceed $34,000 as 
budgeted in the Agency’s FY 2011/12 Overall Work Program and Budget. 

 
3. Letter of Task Agreement for Airport Land Use Consulting Services for FY 2011/12 – Mead 

& Hunt 
 Staff recommends approval of the attached Letter of Task Agreement for Mead & Hunt to 

perform technical services to assist PCTPA staff to implement the Placer County Airport 
Land Use Compatibility Plan for an amount not to exceed $2,200 as budgeted in the 
Agency’s FY 2011/12 Overall Work Program and Budget. 

 
4. Letter of Task Agreement for Legal Services for FY 2011/12 – Miller & Owen 

Staff recommends approval of the attached Letter of Task Agreement for Legal Services 
with Miller & Owen with primary legal counsel Nancy Miller at a billing rate of $265 per 
hour and for a total amount not to exceed $18,000 as budgeted in the Agency’s FY 2011/12 
Overall Work Program and Budget. 
 

5. Letter of Task Agreement for Engineering Advisory Services for FY 2011/12 – Steve Propst 
 Staff recommends approval of the attached Letter of Task Agreement for Engineering 

Advisory Services with Steve Propst for an amount not to exceed $38,000 as budgeted in the 
Agency’s FY 2011/12 Overall Work Program and Budget. 
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6. Letter of Task Agreement for State Legislative Advocacy Services for FY 2011/12 – Smith, 

Watts & Martinez, LLC. 
 Staff recommends approval of the attached Letter of Task Agreement for State Advocacy 

Services with Smith, Watts & Company for an amount not to exceed $21,100 as budgeted in 
the Agency’s FY 2011/12 Overall Work Program and Budget. 

 
7. Letter of Task Agreement and Master Agreement for Accounting Oversight Services for FY 

2011/12 – Hal Weber, CPA 
 Staff recommends approval of the attached Master Agreement and Letter of Task 

Agreement for Accounting Oversight Services with Hal Weber at a billing rate of $110/hour 
and for a total amount not to exceed $1,000 as budgeted in the Agency’s FY 2011/12 
Overall Work Program and Budget. 

 
8. Letter of Task Agreement for Marketing Services for FY 2011/12 – Capitol Corridor Joint 

Powers Authority (CCJPA) 
Staff recommends approval of the attached Letter of Task Agreement for Capitol Corridor 
Joint Powers Authority for $7,500 as budgeted in the 2011/12 Overall Work Program & 
Budget.             

 
9. FY 2010/11 City of Lincoln Claims for Local Transportation Funds (LTF) - $1,589,865 
 The City of Lincoln submitted claims for $1,589,865 in LTF funds for FY 2010/11 - 

$751,030 for streets and roads purposes and $838,835 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. However, Lincoln Transit failed to meet minimum farebox 
recovery ratio requirements in FY 2008/09.  Per Transportation Development Act (TDA) 
regulations, the City will receive its FY 2010/11 LTF apportionment minus the difference 
between the required fare revenues and the actual fare revenues received in FY 2008/09.  
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 including applicable penalty. 
 

10. FY 2010/11 City of Lincoln Claim for State Transit Assistance (STA) Funds - $172,858 
The City of Lincoln submitted a claim for $172,858 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.  
 

11. FY 2010/11 City of Lincoln Claim for Transportation Development Act (TDA) Pedestrian 
and Bicycle Funds - $28,000 

 The City of Lincoln recently submitted a claim for TDA Pedestrian and Bicycle funds in the 
amount of $28,000 for FY2010/11.  This claim represents a portion of the City’s five-year 
funding amount according to PCTPA’s current five-year Cash Management Plan for the 
TDA Pedestrian and Bicycle Fund.  Staff recommends approval. 
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12. City of Rocklin Funding Agreement for Projects Using Proposition 1B – Public Transit 

Modernization Improvement Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) Funds 
On February 23, 2011, the PCTPA Board approved a jurisdiction allocation plan for the 
$5,221,402 in PTMISEA regional funds for FY 2010/11. PCTPA is the grant recipient for 
these State funds. The City of Rocklin share of $841,243 will pass through PCTPA. A 
Funding Agreement is needed with the City of Rocklin to pass through the PTMISEA funds.  
PCTPA will work closely with the City to ensure the smooth flow of the funds, completion 
of the project, and funding requirements are met. A copy of the Funding Agreement between 
PCTPA and the City of Rocklin is attached. Staff recommends Board approval. 

 
13. Town of Loomis Funding Agreement for Projects Using Proposition 1B – Public Transit 

Modernization Improvement Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) Funds 
On February 23, 2011, the PCTPA Board approved a jurisdiction allocation plan for the 
$5,221,402 in PTMISEA regional funds for FY 2010/11. PCTPA is the grant recipient for 
these State funds. The Town of Loomis share of $101,260 will pass through PCTPA. A 
Funding Agreement is needed with the Town of Loomis to pass through the PTMISEA 
funds.  PCTPA will work closely with the Town to ensure the smooth flow of the funds, 
completion of the project, and funding requirements are met. A copy of the Funding 
Agreement between PCTPA and the Town of Loomis is attached. Staff recommends Board 
approval. 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
June 29, 2011 
 
Sante Esposito, Managing Partner 
Federal Advocates, Inc. 
20607 Quarterpath Trace Circle 
Sterling, VA  20165 
 
SUBJECT: LETTER OF TASK AGREEMENT #11-01  

BETWEEN FEDERAL ADVOCATES, INC. AND  
THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY  

 
Dear Mr. Esposito: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes work under the “Master Agreement between the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) and Federal Advocates, Inc.” dated June 29, 2011. 
 
1. Incorporated Master Agreement:  This Letter of Task Agreement is the statement of contract-

specific requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by Federal Advocates, Inc. to 
provide advocacy services for the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency. 

 
2. Term:  Consultant services are to provide ongoing representation of the positions and issues of 

PCTPA commencing July 1, 2011 through June 30, 2012 as contained in this Letter of Task 
Agreement and subsequent correspondence.  Extensions or renewals to this contract may be made 
with the agreement of all parties.  During the term of this contract, you are not to engage in other 
work that would be deemed a conflict of interest with PCTPA interests. 

 
3. Scope of Services:   Consultant will perform the tasks as described below.  The Executive 

Director will act as Project Manager for PCTPA.  Sante Esposito of Federal Advocates, Inc. will 
act as Project Manager for the consulting team, which will include assigning advocacy tasks 
amongst the consulting team as appropriate, and providing the primary point of contact for 
PCTPA. 

 
a. Advise PCTPA on federal legislative and administrative matters which may have a direct 

effect on the agency. 
 
b. Assist PCTPA in identifying and obtaining funding for transportation projects and 

improvements. 
 

c. Arrange for meetings with legislative representatives for PCTPA officials and staff, as 
needed. 

 
d. Arrange for meetings with federal agencies regarding transportation projects or policies 

for PCTPA officials and staff, as needed. 
 

e. Perform all other duties customarily performed by legislative advocates and 
governmental affairs representatives on behalf of PCTPA to the best of their abilities, 
experience, and talents. 
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4. Personnel:  The consultant will provide its own personnel to perform the work in this Letter of 

Task Agreement.  Consultant team will provide administrative support and overhead expenses. 
 
5. Compensation:  For services rendered during the above mentioned period, the consultant will 

receive a sum of $3,000 per month, with a total amount not to exceed $36,000.  Billing for 
consultant services will be through Federal Advocates, Inc.  Consultant will invoice on a monthly 
basis for work completed. Invoices will be paid within thirty (30) days of receipt. 

 
6. Expenses:  PCTPA will reimburse consultant for travel expenses when pre-approved by PCTPA.  

Receipt documentation of expenses must accompany reimbursement requests. 
  
If this Letter of Task Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy.  Questions 
concerning this agreement and the advocacy services in general should be directed to Celia McAdam, 
Executive Director, at (530) 823-4030. 
 
Sincerely,      Accepted by: 
 
 
 
_______________________________________  _______________________________________ 
Celia McAdam,    Date  Sante Esposito,    Date 
Executive Director     Managing Partner 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency  Federal Advocates, Inc. 
 
CM/sl 
Encl. 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
June 29, 2011 
 
Brad Constantine, CPA 
GALLINA LLP 
925 Highland Pointe Drive, Suite 450 
Roseville, CA 95678 
 
SUBJECT: LETTER OF TASK AGREEMENT #11-01  
 BETWEEN GALLINA LLP AND  
 THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY  
 
Dear Mr. Constantine: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes work under the “Master Agreement between the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) and GALLINA LLP” dated June 23, 2010. 
 
1) Incorporated Master Agreement: This Letter of Task Agreement is the statement of contract-

specific requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by GALLINA LLP in fiscal 
year 2011/2012.  This signed Letter of Task Agreement comprises the contract between 
GALLINA LLP and PCTPA.   

  
2) Term:  Consultant services are to commence July 1, 2011 and shall be completed in such a 

sequence as to assure its expeditious completion in light of the purposes of this Letter of Task 
Agreement, but in any event, all of the services required herein shall be completed no later than 
June 30, 2012. 

 
3) Scope of Services:  

 GALLINA LLP will perform the tasks for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2011 as described 
in the proposal submitted to PCTPA, dated March 12, 2010, in accordance with standard 
accounting practices and standards for government entities. 

 
 Consultant will perform the independent fiscal audit of PCTPA, the single audit of PCTPA 

federal funds if necessary, the compliance audits of Transportation Development Act (TDA) 
claimants in Placer County pursuant to Public Utilities Code 99245, the audits of Public 
Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) 
bond funds in accordance with Senate Bill 88, Statues of 2007, and the State Controller’s 
Financial Transactions Report for PCTPA.   

 
 GALLINA LLP engagement letter, dated June 1, 2011 is an integral part of this agreement 

and further clarifies the scope of services to be conducted and audit objectives and 
procedures. 

 
4) Personnel: Consultant shall provide its own personnel to perform the work in the proposal.  

Consultant shall provide administrative support and overhead expenses. 
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5) Compensation:  

For services rendered in FY 2011/2012, consultant will receive a sum not to exceed $29,150.  If 
PCTPA federal funds exceed the federal threshold which triggers the necessity of the single audit 
report, consultant will complete the single audit and will receive an additional sum not to exceed 
$4,670. 

 
Consultant will invoice for work completed and reference the appropriate work completed, the 
cost of each task and shall include a ten percent (10%) retainage withholding. The accumulated 
retainage will be released upon acceptance by PCTPA of all completed audit reports as specified in 
the scope of services in the proposal dated March 12, 2010. 
 

If this Letter of Task Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy.  Questions 
concerning this agreement and the project in general should be directed to Shirley LeBlanc, Fiscal/ 
Administrative Officer at (530) 823-4030. 
 
Sincerely,      Accepted by: 
        
 
 
_________________________________  _________________________________             
Celia McAdam   Date   Brad Constantine, CPA Date 
Executive Director     Partner 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency  GALLINA LLP 
 
CM/sl 
 
Encl.  



II	 
12
 

GALLINALLP 
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS 

June 1,2011 

Shirley LeBlanc
 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency
 
299 Nevada Street
 
Auburn, CA 95603
 

We are pleased to confirnl our understanding of the services we are to provide the Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency (Agency) for the year ending June 30, 2011. We ask that you either 
confirm or amend that understanding. 

We will audit the financial statements of the governmental activities, the business-type activities, each 
major fund and the aggregate remaining information, which collectively comprise the basic financial 
statements of the Agency as of and for the year ending June 30, 2011. Accounting standards generally 
accepted in the United States of America provide for certain required supplementary information (RSI), 
such as management's discussion and analysis (MD&A) to supplement the Agency's basic financial 
statements. Such information, although not a part of the basic financial statements is required by the 
Government Accounting Standards Board who consider it to be an essential part of financial reporting for 
placing the basic financial statements in an appropriate operational, economic, or historical context. As 
part of our engagement, we will apply certain limited procedures to the Agency's RSI in accordance with 
auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America. These limited procedures will 
consist principally of inquiries of management regarding the methods of preparing the information and 
comparing the information for consistency with management's responses to our inquiries, the basic 
financial statements and other knowledge we obtained during the audit of the basic financial statements. 
We will not express an opinion or provide any assurance on the information because the limited 
procedures do not provide us with sufficient evidence to express an opinion or provide assurance. The 
following RSI is required by generally accepted accounting principles and will be subjected to certain 
limited procedures, but will not be audited: 

•	 Management's discussion and analysis (MD&A) 
•	 Schedule of funding progress - retiree healthcare plan 
•	 Budgetary comparison schedules 

We have also been engaged to report on supplementary information other than the RSI that accompanies 
the Agency's financial statements. We will subject the following supplementary infonnation to the 
auditing procedures applied in our audit of the financial statements and certain additional procedures, 
including comparing and reconciling such information directly to the underlying accounting and other 
records used to prepare the financial statements or to the financial statements themselves, and other 
additional procedures in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of 
America and will provide an opinion on it in relation to the financial statements taken as a whole: 

•	 Combining and individual fund statements 
•	 Schedule of expenditures of federal awards (if required) 
•	 Report on the Overall Work program revenues and expenditures for the Agency by funding 

source for the year ended June 30, 2011. 
•	 Schedule ofAllocations and Expenditures 

925 Highland Pointe Drive, Suite 450 • Roseville, CA 95678-5418 
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As part of our engagement we will also audit funds allocated and disbursed to Transportation 
Development Act (TDA) claimants. For the fiscal year ended June 30, 2011, we expect this could include: 

•	 County of Placer • Town of Loomis 
•	 City of Auburn • City of Rocklin 
•	 City of Colfax • City of Roseville 
•	 City of Lincoln • Placer County Transportation 
•	 Western Placer Consolidated Planning Agency
 

Transportation Services Agency
 

Audit Objectives 

The objective of our audit is the expression of an opinion as to whether your basic financial statements are 
fairly presented, in all material respects, in conformity with U.S. generally accepted accounting principles 
and to report on the fairness of the additional information referred to in the first paragraph when 
considered in relation to the financial statements taken as a whole. The objective also includes reporting 
on

•	 Internal control related to the financial statements and compliance with the provisions of 
applicable laws, regulations, contracts, agreements and grants, noncompliance with which 
could have a material effect on the financial statements in accordance with Government 
Auditing Standards. 

•	 Internal control related to major programs and an opinion (or disclaimer of opinion) on 
compliance with laws, regulations, and the provisions of contracts or grant agreements that 
could have a direct and material effect on each major program in accordance with the Single 
Audit Act Amendments of 1996 and OMB Circular A-133, Audits of States, Local 
Governments, and Non-Profit Organizations, should the Agency's federal expenditures 
exceed the federal threshold which triggers the requirement for a Single Audit. 

•	 Compliance over financial reporting based on an audit of fmancial statements performed in 
accordance with the statues, rules and regulations of the California Transportation 
Development Act and the Allocation Instructions and Resolutions of the Agency. 

The reports on internal control and compliance will include a statement that the report is intended solely 
for the information and use of the agency's governing board, management, and specific legislative or 
regulatory bodies, federal awarding agencies, and if applicable, pass-through entities and is not intended 
to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties. 

Our audit will be conducted in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States 
of America; the standards for fmancial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards, issued by the 
Comptroller General of the United States; the Single Audit Act Amendments of 1996; and the provisions 
of OMB Circular A-l33, and will include tests of accounting records, a determination of major 
program(s) in accordance with OMB Circular A-133, and other procedures we consider necessary to 
enable us to express such opinions and to render the required reports. If our opinions on the financial 
statements or the Single Audit compliance opinions are other than unqualified, we will fully discuss the 
reasons with you in advance. If, for any reason, we are unable to complete the audit or are unable to form 
or have not formed opinions, we may decline to express opinions or to issue a report as a result of this 
engagement. 
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Our audit will also include the following: 

•	 Preparation of the State Controller's Report for the Agency. The report will be prepared and 
submitted to the State ControlJer's Office by the filing date provided by the State Controller's 
Office. 

Management Responsibilities 

Management is responsible for establishing and maintaining effective internal controls, including internal 
controls over compliance, and for evaluating and monitoring ongoing activities, to help ensure that 
appropriate goals and objectives are met and that there is a reasonable assurance that government 
programs are administered in compliance with compliance requirements. You are also responsible for the 
selection and application of accounting principles; for the fair presentation in the financial statements of 
the governmental activities, business-type activities, each major fund, and the aggregate remaining fund 
information of the Agency and the respective changes in fmancial position and cash flows, where 
applicable, in conformity with U.S. generally accepted accounting principles; and for compliance with 
applicable laws and regulations and the provisions of contracts and grant agreements. 

Management is responsible for the basic fmancial statements and all accompanying information as well as 
all representations contained therein. Management is also responsible for identifying government award 
programs and understanding and complying with the compliance requirements, and for preparation of the 
schedule of expenditures of federal awards in compliance with the requirements ofOMB Circular A-l33. 

Management is also responsible for making all financial records and related information available to us 
and for ensuring that management and financial information is reliable and properly recorded. Your 
responsibilities also include identifying significant vendor relationships in which the vendor has 
responsibility for program compliance and for the accuracy and completeness of that information. Your 
responsibilities include· adjusting the fmancial statements to correct material misstatements and 
confirming to us in the representation letter that the effects of any uncorrected misstatements aggregated 
by us during the current engagement and pertaining to the latest period presented are immaterial, both 
individually and in the aggregate, to the financial statements taken as a whole. 

You are responsible for the design and implementation of programs and controls to prevent and detect 
fraud, and for informing us about all known or suspected fraud affecting the government involving (1) 
management, (2) employees who have significant roles in internal control, and (3) others where the fraud 
or illegal acts could have a material effect on the financial statements. Your responsibilities include 
informing us of your knowledge of any allegations of fraud or suspected fraud affecting the government 
received in communications from employees, former employees, grantors, regulators, or others. In 
addition, you are responsible for identifying and ensuring that the Agency complies with applicable laws, 
regulations, contracts, agreements, and grants. Additionally, as required by OMB Circular A-133, it is 
management's responsibility to follow up and take corrective action on reported audit findings and to 
prepare a summary schedule of prior audit fmdings and a corrective action plan. You are responsible for 
the preparation of the supplementary information in conformity with U.S. generally accepted accounting 
principles. You agree to include our report on supplementary information in any document that contains 
and indicates that we have reported on the supplementary information. You also agree to include the 
audited fmancial statements with any presentation of the supplementary information that includes our 
report thereon or make the audited financial statements readily available to users of the supplementary 
information no later than the date the supplementary information is issued with our report thereon. 

Management is responsible for establishment and maintenance of a process for tracking the status of audit 
findings and recommendations. Management is also responsible for identifying for us previous financial 
audits, attestation engagements, performance audits or other studies related to the objectives discussed in 
the Audit Objectives section of this letter. This responsibility includes relaying to us corrective actions 
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taken to address significant findings and recommendations resulting from those audits, attestation 
engagement, performance audits, or other studies. You are also responsible for providing management's 
views on our current fmdings, conclusions, and recommendations, as well as your planned corrective 
actions, for the report, and for the timing and format for providing that information. 

Audit Procedures-General 

An audit includes examining, on a test basis, evidence supporting the amounts and disclosures in the 
financial statements; therefore, our audit will involve judgment about the number of transactions to be 
examined and the areas to be tested. We will plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable rather than 
absolute assurance about whether the fmancial statements are free of material misstatement, whether from 
(1) errors, (2) fraudulent financial reporting, (3) misappropriation of assets, or (4) violations of laws or 
governmental regulations that are attributable to the Agency or to acts by management or employees 
acting on behalf of the Agency. Because the determination of abuse is subjective, Government Auditing 
Standards do not expect auditors to provide reasonable assurance of detecting abuse. 

Because an audit is designed to provide reasonable, but not absolute assurance and because we will not 
perform a detailed examination of all transactions, there is a risk that material misstatements may exist 
and not be detected by us. In addition, an audit is not designed to detect immaterial misstatements or 
violations of laws or governmental regulations that do not have a direct and material effect on the 
financial statements. However, we will inform you of any material errors and any fraudulent financial 
reporting or misappropriation of assets that come to our attention. We will also inform you of any 
violations of laws or governmental regulations that come to our attention, unless clearly inconsequential 
and any material abuse that comes to our attention. We will include such matters in the reports required 
for a Single Audit. Our responsibility as auditors are limited to the period covered by our audit and does 
not extend to any later periods for which we are not engaged as auditors. 

Our procedures will include tests of documentary evidence supporting the transactions recorded in the 
accounts, and may include tests of the physical existence of inventories, and direct confmnation of 
receivables and certain other assets and liabilities by correspondence with selected individuals, funding 
sources, creditors, and financial institutions. We will request written representations from your attorneys 
as part of the engagement, and they may bill you for responding to this inquiry. At the conclusion of our 
audit, we will also require certain written representations from you about the fmancial statements and 
related matters. 

Identifying and ensuring that the Agency complies with laws, regulations, contracts, and agreements is 
the responsibility of management. As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the financial 
statements are free of material misstatement, we will perform tests of the Agency's compliance with 
applicable laws and regulations and the provisions of contracts and agreements, including statues, rules 
and regulations of the California Transportation Development Act. However, the objective of our audit 
will not be to provide an opinion on overall compliance and we will not express such an opinion. 

Audit Procedures-Internal Controls 

Our audit will include obtaining an understanding of the Agency and its environment, including internal 
control, sufficient to assess the risks of material misstatement of the financial statements and to design the 
nature, timing, and extent of further audit procedures. Tests of controls may be performed to test the 
effectiveness of certain controls that we consider relevant to preventing and detecting errors and fraud 
that are material to the financial statements and to preventing and detecting misstatements resulting from 
illegal acts and other noncompliance matters that have a direct and material effect on the financial 
statements. Our tests, if performed, will be less in scope than would be necessary to render an opinion on 
internal control and, accordingly, no opinion will be expressed in our report on internal control issued 
pursuant to Government Auditing Standards. 
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As required by OMB Circular A-I33, we will perform tests of controls over compliance to evaluate the 
effectiveness of the design and operation of controls that we consider relevant to preventing or detecting 
material noncompliance with compliance requirements applicable to each major federal award program. 
However, our tests will be less in scope than would be necessary to render an opinion on those controls 
and, accordingly, no opinion will be expressed in our report on internal control issued pursuant to OMB 
Circular A-133. 

An audit is not designed to provide assurance on internal control or to identify significant deficiencies. 
However, during the audit, we will communicate to management and those charged with governance 
internal control related matters that are required to be communicated under AICPA professional standards 
and Government Auditing Standard, and OMB Circular A-I33. 

Audit Procedures-Compliance 

As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the financial statements are free of material 
misstatement, we will perform tests of the Agency's compliance with provisions of applicable laws, 
regulations, contracts, agreements, and grants. However, the objective of our audit will not be to provide 
an opinion on overall compliance and we will not express such an opinion in our report on compliance 
issued pursuant to Government Auditing Standards. 

OMB Circular A-I33 requires that we also plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance 
about whether the auditee has complied with applicable laws and regulations and the provisions of 
contracts and grant agreements applicable to major programs. Our procedures will consist of tests of 
transactions and other applicable procedures described in the OMB Circular A-133 Compliance 
Supplement and related addenda for the types of compliance requirements that could have a direct and 
material effect on each of the Agency's major programs. The purpose of these procedures will be to 
express on an opinion on the Agency's compliance with requirements applicable to each of its major 
programs in our report on compliance issued pursuant to OMB Circular A-133. 

Our audit will also include tests of compliance to determine that allocations made and expenditures paid 
by the Agency were in accordance with the allocation instructions and resolutions of the Agency and in 
conformance with the California Transportation Development Act. Specifically, we will perform each of 
the specific tasks identified in the California Code of Regulations Sections 6662 through 6667 that are 
applicable to the Agency. 

Also as part of our audit, we will perform tests of compliance to determine whether bond proceeds 
disbursed from the State's Public Transportation Modernization Improvement and Service enhancement 
account (PTMISEA) were received and expended in accordance with applicable bond act and state 
accounting requirements. 

Responsibility for Non-audit Services 

We will prepare a general ledger trial balance for use during the audit. Our preparation of the trial balance 
will be limited to formatting information in the Agency's general ledger into a working trial balance. Also 
as part of the audit we will assist with preparation of your financial statements, schedule of expenditures 
of federal awards (if required) and related notes. You are responsible for making all management 
decisions and performing all management functions relating to the fmancial statements, schedule of 
expenditures of federal awards (if required) and related notes and for accepting full responsibility for such 
decisions. You will be required to acknowledge in the management representation letter our assistance 
with preparation of the fmancial statements and that you have reviewed and approved the financial 
statements and related notes prior to their issuance and have accepted full responsibility for them. 
Further, you are required to designate an individual with suitable skill, knowledge, or experience to 
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oversee any nonaudit services we provide and for evaluating the adequacy and results of those services 
and accepting responsibility for them. 

As a result of our audit, we will provide you with adjusting journal entries, both those considered material 
and immaterial. The preparation of adjusting journal entries is considered a non-attest service. 
Consequently, Government Auditing Standards, require you to designate a qualified management-level 
individual to review these entries and to be responsible and accountable for any adjusting journal entries 
we may submit to you. Further, we will confirm with you your agreement with the adjusting journal 
entries that we have proposed and whether or not they will be posted to the Agency's accounts. We will 
also confirm with you your agreement that unrecorded adjusting journal entries, both individually and in 
the aggregate, are immaterial to the financial statements taken as a whole. 

Audit Administration, Fees, and Other 

We understand that your employees will be available to answer inquiries during our audit and will locate 
any invoices selected by us for testing. 

The general timing of our audit is anticipated to be performed and completed in the following time 
frames. 

Timing 

- Entrance conference October 11, 2011 
- Document internal control and perform October 11-14, 2011 

walkthroughs 
- Mail confirmations July, 2011 

- Receive year-end trial balance files September 30,2011 

- Perform year-end audit procedures October 11-14,2011 

- Issue draft audit report October 31, 2011 

- Issue final audit report December 15, 2011 

At the conclusion of the engagement, we will provide bound copies, unbound copies and an electronic 
copy in portable document format (PDF) of all reports in the quantities you have designated. However, 
management is responsible for distribution of the reports and the financial statements. Unless restricted by 
law or regulation, or containing privileged and confidential information, copies of our reports are to be 
made available for public inspection. 

The audit documentation for this engagement is the property of GALLINA LLP and constitutes 
confidential information. However, pursuant to authority given by law or regulation, we may be requested 
to make certain audit documentation available to the State Controller's Office or its designee, a federal 
agency providing direct or indirect funding, or the U.S. General Accounting Office for purposes of a 
quality review of the audit, to resolve audit findings, or to carry out oversight responsibilities. We will 
notifY you of any such request. If requested, access to such audit documentation will be provided under 
the supervision of GALLINA LLP personnel. Furthermore, upon request, we may provide copies of 
selected audit documentation to the aforementioned parties. These parties may intend, or decide, to 
distribute the copies or information contained therein to others, including other governmental agencies. 

Brad Constantine is the engagement partner and is responsible for supervising the audit and signing the 
report. 
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The finn may from time to time, and depending on the circumstances, use third-party service providers in 
serving your account. We may share confidential infonnation about you with these service providers, but 
remain committed to maintaining the confidentiality and security of your infonnation. Accordingly, we 
maintain internal policies, procedures, and safeguards to protect confidentiality of your personal 
infonnation. In addition, we will secure confidentiality agreements with all service providers to maintain 
th~ confidentiality of your infonnation and we will take reasonable precautions to detennine that they 
have appropriate procedures in place to prevent the unauthorized release of your confidential infonnation 
to others. In the event that we are unable to secure an appropriate confidentiality agreement, you will be 
asked to provide your consent prior to the sharing of your confidential infonnation with the third-party 
service provider. Furthennore, we will remain responsible for the work provided by any such third-party 
service providers. 

The audit documentation for this engagement will be retained for a minimum of seven years after the 
report release or for any additional period requested by the State Controller's Office. If we are aware that 
a federal awarding agency, pass-through entity, or auditee is contesting an audit finding, we will contact 
the party(ies) contesting the audit finding for guidance prior to destroying the audit documentation. 

The parties agree that any controversy or claim arising out of or relating to the services provided pursuant 
to this engagement letter agreement shall be detennined by arbitration in accordance with the applicable 
Arbitration Rules for Professional Accounting and Related Services Disputes of the American Arbitration 
Association; and judgment on the award rendered by the arbitrator(s) may be rendered in any court of 
competent jurisdiction. 

Our fee for these services will not exceed the following amount unless the scope of the engagement is 
changed, the assistance which the Agency has agreed to furnish is not provided, or unexpected conditions 
are encountered, in which case we will discuss the situation with you before proceeding. 

June 30, 2011 

Financial Audit $29,150 
Single Audit (if applicable) 4,670 

Total $33,820 

Government Auditing Standards require that we provide you with a copy of our most recent external peer 
review report and any letter of comment, and any subsequent peer review reports and letters of comment 
received during the period of the contract. Our 2009 peer review report accompanies this letter. No letter 
of comment was issued. 

We appreciate the opportunity to be of service to the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency and 
believe this letter accurately summarizes the significant tenns of our engagement. If you have any 
questions, please let us know. If you agree with the tenns of our engagement as described in this letter, 
please sign the enclosed copy and return it to us. 

Very truly yours, 

l!J;)Z;
 
Brad W. Constantine, CPA, CFE, CVA 
Partner 
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RESPONSE:
 
This letter correctly sets forth the understanding of the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency.
 

By:
 

Title:
 

Date:
 



   
 
 
June 29, 2011 
 
Jon Faucher, Vice President 
Mead & Hunt, Inc. 
133 Aviation Boulevard, Suite 100 
Santa Rosa, CA  95403 
 
RE:  LETTER OF TASK AGREEMENT #11-01  
 BETWEEN MEAD & HUNT, INC. AND 

AND THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY   
 
Dear Mr. Faucher: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes work under the “Master Agreement between the Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) and Mead & Hunt, Inc.” dated June 24, 2009. 
 
1. Incorporated Master Agreement:  This letter of task agreement is the statement of contract/specific 

requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by Mead & Hunt. 
  
2. Term:  Consultant services are to commence July 1, 2011 and shall be completed in such a sequence as 

to assure that timelines are met.  This contract shall end on June 30, 2012.  Extensions to this contract 
may be made with the agreement of both parties.  During the term of this contract, Consultant shall not 
engage in other work that would be deemed a conflict of interest with PCTPA interests. 

  
3. Scope of Services:  Consultant will perform technical services to assist PCTPA staff to implement the 2000 

Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) and pending 2010 ACLUP update.  Stan 
Tidman, Senior Planner, will act as Project Manager. 

 
4. Personnel:   Consultant will provide its own personnel to perform the work. Consultant will provide 

administrative support and overhead expenses. 
 
5. Compensation:  For services rendered, Consultant will receive a sum not to exceed $2,200 for time and 

materials.  Consultant shall invoice on a monthly basis for work completed.  Requisitions for payment shall 
reference the appropriate work completed and the cost of each task.  Retainage will not be withheld on this 
specific task agreement.  Invoices will be paid within thirty (30) days of receipt. 

 
If this letter of task agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return a copy.  Questions concerning this 
agreement and the project in general should be directed to Stan Tidman at 530-823-4033. 
 
Sincerely,      Accepted by: 
 
 
_______________________________________  _______________________________________ 
Celia McAdam,                        Date   Jon Faucher,    Date 
Executive Director     Vice President 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency  Mead & Hunt, Inc. 
 
CM/sl 
Encl. 



 
 
  
 
 
 
 
June 29, 2011 
 
Nancy Miller 
Miller & Owen 
428 J Street, Suite 400  
Sacramento, California 95814 
 
SUBJECT:  LETTER OF TASK AGREEMENT #11-01  

BETWEEN MILLER & OWEN (FORMERLY MILLER, OWEN & TROST) 
AND THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY   

 
Dear Ms. Miller: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes work under the “Master Agreement between the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) and Miller, Owen & Trost” dated July 1, 2007. 
 
1. Incorporated Master Agreement:  This letter of Task Agreement is the statement of contract-

specific requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by Miller & Owen to provide 
legal counsel to PCTPA. 

 
2. Term:  Consultant services are to commence July 1, 2011 and shall be completed in such a 

sequence as to assure that services are completed in a timely manner.  This contract shall end on 
June 30, 2012. Extensions to this contract may be made with the agreement of both parties.  
During the term of this contract, you are not to engage in other work that would be deemed a 
conflict of interest with PCTPA interests. 

 
3. Scope of Services:  Consultant will perform the tasks described below: 
 

a. Provide legal review and advice to the Agency on documents, agreements, and 
responsibilities relating to transportation planning and funding.  Typical duties might include 
review of memoranda of understanding and funding agreements between agencies and 
analysis of legislation as it may affect Agency programs.   

b. Provide legal review and advice to the Agency on documents, agreements, and 
responsibilities relating to administration and personnel issues for a public agency. 

c. Attend Board meetings as may be required on an “as needed” basis as requested by the 
Executive Director. 

d. Other legal services as may be needed and requested by the Executive Director or the Board 
of Directors.   

 
4. Personnel:  Nancy Miller will provide primary legal counsel; Consultant will provide additional 

personnel to perform above noted services as needed. 
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5. Compensation:  For services rendered, Consultant will be compensated at the following rates for 

a total amount not to exceed $18,000 in FY 2011/12: 
 

Miller & Owen Staff 
Hourly Billing 

Rate 
Nancy C. Miller  $            265.00  
William L. Owen  $            265.00  
Paul J. Chrisman  $            245.00  

Christiane E. Layton  $            245.00  
Madeline E. Miller  $            210.00  
Jennifer V. Gore  $            195.00  

Daniel J.R. Calvert  $            170.00  
Paralegals  $            120.00  

 
Documented mileage for this assignment will be reimbursed at the current IRS rate.  Other actual 
and necessary telephone costs will also be reimbursed.  Telephone bills, invoices, etc. must be 
provided for any reimbursements.  Consultant will invoice on a monthly basis for work 
completed.  Such invoices shall includes tasks completed, hours associated with each task, and 
hourly rate.  Invoices will be paid within thirty (30) days of receipt. 

 
If this Letter of Task Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy.  Questions 
concerning this agreement and the project in general should be directed to Celia McAdam, Executive 
Director, at (530) 823-4030. 
 
Sincerely,      Accepted by: 
 
 
 
________________________________________ ______________________________________ 
Celia McAdam,    Date  Nancy Miller    Date 
Executive Director     Miller & Owen 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
  
CM/sl 
Encl. 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
June 29, 2011 
 
Steve Propst 
11592 Alita Court 
Browns Valley, CA 95918 
 
 
SUBJECT:  LETTER OF TASK AGREEMENT #11-01  

BETWEEN STEVE PROPST AND  
THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
   

Dear Mr. Propst: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes work under the “Master Agreement between the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) and Steve Propst,” dated July 1, 2010. 
 
1. Incorporated Master Agreement:  This letter of Task Agreement is the statement of contract - 

specific requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by Steve Propst to oversee 
and monitor the cost, scope, and schedules of the I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements under 
Work Element 41, Project Programming under Work Element 50, and Regional Transportation 
Improvement Program (RTIP) projects under Work Element 55, and provide engineering 
advisory services for other work elements as needed. 

 
2. Term:  Consultant services are to commence immediately and shall be completed in such a 

sequence as to assure that projects are on budget and on schedule.  This contract shall end on June 
30, 2012. Extensions to this contract may be made with the agreement of both parties.  During the 
term of this contract, you are not to engage in other work that would be deemed a conflict of 
interest with PCTPA interests. 

 
3. Scope of Services:  Consultant will perform the tasks described below.  The Executive Director 

will act as Project Manager. 
  
 Work Element 41: I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements 

a. Work with PCTPA staff, member jurisdictions, consultant team, and Caltrans to 
identify and mitigate problems that may affect compliance with schedule, design, 
and/or funding requirements.  

b. Monitor progress of to ensure project is delivered in compliance with schedule and 
funding agreements;   

c. Work closely with PCTPA staff regarding identified problems, proposed mitigations, 
and progress towards resolution. 

  
Work Element 50:  Project Programming 

a. Monitor Caltrans efforts to develop a SR 65 Widening Project Study Report (PSR).  
Identify and advise PCTPA staff of potential issues of concern in estimates, 
schedules, or plans, and work with Caltrans and other partners to identify solutions. 

b. Review STIP, CMIA, MTIP, and other programming documents and amendments, as 
needed.  

 
Work Element 55: Project Management and Delivery 

a. Attend technical and management meetings for projects, such as Project 
Development Team (PDT), Partnership Team, and Management Team meetings 
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for I-80 Bottleneck Phases 2 and 3, SR 65 Lincoln Bypass, the I-80 Overcrossing 
Raisings and Colfax Narrows. 

b. On an as needed basis, participate in project development and technical meetings 
on other key transportation projects, such as Union Pacific Track Capacity 
Improvements and the Placer Parkway.  

c. Review Caltrans’ Quarterly Report for projects on the state highway system and 
other project status report documents to assure all timelines and requirements are 
met. 

d. Work with Caltrans and other project sponsors to obtain updated schedules, cost 
estimates and other data to ensure timely delivery. 

e. Provide project sponsors with data regarding State and Federal policies that my 
impact implementation. 

 
Additional Tasks 
 a. Provide engineering advice and support for Agency priorities as needed. 

 
4. Personnel:  The sole consultant is to perform the work outlined above.  
 
5. Equipment:   The use of PCTPA printers, fax machine, copier, and phones are available to you 

for these assignments only. 
 
6. Compensation:  For services rendered, Consultant will be compensated at a rate of $100 per hour 

for a total amount not to exceed $38,000.  Documented mileage for this assignment will be 
reimbursed at the current IRS rate.  Other actual and necessary telephone costs will also be 
reimbursed.  Telephone bills, invoices, etc. must be provided for any reimbursements.  Consultant 
will invoice on a monthly basis for work completed. Such invoices shall include tasks completed, 
hours associated with each task, and hourly rate.  Invoices will be paid within thirty (30) days of 
receipt. 

 
If this Letter of Task Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy.  Questions 
concerning this agreement and the project in general should be directed to Celia McAdam, Executive 
Director, at (530) 823-4030. 
 
Sincerely,      Accepted by: 
 
 
 
_________________________________  __________________________________ 
Celia McAdam    Date   Steve Propst    Date 
Executive Director      
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
June 29, 2011 
 
Mark Watts, Partner 
Smith, Watts & Martinez, LLC. 
1111 L Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
SUBJECT:  LETTER OF TASK AGREEMENT #11-01  

BETWEEN SMITH, WATTS & MARTINEZ, LLC. (FORMERLY SMITH, WATTS & 
COMPANY, LLC) AND THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

 
Dear Mr. Watts: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes work under the “Master Agreement between the Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) and Smith, Watts & Company, LLC”, dated June 24, 2009. 
 
1. Incorporated Master Agreement:  This letter of task agreement is the statement of contract - specific 

requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by Smith, Watts & Martinez to provide 
advocacy consulting services for the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency. 

 
2. Term:  Consultant services are to commence July 1, 2011 and shall be completed in such a 

sequence as to assure that timelines are met.  This contract shall end on June 30, 2012.  Extensions 
to this contract may be made with the agreement of both parties.  During the term of this contract, 
you are not to engage in other work that would be deemed a conflict of interest with PCTPA 
interests. 

 
3. Scope of Services:  Consultant will provide State advocacy consulting services for the Placer 

County Transportation Planning Agency, focusing specifically on the following: 
 

a. Obtain and maintain maximum funding through the State Transportation Improvement Program 
(STIP), transportation infrastructure bonds, and other state-controlled funding mechanisms for 
Placer priority projects, particularly for the I-80 Capacity and Operational Improvements 
Project (“the Bottleneck”), Lincoln Bypass, and Capitol Corridor/Regional Rail track 
improvements 

 
b. Work to ensure the rules governing the implementation of the STIP, transportation 

infrastructure bonds, and other state-controlled funding mechanisms are equitable for Placer 
projects and priorities. 

 
c. Monitor and report on state legislation, budget actions, and other state activities regarding 

transportation.  
 
d. Represent PCTPA Board positions to state legislators, regulators, officials, or other parties, as 

needed. 
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4. Compensation:  For services rendered, Consultant will be compensated in an amount not to exceed 

$1,750 per month plus $100 annual State filing fee.  Consultant will invoice on a monthly basis for 
work completed.  Invoices will be paid within thirty (30) days of receipt. 

 
If this Letter of Task Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy.  Questions 
concerning this agreement and the project in general should be directed to Celia McAdam, Executive 
Director, at (530) 823-4030. 
 
Sincerely,      Accepted by: 
 
 
 
                                                                                                                                                                                 
Celia McAdam    Date   Mark Watts, Partner   Date 
Executive Director     Smith, Watts & Martinez, LLC 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
  
  
CM/sl 
Encl. 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
June 29, 2011 
 
Hal Weber, CPA 
9223 Whittemore Drive 
Elk Grove, CA  95624 
 
SUBJECT:  LETTER OF TASK AGREEMENT #11-01  

BETWEEN HAL WEBER, CPA AND 
THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY  
  

Dear Mr. Weber: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes work under the “Master Agreement between Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) and Hal Weber” dated June 23, 2010. 
 

1. Incorporated Master Agreement:  This letter of task agreement is the statement of contract - specific 
requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by Hal Weber, CPA to provide accounting 
oversight to the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency. 

 
2. Term:  Consultant services are to commence July 1, 2011 and shall be completed in such a sequence as 

to assure that timelines are met.  This contract shall end on June 30, 2012.  Extensions to this contract 
may be made with the agreement of both parties.   

 
3. Scope of Services:  Consultant will perform accounting oversight services as required in consultation 

with Shirley LeBlanc, Fiscal/Administrative Officer.  Such duties may include: review of PCTPA 
accounting, review of Nevada Station accounting, assistance with complex accounting issues, and 
assistance with the annual independent fiscal and compliance audit. 

  
4. Personnel:  The sole consultant is to perform the work in this Letter of Agreement and will provide his 

own administrative support and overhead expenses. 
 

5. Compensation:  For services rendered, Consultant will be compensated at a rate of $110.00 per hour 
for a total amount not to exceed $1,000. PCTPA office visits will be billed with a four (4) hour 
minimum.  Invoices will be paid within thirty (30) days of receipt.  Documented mileage for this 
assignment will be reimbursed at the current IRS rate. 

   
If this Letter of Task Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy.  Questions 
concerning this agreement should be directed to Shirley LeBlanc at 530-823-4034. 
 
Sincerely,      Accepted by: 
        
 
 
_________________________________  _________________________________                                        
Celia McAdam,   Date   Hal Weber, CPA  Date 
Executive Director      
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency    
 
CM/sl 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
June 10, 2011 
 
 
 
Priscilla Kalugdan, Marketing Manager 
Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority 
300 Lakeside Drive, 14th Floor East  
Oakland, CA 94612 
 
SUBJECT:  LETTER OF TASK AGREEMENT #11-01  

BETWEEN CAPITOL CORRIDOR JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY AND  
PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY FOR  
CAPITOL CORRIDOR RAIL MARKETING PROGRAM IN PLACER COUNTY  

 
Dear Ms. Kalugdan: 
 
This Letter of Task Agreement is the statement of specific requirements applicable to the work effort to 
be undertaken by Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) and the Capitol Corridor Joint 
Powers Authority (CCJPA) to perform joint marketing promotions with the Capitol Corridor rail service 
in Placer County.  Depending upon campaign strategies and budgetary constraints, specific tasks and 
products may vary upon agreement by both parties. 
 
The term of this marketing effort is designated as July 1, 2011 through June 30, 2012.  Any extensions to 
this agreement may be made with approval of both parties.  Either party may terminate this Agreement 
upon thirty (30) days prior written notice. 
 
Tasks 
 Promote seasonal campaigns and everyday offers, i.e., Capitol Corridor’s Kids Ride Free, Rails to 

Sales, Senior Discounts to Placer County residents and businesses 
 Advertise Capitol Corridor service and promotional offers on PCTPA website, in local 

newspapers, radio, cable television, online, related newsletters, movie theatres, schools, and other 
related media outlets  

 Include Capitol Corridor in printing material and related marketing material specific to alternative 
mode choices 

 Promote Capitol Corridor at transportation events, Transportation System Management (TSM) 
Employer Trainings, Earth Day venues, and other events as they relate to alternative 
transportation/air quality 

 Distribute Capitol Corridor schedules, brochures, and marketing packages to travel agents, 
community and civic groups, senior citizen centers, employers, real estate, and relocation 
agencies, and the general public in Placer County 

 Integrate Capitol Corridor service into the Way to Go! program aimed to educate elementary 
school children about transportation alternatives 

 Develop joint marketing strategies with CCJPA staff 
 Enlist local business participation for special promotional outreach opportunities 
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Products 
 Radio Commercials 
 Cable Television Commercials 
 Advertisements in newspapers, online, business journals, movie theatres, and innovative media 
 Announcement flyers  
 Marketing packages  
 Press releases/articles 

 
The cost for the above services are estimated to total $15,000, with 50% ($7,500) to be paid by the 
CCJPA and 50% ($7,500) to be paid by PCTPA.  This sum includes payment for taxes, insurance, and 
fringe benefits, as well as indirect costs, overhead and profit allowance, materials and supplies.  Upon 
acceptance by CCJPA of the products identified above, PCTPA shall prepare an invoice, and payment 
will be made within thirty (30) days of receipt of an acceptable invoice by the CCJPA Marketing 
Manager or a designated representative. 
 
In connection with the performance of services provided for under this Agreement, the PCTPA and 
CCJPA will not, on the grounds of race, religious creed, color, national origin, ancestry, physical 
disability, mental disability, medical condition, marital status, sex, sexual orientation, or age, discriminate 
or permit discrimination against any person or group of persons in any manner prohibited by federal, 
State, or local laws. 
 
PCTPA will not assign or subcontract any part of this Agreement without the prior written consent of the 
CCJPA. 
 
Pursuant to California Government Code Section 8546.7, the parties to this Agreement shall be subject to 
the examination and audit of the State Auditor, as part of any audit of the CCJPA or PCTPA by the State 
Auditor, for a period of three (3) years after final payment under the Agreement.  The examination and 
audit shall be confined to those matters connected with the performance of the Agreement including, but 
not limited to, the costs of administering the Agreement. 
 
If this Letter of Task Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy.  Questions 
concerning this agreement and the project in general should be directed to Celia McAdam, Executive 
Director, at (530) 823-4030. 
 
Sincerely,      Accepted by: 
 
 
 
                                                                                                                                                                              
Celia McAdam    Date   Priscilla Kalugdan,    Date 
Executive Director     Marketing Director 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency   Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority 
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CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS
 

STREETS & ROADS PURPOSES
 RECEIVED 
MAR 16 2011 

TO:	 PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 P.C.T.P.A, 

FROM:	 CLAIMANT: City of Lincoln 

ADDRESS: 600 Sixth Street 

Lincoln, CA 95648 

CONTACT PERSON: Ruthann Codina.:..:.::..:.:..:..=.:..:.:...:.....:=:.:..:..::..._------------------ 

Phone: 916-434-2437 Email: rcodina@ci.lincoln.ca.us 

The City of Lincoln 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 $ 751,030 

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. ClaiInant 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:
 

mailto:rcodina@ci.lincoln.ca.us


-------------------------
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CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS RECEIVED 

TRANSIT PURPOSES 
MAR 16 2011 

TO: PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 P.C.T.P.A. 
FROM: CLAIMANT: City of Lincoln 

ADDRESS: 600 Sixth Street 

Lincoln CA 95648 

CONTACT PERSON: Ruthann Codina

Phone: 916-434-2437 Email: rcodina@ci.lincoln.ca.us 

The City of Lincoln 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 , 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: $ 838,835 

P.U.C. 99275, Article 4.5, Community Transit Services: $-----
P.U.C. 994ooc, Article 8c, Contracted Transit Services: $-----
C.c.R. 6648, Capital Reserve: $ ---'------
P. U. C. 994ooe, 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 
TRANSPORTAnON PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: BY: 
(signature)(signature) 

TITLE: City Manager TITLE: 

DATE: DATE: 3jLoj/f 

mailto:rcodina@ci.lincoln.ca.us
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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_i....:.ty_o_f_Li_nc_o_ln _ 

Fiscal Year: 2_0_1_01_2_0_11 _ 

Brief Project Descripti~n Project Cost Source of Funding & 
Amount 

Transit Operations $1,347,625 

FareslOther $ 26,300 
Carryover $164,632 
FTA Operating Assistance $145,000 
STA Transit $172.858 
LTFTransit $838,835 

Streets and Roads $2,098,605 

LTF StreetslRoads 
07108 Prop 1B allocation 
08/09 Prop 1B allocation 
SPRTA allocation 

$751,030 
$240,074 
$556,150 
$551,351 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency Revised 06-25-70 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2010- 216 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LINCOLN
 
APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING CLAIMS TO THE PLACER COUNTY
 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY TO RECEIVE $1,790,523 IN LOCAL
 
TRANSPORTATION FUNDS AND STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS FOR
 

CITY TRANSIT OPERATIONS, STREETS AND ROADS, AND BICYCLE AND
 
PEDESTRIAN PURPOSES FOR FY 2010/2011
 

WHEREAS, the California Public Utilities Code commencing with Section 99200 and the 
California Code ofRegulations commencing with Section 6600 authorizes local transportation 
funding available through the Local Transportation Fund established by the Transportation 
Development Act; 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, that the City Council of the City of Lincoln does 
hereby approve the 2010/2011 Transportation Development Act Claim(s) to the Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency as follows: 

$838,835 of Local Transportation Funds for Transit purposes; $172,658 of State Transit 
Assistance for Transit Operations; $751,030 of Local Transportation Funds for Streets and 
Roads purposes; and $ 28,000 of Local Transportation Funds for Bicycle and Pedestrian 
purposes for the FY 20 lO/ll. . 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 14th day of December 2010, by the following roll call vote. 

AYES: CO~CIL~~ERS: Cosgrove, Short, Nader, Hydrick, Joiner 

NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS: None 

ABSENT: CO~CILME~ERS: None 

ATTEST: 

City Clerk 
rhereby certify that this Is 
a true and correct copy of 
~D I0 -~ lIP adopted byjlJe .& ~CouncU on2JJ:JLo"lO 

r;ity lerk:A24-\rt.j 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 11-14 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS TO THE 
CITY OF LINCOLN 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning
 
Agency at a regular meeting held June 29,2011 by the following vote on roll call:
 

Ayes:
 

Noes:
 

Absent:
 

Signed and approved by me after its passage.
 

Chairperson 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

Executive Director 

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

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

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

1. To the City of Lincoln for projects conforming to 
Article 8(a) of the Act: $ 751,030 

2. To the City of Lincoln for projects conforming to 
Article 4 of the Act: $ 838,835 

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 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2010, prior to issuance of said instructions to the County 
Auditor to pay the claimant. 



35 
CLAIM FOR STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS 

TO: PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

RECEIVED 
MAR 16 2011 

P.C.T,P.A. 
FROM: CLAIMANT: City of Lincoln 

ADDRESS: 600 Sixth Street 

Lincoln CA 95648 

CONTACT PERSON: Ruthann Codina 
--------~----------------

Phone: 916-434-2437 Email: rcodina@ci.lincoln.ca.us 

The ________C--"tY'---o_f_U_n_co_ln 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 

$ 1_7_2,_85_8 for Fiscal Year 2009/10 & 201 0/11 , to be drawn from the State Transit Assistance 

fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer. 

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

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY APPLICANT 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: BY: 
(signature)(signature) 

TITLE: 

DATE: DATE: 3f'O/J[
(

mailto:rcodina@ci.lincoln.ca.us
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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_it..:..y_o_fL_in_c_o_ln _ 

Fiscal Year: 2_0_10_/_20_1_1 _ 

Brief Project Descripti~n Project Cost Source of Funding & 
Amount 

Transit Operations $1,347,625 

Fares/Other $ 26,300 
Carryover $164,632 
FTA Operating Assistance $145,000 
STATransit $172.858 
LTFTransit $838,835 

Streets and Roads $2,098,605 

LTF Streets/Roads 
07/08 Prop 1Ballocation 
08/09 Prop 1Ballocation 
SPRTA allocation 

$751,030 
$240,074 
$556,150 
$551,351 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency Revised 06-25-1 0 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2010- 216 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LINCOLN
 
APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING CLAIMS TO THE PLACER COUNTY
 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY TO RECEIVE $1,790,523 IN LOCAL
 
TRANSPORTATION FUNDS AND STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS FOR
 

CITY TRANSIT OPERATIONS, STREETS AND ROADS, AND BICYCLE AND
 
PEDESTRIAN PURPOSES FOR FY 2010/2011
 

WHEREAS, the California Public Utilities Code commencing with Section 99200 and the 
California Code ofRegulations commencing with Section 6600 authorizes local transportation 
funding available through the Local Transportation Fund established by the Transportation 
Development Act; 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, that the City Council of the City of Lincoln does 
hereby approve the 2010/2011 Transportation Development Act Claim(s) to the Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency as follows: 

$838,835 of Local Transportation Funds for Transit purposes; $172,658 of State Transit 
Assistance for Transit Operations; $751,030 of Local Transportation Funds for Streets and 
Roads purposes; and $ 28,000 of Local Transportation Funds for Bicycle and Pedestrian 
purposes for the FY 2010/11. . 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 14th day of December 2010, by the following roll call vote. 

AYES: CO~CIL~1{8ERS: Cosgrove, Short, Nader, Hydrick, Joiner 

NOES: CO~CILMEMBERS: None 

ABSENT: CO~CILME1{8ERS: None 

ATTEST:
 

City Clerk 
rhereby certify that thrs Is 
a true and correct copy of 
$10 -~11c> Adopted byjlJe . 
u~~CouncIl on.!:l!:lL<loID

A:>. 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 11-15
 
STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FllNDS TO
 
THE CITY OF LINCOLN
 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning
 
Agency at a regular meeting held June 29,2011 by the following vote on roll call:
 

AYES:
 

NOES:
 

ABSENT:
 

Signed and approved by me after its passage.
 

Chairperson 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

Executive Director 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has been designated by the 
Secretary of the State of California, Business and Transportation Agency, as the transportation 
planning agency for Placer County excluding that portion of the County in the Lake Tahoe 
Basin, pursuant to the provisions of the Transportation Development Act of 1971, Chapter 
1400, Statutes of 1971; and Chapters 161 and 1002, Statutes of 1990; and Chapters 321 and 
322,StaturesofI982;and 

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

WHEREAS, the Auditor of each county is required to pay monies in the fund to the claimants 
pursuant to allocation instructions received from the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency; and 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has reviewed the claim for 
funds established to be available in the State Transit Assistance fund of Placer County and has 
made the following findings and allocations: 
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1. The claimant's proposed expenditures are in conformity with the Regional 
Transportation Plan. 

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

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

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

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

6.	 The regional entity may allocate funds to an operator for the purposes specified in 
Section 6730 only if, in the resolution allocating the funds, it also 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 fmding shall make specific reference to the improvements recommended 
and to the efforts made by the operator to implement them. 

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

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

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

Allocation to the City of Lincoln of $172,858 in State Transit Assistance Funds (PUC 99313 & 
99314) for transit purposes. 

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

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the claimant be notified of the Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency's action on their claim. 
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CLAIM FOR BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FUNDS 

RECEIVED 
TO: PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

MAR 16 2011 
299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

P.C.T,P.A, 
FROM: CLAIMANT: City of Lincoln 

ADDRESS: 600 Sixth Street 

Lincoln CA 95648 

CONTACT PERSON: Ruthann Codina.:..:..::..:.:..=.:..:.:..:....:=:.:..:..::..._------------------

Phone: 9'6-434-2437 Email: rcodina@ci.lincoln.ca.us 

The C_it....<..y_o_f_Li_nc_o_ln . hereby requests, in accordance with the State of 

California Public Utilities Code, AS AMENDED (Chapter 3, Section 99234), that this claim for Bicycle and 

Pedestrian funds in the amount of $ 2_8'-./0_00___ be approved for Fiscal Year 2_0_'0_/2_0_'_'__ , to 

be drawn from the Bicycle and pedestrian Trust Fund. 

When approved, this claim will be transmitted to the Placer County Auditor for funds to be reserved. Jurisdictions will receive 
payment as reimbursement of funds expended in implementing bicycle and pedestrian projects. 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: ~dA££~
(signature) U ~ (signature) 

TITLE: City Manager TITLE: 

DATE: DATE: 3jL9fu--

mailto:rcodina@ci.lincoln.ca.us


--------------------

41 
BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND FINANCIAL PLAN 

Briefly describe the project for which you are applying for Bicycle / Pedestrian Funds. Also, identify all 
funding sources related to the project. The total project cost and total funding source(s) should balance for the 
project. 

Include a location map for the project as appropriate. 

Claimant: City of Lincoln 
------------=-----------

Fiscal Year: 2010/2011 

Source of Funding &Brief Project Description Project Cost 
Amount 

Update of City's Bikeways Master Plan $28,000 LTF Bicycle/Pedestrian $ 28,000 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency Revised 06-25-70 



42 

RESOLUTION NO. 2010- 216 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LINCOLN
 
APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING CLAIMS TO THE PLACER COUNTY
 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY TO RECEIVE $1,790,523 IN LOCAL
 
TRANSPORTATION FUNDS AND STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS FOR
 

CITY TRANSIT OPERATIONS, STREETS AND ROADS, AND BICYCLE AND
 
PEDESTRIAN PURPOSES FOR FY 2010/2011
 

WHEREAS, the California Public Utilities Code commencing with Section 99200 and the 
California Code of Regulations commencing with Section 6600 authorizes local transportation 
funding available through the Local Transportation Fund established by the Transportation 
Development Act; 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, that the City Council of the City of Lincoln does 
hereby approve the 201012011 Transportation Development Act Claim(s) to the Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency as follows: 

$838,835 of Local Transportation Funds for Transit purposes; $172,658 of State Transit 
Assistance for Transit Operations; $751,030 of Local Transportation Funds for Streets and 
Roads purposes; and $ 28,000 of Local Transportation Funds for Bicycle and Pedestrian 
purposes for the FY 2010/11. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 14th day of December 2010, by the following roll call vote. 

AYES: CO~CUL1fE1fBERS: Cosgrove, Short, Nader, Hydrick, Joiner 

NOES: COUNCILME1fBERS: None 

ABSENT: CO~CULME1fBERS: None 

ATTEST:
 

. City Clerk 

rhereby certify that this Is 
a true and correct copy of 
3D! 0 -a)k Adopted byjlJe . 
~CIfl( Counc:II onr:J.!:JJ.:JDioA::A 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 11-16
 
BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN TRUST
 
FUNDS TO THE CITY OF LINCOLN
 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency at a regular meeting held June 29, 2011 by the following vote on toll call: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

:ABSENT: 

Signed and approved by me after its passage 

Chairperson 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

Executive Director 

WHEREAS, pursuant to California Government Code, Title 7.91, Section 67910, PCTPA 
was created as a local area planning agency to provide regional transportation planning for 
the area of Placer County, exclusive of the Lake Tahoe Basin; and 

WHEREAS, 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 review Bicycle and Pedestrian Trust Fund 
Claims and to take action on such claims; and 

WHEREAS, all Bicycle and Pedestrian Trust Fund Claims for projects must be consistent 
with the applicable bicycle plan and with the Regional Transportation Plan. 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the PCTPA has reviewed the claim and makes 
funds available for the 2010/11 fiscal year. 

To the City of Lincoln for 
and Pedestrian Fund Projects $28,000 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the funds will be made available to the claimant on 
a reimbursement basis. 



 
 
 
 
June 29, 2011 
 
 
 
Rick Horst, City Manager 
City of Rocklin 
3970 Rocklin Road 
Rocklin, CA 95677 
      
SUBJECT: FUNDING AGREEMENT 10-01 BETWEEN THE CITY OF ROCKLIN 

AND THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 
AGENCY (PCTPA) FOR THE CITY OF ROCKLIN MULTI-MODAL 
STATION PARK-AND-RIDE LOT EXPANSION PROJECT 

 
Dear Mr. Horst: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes funding by the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency (PCTPA) for work to be performed by the City of Rocklin for the Multi-Modal 
Station Park-and-Ride Lot Expansion Project. 
 
1. Funding Agreement:  This Funding Agreement is the statement of contract specific 

requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by the City of Rocklin for the 
Multi-Modal Station Park-and-Ride Lot Expansion Project.  The City of Rocklin Multi-
Modal Station Park-and-Ride Lot Expansion Project will be funded under the Public 
Transit Modernization Improvement Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) 
included in Proposition 1B, the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality and Port 
Security Bond Act, approved by California voters in November 2006. The City of 
Rocklin Multi-Modal Station Park-and-Ride Lot Expansion Project Public Transit 
Modernization Improvement Service Enhancement Account grant application for FY 
2010/11 is incorporated in this Funding Agreement. 

 
2. Term:  City is to commence work immediately and shall be completed no later than 

February 30, 2013, according to the project schedule / milestones provided in the Public 
Transit Modernization Improvement Service Enhancement Account grant application for 
FY 2010/11. 

 
3. Scope of Services:  City will perform the tasks / milestones to manage and install the 

City of Rocklin Multi-Modal Station Park-and-Ride Lot Expansion Project provided in 
the Public Transit Modernization Improvement Service Enhancement Account grant 
application for FY 2010/11.  

 
4. Personnel:  City will provide its own personnel to perform the work specified in the 

Funding Agreement.  City will also provide administrative support, management, and 
overhead expenses. 
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5. Compensation:  For services rendered, the City of Rocklin will receive a sum not to 

exceed the amount of $841,243 identified in the City of Rocklin Multi-Modal Station 
Park-and-Ride Lot Expansion Project Public Transit Modernization Improvement Service 
Enhancement Account grant application for 2010/11. Upon completion of the project, the 
City shall submit one invoice for reimbursement.  The invoice for payment shall 
reference the work completed and the hours and cost associated with each task / 
milestone. 

 
If this Funding Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy.  You may 
retain a copy for your own records.  Questions concerning this Funding Agreement should be 
directed to David Melko of my staff at (530) 823-4090. 
 
 
 
 
______________________________________ ___________________________________ 
Celia McAdam, Executive Director           Date         Rick Horst, City Manager                    Date 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency    City of Rocklin 

 
 

Attachment: City of Rocklin Multi-Modal Station Park-and-Ride Lot Expansion Project 
PTMISEA FY 2010/11 Grant Application  

 
C: Dave Palmer, City of Rocklin 
    Will Garner, Placer County 
     David Melko, PCTPA 

 
 



PTMISEA Allocation Request 
Rev. 6109 

Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement and
 
Service Enhancement Program (PTMISEA)
 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND ALLOCATION REQUEST
 

Regional Entity: PCTPA 

Project Lead*: PCTPA County: Placer 

Project Title: Rocklin Multi-Modal Station Park-n-Ride Lot Expansion 

I certify the scope, cost, schedule, and benefits as identified in the attached Project 
Description and Allocation Request (Request) and attachments are true and accurate and 
demonstrate a fully funded operable project. I understand the Request is subject to any 
additional restrictions, limitations or conditions that may be enacted by the State Legislature, 
including the State's budgetary process, which may effect the amount of bond proceeds 
received by the project sponsor now and in the future. Project sponsors may need to 
consider alternative funding sources if bond proceeds are not available. In the event the 
project cannot be completed as originally scoped, scheduled and estimated, or the project is 
terminated prior to completion, project sponsor shall, at its own expense, ensure that the 
project is in a safe and operable condition for the public. I understand this project will be 
monitored by the California Department of Transportation -- Division of Mass Transportation. 

Name: 

Signature: 

Title: 

Agency: PCTPA 

Date: May31,2011 

*If this project includes funding from more than one project sponsor, the project sponsor 
above becomes the "recipient agency" and the additional contributing project sponsor(s) 
must also sign and state the amount and type of PTMISEA funds (GC Section 8879.55(a)(2) 
and/or Section 8879.55(a)(3)) contribution. Sign below or attach a separate officially 
signed letter providing that information. 

Name: 

Signature: 

Title: 

Agency: 

Date: Amount: $841,243 



---------------------------

PTMISEA Allocation Request 
Rev. 6/09 

PTMISEA PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

AND ALLOCATION REQUEST 

7/8 8/9 9/10 10/11 
$0 $0 $841,243Request Amount per GC 8879.55(a)(2)/PUC 99313:	 $0


$0 $0 $0 $0
Request Amount per GC 8879.55(a)(3)/PUC 99314: 

Total Project Allocation Request: $0 $0 $0 $841,243 

Project Title: Rocklin Multi-Modal Station Park-n-Ride Lot Expansion 

Project Location/Address: City of Rocklin - Bush Street/Rocklin Road/Front Street 

Table 1: Project Lead/Recipient Agency Information I	 I 
Legislative District Numbers Project Leadl 

Assembly: 4th District 
Recipient Agency: PCTPA 

Contact: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner Senate: 1st & 4th Districts 

Contact Phone #: 530-823-4030 Congressional: 4th District 

Email Address: dmelko@pctoa.net Amount: Fund Type: 

Address: 290 Nevada Street $ 841,243 99313 

Auburn, CA. 95603 $ 

Table 2: 

PTMISEA Contributors: PCTPA 

Contact: 

Contact Phone #: 

Email Address: 

Address: 

Contributing PTMISEA-Eligible Project Sponsor Information 

Amount: 

$ 

$ 

Fund Type: 

Other PTMISEA Contributors (Attach sheet with contact info) Amount: 

None $ 

$ 

$ 

TOTAL 

(*Contributing project sponsors attach signed letters of verification as to amount and eligibility or sign cover page) 

$841,243 

Fund Type: 

Table 3: Project Category 
Check only 1 box that best fits the description of the project being funded. 

~ Rehabilitation, Safety or Modernization Improvement 

o Capital Service Enhancement or Expansion 

o New Capital Project 

D Bus Rapid Transit 

D Rolling Stock Procurement: 
_Expansion 

Rehabilitation 
-Replacement 



PTMISEA Allocation Request 
Rev. 6/09 

I Table 4: Project Summary I 
a) Describe the project (or minimum operable segment) for which you are applying for funds. Attach additional sheets if necessary. If the 
application is for the purchase of vehicles or rolling stock, please include information on number of vehicles, size, passenger count, accessibility, 
and fuel type: 

Write here: The existing multi-modal station serves as a daily stop for the Capital Corridor rail service train and for Amtrak and Placer County 
Transit bus service. The existing parking lot located adjacent to the multi-modal station is near capacity. Previous funding provided for the 
design of an expanded parking lot southwest of Bush Street including a connecting driveway back to Paci'fic Street (approx 175 parking spaces): 
This project would fund construction of Phase I of this parking lot expansion (approx 55 parking spaces) and provide for the design and 
construction of an additional parking lot located at Rocklin Rd.lFront St. to provide for additional parking across the tracks from the multi-modal 
station (approx 20-25 parking spaces) additional parking improvements are also proposed along Front St. (approx 10 spaces). 

b) Useful Life of the Project: 20+ years 

Table 5: Description of Major Benefits/Outcomes 
a) Please check appropriate Benefit/Outcome: 

---.X_ Increase Ridership by 15 0t'o 
__ Reduce Operating/Maintenance Cost by % 
_X_ Reduce Emissions by 5 % 
__ Increase System Reliability by 0t'o '. 

b) Please summarize and describe any other benefits: 

Table 6: Project Schedule 

Begin Project Approval & Environmental Document Phase 

Date 
Sept. 2011 

CEQAI Environmental Compliance Nov. 2011 
End Project Approval & Environmental Document Phase Dec. 2011 
Begin Plans, Specifications &Estimates Phase Sept. 2012 
End Plans, Specifications & Estimates Phase Feb. 2012 
Begin Right of Way Phase N/A 
End Right of Way Phase N/A 
Begin Construction Phase (Contract Award) May 2012 
End Construction Phase (Contract Acceptance) Nov. 2012 
Begin Vehicle/Equipment Order (Contract Award) N/A 
End Vehicle/Equipment Order (Contract Acceptance) N/A 
Begin Closeout Phase Dec 2012 
End Closeout Phase Feb. 2013 

Table 7: Tax Compliance Information 

YES 
Is it reasonably anticipated that any money will be derived at any point in 
the future as a result of the project that will be paid to the State? NO 

If yes, please describe the source of the money and provide an estimate of the amount: Estimate: $0 



Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement, ana ~ervlce I:nnancement Account 
Total Project Cost and Funding Plan 

Shaded fields are automatically calculated. Please do not fill these fields. 

Proposed Total Pro eetCost Project 
Component Prior Total
 

PA&ED
 
07/08 08109 09/10 10/11 11/12 12/13 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
PS&E 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

,
~RIW 00 0 0 0 0 0 0 

~CON 0 0 0 0 841,243 0 841,2430 
Vehicle/Equip Purch 0 0 ... 0 0 0 0 00 ,Other 00 0 0 0 0 0 0 .TOTAL 841.2430 0 0 0 841243 0 0 

Component
PA&ED
PS&E 
RIW 
CON
Veh/Equip Purchase 
Other
TOTAL

Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA)
 
Prior 07/08
 08/09 09/10 10/11 11/12 12/13 Total 

0 
0 
0 

841,243 841,243 
0 
0 

0 0 0 0 841,243 0 841,2430 

Funding Source: pTMISEJ IN I ~t<~;::T
 

Component
 Total
 
PA&ED
 

Prior 07/08 08/09 09/10 10/11 11/12 12/13 
0 
0 

RIW 
PS&E 

0 
CON 0 
Veh/Equip Purchase 0 
Other 0 

0TOTAL 00 0 0 0 0 0 

Funding Source:
 
Component
 Prior 07108 08/09 09/10 12/13 Total
 

PA&ED
 
10/11 11/12 

0 
PS&E 0 
RIW 0 
CON 0 

0Veh/Equip Purchase 
-, 

0Other
 
TOTAL
 00 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Funding Source:
 
Component
 Prior 08109 12/13 Total
 

PA&ED
 
07108 09/10 10/11 11/12 

0 
PS&E 0 
RIW 0 
CON 0 
Veh/Equip Purchase 0 
Other 0 

,TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Funding Source: 
I Component 07108 Total
 
PA&ED
 

Prior 08/09 09/10 10/11 11/12 12/13 
0 

PS&E 0 
RIW 0 
CON 0 
Veh/EQuip Purchase 0 
Other 0 
TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 00 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA· DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Division of Mass Transportation 
Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and 

Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) 
Authorized Agent Form 

Authorized Agent 

AS THE Executive Director
 
(Chief Executive Officer I Director I President I Secretary)
 

OF THE Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) 
(Name ofCounty/City Organization) 

I hereby authorize the following individual(s) to execute for and on behalf of the named Regional 
Entity/Transit Operator, any actions necessary for the purpose of obtaining Public Transportation 
Modernization, Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) funds provided by 
the California Department of Transportation, Division of Mass Transportation. This form shall 
remain valid for one year from date signed. 

~C~e~lia~M~c::...A~d~am~,~A~IC=:::::P~ OR 
(Name and Title of Authorized Agent) 

__________________________ OR
 
(Name and Title of Authorized Agent)
 

(Name and Title of Authorized Agent) 

Executive Director 
(Title) 

Approved this -'='.23:::...r_d ---..:day of February 2011 

FY 10-11 PTMISEA Fund 
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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: 

ALLARD, COSGROVE, HARVEY, HOLMES, McINTYRE, UCOVICH, UHLER, YUILLAYES: 

4;>, THE FOREGOING INSTRUMENT 
NOES: NONE IS A CORRECT COPY OF THE 

. ORIGINAL ON FILE IN THIS OFFICE 
ATIESTABSENT: NESBITT 

Placer CountyTransportatlon Planning Agency 
Board of Directors 

Signed and approved by me after its passage. . b ~~ 

~ .Sue !!!o'tls, Secretary i 

.,.,.,:».:;::;:. -~.•
4~'--?~~~ ~ - ~ 

~. 
WHEREAS, pursuant to California Government Code, Title 7.91, Section 67910, PCTPA was 
created as a local area planning agency ro-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 
ofobtaining PTIMSEA funds provided by the California Department ofTransportation. 



PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY
 
FY 2010 12011 PUBUC TRANSPORTATION MODERNIZATION, IMPROVEMENT, AND SERVICE ENHANCEMENT ACCOUNT (PTMISEA)
 

FINAL FUND ALLOCATION (EXCLUDING TAHOE BASIN)
 
February 2011
 

GC 8879.55(a)(2) Allocation (based on PUC Section 99313) $5,221,402 
GC 8879.55(a)(3) AllOcation (based on PUC Section 99314) $520,806 

Total PTMISEA Fund $5,742,208 

Western Placer CTSAARocation (1) $208,856 

Total PTMISEA Fund Available to Jurisdictions $5,012,546 

$203,902 
$29,929 

$617,368 
$101,260 
1841,243 

$1,738,696 
TOtAL - I 333,7891 100.00%1 - $5,012,5461 $520,606 

SOUn:.: PTMISEA Government COde 8879.!S/i EJigIlIe AIocation - FY 2010 I 2011, C8l1omla Slale Con1Illller DlvlsIon of AocaunUng and Reporting, Jaruwy 111, 2011. 

Noles: 
(1) 4% of unencumbe!ecl GC 8870.55(a)(2) aIocallon (PUC llll313) lloes 10 WPCTSA. 

GC • Government Code 
PUC • PubIc UllIllIs Code 

January 1, 2010 DOF Population 13,313 3.83547% 

A PopMon 333,7811 ~.1e4!l3% 
PCTPA 347,102TOTAL 
SOUn:.: Table E-l: CIlyICounlyPopUallon EatImalee Jln8y 1, 200810 JeBl8y I, 2010. DOF, Aprll211, 2010. 

2IB/2011 



 
 
 
 
June 29, 2011 
 
 
 
Perry Beck, Town Manager 
Town of Loomis 
3665 Taylor Road 
Loomis, CA 95650 
 
      
SUBJECT: FUNDING AGREEMENT 10-01 BETWEEN THE TOWN OF LOOMIS 

AND THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 
AGENCY (PCTPA) FOR THE TOWN OF LOOMIS TRANSIT 
ENHANCEMENT PROJECT 

 
Dear Mr. Beck: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes funding by the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency (PCTPA) for work to be performed by the Town of Loomis for the Loomis 
Transit Enhancement Project. 
 
1. Funding Agreement:  This Funding Agreement is the statement of contract specific 

requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by the Town of Loomis for 
the Loomis Transit Enhancement Project.  The Town of Loomis Transit Enhancement 
Project will be funded under the Public Transit Modernization Improvement Service 
Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) included in Proposition 1B, the Highway Safety, 
Traffic Reduction, Air Quality and Port Security Bond Act, approved by California voters 
in November 2006. The Town of Loomis Transit Enhancement Project Public Transit 
Modernization Improvement Service Enhancement Account grant application for FY 
2010/11 is incorporated in this Funding Agreement. 

 
2. Term:  Town is to commence work immediately and shall be completed no later than 

December 30, 2012, according to the project schedule / milestones provided in the Public 
Transit Modernization Improvement Service Enhancement Account grant application for 
FY 2010/11. 

 
3. Scope of Services:  Town will perform the tasks / milestones to manage and install the 

Town of Loomis Transit Enhancement Project provided in the Public Transit 
Modernization Improvement Service Enhancement Account grant application for FY 
2010/11.  

 
4. Personnel:  Town will provide its own personnel to perform the work specified in the 

Funding Agreement.  Town will also provide administrative support, management, and 
overhead expenses. 



Town of Loomis Funding Agreement #10-01 
June 29, 2011 
Page 2 
 
 
5. Compensation:  For services rendered, the Town of Loomis will receive a sum not to 

exceed the amount of $101,260 identified in the Town of Loomis Transit Enhancement 
Project Public Transit Modernization Improvement Service Enhancement Account grant 
application for FY 2010/11. Upon completion of the project, the Town shall submit one 
invoice for reimbursement.  The invoice for payment shall reference the work completed 
and the hours and cost associated with each task / milestone. 

 
If this Funding Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy.  You may 
retain a copy for your own records.  Questions concerning this Funding Agreement should be 
directed to David Melko of my staff at (530) 823-4090. 
 
 
 
 
______________________________________ ___________________________________ 
Celia McAdam, Executive Director         Date         Perry Beck, City Manager                   Date 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency    Town of Loomis 

 
 

Attachment: Town of Loomis Transit Enhancement Project PTMISEA FY 2010/11 Grant 
Application 

 
C: Brian Fragiao, Director of Public Works, Town of Loomis 
    Will Garner, Transit Manager, Placer County 
     David Melko, PCTPA 
 

 
 



PTMISEA Allocation Request 
Rev. 6/09 

Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement and
 
Service Enhancement Program (PTMISEA)
 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND ALLOCATION REQUEST
 

Regional Entity: PCTPA 

Project Lead*: PCTPA County: PLACER 

Project Title: LOOMIS TRANSIT ENHANCEMENT PROJECT 

I certify the scope, cost, schedule, and benefits as identified in the attached Project Description 
and Allocation Request (Request) and attachments are true and accurate and demonstrate a fully 
funded operable project. I understand the Request is subject to any additional restrictions, 
limitations or conditions that may be enacted by the State Legislature, including the State's 
budgetary process, which may effect the amount of bond proceeds received by the project 
sponsor now and in the 'future. Project sponsors may need to consider alternative funding 
sources if bond proceeds are not available. In the event the project cannot be completed as 
originally scoped, scheduled and estimated, or the project is terminated prior to completion, 
project sponsor shall, at its own expense, ensure that the project is in a safe and operable 
condition for the public. I understand this project will be monitored by the California Department of 
Transportation -- Division of Mass Transportation. 

Name: Celia McAdam, AICP 

Signature: 

Title: Executive Director 

Agency: PCTPA 

Date: May 31,2011 

*If this project includes funding 'from more than one project sponsor, the project sponsor above 
becomes the "recipient agency" and the additional contributing project sponsor(s) must also sign 
and state the amount and type of PTMISEA funds (GC Section 8879.55(a)(2) and/or Section 
8879.55(a)(3)) contribution. Sign below or attach a separate officially signed letter providing 
that information. 

Name: Brian Fragiao 

Signature: 

Title: Director of Public Works 

Agency: Town of Loomis 

_D_a_te_: 5/_3_1/_20_1_1 Amount: $101.260 



PTMISEA Allocation Request 
Rev. 6/09 

PTMISEA PROJECT DESCRIPTION
 

AND ALLOCATION REQUEST
 

Request Amount per GC 8879.55(a)(2)/PUC 99313: 
Request Amount per GC 8879.55(a)(3)/PUC 99314: 

8/9 9/10 10/11 

$101,260 

$0 

Total Project Allocation Request: 

Project Title: 

Project Location/Address: 

$101,260 

Loomis Transit Enhancement Project 

Town of Loomis - Walnut Street to Horseshoe Bar Road 

Table 1: Project Lead/Recipient Agency Information 

Project Lead! 
Recipient Agency: 

Contact: 
PCTPA 

David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner 

Legislative District Numbers 

Assembly: 4th District 

Contact Phone #: 530- 823-4030 Senate: 4th District 

Email Address: dmelko@pctpa.net Amount: Congressional: 4th District 

Address: 299 Nevada Street Fund Type: 99313 

Auburn, CA 95603 $101,260 0 

Table 2: 

PTMISEA Contributors: None 

Contact: 

Contact Phone #: 

Email Address: 

Address: 

Contributing PTMISEA-Eligible Project Sponsor Information 

Amount: 

$0 

$ 

Fund Type: 

Other PTMISEA Contributors (Attach sheet with contact info) Amount: 

None $0 

$ 

$ 

TOTAL $101,260 

(*Contributing project sponsors attach signed letters of verification as to amount and eligibility or sign cover page) 

Fund Type: 

Table 3: Project Category 
Check only 1 box that best fits the description of the project being funded. 

o Rehabilitation, Safety or Modernization Improvement 

o Capital Service Enhancement or Expansion 

IT] New Capital Project 

D 
D 

Bus Rapid Transit 

Rolling Stock Procurement: 
_Expansion 

Rehabilitation 
-Replacement 



PTMISEA Allocation Request 
Rev. 6109 

Table 4: Project Summary 
a) Describe the project (or minimum operable segment) for which you are applying for funds. Attach additional sheets if necessary. If the application 
is for the purchase of vehicles or rolling stock, please include information on number of vehicles, size, passenger count, accessibility, and fuel type: 

Write here: The existing Loomis Multi-Modal transit center and park-and-ride facility is located along the Union Pacific Railroad tracks between Webb 
Street and Horseshoe Bar Road. This Multi-Modal facility serves as a daily stop for the Placer County Transit bus service and a commute starting 
point for car pools and bicycle riders. The Town will be completing the next phase of the parking facility between Horseshoe Bar Road and Walnut 
Street in the summer of 2011. This project will enhance the transit facility with the addition of sidewalks, bike path, bike racks, bike lockers, various 
ADA accessibility improvements, seating, kiosk, trash receptacles, lighting, bollards, and power and data communication connection for future 
electronic signage (which will allow transit patrons to obtain information regarding Placer County Transit bus service and schedule status). 

b) Useful Life of the Project: .lQ.. years 

Table 5: Description of Major Benefits/Outcomes 
a) Please check appropriate Benefit/Outcome: 

_X__ Increase Ridership 
__ Reduce Operating/Maintenance Cost 
_X__ Reduce Emissions 
_X__ Reduce Emissions 

by_1_5_010 
by OIO 

by_5_ 010 
by_1_0_010 

b) Please summarize and describe any other benefits: 
The major benefit for the project is to provide all-weather, safe, and convenient parking for patrons using the transit system and for car pooling. The additional parking and 
convenient parking will encourage additional ridership, thus reducing overall emissions. Providing facilities for bike riders will also help promote bike use and less vehicle use in the 
limited street system downtown. 

Table 6: Project Schedule 

Begin Project Approval & Environmental Document Phase 

Date 
1-Jun 

CEQA/ Environmental Compliance Aug-11 
End Project Approval & Environmental Document Phase Jun-11 
Begin Plans, Specifications & Estimates Phase Nov-11 
End Plans, Specifications & Estimates Phase May-12 
Begin Right of Way Phase N/A 
End Right of Way Phase N/A 
Begin Construction Phase (Contract Award) Aug-'12 
End Construction Phase (Contract Acceptance) Oct-12 
Begin Vehicle/Equipment Order (Contract Award) N/A 
End Vehicle/Equipment Order (Contract Acceptance) N/A 

Begin Closeout Phase Nov-12 
End Closeout Phase Dec-12 

Table 7: Tax Compliance Information 

YES 
Is it reasonably anticipated that any money will be derived at any point in 
the future as a result of the project that will be paid to the State? NO 

If yes, please describe the source of the money and provide an estimate of the amount: Estimate: $0 



PubliC Transportation MOdernization, Improvement, and ServIce Enhancement Account 
Total Project Cost and Funding Plan 

Shaded fields are automatically calculated. Please do not fill these fields. 

Proposed Total Pre IectC08t Project 
Component Prior 07/08 08109 09/10 10/11 11/12 12/13 Total 

PA&ED 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
PS&E 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
RIW 0 0 ,0 , 0 0 0 0 0 
CON 0 0 0 0 130,000 0 ., 0 130,000 
Vehicle/Eauip Purch 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Other 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL 0 0 0 0 130.000 0 0 130,000 

Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) 
Component Prior 07/08 08/09 09/10 10/11 11/12 12/13 Total 

PA&ED 0 
PS&E 0 
RIW 0 
CON 101,260 101,260 
Veh/Equip Purchase 0 
Other 0 
TOTAL 0 0 0 0 101260 0 0 101,260 

Fundina Source: nr'll.l _ own of LoomiS 
Component Prior 07/08 08/09 09/10 10111 11/12 12/13 Total 

PA&ED 0 
PS&E 0 
RIW 0 
CON 28,740 28.740 
Veh/Equip Purchase 0 
Other 0 
TOTAL r - 0 0 0 0 28,740 0 0 28740 

Fundina Source: 
Component Prior 07/08 08/09 09/10 10/11 11/12 12/13 Total 

PA&ED 0 
PS&E 0 
RIW 0 
CON 0 0 
Veh/Equip Purchase 0 
Other 0 
TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Fundina Source: 
Component Prior 07/08 08/09 09/10 10/11 11/12 12/13 Total 

PA&ED 0 
PS&E 0 
RIW 0 
CON 0 
Veh/Equip Purchase 0 
Other 0 
TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

IFundina Source: 
I Comoonent Prior 07/08 08/09 09/10 10/11 11/12 12/13 Total 
PA&ED 0 
PS&E 0 
RIW 0 
CON 0 
Veh/Equip Purchase 0 
Other 0 
TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: PUBLIC TRANSIT RESOLUflON 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: ALLARD, COSGROVE, HARVEY, HOLMES, McINTYRE, UCOVICH, UHLER, YUILL 

NOES: NONE 4;> THE FOREGOING INSTRUMENT 
IS ACORRECT COPY OF THE 
ORIGINAL ON FILE IN THIS OFFICE 

ArnsT 
ABSENT: NESBITT Placer County Transportation Planning A41encv 

Board of Directors 

Signed and approved by me after its passage. /ue d~~4-J-Yi2:~-

SlAe Sholtl., 5IcretIry 

~ -

---, . ---~._'-,-"~~ . e ........... -~ .. ' . z==---------:=
 

~--~

-

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 IB - 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 ofTransportation. 



PlACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY
 
FY 2010 12011 PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION MODERNIZATION, IMPROVEMENT, AND SERVICE ENHANCEMENT ACCOUNT (PTMISEA)
 

FINAL FUND AU.OCATION (EXCLUDING TAHOE BASIN)
 
February 2011
 

GC 8879.55(a)(2) Allocation (based on PUC Section 99313) $5,221,402 
GC 8879.55(8)(3) Allocation (based on PUC Section 99314) $520,806 

Total PTMISEA Fund $5,742,208 

Western Placer CTSA Allocation (1) $208,856 

Total PTMISEA Fund Available to Jurisdictions $5,012,546 

FY 20101 2011 Jurisdiction PTMISEA Fund Allocation 

Auburn , 13~78 I 4.07%' $203,902 
Colfax 1 - ~993 1 0.60%1 $29.929 
Uncaln 1 ~11 1 12.32%1 $617,388 
Loomis I 6.743' -.-2.02%1 $101,260 
Rocklin 1 56.0191 16.78%1 $841,243 
Roseville 1 115.781 1 34.69%1 - $1,738,696 
TOTAL I 333,789 1 100.00%1 ------ss.012,546 I $520,806 
5011_: PTMISEA Government Code 8879.56 EllgIble AIocation - FY 2010 I 2011, C8l1omla Stale Controler Dlvislon of Aocounllng aOO Repof1lng, January 19, 2011. 

Noe.a: 
(1) 4% of ulll!llCl.mbered GC 8879.56(aX2) aJocalIon (pUC 99313) goes to WPCTSA. 

GC • Govemmert Code 
PUC • PubIc UtIIlIea Code 

13,313 3.83547% 
333,789 116.18453% 

347,102 

Source: TlIbIe &1: CJ¥CounlYPopuIatlOn Eatimatea.lllnl.l8rY 1, 200ll to"~ 1, 2010. DOF, Aptl29, 2010. 

21812011 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA' DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Division of Mass Transportation 
Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and 

Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) 
Authorized Agent Form 

Authorized Agent 

AS THE Executive Director 
(Chief Executive Officer I Director I President I Secretary) 

OF THE Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) 
(Name ofCounty/City Organization) 

I hereby authorize the following individual(s) to execute for and on behalfof the named Regional 
Entity/Transit Operator, any actions necessary for the purpose of obtaining Public Transportation 
Modernization, Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) funds provided by 
the California Department of Transportation, Division of Mass Transportation. This form shall 
remain valid for one year from date signed. 

~C=el=ia~Mo.:.=cA~da=m=,~A~I=C=P OR 
(Name and Title of Authorized Agent) 

__________________________ OR 
(Name and Title of Authorized Agent) 

(Name and Title of Authorized Agent) 

Executive Director 
(Title) 

Approved this =23:;...f_d day of February 2011 

FY I0-11 PTMISEA Fund 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  June 14, 2011
  
FROM: Solvi Sabol, FSP Coordinator/TDM Manager  
  
SUBJECT: FREEWAY SERVICE PATROL PROGRAM CONTRACT AWARD 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Authorize the Executive Director to sign the Letter of Task Agreement 11-01 with Sierra Hart 
Auto Center for an amount not to exceed $250,000 for a period beginning July 1, 2011 and 
ending June 30, 2012. 

 
BACKGROUND 
Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) programs are tow trucks which patrol the most congested area of 
freeways during peak commute hours.  Supervised by the California Highway Patrol, FSP 
drivers clear accidents, help stranded motorists, remove debris from roadways, and provide 
traffic control to emergency medical response teams during traffic accidents.  The goal is to 
reduce traffic congestion by keeping the flow of traffic moving and reducing the risk of 
secondary incidents by removing distractions causing motorists to slow down and/or make poor 
driving judgments.  FSP assists dramatically increased on our State Route 65 and Interstate 80 
beats showing a 72% and 69% increase respectively from the same period last year. 
 
An annual State allocation, based on traffic congestion, population, and lane miles, is the primary 
FSP funding source.  These allocations vary from year to year.  In 2010/11, Placer County saw 
an 8% decrease.   Placer County Air Pollution Control District’s Clean Air Grant program has 
been the source for the 25% local match for several years, but due to increasing competition and 
lower revenues, we received less than our application request this year.    
 
DISCUSSION 
To preserve the FSP level of service in Placer County, PCTPA applied for a $25,000 grant from 
the Placer County Indian Gaming Local Community Benefit Committee (LCBC).  These grants 
are to help fund local government agency projects or programs to offset the impacts associated 
with tribal gaming, specifically Thunder Valley.  Our grant application focused on SR 65 FSP 
efforts as a mitigating traffic control measure serving Thunder Valley employees and patrons by 
maintaining traffic flow and reducing travel time.   
 
The LCBC was so impressed with the program that they awarded PCTPA $35,903, over 43% 
more than our request.  This additional funding will allow FSP operations to continue all core 
weekday services on SR 65, as well as preserving Sunday service. 
 
Based on current funding sources for FSP for 2011/12, we are requesting authorization to enter 
into a Letter of Task Agreement with the FSP provider, Sierra Hart. 
 
CM:ss 
Attachment     



 
 
 
 
 
 
June 29, 2011 
 
 
 
Rick A. Hart, President 
Sierra Hart Auto Center 
1050 Triangle Court  
West Sacramento, CA  95606 
 
RE: LETTER OF TASK AGREEMENT #11-01  

BETWEEN SIERRA HART AND  
THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY   
 

Dear Mr. Hart: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes work under the “Master Agreement between Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) and Sierra Hart Auto Center” dated July 1, 2009. 
 
1. Incorporated Master Agreement:  This letter of task agreement is the statement of contract/specific 

requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by Sierra Hart to implement the Freeway 
Service Patrol (FSP) in Placer County. 

 
2. Third Party Beneficiaries:  The California Highway Patrol herein referred to as “CHP” and 

California Department of Transportation, herein referred to as “Caltrans” are hereby expressly 
designated as third-party beneficiaries of Sierra Hart’s performance under this Contract. 

 
3. Term:  Consultant services are to commence July 1, 2011 with service ending June 30, 2012.  
 
4. General Scope of Services:  The purpose of the project is to provide for the rapid removal of 

disabled vehicles and those involved in minor accidents from the freeway.  Where conditions 
permit, safe removal of small debris will be required.  Sierra Hart vehicles shall be exclusively 
dedicated to the service during the hours of operation.  Sierra Hart’s vehicle maintenance 
activities shall be conducted during non-service hours.  Section 1.0 of the Freeway Service Patrol 
RFP issued in February, 2009 describes in detail the responsibilities and duties that Sierra Hart is 
required to fulfill throughout the duration of the contract. 

 
Sierra Hart's vehicle operators shall assist motorists involved in minor accidents and those with 
disabled vehicles.  They shall be responsible for clearing the freeway of automobiles, small 
trucks, and small debris.  When and where conditions warrant, service may be executed on the 
freeway shoulders.  Where conditions do not warrant, vehicle operators will remove the vehicles 
from the freeway to provide service.  The FSP vehicles shall continuously patrol their assigned 
beat, respond to CHP dispatches for service, use the designated turnaround locations and use the 
CHP identified designated drop locations. 

 
Freeway Service Patrol vehicle operators may be required to change flat tires, provide "jump" 
starts, provide one gallon of gasoline or diesel fuel, temporarily tape cooling system hoses and 
refill radiators.  Vehicle operators may spend a maximum of ten (10) minutes per disablement in 
attempting to mobilize a vehicle.   
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All Freeway Service Patrol services will be provided at no cost to the motorist.  FSP operators 
will not be allowed to accept gratuities, perform secondary towing services, recommend 
secondary tows, or recommend repair/body shop businesses.   

 
If a vehicle cannot be mobilized within the ten (10) minute time limit, it shall be towed to a 
designated drop location identified by the CHP.  The motorist can request the Freeway Service 
Patrol vehicle operator to call the CHP Communications center to request a CHP rotational tow or 
other services.  FSP operators shall not be allowed to tow as an independent contractor from an 
incident that occurred during the Freeway Service Patrol shift unless called as a rotation tow by 
CHP.  If called as a rotation tow after a Freeway Service Patrol shift, the vehicle operator must 
remove all Freeway Service Patrol markings and change his/her Freeway Service Patrol uniform. 

 
There may be some instances where FSP operators may be requested to provide assistance to 
CHP officers.  Freeway Service Patrol operators shall follow the instructions of the CHP officer 
at the scene of any incident within the scope of the Freeway Service Patrol program.   
 

 Sierra Hart will perform services in accordance with the bid submitted to PCTPA on March 19, 
2009.  Solvi Sabol, Transportation Demand Management Manager and Freeway Service Patrol 
Coordinator, will act as Project Manager. 

 
5. Personnel:   Sierra Hart will provide its own personnel to perform the work. Sierra Hart will provide 

administrative support and overhead expenses.  Sierra Hart hereby designates Rick Hart to act as its 
representative for the performance of this Contract ("Sierra Hart’s Representative").  Sierra Hart’s 
representative shall have full authority to act on behalf of Sierra Hart for all purposes under this 
Contract.  Sierra Hart’s representative shall supervise and direct the services, using his best skill 
and attention, and shall be responsible for all means, methods, techniques, sequences and 
procedures and for the satisfactory coordination of all portions of the services under this Contract.  
Sierra Hart shall work closely and cooperate fully with PCTPA's representative and any other 
agencies which may have jurisdiction over or an interest in the services.  Sierra Hart’s representa-
tive shall be available to the PCTPA staff at all reasonable times.  Any substitution in Sierra 
Hart’s representative shall be approved in writing by PCTPA’s representative. 

 
6. Insurance:  Sierra Hart shall not commence work under this Contract until it has provided 

evidence satisfactory to PCTPA that it has secured all insurance required under this section.  In 
addition, Sierra Hart shall not allow any subcontractor to commence work on any subcontract 
until it has secured all insurance required under this section. 

 
A. General Liability Insurance.  Sierra Hart shall procure a Commercial General Liability 

Insurance Policy in amounts and form set forth below: 
 

1. Commercial General Liability Insurance.  A policy of Commercial General 
Liability which provides limits of not less than: 

 
 Per occurrence:    $1,000,000 
 Project Specific Aggregate:  $1,000,000 
 Products/Completed Operations:  $1,000,000 
 Personal Injury Limit:   $1,000,000 
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2. General Liability Policy Coverage.  Any general liability policy provided by 
Sierra Hart hereunder shall include the following coverage: 

 
 Premises and Operations 
 Products/Completed Operations with limits of at least one million dollars 

($1,000,000) per occurrence to be maintained for three (3) years following 
acceptance of the work by PCTPA. 

 Contractual Liability expressly including liability assumed under this Contract.  
 Independent Sierra Hart’s Liability 

 
  3. Additional Insured Endorsement.  Any general liability policy provided by Sierra 

Hart hereunder shall contain an additional insured endorsement which applies its 
coverage to PCTPA, the members of their Board of Directors and their officers, agents, 
employees and volunteers.   

 
  4. Comprehensive Automobile Liability Insurance:  Sierra Hart shall procure 

Comprehensive Automobile Liability Insurance written for bodily injury, including 
death, and property damage, however occasioned occurring during the policy term, in the 
amount of not less than one million dollars ($1,000,000), combined single limits per 
occurrence, applicable to all owned, non-owned and hired vehicles.  This coverage shall 
include contractual liability. 

 
B. Subcontractor’s Insurance.  Sierra Hart shall make certain that any and all subcontractors 

hired are insured in accordance with this Contract.  If any subcontractor’s coverage does 
not comply with the foregoing provisions, Sierra Hart shall indemnify and hold PCTPA, 
CHP, Caltrans, Placer County, and Placer County Air Pollution Control District 
(PCAPCD) harmless of and from any damages, lost or cost or expense. 

 
  C. Failure to Obtain or Maintain Insurance: PCTPA Remedies.  Sierra Hart’s failure to 

procure the insurance specified herein, or failure to deliver certified copies or appropriate 
certificates of such insurance, or failure to make the premium payments required by such 
insurance, shall constitute a material breach of this Contract, and PCTPA may, at its 
option, obtain and pay for such insurance and deduct from payments due to Sierra Hart 
such amounts paid, or terminate this Contract for any such default by Sierra Hart.   

 
 D. Notice of Cancellation of Change of Coverage.  All insurance and the certificates of 

insurance provided by Sierra Hart must evidence that the insurer providing the policy will 
give PCTPA thirty (30) days written notice, in advance of any lapse, cancellation, 
reduction or other adverse change respecting such insurance.  This written notice shall be 
mailed to PCTPA at 299 Nevada Street, Auburn, CA  95603. 
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 E.  Qualifying Insurer.  All policies of insurance required hereby shall be issued by 

companies which have been approved to do business in the State of California by the 
State Department of the Insurance, and which hold a current policy holder’s alphabetic 
and financial size category rating of not less than A: VIII according to the current Best 
Current Rating Guide, or a company of equal financial stability as determined by 
PCTPA. 

 
 F. Review of Coverage. PCTPA retains the right at any time to review the coverage, form 

and amount of insurance required herein and may require Sierra Hart to obtain additional 
insurance reasonably sufficient in coverage, form, amount to provide adequate protection 
against the kind and extent of risk which exists at the time of change in insurance 
required. 

 
 G. Safety.  Sierra Hart shall execute and maintain its work so as to avoid injury or damage to 

any person or property.  In carrying out its services, the Sierra Hart shall at all times be in 
compliance with all applicable local, state and federal laws, rules and regulations, and 
shall exercise all necessary precautions for the safety of employees appropriate to the 
nature of the work and the conditions under which the work is to be performed.  Safety 
precautions as applicable shall include, but shall not be limited to:  (A) adequate life 
protection and life saving equipment and procedures; (B) instructions in accident 
prevention for all employees and subcontractors, such as safe walkways, scaffolds, fall 
protection ladders, bridges, gang planks, confined space procedures, trenching and 
shoring, equipment and other safety devices, equipment and wearing apparel as are 
necessary or lawfully required to prevent accidents or injuries; and (C) adequate facilities 
for the proper inspection and maintenance of all safety measures. 

 
7. Compensation:  For services rendered, Consultant will receive a sum not to exceed $250,000.  

Consultant will invoice on a monthly basis for work completed.  Requisitions for payment shall 
reference the appropriate service hours worked. 

 
 As per Sierra Hart’s proposal dated March 19, 2009, the hourly rate of compensation for tow truck 

service will remain at $57 per hour under the term of this Task Agreement, 11-01.  The hourly rate of 
compensation for “adam” or service truck will be $50 under the term of this Task Agreement 11-01.  
This hourly rate of compensation can be renegotiated dependent upon fuel costs.  Renegotiation will 
be plus or minus a fuel cost adjustment (FCA) calculated on a month-to-month basis as follows: 

 
 In months where the month average price of fuel* is at or above $3.80 per gallon 

then the hourly rate of compensation shall increase by $2.75. 
 

 In months where the month average price of fuel* is at or below $2.40 per gallon 
then the hourly rate of compensation shall decrease by $2.75. 

 
This renegotiation policy shall be effective throughout the term of this Task Agreement #11-01. 
 
* The average monthly price of fuel per gallon of diesel will be based on the Sacramento area 
California Metro Averages and published on the AAA website.   
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It is understood by both parties that FSP in Placer County is funded primarily through State and grant 
funding.  Should State or grant funding be eliminated, reduced, or increased, PCTPA has the right to 
cancel or renegotiate the terms of this Agreement 11-01 with Sierra Hart.  If both parties cannot 
come to mutually agreeable contract terms, either party has the authority to cancel Agreement #11-01 
within 30 (thirty) days written notice. 

  
8. Penalty Clause: 

A back-up truck may be used when a regular truck is unavailable.  The back-up truck must be in 
service on the beat within 45 minutes of the time a permanently dedicated vehicle is taken out of 
service.   
 
Sierra Hart will not be paid for the time a service truck is not in service.  In addition, there will be 
a penalty deduction of one half of the hourly rate whenever a contracted FSP truck is removed 
from service or otherwise unavailable for service and no suitable back-up truck is deployed.  

 
If this letter of task agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return a copy.  Questions concerning 
this agreement and the project in general should be directed to Solvi Sabol at (530) 823-4029. 
 
Sincerely,      Accepted by: 
        
 
 
_______________________________________  _______________________________________ 
Celia McAdam, AICP  Date   Rick Hart,   Date 
Executive Director     President/CEO 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency  Sierra Hart Auto Center  
  
 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  June 14, 2011  
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: PRESENTATION: PUBLIC INFORMATION PLAN FOR FY 2011/12 
 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 

1. Adoption of the Public Information Plan for 2011/12. 
2. Approval of Letter of Task Agreement #11-01 with Randle Communications for FY 

2011/12 for $43,600. 
 
BACKGROUND 
PCTPA has contracted with Randle Communications since 2003 to assist the Agency in 
providing information to the public about transportation projects and funding, as well as 
obtaining input on key transportation issues.  The Public Information Plan provides the basis for 
contracted activities. 
 
DISCUSSION 
The draft Public Information Plan for FY 2011/12 is shown in Attachment 1. 
 
A primary focus of this year’s plan is to use low-cost, high impact outreach to get project-
specific information to the public, highlight the challenges and successes that PCTPA has had in 
funding transportation and infrastructure, and to improve awareness of current and future needs 
for transportation funding.  This includes use of both low tech approaches, like media interviews 
and op-ed pieces, and high tech approaches, like internet websites and e-newsletters, to reach a 
variety of age ranges and interests. 
 
The Agency continues to take the lead in the public communications on the Lincoln Bypass in 
2011/12 to handle the need for greater public outreach as the traveling public is more and more 
impacted by ongoing construction, while cutbacks to public information staff of our partners at 
Caltrans and the City of Lincoln leave fewer folks available to get the word out. 
 
Finally, with both the I-80 Bottleneck and Lincoln Bypass Phase 1 set for completion in FY 
2011/12, the Agency will be taking the lead on the outreach and event planning for the ribbon 
cuttings on both projects. 
  
Mitch Zak of Randle Communications will provide a presentation at the Board meeting to 
highlight the results of public information efforts in 2010/11, to detail the Public Information 
Plan for 2011/12, and obtain Board comment. 
 
CM: ss 
  
   



 

 
 
 
PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
2011-12 PROPOSED PUBLIC INFORMATION PLAN  
 
To:  Celia McAdam  
 
From:  Randle Communications 

  
Date:  June 15, 2011 DRAFT 

 
Randle Communications (Randle) is pleased to present Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency (PCTPA) with a proposed 2011-12 Public Information Plan. This plan 
seeks to maintain the momentum of ongoing public information activities, and continue 
communication with community leaders and the public about ongoing efforts to 
deliver transit and transportation solutions.  

SITUATION ANALYSIS 
 
LOOKING BACK 
 
PCTPA has had a year of great success with major projects progressing quickly toward 
completion, despite ongoing challenges posed by California’s economic downturn:  
 

• Construction of the Lincoln Bypass continues on schedule and on budget, 
nearing a completion date in 2012; 

 
• The Interstate 80 “Bottleneck” expansion is nearing completion of its final phase 

in fall 2011, with cost savings from this project being invested to start 
preconstruction work on the I-80/65 interchange and construction of the I-
80/Eureka Road interchange improvements.  

 
PCTPA’s public information program is designed specifically to keep stakeholders 
informed as these and other projects are implemented. This ensures that the Agency is 
accountable, transparent and receiving public input on a variety of important local 
issues.   
 
Accordingly, PCTPA communicates regularly with stakeholders and the public in a cost 
effective and efficient manner. Through distribution of PCTPA’s e-newsletter, local 
media relations and ongoing information outreach coordination with Caltrans and 
local city officials, the Agency is achieving its goal of keeping residents and key 
community leaders informed and involved.  
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In 2011-12, sustained public information outreach is critical.  While residents today will 
benefit from the completion of the aforementioned infrastructure projects, PCTPA is 
already looking toward 2020 and beyond to anticipate Placer County’s future needs, 
develop the appropriate plans and identify funding alternatives so that the region’s 
quality of life today continues for generations to come.   
 
There is considerable uncertainty regarding future state and federal funding, which 
requires that PCTPA remain vigilant and work directly with local elected officials and 
transportation advocacy partners.  It is with these objectives in mind that Randle 
Communications is pleased to present a 2011-12 public information program that will 
achieve the Agency’s goals efficiently.   
 
PUBLIC INFORMATION GOALS 

Randle recommends that 2011-12 public information efforts continue to target the 
public, elected officials and community leaders throughout Placer County.   

Following are proposed goals: 

• Continue to quickly and effectively provide accurate information to the public 
on transportation issues and project updates, with special emphasis placed on 
SR 65 Lincoln Bypass construction; 

• Continue to inform elected officials and community leaders about Placer County 
transportation issues, and ways in which they can be involved to help address 
them; 

• Highlight ongoing success in the efficient and effective delivery of significant 
transportation improvements; and, 

• Demonstrate creativity, efficiency and effectiveness with the public information 
program by utilizing new approaches, while continuing to involve Board 
members and Agency staff. 

KEY FACTS 

PCTPA has a substantial record of achievement and public information efforts should 
share the facts: 

 
• The I-80 “Bottleneck” Expansion is nearing completion in fall 2011, on time and 

on budget, improving circulation of traffic and goods for the region and the 
State, amounting to significant economic and quality of life benefits; 
 

• The SR 65 Lincoln Bypass is moving on time and on budget toward a completion 
date in 2012 and once complete, will improve safety, traffic mobility, and reduce 
congestion-related economic losses for the City of Lincoln and surrounding 
communities; 
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• (Once completed) PCTPA has delivered two of the region’s most critically 
important regional transportation infrastructure improvements, despite one of the 
most difficult financial periods in history; 

 
• PCTPA has demonstrated its ability to leverage scarce resources to deliver 

unprecedented transportation projects and transit services to meet the region’s 
needs; and,  

 
• It isn’t too early to start looking decades into the future to plan “the next 

generation” of infrastructure needs.  
 

OUTREACH ACTIVITES 

Randle is recommending the following outreach activities: 

• Community Outreach  
• Media Relations  
• Lincoln Bypass Public Information Outreach 
• Interstate 80 Expansion Grand Opening Media Relations 
• Lincoln Bypass Grand Opening Event  
• Future Transportation Needs Outreach  

 
COMMUNITY OUTREACH 
 
Randle believes ongoing community outreach is critical to continued awareness and 
involvement of community leaders and the public in transportation-related issues. 
Randle believes the following tactics efficiently reach the Agency’s key constituencies. 
 
E-Mail Newsletter To Placer Elected Officials and Transportation Stakeholders: Randle 
will continue working with McAdam to produce and distribute timely email information 
updates for all Placer County elected officials, community leaders and interested 
parties in the region. These newsletters will provide accurate and up-to-date 
information about transportation issues, including project updates, funding issues and 
policy issues that affect Placer County and are reflective of the agency’s future 
transportation needs outreach priorities.  

Timing: Ongoing (continued). 

Accountability Measurement: Randle is able to monitor how many recipients open the 
email to determine interest.   

Collateral Development: As needed, and with the support of PCTPA staff, Randle will 
assist in the production of collateral materials that educate and inform community 
members about agency projects.   
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Timing: Ongoing, as needed.  
  
Potential Products Include: 

 
• Fact Sheets  
• Brochures and Informational Flyers  
• Information Packet  
• Construction Activity Maps (as needed) 

 
Accountability measurements: N/A 
 
MEDIA RELATIONS 
 
Newspapers, television, radio and Internet will continue to be a vital component of the 
public information program. Randle will continue to work with PCTPA staff to promote 
agency projects and programs, including alternative transportation programs and 
infrastructure project updates and successes. Media outreach remains a highly 
effective tool to communicate the efficiency with which PCTPA has delivered critically 
important infrastructure improvements, as well as the urgent nature of the 
transportation funding crisis to the community, local and state elected officials and 
stakeholders. Media relationships and outreach are also important when and if timely or 
controversial transportation issues arise to assure that information provided to the public 
is accurate and complete.  
 
Ongoing Media Relations: Randle will work collaboratively with McAdam to notify 
media of ongoing PCTPA project activity and as needed, identify targeted issues for 
media outreach to regional and local print reporters for:  
 

• Reporter briefings (as needed)  
• Opinion editorial placements (as needed) 
• Letters to the editor (as needed) 

 
Timing: Ongoing.  
 
Accountability Measurement: Media placements and subsequent distribution to 
elected officials. 
 
 
SR 65 LINCOLN BYPASS PUBLIC INFORMATION OUTREACH  
 
Randle will continue work with PCTPA, City of Lincoln and Caltrans to provide timely 
information to the public about construction of the Lincoln Bypass. As a group, our goal 
is to keep Lincoln and surrounding communities informed about pertinent construction 
information as the project progresses.  PCTPA is playing a critical role in this effort, and 
works closely with project management to provide timely, easy to understand 
information to the public. Maintaining our role in project related information outreach is 
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critical, and serves to further establish PCTPA’s role as a proactive community partner 
and transportation advocate.  
 
Communications with Project Partners: Randle will continue close communications with 
Caltrans’ staff to stay apprised of developments that would impact the community and 
supply timely information updates to local media and city staff. In addition, Randle will 
also work closely with the City of Lincoln and Caltrans to respond to resident inquiries.  
 
Timing: Ongoing.  
 
Accountability Measurement:  
 

• Ongoing construction activity updates to local media and cities.  
 
 
Website Development and Maintenance: Randle will work with PCTPA staff to continue 
to update, maintain and assist in responding to inquiries on the project website, 
www.lincolnbypass.com. Randle will also work with PCTPA to promote the website to 
the public.  
 
Timing: Ongoing. 

 
Accountability Measurement:   

 
• Website maintained with timely updates.  

 
 
INTERSTATE 80 EXPANSION GRAND OPENING 
 
To commemorate the completion of the Interstate 80 Expansion in fall 2011, Randle will 
work closely with PCTPA to identify and highlight key economic and quality of life 
benefits derived from the project, and offer in-studio interviews to Sacramento-area 
broadcast stations. Due to the three press conferences previously held for each phase’s 
groundbreaking, Randle recommends focusing on targeted media relations as 
opposed to holding a press conference. Offering in-studio interviews allows more 
flexibility in scheduling, requires fewer resources, and potentially increases the likelihood 
of media coverage by bringing the story to them.  
 
Media Outreach: Randle will lead media relations efforts, and work with PCTPA and 
partnering agencies to prepare media materials, including: 
 

• Interview Advisory 
• News Release 
• Fact Sheets   
• Talking Points for Spokespersons 

 
Timing: Fall 2011.  
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Accountability Measurement: Media coverage.   
 
LINCOLN BYPASS GRAND OPENING EVENT  
 
To commemorate the completion of the Lincoln Bypass, a project nearly three decades 
in the making, Randle will work closely with PCTPA to organize a grand opening event. 
Not only will the event be a draw for media coverage, but also will serve to highlight 
PCTPA’s ongoing efforts to advocate for transportation solutions in a fiscally responsible 
manner.  
 
Event Planning: Randle will work collaboratively with PCTPA Executive Director Celia 
McAdam and PCTPA staff to organize the event. The event planning team will identify 
speakers and participants, prepare the event agenda, talking points and speaking 
order. We envision the event to include speeches from longtime project advocates, 
closing with a reflection on the achievements of PCTPA. Attendees would include, 
among others, past and present Board members, regional elected officials, community 
leaders, engineering, environmental, and construction crews who performed work on 
the project, and key stakeholders.  
 
Randle will also lead media relations efforts for coverage of the event, and work with 
PCTPA and partnering agencies to prepare press kits and collateral for each event, 
including:  
 

• Media advisory  
• News Release 
• Fact Sheet  
• Programs  

 
Timing: 2012, timed to coincide with completion of construction.  
 
Accountability Measurement: Media coverage and successful facilitation of each 
event.   
 
FUTURE TRANSPORTATION AND TRANSIT NEEDS OUTREACH 
 
Following completion of the I-80 Bottleneck and Lincoln Bypass Projects, PCTPA will be in 
a position to focus media and community relations efforts more aggressively on the 
next generation of transportation and transit needs in Placer County. PCTPA has 
identified several important long range transportation needs, including expansion of the 
Capitol Corridor, construction of the Placer Parkway, I-80/65 Interchange and SR 65 
widening, as well as increasing transit efficiency for the region.   
 
Proactive media and community relations must be conducted to highlight the need for 
these future projects, explain the funding challenges the county faces and engage 
stakeholders in the effort to start planning now for facilitating these and other future 
transportation and transit projects.  
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Event Planning: Randle will work with Celia McAdam to identify the best approach to 
conduct this outreach.  
 
Timing: Spring 2012.  
 
Accountability Measurement: TBD.    
 
 
SUMMARY 
 
Randle Communications values its long-term relationship with PCTPA and envisions 
continued collaborative success throughout 2011-12.  If you have any questions, please 
don’t hesitate to contact Mitch Zak or Margeaux Esler at (916) 448-5802. 
 

# # # 



 
 
 
 
 
June 29, 2011 
 
Mitch Zak, Partner 
Randle Communications 
925 L Street, Suite 1275 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
SUBJECT:  LETTER OF TASK AGREEMENT #11-01  

BETWEEN RANDLE COMMUNICATIONS AND  
THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY   

 
Dear Mr. Zak: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes work under the “Master Agreement between Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) and Randle Communications” dated July 1, 2007. 
 
1. Incorporated Master Agreement:  This letter of Task Agreement is the statement of contract-specific 

requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by Randle Communications to provide 
communications and outreach services under PCTPA Work Element 14 – Communications & Outreach. 

 
2. Term:  Consultant services are to commence July 1, 2011 and shall be completed in such a sequence as 

to assure that projects are on budget and on schedule.  This contract shall end on June 30, 2012. 
Extensions to this contract may be made with the agreement of both parties.  During the term of this 
contract, Consultant shall not engage in other work that would be deemed a conflict of interest with 
PCTPA interests. 

 
3. Scope of Services:  Consultant will provide directly or through subcontract for educational materials 

and distribution as outlined in the attached Public Information Plan.  Celia McAdam, Executive 
Director, will act as Project Manager. 

 
4. Personnel:  Consultant will provide their own personnel to perform the work in this Letter of 

Agreement.  Consultant will provide administrative support and overhead expenses. 
 
5. Compensation:  For services rendered, Consultant compensation shall not exceed $43,600, unless 

authorized in advance by PCTPA Executive Director Celia McAdam. Consultant will invoice on a 
monthly basis for work completed.  Such invoices shall includes tasks completed, hours associated with 
each task, and hourly rate.  Invoices will be paid within thirty (30) days of receipt. 

 
If this Letter of Task Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy.  Questions 
concerning this agreement and the project in general should be directed to Celia McAdam at (530) 823-4030. 
 
Sincerely,      Accepted by: 
        
 
_________________________________  _________________________________                                           
Celia McAdam    Date   Jeff Randle,   Date 
Executive Director     President/CEO 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency  Randle Communications  
  
CM/sl 
 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  June 15, 2011
  
FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner  
  
SUBJECT: PUBLIC WORKSHOP: DRAFT SHORT RANGE TRANSIT PLANS FOR 

AUBURN TRANSIT, PLACER COUNTY TRANSIT, AND ROSEVILLE 
TRANSIT 

 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Conduct a public workshop to obtain comments on the Draft Short Range Transit Plans for 
Auburn Transit, Placer County Transit and Roseville Transit. 
 
BACKGROUND 
Short Range Transit Plans (SRTP) for the public transit operators in Placer County provide a 
blueprint for each transit operator’s service and capital needs through 2012.  
 
Since the plans were last updated in 2004, all of the transit operators have made significant 
changes to their services, including increases in service area, frequency and span of hours.   
PCTPA contracted with Moore and Associates to prepare new SRTPs for three public transit 
operators in Placer County – Auburn Transit, Placer County Transit, and Roseville Transit. 
Lincoln Transit’s SRTP was updated and adopted by the City Council in 2009. A new SRTP for 
the WPCTSA is occurring through a concurrent process and will be presented as a separate 
agenda item to the WPCTSA Board.  
 
DISCUSSION 
PCTPA staff and the consultant will provide a brief PowerPoint presentation on the key 
recommendations contained in the three draft plans. This workshop will provide an opportunity 
for Board members and the public to discuss the plans, provide comments and suggestions.  
 
Developed in consultation with the Transit Operator Working Group (TOWG), the draft SRTP 
Executive Summaries will be available for public review on June 22, 2011 by downloading the 
document at www.pctpa.net.  An Executive Summary of the plans is included in the Board’s 
agenda package. 
 
Public comments may be submitted orally at this public workshop or via letter, e-mail, phone, or 
fax.  All comments are due to PCTPA by the close of the public review period on July 22, 2011. 
It is anticipated that the final plans will come back to the Board for action in September. 
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CHAPTER 1.0 – EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The purpose of the Short Range Transit Plan (SRTP) is three-fold: objectively and comprehensively 

evaluate the City of Auburn’s public transit program performance, identify and quantify transit 

demand, and identify strategies for enhancing community mobility.   

 

Moore & Associates was retained by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) in 

2010 to complete SRTPs for the cities of Auburn and Roseville, and the County of Placer.  By 

conducting the three SRTPs concurrently, PCTPA seeks to improve regional coordination among the 

transit operators while also focusing transportation resources within Western Placer County in an 

efficient and effective manner.   

 

The City of Auburn administers Auburn Transit, a deviated fixed-route transit service.  Auburn 

Transit consists of two route alignments which operate on weekdays (Monday through Friday) and 

one route alignment on Saturday (no service is offered on Sunday).  Each route has established time-

points similar to a fixed-route service, yet the “deviated” aspects allow call-ins and deviation 

requests.  Deviation requests are accommodated up to three-quarters of a mile from an established 

route alignment.  In addition, some “call-in” stops, or deviation points, are incorporated into the 

published schedule.  At the time of the Short Range Transit Plan, the service operated from 6:00 

a.m. to 6:00 p.m. weekdays, and from 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. on Saturday.  Auburn Transit makes 

connections with four Placer County Transit routes at the Auburn Rail Station.   

 

Short Range Transit Plan Process 

On July 15, 2010 Moore & Associates facilitated a kick-off meeting with PCTPA and representatives 

from each public transit operator.  The kick-off meeting presented the project schedule, project 

expectations, defined project success, and schedule of deliverables.  Our project team conducted 

customer surveys and ride checks onboard Auburn Transit between August 19 and 21, 2010.   

 

Community workshops were convened on November 2 and 3, 2010 in conjunction with the Placer 

County Transportation Planning Agency’s TDA Article 8 “unmet transit needs” public process.  In 

total, five meetings were held throughout the county: in Auburn, Lincoln, Loomis, Roseville, and 

Rocklin.  These meetings provided an opportunity for community residents to participate in the 

transit service planning process.   

 

Moore & Associates evaluated the City’s public transit program review of demographic and 

population data (Census Bureau data), economic data (California Department of Finance), rider and 

non-rider (community) survey data, and information gathered during community meetings.  

Throughout, the goal was to identify mobility needs, access to public transit, and gauge community 

perceptions regarding Auburn Transit.  In addition, operations and performance data was provided 

by the City and through field observations to assess quantitative performance based on established 

indicators such as Operating Cost/Passenger.  
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The Short Range Transit Plan is divided into seven chapters focused on presenting collected data, 

current service analysis, and recommendations for providing and enhancing future transit services.  

The following narrative presents a brief summary and findings of each chapter.   

 

The Performance Measurement System serves as the foundation for crafting the Short Range Transit 

Plan.  It provides the City with a governing mission and goal for providing service throughout 

Auburn.  In this case, it assesses the actual performance of the public transit program sponsored by 

the City within the framework performance standards and goals. 

 

The cornerstone goal of the Existing Conditions chapter is to assess performance existing service 

conditions by quantifying actual performance while also analyzing recent data (i.e., on-time 

performance and boarding and alighting data) collected during ride checks and field observations.  

This chapter is divided into three sections: Demographic Analysis, Service Evaluation, and Ride Check 

Analysis.  Presented below is a summary of key findings from each report section.  

 

3.1 Demographic Analysis  

 A high concentration of ride-dependent persons reside in the northern portion of Auburn. 

 Senior and low-income populations have grown significantly since Census 2000, and are 

forecast to continue to increase throughout the decade ahead.  

 There is a growing demand for school-related transit service. 

 The majority of employed residents drive alone to work; few utilize public transit. 

 Most trip generators (non-residential land-uses) are located in the southern or downtown 

area of Auburn.  

 

3.2 Service Evaluation  

 Operating Cost/VSM and VSH declined modestly in FY 2009/10. 

 Operating Cost/Passenger increased 11 percent in FY 2009/10. 

 Passengers/VSH increased across the evaluation period until FY 2009/10, after which it 

declined 12 percent. 

 Passengers/VSM fluctuated throughout the evaluation period. 

 Farebox Recovery peaked in FY 2009/10 at approximately 14 percent slightly below the 

PCTPA threshold (15 percent).  

 Fare/Passenger increased in FY 2007/08.  However thereafter this metric  declined due to 

decreasing ridership and fare revenue. 

 

3.3 Ride Check Analysis  

 On-time performance data reveals 16.2 percent of surveyed trips “ran hot” (early), while 18 

percent departed after than the published schedule time. 

 More than 14 percent of surveyed trips were deviations (i.e., flag stops or rider requested 

trips). 
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 Highest boarding and alighting activity occurred during the early-morning and late-

afternoon day-parts. 

 Only six published “call-in” stops were requested throughout the ride check. 

 Bowman Elementary and Boys and Girls Club had the highest number of deviations 

requests. 

 The greatest boarding and alighting activity occurred at the Auburn Station. 

 Requests to 39 unique locations occurred during the ride check. 

 The greatest incidence of boardings (deviation) occurred at South McDaniel Street. 

 The greatest incidence of alightings (deviation) occurred at the Boys & Girls Club. 

 

The Public Input chapter includes findings from various outreach methods.  The chapter is divided 

into the three sections: Onboard Survey Analysis, Community Survey Analysis, and Public 

Workshops.  The following presents the key findings from each outreach activity.   

 

4.1 Onboard Survey Analysis  

The onboard surveys revealed customer perceptions, desired service changes, customer travel 

patterns, and customer demographics.  The following is a summary of key findings: 

 Most survey respondents are ride-dependent (low-income and/or limited access to personal 

vehicle).  

 Majority of trip purposes were for non-work related activities such as accessing healthcare 

and shopping. 

 Most survey respondents ride Auburn Transit at least twice per week. 

 Most respondents are ride-dependent and state they would either walk, bike, or not make 

the trip if Auburn Transit was not available. 

 The vast majority of respondents have been riding Auburn Transit for at least one year. 

 Nearly 60 percent of respondents use cash or pay their fare versus a multiple-ride pass. 

 Respondents who indicated being employed full-time ride the bus more frequently than any 

other employment category. 

 Auburn Transit received extremely high marks with respect to customer satisfaction. 

 Expanded evening service was the most popular (potential) service enhancement. 

 Nearly 56 percent of respondents would support a fare increase of twenty-five cents to 

realize their preferred service enhancement. 
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4.2 Community Survey Analysis  

 Public transit attracts a relatively small share of total trips made within the City of Auburn 

survey. Few respondents indicate riding the bus for shopping.  

 Among Auburn Transit riders, work was usually the top destination with the exception of 

those respondents who indicated riding less often than one to three times per week. 

 Nearly 60 percent of respondents indicated an excellent experience on Auburn Transit. This 

mirrors the findings from the Onboard Survey. 

 The most popular reason cited for using Auburn Transit was saving money (about 47 

percent). 

 Respondents categorized as the most-frequent riders were split evenly (i.e., 50-50) 

regarding saving money and lack of access to a personal vehicle as their main reason for 

using Auburn Transit.  

 Nearly 51 percent of those respondents who cited not riding transit indicated the main 

barrier as “prefer to drive”. 

 Riders and non-riders alike indicated expansion of transit to currently unserved locations as 

an “enhancement opportunity”. 

 

4.3 Public Workshop  

The workshops generated a number of key findings specific to Auburn Transit operations and 

services: 

 Recommend “after care” bus stop/service at Boys & Girls Club.  

 New Mercy Housing 62-unit senior living complex located on the Sisters of Mercy property 

will need access to transit - construction anticipated to begin March 2011.  

 Desire for bus stop on Bell Rd. and Rock Creek Rd.  

 

5.0 Service Plan   

The Service Plan chapter presents our recommendations reflective of the above cited findings as 

well as public involvement activities.  The Service Plan chapter is divided into three sections: 

highlighting proposed service enhancement alternatives, capital and financial implications of each 

funding scenarios, and implementation tactics.  Three service alternatives were developed reflecting 

the status quo along with minor improvements (Alternative A), additional operational and capital 

improvements to the current transit program (Alternative B), and an alternative wherein the service 

is completely restructured (Alternative C).  Each alternative includes various levels of operational, 

administrative, capital, and marketing enhancements.  

 

Alternative A presents a low-cost, status quo scenario, reflecting minor changes to the Auburn 

Transit’s schedule and/or route alignments, includes minor operational, administrative, and 

marketing enhancements intended to address the customer and community input and 

staff/consultant recommendations. Alternative A recommendations include:  

 Implementation of a fare increase,  

 Adoption of a policy limiting the number of “call-in” requests per run,   
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 Establishment of turn-by-turn directions to guide Auburn Transit drivers,    

 Enhanced marketing of fare passes/media, and  

 Development of a marketing campaign with new and improved marketing collateral 

(i.e., brochures and bus stop signs) and the redesign of the City’s transit webpage.  

 

There are advantages and disadvantages to every change implemented within a transit program.  

Disadvantages typically include the cost of the enhancement and the possibility of short-term 

ridership decline.  For this alternative, the disadvantages are chiefly an increase in marketing 

and short-term administrative costs.   Anticipated advantages include:  

 Increased community awareness of Auburn Transit,  

 Improved on-time performance,  

 Increase in fare revenue,  

 High probability of ridership growth,   

 Low-cost in comparison with the other service scenarios, and  

 Increased customer satisfaction.  

 

All in all, we believe the advantages clearly outweigh possible disadvantages. 

 

Alternative B is more capital-intensive than Alternative A.  This alternative incorporates the 

recommendations proposed for Alternative A plus additional capital/infrastructure and schedule 

improvements.  This alternative seeks to enhance bus stops through more visible and 

identifiable signage.  Improvements would be made based on priority, addressing high activity 

stops first, and then completing stops in which signs are poorly placed minimizing visibility from 

the street.  Alternative B recommendations include:  

 Implementation of a fare increase,  

 Adoption of a policy limiting the number of “call-in” requests per run,   

 Establish turn-by-turn directions for all drivers to follow,    

 Enhanced and more visible marketing of fare passes/media,  

 Development of a marketing campaign with new and improved marketing collateral 

(i.e., brochures and bus stop signs) and the redesign of the City’s transit webpage,  

 Designation of under-utilized published stops as “call-ins”,  

 Transit infrastructure improvements such as bus stop enhancements,  

 Addition of two new evening service stops,  

 Expansion of weekday evening service hours to mirror Placer County Transit lines 

connecting at Auburn Station, and  

 Modification of published schedule.  

 

Similar to Alternative A, the short-term disadvantages include increased marketing cost, 

increased short-term administrative costs, increased operating costs (i.e., Vehicle Service Hours.  

The advantages of Alternative B include:  
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 High probability of ridership growth, especially during the evening; 

 Increased community awareness of Auburn Transit,  

 Improved on-time performance, 

 Increase in fare revenue, 

 Increase in service connectivity and coordination, 

 Increased customer satisfaction, and  

 Possible decrease in annual Vehicle Service Miles.  

  

Alternative C addresses system growth and recommends a service restructure to the fixed-route 

service along with a separate ADA- complementary demand-response service.  Alternative C is the 

most capital-intensive and addresses the perceived need (via rider and community survey) for an 

expanded level of transit service.  This alternative is aimed at increasing not only the usage by 

current riders, but also expanding Auburn Transit’s customer base to include “non-dependent” 

riders.   The alternative also includes all recommendations made in Alternative B.  Here again, we 

believe the anticipated advantages outweigh perceived disadvantages.  Given Auburn Transit’s 

service delivery strategy has remained unchanged for nearly 15 years (despite growth in population 

as well as transit demand) we believe the City should adopt Alternative C as its 5-7 program 

strategy.  
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CHAPTER 1.0 – EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

The purpose of the Short Range Transit Plan (SRTP) is to objectively and comprehensively evaluate 

Placer County Transit’s performance, identify and quantify transit demand, and identify strategies 

for enhancing community mobility.  This plan is primarily a guideline for service development 

decisions for Placer County Transit and the communities it is responsible for serving (i.e., Colfax, 

Lincoln, Loomis, and Rocklin).  All recommendations and accompanying financial implications are 

forecasts and subject to change. 

 

Moore & Associates was retained by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) in 

2010 to conduct SRTPs for the western Placer County cities of Roseville and Auburn, as well as Placer 

County Transit.  Through conducting the three SRTPs concurrently, PCTPA seeks to enhance regional 

coordination among the transit operators and focus transportation resources throughout the region 

in an efficient and effective manner.   

 

The County of Placer operates Placer County Transit, a fixed-route transit service, Placer County 

Dial-A-Ride program, vanpool program, and Placer Commuter Express.  These services are funded in 

part through Memoranda of Understanding with the Cities of Colfax, Lincoln, and Rocklin as well as 

the Town of Loomis. Placer County Transit consists of five route alignments which during the 

weekdays (Monday through Friday) and one route alignment on Saturday (no service is offered on 

Sunday).  The service currently operates from 6:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. during weekdays, and from 

9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. on Saturday.  Placer County Transit routes make connections with Auburn 

Transit, Roseville Transit, and Lincoln Transit at various transfer points in western Placer County.  It 

also connects with Sacramento Regional Transit at the Louis Lane/Orlando Blvd transfer point and 

provides service into Sacramento with both the fixed route and commuter service.   It is the intent 

of Placer County Transit to continue to improve and enhance its connections with all transit 

operators providing service within western Placer County (i.e., Auburn Transit, Lincoln Transit, 

Roseville Transit, and Sacramento Regional Transit). 

 

Placer County Transit serves both unincorporated Placer County and the incorporated cities within 

the County.  It operates in both the urbanized and non-urbanized portions of the County and is 

therefore a recipient of both types of Federal Transit Administration funds.  PCT is operated with 

funding from Rocklin, Lincoln, Loomis, Colfax, the Western Placer CTSA and Placer County.  Placer 

County Transit has an operating agreement with the Cities of Auburn and Roseville and Sacramento 

Regional Transit District.  The County relies on the coordination and collaboration with these entities 

to make service related decisions.  While this plan is for Placer County Transit services, the ultimate 

implementation measures will need approvals from various City/Town Councils as well as the Board 

of Supervisors. 
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Productivity versus Coverage  

Placer County is comprised of 1,404 square miles of area with public transit serving 59 percent of 

the total land area.  With communities dispersed throughout the county (eastern and western 

portions), providing direct linkages between densely populated cities and unincorporated low-

density residential areas, especially in western Placer County, can be challenging. Like many 

similarly-sized transit providers, the challenge remains in finding a balance between two competing 

goals: Coverage and productivity. 

 

Through focusing on enhancing productivity, frequency of service improves which in turn can 

potentially increase ridership.  However the tradeoff of increasing frequency of service is it often 

concentrates service in more densely-populated areas limiting its coverage or reach to low-density 

communities in isolated locations.  If the county shifts its focus onto coverage, service is extended to 

a larger portion of the county providing residents not typically served by transit the opportunity in 

accessing key destinations outside their community.  Consequently, longer travel times often 

translates into reduced service frequency, single-seat trips, and fewer passengers utilizing the 

service in spite of potential demand for the service.   

 

Ultimately service expansion will require an increase in operating costs to provide enhanced services 

and connections.  With this in mind, the County seeks to provide the most efficient service possible 

through increasing productivity and frequency, while extending coverage into unserved areas when 

warranted (i.e., actual demand exists, increased ridership, etc.). 

 

Short Range Transit Plan Process 

On July 15, 2010 Moore & Associates conducted a kick-off meeting with PCTPA and representatives 

from each transit operator.  The kick-off meeting identified and outlined the project schedule, 

project expectations, defined project success, and schedule of deliverables.  Our project team 

conducted customer surveys and ride checks onboard Placer County Transit between August 28 and 

31, 2010, with additional onboard surveying conducted April 21 to April 23, 2011. 

 

Community workshops were held on November 2 and 3 in 2010 in conjunction with the County’s 

unmet transit needs public hearings.  In total, five meetings were held throughout the county; in 

Auburn, Lincoln, Loomis, Rocklin, and Roseville.  These meetings served as an opportunity for 

residents to participate in the transit service planning process and to provide input.   

 

Our project team evaluated transit through reviewing demographic and population data (Census 

Bureau data), economic data (California Department of Finance), rider and non-rider (community) 

survey data, and information gathered from community meetings to identify service gaps in mobility 

needs, accessibility, and community perception.  In addition, operations and performance data was 

provided by the County and through field observations to assess transit performance based on 

specific indicators such as operating cost per passenger.  
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The Short Range Transit Plan is divided into five chapters focused on presenting collected data, 

insightful analysis, and potential recommendations for providing and enhancing those transit 

services managed by the County of Placer.  The following narrative presents a brief summary and 

findings of each chapter. 

 

The Performance Measurement System is the foundation for developing the Short Range Transit 

Plan.  It provides the County with a governing mission and goal for providing service throughout the 

county.  In this case, it assesses the actual performance of the public transit programs (i.e., fixed-

route, dial-a-ride, vanpool, and commuter service) provided by Placer County within the framework 

performance standards and goals. 

 

The cornerstone goal of the Existing Conditions chapter is to assess Placer County Transit’s existing 

service conditions by quantifying actual performance and analyzing recent data (i.e., on-time 

performance and boarding and alighting data) collected during ride checks and field observations.  

This chapter is divided into three sections: Demographic Analysis, Service Evaluation, and Ride Check 

Analysis.  Below is a list of key findings from each of these sections. 

 

3.1 Demographic Analysis 

 The number of seniors and low-income persons has grown significantly since Census 2000 

and now represent a significant share of the total county population.  

 The highest concentration of ride-dependent populations reside in Western Placer County.  

 Existing PCT fixed-route alignments serve the majority of locations where ride-dependent 

persons reside.  

 The Foresthill and Granite Bay areas have the largest concentrations of ride-dependent 

persons not currently served by PCT fixed-route service.  

 Lincoln has seen substantial residential growth areas in the past decade, possibly requiring 

additional fixed-route connections to/from Roseville.  

 Placer County residents appear to have a higher level of education and income the state and 

nationally.  

 

3.2 Service Evaluation 

 PCT ridership increased 26 percent across the evaluation period. However, total ridership 

decreased 15.5 percent between FY 2008/09 and FY 2009/10 (Exhibit 3.2.4). 

 System Operating Cost steadily increased across the evaluation period, with the largest 

jump occurring in FY 2007/08. 

 System Fare Recovery remained below 15 percent across the evaluation period (3.2.12), yet 

above the established 10-percent threshold. 

 Fixed-Route Operating Cost/Passenger dramatically increased in FY 2009/10 to $9.97 from 

its lowest in FY 2008/09 ($7.92) (Exhibit 3.2.22). 

 Placer Commuter Express (PCE) ridership increased 146 percent across the evaluation period 

(Exhibit 3.2.26). 
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 PCE Farebox Recovery continues to rise, reaching nearly 60 percent in FY 2009/10 (Exhibit 

3.2.32). 

 Vanpool ridership averaged 32,669 across the evaluation period, with a modest decrease in 

FY 2009/10 (Exhibit 3.2.35) 

 DAR Operating Cost/VSH and VSM posted substantial increases across the evaluation 

period. 

 

3.3 Ride Check Analysis 

 PCT is well below the industry standard for on-time performance, with system on-time 

performance under 60 percent.  

 PCT’s Auburn to Light Rail Route service had the best on-time performance, approximately 

71 percent.  

 PCT’s North Auburn Loop had the lowest on-time performance, just above 26 percent.  

 The County should focus both on reducing late arrivals and eliminating early departures.   

 Placer County Transit has its highest productivity during the early afternoon day-part (12:01 

p.m. to 3:00 p.m.).  

 PCT’s Auburn to Light Rail Route, followed by the Lincoln to Sierra College Route, had the 

highest observed ridership of all PCT fixed-route services.  

 The Roseville Galleria generated a significant number of boardings and alightings.   

 The ride check data reveals many trips originate and end at Auburn Station.  

 PCT’s Highway 49 Loop has relatively low productivity.   

 

The Public Input chapter presents the analysis and findings collected from a variety of public 

involvement activities conducted across a three-month period.  These activities garnered input from 

both the general community at-large and the current riders of Placer County Transit.  The ultimate goal 

is community-driven recommendations for Placer County Transit.  The following is a list of findings 

revealed from our community outreach activities. 

 

4.1 Onboard Survey Analysis  

 Nearly 54 percent of respondents indicated they did not possess a valid driver license. 

 Only 30 percent indicated having access to a personal vehicle.  

 More than 60 percent indicated earning less than $20,000 per year.   

 Traveling to work was the most frequently-cited trip purpose (31 percent), with 

recreation/social as the second most-frequent response (29 percent).  Shopping generated the 

smallest share at nearly six percent. 

 Approximately 25 percent transferred from another bus line.  Among respondents who indicated 

walking to the bus stop, 26 percent indicated a distance of three block or less walk versus 20 

percent citing walked more than three blocks.  Only six percent accessed the bus stop using a 

bicycle. 
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 There was a fairly even distribution between PCT customers who indicated riding for less than 

one year, 1 to 3 years, and those riding for more than three years. Only three percent identified 

themselves as first-time riders. 

 Approximately 60 percent paid cash fare for the surveyed trip.   

 While infrequent riders preferred to use the cash fare option, frequent riders tend to use the 

various passes and ticket books based on belief they realize cost savings available (versus single 

cash fare). 

 Approximately 52 percent of all respondents indicated being very satisfied with PCT service 

quality while 33 percent cited satisfied.   

 More frequent service (nearly 30 percent) was the top-ranked service enhancement.  The 

second most preferred service enhancement was later evening service (approximately 20 

percent). 

 Most respondents indicated a willingness to pay an additional twenty-five cents in order to 

realize the preferred service improvement (58 percent).  Another 15 percent indicated they 

would pay fifty cents more than the current base fare.  

 

4.2 Community Survey Analysis 

 Most survey respondents were non-riders. 

 Work and school generated the most frequent trips with medical/social services generating the 

least. This is likely due to the non-regular scheduling of healthcare visits for example. 

 PCT received high marks regarding overall service from survey respondents (even among non-

riders). 

 Saving money was the most frequently citied reason for selecting PCT.  

 While it is clear the attractiveness of public transit as a travel option is tied closely to local 

economic conditions (e.g., increases in gasoline prices), no single service improvement was 

identified which would result in significant increases in PCT ridership. 

 

4.3 Public Workshop 

 Connectivity between Roseville Transit and Placer County Transit needs to be marketed more 

effectively. 

 Taylor Road Shuttle trial service is slated to end December 2011.  

 The County should expand PCE services based on positive ridership growth.  

 There is a desire for more service between Auburn and Roseville.  

 There is a desire for regular bus services to/from Granite Bay and Folsom and between Auburn 

Folsom and Douglas Blvd., and Sierra College Blvd.  

 Request were made for transit service linking Auburn with Truckee (with stops at ski resorts), 

with possible connections with TART or Truckee Transit.  

 There is a desire for fixed-route service along the main arterials within Rocklin.  

 Requests were made for better time coordination with morning and evening Sacramento RT 

buses at PCT transfer points.  
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Service Plan   

The purpose of the Service Plan chapter is to present our recommendations based on the 

abovementioned findings as well as other performance data revealed through public involvement 

activities.  The Service Plan chapter is primarily intended to be a guideline for service development 

versus a strict prescription and is divided into three sections: highlighting enhancement alternatives, 

capital and financial impacts with each funding scenarios, and implementation of proposed 

enhancement scenarios.  Two recommendation scenarios were developed presenting a status quo 

scenario with minor improvements (Alternative A) and the service with additional operational and 

capital improvements to the existing transit network (Alternative B). Each alternative includes some 

level of operational, administrative, capital, and marketing enhancements. 

 

Alternative A presents a low-cost scenario recommending the implementation of minor operational 

and administrative enhancements. This alternative is meant to address the customer and 

community input and observations made in the most cost-effective manner.  Alternative A seeks to 

improve the experience and image of Placer County Transit for both riders and non-riders.  

Alternative A recommendations include:  

 Develop a no-show and trip cancellation policy for dial-a-ride. 

 Develop a College Transit Pass Program. 

 Raise farebox recovery standard from 10 percent to 13.3 percent. 

 Reduce number of time points published in transit schedule.  

 Extend service hours on the Lincoln/Sierra College route. 

 Seek grant funding to support service enhancements. 

 

There are advantages and disadvantages to every change implemented within a transit program.  

Disadvantages will typically include the cost of the enhancement and increases to Vehicle Service 

Miles and Vehicle Service Hours.  For this alternative, the disadvantages mainly include an increase 

in marketing and short-term administrative costs.   Foreseeable advantages include:  

 

Advantages 

 High probability of ridership growth, especially during the evening. 

 Retain familiarity to current riders. 

 Improved on-time performance. 

 Increase in ridership. 

 Increase in fare revenue. 

 Increase in service connectivity and coordination. 

 Low-cost relative to the other service scenario. 

 Increased customer satisfaction. 

 Increase student ridership on PCT service.  

 Enhance coordination between Sierra College route and Auburn/Light Rail route. 
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Alternative B incorporates the recommendations made in Alternative A plus additional 

capital/infrastructure and schedule improvements.  This alternative seeks to enhance the existing 

service through introduction of new routes to provide transportation options to underserved areas, 

elimination and extensions of existing routes/route segments, as well as improvement of bus stop 

visibility through recommending the replacement of all bus stop signs with more visible and 

identifiable signage.  The following are all the recommendations under Alternative B include:  

 Convert Highway 49 Loop to on-call service. 

 Reduce number of vehicles operating on Highway 49. 

 Launch “Foresthill deviated fixed-route” pilot program. 

 Convert Rocklin DAR into a deviated fixed-route. 

 Introduce commuter bus service along Highway 65 in Lincoln. 

 Increase frequency on Auburn Light Rail service. 

 Extend service hours on the Lincoln/Sierra College service. 

 Extend Taylor Road Shuttle service to Sierra Gardens. 

 Develop a route to/within Meadow Vista. 

 Enhance Taylor Road Shuttle service by incorporating two round trips into the baseline 

schedule and formalizing the daily schedule. 

 Develop a Highway 193 service. 

 

For this alternative, the disadvantages include an increase in capital, operational, and marketing 

costs, with possible short-term drop in farebox recovery while new services take root.   Foreseeable 

advantages include:  

 

Advantages 

 High probability of ridership growth, especially during the evening. 

 Retain familiarity to current riders. 

 Improved on-time performance. 

 Increase in ridership. 

 Increase in fare revenue. 

 Increase in service connectivity and coordination. 

 Low-cost relative to the other service scenario. 

 Increased customer satisfaction. 

 Increase student ridership on PCT service.  

 Enhance coordination between Sierra College route and Auburn/Light Rail route 
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CHAPTER 1.0 – EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

The purpose of the Short Range Transit Plan (SRTP) is to objectively and comprehensively evaluate 

the City of Roseville’s public transit program’s performance, identify and quantify transit demand, 

and identify strategies for enhancing community mobility.   

 

Moore & Associates was retained by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) in 

2010 to conduct SRTPs for the western Placer County cities of Roseville and Auburn, as well as Placer 

County Transit.  Through conducting the three SRTPs concurrently, PCTPA seeks to enhance regional 

coordination among the transit operators and focus transportation resources throughout the region 

in an efficient and effective manner.   

 

The City of Roseville operates Roseville Transit which includes a fixed-route transit system, 

commuter service, and Dial-A-Ride program. Roseville Transit consists of 10 fixed-route alignments 

serving Roseville weekdays, between 6:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. and Saturday, between 8:00 a.m. and 

5:00 p.m.  The City has four main transfer points (Sierra Garden, Civic Center, Louis Lane/Orlando 

Avenue, and Roseville Galleria Mall) which provide opportunities for connections between Roseville 

Transit and various transit operators (Auburn Transit, Placer County Transit, Sacramento Regional 

Transit, and Lincoln Transit).  The Dial-A-Ride program complements the fixed-route service in 

coverage and service hours. Roseville’s commuter service provides nine morning and evening trips 

respectively to/from downtown Sacramento during peak-commute hours.  

 

Short Range Transit Plan Process 

On July 15, 2010 Moore & Associates conducted a kick-off meeting with PCTPA and representatives 

from each transit operator.  The kick-off meeting identified and outlined the project schedule, 

project expectations, defined project success, and schedule of deliverables.  Our project team 

conducted customer surveys and ride checks onboard Roseville Transit between September 28, 

2010 and October 2, 2010. 

 

Community workshops were held on November 2 and 3 in 2010 in conjunction with the City’s 

“unmet transit needs" public hearings.  In total, five meetings were held throughout the county; in 

Auburn, Lincoln, Loomis, Rocklin, and Roseville.  These meetings served as an opportunity for 

residents to participate in the transit service planning process and to provide input.   

 

Moore & Associates utilized demographic and population data (Census Bureau data), economic data 

(California Department of Finance), rider and non-rider (community) survey data, and information 

gathered from community meetings to identify service gaps in mobility needs, accessibility, and 

community perception. Moore & Associates analyzed the existing transit system to generate 

recommendations which sought to find a balance of productivity and coverage.   In addition, 

operations and performance data were provided by the City and collected through field 
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observations to assess transit performance based on specific indicators such as operating cost per 

passenger.  

 

The Short Range Transit Plan is divided into five chapters focused on presenting collected data, 

insightful analysis, and potential recommendations for providing and enhancing the transit services 

managed by the City of Roseville.  The following narrative presents a brief summary and findings of 

each chapter. 

 

The Performance Measurement System is the foundation for developing the Short Range Transit 

Plan.  In addition to the Performance Measurement System, we developed regional and local goals 

for Roseville.  These goals assess the actual performance of the public transit programs (i.e., fixed-

route, dial-a-ride, and commuter service) provided by the City within the framework performance 

standards and goals. 

 

The cornerstone goal of the Existing Conditions chapter is to assess the current climate by 

quantifying actual performance and analyzing recent data (i.e., on-time performance and boarding 

and alighting data) collected during ride checks and field observations.  This chapter is divided into 

five sections: Demographic Analysis, Service Evaluation, Ride Check Analysis, Transfer Analysis, and 

Marketing Assessment.  Below is a list of key findings from these sections. 

 

3.1 Demographic Analysis 

 Residents living within the more densely populated areas are served by Roseville Transit 

Lines R, S, M, D, and I; while communities located further north of these lines – Sun City, 

Quail Glen, and Blue Oaks – are beyond reasonable walking distance of Roseville Transit 

alignments (Exhibit 3.1.8).   

 The greatest concentration of youth resides within the highest populated area north of 

Junction Blvd, east of Washington Street, west of Fiddyment Road, and north of Baseline 

Road (Exhibit 3.1.10). 

 The highest concentration of seniors resides in Sun City near the Sun City Roseville Golf 

Course and alongside Del Webb Blvd, also known as an “active adult community (55+)” 

specifically tailored to the senior population (Exhibit 3.1.12) 

 Similar to the senior population, the highest concentration of persons with disabilities reside 

in Sun City developments parallel to Baseline Road extending eastward to Washington Blvd 

and northward to Pleasant Grove Blvd (Exhibit 3.1.14) 

 The City’s low-income population grew 82.3 percent between 2000 and 2009, likely 

influenced by to the economic downturn experienced across the past two years (3.1.15). 

 The highest concentrations of households lacking access to a personal vehicle (351 or more) 

are located in the communities of Maidu and Enwood, parallel to Interstate 80 (3.1.18). 
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3.2 Service Evaluation 

 The City continues to meet the TDA farebox recovery rate of 15 percent. 

 Despite the economic recession, ridership has remained relatively stable. 

 Operating costs are a primary concern. 

 Fixed-route service dropped by 11.3 percent in FY 2009/10, the greatest decline across the 

evaluation period. 

 The City should consider reallocating Vehicle Service Hours to more productive lines to 

improve cost effectiveness. 

 Commuter Service had excellent farebox recovery throughout the evaluation period, but 

was below the farebox recovery ratios observed in the prior Short Range Transit Plan. 

 Performance metrics point to the Commuter Service reaching market saturation in FY 

2007/08.  The City may wish to consider assigning resources to other programs or reducing 

fares to attract additional riders. 

 High operating costs are the greatest threat to cost-effectiveness for the Commuter Service. 

 The Dial-A-Ride Service has a much higher farebox recovery rate than other providers in 

Placer County. 

 In spite of lower ridership across the system, operating costs stayed relatively stable, which 

may point to administrative costs as the primary cause of rising system costs. 

 The variety of fare options as well as the unrestricted use of the Dial-A-Ride Service provide 

great flexibility and should be the focus of marketing campaigns supporting the Dial-A-Ride 

service. 

 

3.3 Ride Check Analysis 

 Early departures or arrivals occurred approximately 12 percent of the time, rising to 13 

percent during the late afternoon.   

 Roseville Transit was on-time 81.1 percent of the time during ride checks. 

 Route M had the best on-time performance compared to other Roseville routes, exceeding 

the 90 percent on-time performance standard across all day-parts. 

 Route M achieved 100 percent on-time performance during early morning, late morning, 

and late afternoon trips. 

 The highest system averages of early departures or arrivals occurred during the late morning 

and late afternoon day-parts. 

 Overall on-time performance was highest during the beginning of each trip gradually 

decreasing in reliability as the trip approached its end (Exhibit 3.3.4). 

 Late departures occurred on Route D during 50 percent of trips in the early afternoon 

(3.3.6). 

 Routes A, G, and S had more early arrivals than other Roseville routes.  Boarding averages 

dropped during the late afternoon.   

 Route B had the highest boarding average (13 boardings per trip) compared with all other 

Roseville Transit routes.   

 The second-highest boarding activity occurred on Route R (Exhibit 3.3.7) 
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 The service experienced a gradual increase in system alighting activity between late morning 

and early afternoon day-parts, dropping to about four alightings per trip during the late 

afternoon day-part (Exhibit 3.3.8).   

 Routes G, I, and S produced the fewest number of boardings and alightings. 

 Routes A and B were the next highest in alighting activity, considerably more productive 

during the late morning and early afternoon than any other day part.   

 Routes A, B, C, D, G, I, and L had higher alighting averages during the late morning and early 

afternoon (off-peak hours), with the exception of routes C, L, M, R, and S, which experienced 

high alighting averages during other day-parts.   

 The highest boarding average (11.1 boardings per trip) on Route A occurred during the early 

afternoon, while the highest alighting (11.0 alightings per trip) occurred between 9:31 a.m. 

and 12:30 p.m. 

 Route B experienced the greatest activity during the late afternoon and early morning trips.  

 Route C’s boarding and alighting trends differed from overall system trends as the busiest 

day-parts were in the late afternoon in addition to the late morning day-part.   

 Route D experienced more boardings during all day-parts than alightings.   

 Route G’s stop activity (1.6 boardings per trip and 2.5 alightings per trip) was far less than 

the system’s average for boardings and alightings.   

 As illustrated in Exhibits 3.3.37 and 3.3.38, the greatest stop activity occurred at the Civic 

Center transfer point. 

 Route L had a similar route average as the system boarding and alighting average (5.5 

boardings per trip and 5.3 alightings per trip).    

 Route M as one of the more productive routes. 

 Ridership remains relatively low on Route R. 

 Ride check data show Route S had higher boardings in the morning than any other day-part. 

 

3.4 Transfer Analysis 

 The highest transfer activity occurred during midday or off-peak hours (between 10:00 a.m. 

and 2:00 p.m.).   

 The majority of riders prefer to use Roseville Routes A, B, and D and Placer County Transit 

for their regional connections.   

 Route A and PCT connections vary from five minutes at the Galleria to 37 minutes at the 

Louis/Orlando transfer point.   

 PCT to Roseville Transit connections averaged 7.6 transfers, while connections from 

Roseville Transit to PCT averaged 5.8 transfers. 

 Transfer data reveal no activity on Routes G, I, L, and the Commuter Service. 

 The greatest percentage of transfers at the Civic Center transfer point occurred between 

routes A and D (28.6 percent). Transfer data reveal more than 50 percent of riders 

transferred from another Roseville route, namely Route D.   

 SacRT to Roseville Transit route connections comprised more than 35 percent of transfers at 

the Louis Lane/Orlando Blvd transfer point. 
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 Nearly 60 percent of transfers at the Sierra Gardens transfer point occurred on Route C as 

the origin route.  Interestingly, Route L and Route B were used more often as destination 

routes than other Roseville routes. 

 Transfers with PCT as the origin route comprised more than 41 percent of Galleria transfers, 

while connections between Roseville Transit and PCT (as destination trips) comprised 48 

percent of transfers.   

 

The Public Input chapter presents the analysis and findings collected from a variety of public 

involvement activities conducted across a three-month period.  These activities garnered input from 

both the general community at-large and the current riders.  The ultimate goal is community-driven 

recommendations for Roseville Transit.  The following is a list of findings revealed from our 

community outreach activities. 

 

4.1 Onboard Survey Analysis  

 The 17 to 25 years and 26 to 44 years categories had the highest share of survey 

respondents at approximately 32 percent each.   

 Approximately 36 percent of Roseville Transit riders were employed, either full-time or part-

time, while nearly 24 percent indicated being a full-time student.   

 A relatively large portion of Roseville Transit riders indicated they were not currently 

employed, yet seeking work.   

 Nearly 79 percent indicated not having ready access to a private automobile. 

 Those earning less than $20,000 make up the majority of patrons for both frequent and non-

frequent riders.  This is a reflection of low-income individuals being a dominant rider group 

for Roseville Transit.  

 The majority of Roseville Transit riders, more specifically everyday riders, use the service for 

commuter-related trips (i.e., home-to-work and home-to-school).  

 Nearly 44 percent of respondents indicated they used the service for their trip due to a lack 

of other travel options, while approximately 30 percent indicated they used the service out 

of convenience.  

 More than 80 percent of riders indicated using Roseville Transit at least twice a week.   

 Approximately 67 percent of the respondents have patronized Roseville Transit for at least 

one year. 

 Of the nearly 29 percent who transferred from another bus, transferred from Placer County 

Transit (43 percent of transfers).   

 Nearly 70 percent stated their trip would require at least two buses to complete, meaning 

they would need to transfer either to another Roseville Transit bus or another service.    

 The most frequent travel alternative was to walk or bicycle if Roseville Transit was not 

available 

 Approximately 64 percent of all respondents fell within the general public fare category.  

 More than half (58 percent) of the riders surveyed stated they paid for their trip using a 

single cash fare.    
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 Frequency of use corresponded with type of fare used.  Frequent riders were more likely to 

use the monthly pass than cash fare and the daily pass when riding Roseville Transit. 

 When aggregated, 85 percent of respondents held a positive view of Roseville Transit. 

 The top-ranked service changes were later evening service (33 percent) and more frequent 

service (26 percent).  Two other service enhancements drew considerable interest: Sunday 

service (16 percent) and more routes/extended service area (14 percent).  

 Among “frequent riders,” Sunday service is the most preferred enhancement while “less 

frequent riders” desire additional Saturday service.   

 If the City implemented later evening service, (see Exhibit 2.1.20), approximately 4 percent 

of respondents who cited this improvement would make at least three additional trips per 

week.  On an annual basis, this translates to at least 156 additional trips per person per year.     

 Forty-four percent of respondents indicated a willingness to pay an additional twenty-five 

cents.  However, 38 percent indicated they wouldn’t support any fare increase.   

 The two most popular information sources were bus drivers and information at the bus stop.   

 

4.2 Community Survey Analysis 

 While over 98 percent of the respondents indicated an unaided awareness of the City’s 

public transit service, only 16 percent cited riding Roseville Transit within the 90 days prior 

to survey contact. 

 Roseville and Sacramento are the two primary work sites for the residents of Roseville.  As 

such, Roseville Transit’s service (fixed-route and commuter service) is appropriate in 

meeting potential travel demand. 

 Survey results reveal the majority of respondents did not utilize Roseville Transit to access 

their destination. 

 The majority of respondents indicated preferring to drive themselves to their prospective 

destinations (50 percent to 100 percent). 

 Over 62 percent of survey respondents had an excellent experience on Roseville Transit with 

more than 37 percent citing a good experience. No respondents held unfavorable views of 

Roseville Transit. 

 The primary motivation to of those who frequently use (defined as four or more times per 

week) Roseville Transit is save money. 

 The primary barrier to using the service is respondents’ preference for driving their own car 

(74 percent). 

 Over half of non-riders stated nothing would change their minds with regard to service 

improvements. This suggests Roseville Transit will have great difficulty attracting “choice 

riders.” 

 The high proportion of non-riders who would not switch modes no matter the service 

improvement suggests Roseville Transit would be better served focusing on improving 

service for existing riders. 

 The most frequent riders (four or more times per week) cited more weekend service as the 

preferred service improvement. 
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 Only the 95747 ZIP had an equal number of respondents stating no service improvement 

would change their mind and more frequent service. 

 Based on survey findings, the preferred service improvement in the 95747 AIP could 

potential yield between two or three additional trips per person per week. 

 The 17 to 24 years old cohort represents a potentially receptive market to Roseville Transit 

especially for commuting to school and/or work. 

 Based on Exhibits 4.2.15 and 4.2.16, Roseville Transit should consider more frequent service 

on key routes to boost ridership. 

 In terms of those employed outside the home (i.e. commuters), more frequent service and 

more service on weekends were the most favored service improvements. 

 

4.3 Public Workshop 

 There is a desire for Dial-A-Ride service to go to Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) or 

Health & Human Services in Rocklin. 

 Concern arose regarding Dial-A-Ride driver wait times – a patron was left at their doctor’s 

appointment by Dial-A-Ride driver. 

 There is a desire to expand Roseville Transit service to Eskaton Village, a 48-unit affordable 

senior (ages 62 and older) housing community located in Roseville.  It was noted that Route 

M used to service this area but has since been re-routed to service Fairway.  Referring to 

Lassen County example, request was for a service which served this area one to three times 

per week. 

 Review bus stop placement to ensure customers are able to access transit within a walkable 

distance. 

 

Service Plan   

The purpose of the Service Plan chapter is to present our recommendations based on the above-

mentioned findings as well as other performance data revealed through public involvement 

activities.  The Service Plan chapter is divided into three sections: highlighting enhancement 

alternatives, capital and financial impacts with each funding scenarios, and implementation of 

proposed enhancement scenarios.  Two scenarios were developed – a status quo scenario with 

minor improvements (Alternative A) and scenario including additional operational and capital 

improvements to the existing transit network (Alternative B). Each alternative includes some level of 

operational, administrative, capital, and marketing enhancements. 

 

Alternative A presents a low-cost scenario recommending the implementation of minor operational 

and administrative enhancements to maximize the effectiveness of service within existing resources. 

This alternative is meant to address the customer and community input and observations made in 

the most cost-effective manner.  Alternative A seeks to improve the experience and image of 

Roseville Transit for both riders and non-riders.  Alternative A recommendations include:  

 Adjust wait/transfer times. 

 Extend hours of operation. 
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 Modify operating schedules. 

 Introduce “new route” policy. 

 Conduct Service Optimization study. 

 Increase farebox recovery ratio standard. 

 

There are advantages and disadvantages to every change implemented within a transit program.  

Disadvantages will typically include the cost of the enhancement and increases to Vehicle Service 

Miles and Vehicle Service Hours.  For this alternative, the disadvantages mainly include an increase 

in marketing and short-term administrative costs.   Foreseeable advantages include:  

 

Advantages 

 High probability of ridership growth, especially during evening hours. 

 Retain familiarity to current riders. 

 Improved on-time performance. 

 Increase in ridership. 

 Increase in fare revenue. 

 Increase in service connectivity and coordination. 

 Low-cost relative to the other service scenario. 

 Increased customer satisfaction. 

 Increase student ridership on Roseville Transit service.  

 

Alternative B incorporates the recommendations made in Alternative A plus additional 

capital/infrastructure and schedule improvements.  This alternative seeks to enhance the existing 

service through expansion of existing services through introduction of new routes to provide 

transportation options to underserved areas, elimination and extensions of existing routes/route 

segments, as well as improvement of bus stop visibility through recommending the replacement of 

all bus stop signs with more visible and identifiable signage.  The following are all the 

recommendations under Alternative B include:  

 Introduce Sierra College Express route. 

 Establish new stops along Route S. 

 Increase off-peak hour frequencies on select routes. 

 Reduce Route G and I runs during the late afternoon. 

 Assume operation of Placer County Transit Dial-A-Ride services. 

 Expand service to new and existing developments. 

 Modify Route M.  

 Extend Route R. 

 Introduce Western Roseville route. 

 Enhance bus stop amenities and transfer points. 
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For this alternative, the disadvantages include an increase in capital, operational, and marketing 

costs, with possible short-term drop in farebox recovery while new services take root.   Foreseeable 

advantages include:  

 

Advantages 

 Ridership and revenue growth. 

 Improved on-time performance. 

 Increased customer satisfaction. 

 Increase service connectivity and coordination. 

 Enhanced awareness and ridership in previously “underserved” areas. 

 Increased customer awareness of Roseville Transit. 

 Reduction in service overlap. 

 Increase student ridership. 

 Enhanced amenities at customer wait areas. 

 Reduce transfer penalty/wait times. 

 

 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  June 15, 2011 
  
FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner  
  
SUBJECT: PUBLIC WORKSHOP: DRAFT SHORT RANGE TRANSIT PLAN FOR 

THE WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 
SERVICES AGENCY 

 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Conduct a public workshop to obtain comments on the Draft Short Range Transit Plan (SRTP) for 
the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (WPCTSA). 
 
BACKGROUND 
Placer County continues to experience growth, which has been reflected in the demands on 
providing specialized transit operations for seniors and persons with disabilities.  To serve this 
growing population, the now 18 month old WPCTSA requires a comprehensive plan covering the 
next seven years. The existing SRTP developed in 2004 for PRIDE Industries is obsolete. Using 
federal transit planning grant funds PCTPA obtained through Caltrans, PCTPA contracted with 
AMMA Transit Planning to prepare the first Short Range Transit Plan for the WPCTSA. 
 
DISCUSSION 
PCTPA staff and the consultant will provide a PowerPoint presentation on the key 
recommendations contained in the draft plan. This workshop will provide an opportunity for Board 
members and the public to discuss the plan, provide comments and suggestions.  
 
Developed in consultation with the Transit Operator Working Group (TOWG), the draft SRTP 
Executive Summary will be available for public review on June 22, 2011 by downloading the 
document at www.pctpa.net.  An Executive Summary of the plan is included in the Board’s agenda 
package. 
 
Public comments may be submitted orally at this public workshop or via letter, e-mail, phone, or 
fax.  All comments are due to PCTPA by the close of the public review period on July 22, 2011. It 
is anticipated that the final plan will come back to the Board for action in August or September. 
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Short Range Transit Plan for  
Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 

Executive Summary 

 

 

What are WPCTSA Existing Purposes and Program? 
 

The  Western  Placer  Consolidated  Transportation  Services  Agency  (WPCTSA),  its  mission  generally 

outlined in California statute, Transportation Development Act, Article 4.5, has several purposes:  

Exhibit ES‐1 

WPCTSA Summarized Existing Purposes 
 

- To provide for transportation services for largely seniors, 
persons with disabilities and social service clients that 
address gaps and unmet transit needs in the existing Placer 
County public transit network. 

 
-  To support funding of targeted services at up to 4% of the 

Local Transportation Fund (LTF) allocated to Placer County 
through the California Transportation Development Act. 

 
-  To encourage and promote partnerships that extend the 

available LTF dollars and address mobility needs of the target 
populations. 

 

The WPCTSA, formed  late  in 2008, has constructed a breadth of program activities. These are targeted 

to specific specialized transportation needs.  Examined in Chapter 1, the WPCTSA utilizes a mix of three 

service  agreements,  two  Memorandum  of  Understanding  documents,  and  one  WPCTSA  directly‐

administered program.    Its varied activities currently  include: a non‐emergency medical transportation 

service; two volunteer‐based programs, one with drivers  in their personal autos and a second assisting 

travelers on fixed‐route; a taxi‐based last‐resort trip project; a retired vehicle program provided to non‐

profit agencies; and support for the emerging transportation call center.    

 

An  important feature of the WPCTSA program  is  its ability to  leverage other funding and resources so 

that  its LTF revenue base  is not a sole means of support.   Notably,  its partnership agreement with the 

Seniors First organization leverages funding provided by three hospitals for the non‐emergency medical 

transportation service, Health Express.     Sutter Auburn Faith Hospital, Sutter Roseville Medical Center 

and  Kaiser  Permanente  are  all  partners  in  this  service  supporting  non‐emergency  trips  to  medical 

facilities.     The Area 4 Agency on Aging  is a contributing partner  to  the Volunteer Door‐to‐Door Rides 

program  providing  critical  door  assistance  to  riders  and  leverages  volunteer  support.    Similarly,  the 

Roseville Transit Ambassador program uses volunteers for its fixed‐route travel training. 
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Among  issues highlighted by  this  review are  target population considerations and  the physical service 

area within which WPCTSA services may be supported.  While the mission statement language appears 

limiting to services for seniors and persons with disabilities, in fact, the WPCTSA authorizing regulation is 

broader.    It  includes  persons  of  limited  means  and  low‐income  households  as  among  the  target 

populations. 

                Exhibit ES‐2, Existing WPCTSA Service Area 

Additionally, the current WPCTSA service area 

is  inclusive of all of Placer County except  for 

the area within  the  jurisdiction of  the Tahoe 

Regional Planning Agency.     The  service area 

description  does  not  recognize  that  some 

specialized  trips  needed,  often  non‐

emergency  medical  trips,  go  outside  these 

political  boundaries,  sometimes  to  the 

greater Sacramento area, Nevada County and 

even  Reno.      This  study  recommends 

broadening  the  service  area  expectations  of 

the WPCTSA,  to  the  county  as  a  whole  for 

general  reasons of  equity,  and, on  a  trip‐by‐

trip  basis  to  adjacent  counties  for  specific  trip  purposes.    Similarly,  the  target  group  definition  is 

recommended  to  include  low‐income  individuals  and households,  in  line with California Government 

Code Sections 15950‐15986 which does not restrict the target groups but focuses on the social service 

agencies whose clientele need transportation.  

 

 

What Are Placer County’s Needs for Specialized Transportation? 
 

In Chapter 2, the  latest American Community Survey data documents a 37%  increase  in Placer County 

population, almost 100,000 new residents who have moved to or been born in Placer County during this 

past  decade.    An  important  WPCTSA  target  group  continues  to  be  the  County’s  senior  residents.   

Available demographic data shows this group to be expanding from 12.9% of the 2000 Census to 15.2% 

of  the ACS  2008‐2009  Placer  County  population.    This  represents  20,000  additional  seniors,  growing 

from 32,000 seniors of 2000 to the ACS 2009 estimate of 52,000 residents over age 65.     

 

Other target group members include low‐income adults at 5.8% of the 2000 population and adults with 

disabilities who may be 13.8% of the total population.  This suggests a range of 20,000 to 47,000, non‐

senior  Placer  residents  who  may  have  specialized  transportation  needs  appropriate  to  WPCTSA 

activities.    

 

Chapter 2 also reports on CTSA experiences  in other California counties, returning  information on two 

operated  by  public  transit  agencies  and  two  by  non‐profit,  501  (c)3  organizations,  as  well  as  one 
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emerging CTSA program operated by  a non‐profit organization.   Among  these,  the publicly‐operated 

CTSAs  had  very  small  CTSA  programs,  component  parts  of  their  larger  mission  to  provide  public 

transportation  in  traditional  fixed‐route  and  demand  responsive  modes.    The  non‐profits,  with 

somewhat larger programs, also appeared to be more entrepreneurial, multi‐faceted CTSAs, more likely 

to have a broader service mix and with more diverse funding. 

 

Placer County’s  annual unmet  transit needs process  is  an  important window on needs.   Prior  cycles’ 

recommendations related to the countywide call center and additional hours for the Taylor Road Shuttle 

are reviewed  in Chapter 2.   Other types of needs,  including those  in unserved areas of the county, are 

proposed by  the Unmet Needs Hearing Process  to be addressed  through  this short  range  transit plan 

development process.  

 

 

What Issues Arise Around Performance of Existing Pilots? 

 

Current WPCTSA  activities  are meeting  a  range  of  trip  purposes  and  transportation‐related  needs, 

including  non‐emergency  medical  trips,  inter‐county  health  care  trips,  door‐assistance  needs, 

transportation information and travel training and non‐profit agency vehicle replacement.   

                  Exhibit  ES‐3     

Chapter  3  presents  project‐specific 

recommendations  developed  from 

reviews of existing pilot performance. 

On‐site  visits,  coupled  with 

examination of available performance 

data,  operating  agreements  and 

contracts  generated  various  findings. 

Several  general  comments  are 

offered:   

 Reporting      Various WPCTSA 

reporting  recommendations 

will  enable  each  project  to 

most  accurately  reflect  the 

service  it  is providing  and  its 

performance,  helping  to 

ensure  that  PCTPA  is making 

accurate  and  appropriate 

reports  to  the  State 

Comptroller’s office. 

 Meeting Demand/ Marketing 

Programs      There  are  no 

waiting  lists  and  demand  is 
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HEALTH EXPRESS: If you don't use fixed-route, what are the reasons?
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DOOR TO DOOR RIDES: If you don't use fixed-route, what are the reasons?
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generally  met  for  trips  (Health  Express  and  Door‐to‐Door  Rides),  for  transit  information 

(Roseville  Transit  Ambassadors)  and  the WPCTSA  vehicle  acquisition  program.    This  can  be 

interpreted in two ways.  Either there is sufficient capacity to meet requests or the programs are 

not being adequately advertised to draw in latent demand.     

 Contract Incentives for Trip Efficiency     Unit trip costs reported for the Health Express are high 

and  point  to  the  need  for  tighter  contract  language  that  promotes  productivity.      To  some 

extent,  productive  service  may  be  difficult  to  ensure  given  the  longer  trips  and  increased 

frequency  of  inter‐city  trip‐making  that  typify  non‐emergency  medical  trips.    In  the  next 

contracting  cycle  it  will  be  important  to  review  and  potentially  restructure  contractual 

expectations of the Health Express direct service providers.   

 Clarity About Purposes, Roles and Functions in Relation to the Call Center    The developing call 

center  activity  is  still  unfolding, making  it  difficult  to  evaluate  at  this  time.    There  is  some 

suggestion of lack of current agreement as to its purposes and role.   Developing greater clarity 

is  indicated around  the different  call center  functions possible and  the Mobility Management 

function now played through the Health Express reservations process.   

 

 

What Are Consumer and Agency‐Reported Unmet and Under‐met Needs? 

 

                Exhibit ES ‐4 A and B 

Chapter 4 presents consumer and 

agency  input  from  various 

sources  including  current  or 

recent‐past  users  of  the  Seniors 

First/  WPCTSA‐sponsored 

programs.    Riders  of  Health 

Express,  the  Volunteer  Door‐to 

Door  Rides  and  Seniors  First/ 

Gathering  Inn  transportation  to 

County medical offices in Auburn 

were surveyed and found, by and 

large,  to  be  very  satisfied.  

Ratings reported were  largely all 

within  the  Good  to  Excellent 

ranges  on  all  variables,  

Consumers  responses  to  why 

they  don’t  use  fixed‐route 

transportation  varied by  service.   The Health Express users  reported more difficulties with  the  fixed‐

route network, while Door‐to‐Door Ride users were more likely to report they had other transportation 
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alternatives.   Riders from The Gathering Inn were most likely to report they could not afford the fixed‐

route fare.  

 

Current year unmet  transit needs hearing  responses are also  reported within Chapter 4.   Many echo 

comments  received  in  prior  cycles,  speaking  of  connectivity  difficulties  between  communities  and 

problems of  the outlying, unserved areas such as Sheridan and Foresthill.   Similarly,  three community 

meetings held during this study process were reported: with the Placer Collaborative Network, with The 

Gathering Inn and with the Truckee‐North Lake Tahoe Transportation Management Association.  Each of 

these entities has an acute awareness of unmet transportation  issues, as well as a range of resources 

and partnership opportunities for meeting some needs.     

 

Placer County does appear to have a collaborative focus, as the PCN group characterizes it, with various 

entities  willing  and  able  to  work  collaboratively  to  help  solve  complex  problems.    In  this  regard, 

WPCTSA’s organizational structure – with  its emphasis on partnerships and potential  for  fielding cost‐

effective, small‐scale transportation solutions – provides important infrastructure for addressing unmet 

specialized transportation needs of Placer County residents. 

               Exhibit ES‐5, Placer County Community Health Vulnerability Index      

Chapter 4 also  includes a  summary 

of  three  regionally‐focused  studies 

addressing  issues  of  transportation 

need.   The 2010 Community Needs 

Assessment  for  the  Greater 

Sacramento Region was undertaken 

by  all  of  the  regional  not‐for‐profit 

hospitals  including  Kaiser,  Sutter 

Health,  Catholic  Health  Care  West 

and  UC  Davis  Health  Care  System. 

The  study      examined  health 

conditions  and  critical  health 

indicators  at  the  zip  code  level.   

Most of the Placer County zip codes 

did  not  rank  as  “highly  vulnerable”  when  compared  to  other  parts  of  the  Sacramento  region.  

Nonetheless,  needs  did  emerge  around  two  health  care  conditions  for  Placer  County  communities, 

specifically  in  relation  to mental  health  issues  and  hypertension where  hospitalizations  and  ER  visits 

ranked well  above  statewide  averages.    These  health  conditions,  and  others,  can  be  ameliorated  by 

routine and preventative health care.   Transportation, ensuring  the access of patients  to health care, 

plays a critical role in the health care delivery process.   

 

The Area 4 Agency on Aging continues to identify transportation for seniors among the highest‐ranking 

needs of Placer County elders.  In the 2009 Area 4 AAA Needs Assessment it ranked as the number one 

priority need.    The Sacramento Area Council of Governments conducted a recent 2011 assessment of 

the  needs  for  transit‐dependent  individuals  and  their  travel  to  and  from  “lifeline”  destinations.   
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Challenges  identified  by  SACOG’s  regional  examination  of  the  issues  directly  impact  the  potential 

projects of  the WPCTSA.     Among  these were: basic  access  to health  care,  inter‐county  connectivity, 

affordability of transit fares, path of travel issues and transit informational needs.   

 

 

What Should the WPCTSA Be Doing?   Mission, Goals and Program 

 

Current  WPCTSA  funding  is  reviewed  in  Chapter  5  to  establish  the  foundation  for  future  year 

programming.  This mix of services is currently supported with this $898,000 program, of which just over 

$600,000  is  from PCTPA sources.   Of eight different projects supported,  the  largest of  these  is Health 

Express which, with 62% of  the WPCTSA  funding base, operates with partnership match  funding  from 

three  area  hospitals.  The  volunteer‐based,  door‐to‐door  rides  program,  although  much  smaller, 

generates significant match through the volunteer efforts of its drivers. 

 

In  relation  to  the  findings  reported  in  this  document,  Chapter  5  presents  a more  targeted mission 

statement placing emphasis on coordination and partnerships to derive projects. 

 

Exhibit ES‐6 

Proposed WPCTSA Mission Statement 
 

Through coordination of public transportation, targeted partnerships and 
development of innovative specialized transportation projects, the Western 
Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (WPCTSA) shall develop, 
maintain and enhance – as resources allow – mobility options for seniors, 
persons with disabilities and persons of limited means.  
 

 

The  Local  Transportation  Fund  (LTF)  allocation  to  the WPCTSA  is  currently  at  4%  of  the  countywide 

allocation.   This SRTP recommends that Placer County Transportation Planning Agency allocate the full 

5% allowable of available LTF funding.   The primary argument for this is the general population growth 

in the county and specifically of seniors, coupled with the need to continue developing a mix of projects 

responsive  to  individualized  needs.    Such  needs  are  enumerated  within  Chapter  5  in  relation  to 

particular  target population  subgroups,  identifying needs  and proposing  strategies by which  to meet 

these needs.   

 

Various special topic  issues are considered with recommendations offered  in several  instances.   These 

included:    the  WPCTSA  service  area  and  coverage;  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  program‐level 

compliance,  eligibility  parameters, marketing  and  branding,  technology,  safety  and  security,  capital 

requirements and riders’ fares. 

 

Chapter 5’s concluding discussion proposes eight goals to guide project development over the near and 

longer term, highlighting the entrepreneurial nature of the WPCTSA organization.  Critical organizational 

characteristics include its ability to seek out and develop strong partners, to test potentially responsive 

projects and to explore other services potentially meeting mobility needs of its target groups of seniors, 
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persons with disabilities and individuals of low‐income. Additional project‐level detail for the WPCTSA is 

examined, including some further initiatives beyond existing projects.    

 

Five strategic WPCTSA principles are proposed to guide near‐term activities:   

1) modestly expanded geography and target population 

2) continued partnering 

3) emphasis on small and targeted projects 

4) re‐structured third party agreements 

5) importance of experimentation and evaluation 

 

Twelve  service alternatives are presented with  related near‐term and  longer‐term  recommendations.  

The feasibility of each is considered.  Four possible new initiatives are discussed. 

 

WPCTSA’s Recommended Direction 

 
Quantifying Placer County’s demand for specialized transportation has been done on at least two prior 

occasions, as  this county considers how best  to meet mobility needs of  its most vulnerable  residents.  

Chapter 7 updates  the demand model prepared  for  the 2007 South Placer Regional Dial‐a‐Ride Study, 

using  more  the  more  recent  demographic  and  trip  information  available.    Trips  made  by  target 

population  members  that  might  require  specialized  transportation  assistance  of  some  type  are 

estimated as a range of 82,000 to 280,000 annual one‐way trips.  

 

Demand  responsive  trips  provided  in  FY  09/10,  including WPCTSA  trips, were  87,909  one‐way  trips.  

Importantly, this total is above the low‐end range of needed trips, as suggested by the specialized transit 

needs  demand model.      The  higher  end  of  the  demand  range,  perhaps  280,000  trips,  presumably 

includes  latent demand of trips‐not‐made that would be made  if the  individual could connect with the 

appropriate service. It is important therefore to continue to grow the number of specialized transit trips 

provided.  The demand model posits a significant gap between trips provided and the range’s high‐end 

of trips needed.  

 

Increasing the number of specialized transit trips provided will help to diminish that gap.  It will also help 

Placer  County  keep  up  with  its  continuing  population  growth  and  increasing  numbers  of  seniors.  

Moving the County closer to the mid‐range of specialized transit trips needed, perhaps 140,000 one‐way 

trips annually,  from a current almost 90,000 trips provided  is a goal towards which  to work.   This will 

likely  provide  some  trips  currently  needed  and  not  taken.    Increasing  the  number  of  specialized 

transportation trips  is  likely to also contribute positively to various health and quality of  life  indicators 

suggested by the regional studies reported on in this document.   
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WPCTSA’s Proposed Revenue and Expenditure Base 

 

A  WPCTSA seven year program‐of‐projects budget is proposed with detailed revenues and expenses by 

year.   The principal  recommendation of  this SRTP process  is  to  increase  the TDA Local Transportation 

Fund allocation from 4% of the County’s LTF allocation to its statutorily allowable 5% level.  Additionally, 

staff is to be commended for its past special grant‐seeking efforts and encouraged to continue pursuit of 

future capital bond  funding and FTA  JARC and New Freedom  funding  that  is consistent with WPCTSA 

purposes.  Together these form the continuing funding base.  

 

An  additional  critical  feature  of  the  current  and  proposed  project  funding  base  is  the  organization’s 

ability to develop partnerships and to seek matching funds.   Match funding levels vary from project to 

project.  These are expected to be a mix of actual cash and of in‐kind, both volunteer labor and agency‐

contributed resources.   

 

Specific projects anticipated for going forward are  identified  in Exhibit ES‐7 following, summarizing key 

recommendations associated with each.  Several projects are phased in over the next couple of years.  A 

variety of  implementation  activities  are  envisioned,  some detailed  in project‐specific  implementation 

fact  sheets  appended  to  this  document.      The  administrators  for  each  project  are  identified where 

known. In some cases, these will have to be developed from interested, willing and able partnerships.  
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Exhibit E‐7,  WPCTSA Recommended Projects and Initial Direction 

Project Title/ Administrator  SRTP Funding Recommendations 

1.  Health Express – NEMT Trips 
and Mobility Management 
Project 
 

Administrator: Seniors First  

 Continued  funding  for  NEMT  trips,  while  developing 

mechanisms  to  reduce  unit  costs;  modest  increases 

annually for COLA and contribution to rising fuel expense. 

 Recognition  of mobility management  role  by  inclusion  of 

expense for CalACT; participation in two annual conferences 

to track mobility management developments across state. 

 Funding partners meeting  to discuss and secure continued 

partnering  levels of  financial  support  and development of 

contract tools to enhance cost‐effectiveness. 

2.  Volunteer Door‐to‐Door 
Project 
Administrator: Seniors First 

 Continued funding of project at fixed level. 

3.  Voucher‐Last Resort Trip 
Project 
Administrator:  Seniors First 

 Slight  increase  in  funding  level  given  careful  utilization  of 
this resource but in recognition of the critical service gap it 

meets, often inter‐community. 

4. South Placer Transportation 
Call Center 
Administrator:  City of Roseville  

 Continue CTSA support at fixed amount, encouraging CTSA 

focus  on  clarity  about  roles  and  responsibilities  while 

getting to consensus on partner roles. 

5. Transit Ambassador Project  

 

Administrator:  City of Roseville 

 CTSA share has been provided from grant funding set‐aside. 

 Determine  with  program  how  to  promote  activities  and 

more actively engage the community to grow transit use or 

consider revising the travel training model now in use.  

6. Taylor Road Shuttle 

Administrator: Placer Co Transit 

 Discontinue  funding  given  low‐ridership  and  agency 

decision to move location, away from Taylor Road. 

7. Rural Placer County Mileage 
Reimbursement Pilot 
Administrator: Truckee/Tahoe TMA 

 Set‐aside  funds  to  match  with  potential  partner  funds, 

including  volunteer  drivers,  for  a  limited  initiative;  annual 

funding reliant upon identifying match dollars.  

8.  Bus Pass Subsidy Pilot 

Administrator: To be determined 

 Set  aside  small  funding  base  for  a  bus  pass  distribution 

project, if host partner can be identified. 

9.  Targeted Shuttle Services ‐‐

Senior Café and Other Projects/ 

Administrator: To be determined 

 Set  aside  funds  to  match  partner  dollars  for  targeted 

shuttles directed to particular targeted rider needs;  service 

must  be  highly  cost‐effective  and  not  compete  with  or 

duplicate existing fixed‐route operations. 

10.  Capital ‐ Non‐Profit Vehicle 
Replacement Project 
Administrator: WPCTSA 

 Establish modest  line‐item  support  for detailing of  surplus 

vehicles and assurance of basic road‐worthiness.  

11.  Capital – Bus Stop/ Access / 
Community Enhancement Prjct. 
Administrator: To be determined 

 Conduct a bus stop  inventory on accessibility and prioritize 
for  support  to  specific  bus  stop  or  path‐of‐access 

improvements  that  will  demonstrably  benefit  the  target 

populations. 

12.  Contingency Reserve 

Administrator:  WPCTSA 

 Maintain a budgeted reserve of 15 percent, both to address 

special circumstances, fuel costs, seed one‐time projects. 
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299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 

TO: Board of Directors DATE: June 14, 2011
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: FY 2011/12 WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 

SERVICES AGENCY BUDGET 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Adopt the FY 2011/12 Budget for the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 
(WPCTSA). 
  
BACKGROUND 
As a government entity, WPCTSA must adopt an annual budget for income and expenditures, based 
on projections for the coming year.  
 
DISCUSSION 
Operating Budget 
Attachment 1 provides the operating budget summary for the WPCTSA for FY 2011/12.  Operating 
revenues are estimated at $952,560, an increase of more than two percent over the FY 2010/11. 
Operating expenditures for existing programs are estimated at $902,635, a decrease of about three 
percent over FY 2010/11. The anticipated year end fund balance of $49,925 would be carried over 
to FY 2012/13. 
 
Some additional operating revenue, shown in Attachment 2, is classified as “pending” because it 
has not yet been received or approved by the Board.  These include a Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) Urban New Freedom grant of $162,206, as well as an FTA Rural New 
Freedom grant of $25,294, which will help fund the continuation of the “Health Express” non-
emergency medical transportation service.  
 
Other revenues include partner agency contributions to implement several new pilot programs 
recommended in the draft WPCTSA Short Range Transit Plan (SRTP), which is being considered 
elsewhere on this agenda.  These pilot programs are subject to Board approval as part of the SRTP, 
which will come to the Board for approval in August or September. 
 
Capital Budget 
Attachment 3 reflects the agency’s capital budget summary. Capital revenues for FY 2011/12 total 
$217,212 consisting entirely of Prop 1B fund programs to be expended on fixed route bus stop 
improvements, primarily for the benefit of elderly and disabled individuals.  Grant applications have 
also been submitted for all prior year Prop 1B funds. All capital improvement projects are 
implemented by member jurisdictions and are either completed, are underway, or waiting on 
funding from the State. 
 
Staff recommends approval of the FY 2011/12 Agency Budget. 
 



FY 2011/12 FY 2010/11
Proposed Adopted Difference

PCTPA Staff Administration MOU - Per PCTPA OWP WE #23 56,300$           55,433$           867$                
Legal Services 4,100$             4,000$             100$                
Consulting Services - Transit Planning Services 12,000$           -$                 12,000$           
Placer Collaborative Network (PCN)  Membership 125$                125$                -$                 
Accounting Services 510$                500$                10$                  
Fiscal Auditors (TDA) 5,100$             5,000$             100$                
Direct Expenses (1) 5,000$             1,500$             3,500$             

Subtotal  PCTPA Administration 83,135$           66,558$           16,577$           
Existing Programs
Seniors First - Health Express / NEMT (2) 500,000$         500,000$         -$                 
Seniors First - Volunteer Door-to-Door Rides (2) 97,000$           97,000$           -$                 
Seniors First - Voucher Program (3) 7,500$             7,500$             -$                 
South Transportation Call Center  - CTSA Share (4) -$                 25,000$           (25,000)$          
South Transportation Call Center  -  FTA 5307 Grant Local Match (4) 50,000$           30,000$           20,000$           
Transit Ambassador Insurance Coverage (5) -$                 -$                 -$                 
Taylor Road Shuttle Two-Year Pilot Project (6) -$                 38,000$           (38,000)$          
Operating Reserve (7) 165,000$         165,000$         -$                 

Subtotal Existing Programs 819,500$         862,500$         (43,000)$          
Total WPCTSA Program Costs 902,635$         929,058$         (26,423)$          

FY 2011/12 FY 2010/11
Proposed Adopted Difference

FY 2011/12 LTF Article 4.5 (8) $599,139 572,906$         26,233$           
FY 2011/12 State Transit Assistance (9) $47,812 57,549$           (9,737)$            
LTF Article 4.5 Carryover (10) $127,609 121,778$         5,831$             
Seniors First match toward Health Express Pilot Program (2) $125,000 125,000$         -$                 
Seniors First match toward Volunteer Door-to-Door Pilot Program (2) $53,000 53,000$           -$                 

Total Operating 952,560$         930,233$         22,327$           

FY 2011/12 FY 2010/11
Proposed Adopted Difference

Fund Balance 49,925$          1,175$             $48,750

2. Represents fully allocated costs. Revenue is contributed by Seniors First as a local match toward Health Express and Volunteer Door-to-Door projects.

Western Placer CTSA Operating Budget Summary
FY 2011/12

 Operating Revenue 

Operating Expenditures

June 2011

10.Carryover estimate as of May 2011. An update will occur at end of fiscal year and if necessary will be reflected in a budget amendment occurring fall 201

Operating Revenue to Operating Expenditure Comparison

1. Direct Expenses include auto, advertising, meeting, conference & training, postage, printing and reproduction, and travel.

4. These are placeholder funds to be used to match any future FTA funds sought for the Call Center project.

Notes

3. Vouchers fund last resort transportation; estimate is based on a five year historical average with Pride Industries.

7. The Government Finance Officers Association (GFOA) recommends an operating reserve of up to 15% for its members.
8. WPCTSA preliminary allocation for FY 2011/12 approved at 4.0% by PCTPA in February 2011.

6. Cost for two-year pilot service agreement with Placer County.  Pilot will end June 30, 2011, as Placer County Office of Education is closing the program.
5. Insurance is reimbursable from a prior year STA allocation from PCTPA to Roseville Transit for Transit Ambassador program.

9. WPCTSA preliminary allocation for FY 2011/12 approved at 4.0% by PCTPA in February 2011. The future of this State fund source is uncertain.



FY 2011/2012 FY 2010/2011
Proposed Amendment #1 Difference

Partner Agency match toward Bus Pass Subsidy Pilot Project (1) $8,325 -$                           8,325$                          
Partner Agency match toward Eastern Placer Mileage Reimbursement  Pilot Project (2) $13,325 -$                           13,325$                        
Partner Agency match toward Western Placer Mileage Reimbursement Pilot Project (2) -$                             -$                           -$                              
Partner Agency match toward Specialized Shuttle Pilot Project (3) -$                             -$                           -$                              
FFY 2009/10 FTA 5317 Urban New Freedom Grant (5) 162,206$                     162,206$                   -$                              
FFY 2009/10 FTA 5317 Rural New Freedom Grant (5) 25,294$                       25,294$                     -$                              

Total Pending 209,150$                     187,500$                   21,650$                        

FY 2011/2012 FY 2010/2011
Proposed New Pilot Programs (Recommendations per WPCTSA Draft SRTP) Proposed Amendment #1 Difference

Bus Pass Subsidy Pilot Project (1) 33,300$                       -$                           33,300$                        
Eastern Placer Mileage Reimbursement Pilot Project (2) 53,300$                       -$                           53,300$                        
Western Placer Mileage Reimbursement Pilot Project (2) -$                             -$                           -$                              
Specialized Shuttle Service Pilot Project (3) -$                             -$                           -$                              
Mobility Management Pilot Project (4) -$                             -$                           -$                              

Total WPCTSA Program Costs 86,600$                       -$                           86,600$                        

1. Represents full cost of bus pass subsidy. Partner agency match is calculated at 25% of total project cost.
2. Represents full cost of mileage reimbursement pilot. Partner agency match is calculated at 25% of total project cost.
3. Represents full cost of specialized shuttle pilot. Partner agency match is calculated at 25% of total project cost.
4. Future mobility management project to encourage elderly and disabled individual use of existing public transit's fixed route systems.
5. SACOG and Caltrans New Freedom grant application awards; revenue is pending & has not been received.

Notes

FY 2011/2012
Western Placer CTSA Pending & Proposed New Revenue & Programs Summary

June 2011

 Pending and New Operating Revenue 



 Capital Revenue (Allocations) (1) 
FY 2011/2012 

Proposed
 FY 2010/2011 

Amendment #1 
Prop 1B Accumulation -$                          239,772$              
Prop 1B PTMISEA (2) 208,856$              0
Prop 1B TSSSDRA (2) 8,356$                  0

Total Capital Revenue 217,212$              239,772$              

Capital Expenditures
FY 2011/2012 

Proposed
FY 2010/11 

Amendment #1
Prior Year Expenditures  $                         -  $             239,772 
Surplus D-A-R Vehicle Project -$                          -$                          
Community Transit Enhancement Projects 217,212$              -$                          

Total Capital Expenses 217,212$              239,772$              

Capital Revenue to Capital Expenditure Comparison
FY 2011/2012 

Proposed
FY 2010/11 

Amendment #1
Fund Balance -$                          -$                          

2. These are FY 2010/11 bond funds that will become available for use during FY 2011/12.
1. Applications have been submitted for entire allocation amounts shown.

Notes

Western Placer CTSA Capital Budget Summary
FY 2011/2012

June 2011
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299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 

TO: Board of Directors DATE: June 14, 2011 
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
 
Below are the Consent Calendar items for the June 29, 2011 agenda for your review and action. 
 
1. Letter of Task Agreement for Fiscal and Compliance Audit Services for FY 2011/12 – 

GALLINA LLP 
Staff recommends approval of the attached Letter of Task Agreement for FYE June 30, 
2011 Financial Audit services with GALLINA LLP for an amount not to exceed $5,090. 

 
2. Letter of Task Agreement for Legal Services for FY 2011/12 – Miller & Owen 
 Staff recommends approval of the attached Letter of Task Agreement for Legal Services 

with Miller & Owen with primary legal counsel Nancy Miller at a billing rate of $265 per 
hour. 

 
3. Letter of Task Agreement for Accounting Oversight Services for FY 2011/12 – Hal 

Weber, CPA 
 Staff recommends approval of the attached Letter of Task Agreement for Accounting 

Oversight Services with Hal Weber for an amount not to exceed $500.  
 
4. Letter of Task Agreement for Transit Planning Services for FY 2011/12 – AMMA 

Transit Planning 
 AMMA Transit Planning will provide WPCTSA transit planning assistance in several 
 important areas: implementing organizational and administrative recommendations 
 included in the WPCTSA SRTP; improve WPCTSA reporting to State and federal 
 funding agencies; improve monitoring and refinement of existing service agreements; and 
 development of branding / design standards as part of PCTPA’s transit coordinated 
 marking program to further promote the visibility of the WPCTSA to the public. Staff 
 recommends approval of the attached Letter of Task Agreement with AMMA Transit 
 Planning for an amount not to exceed $12,000.  Funding is included for this consulting 
 service is included in the proposed FY 2011/12 Budget. 
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June 29, 2011 
 
Brad Constantine, CPA 
GALLINA LLP 
925 Highland Pointe Drive, Suite 450 
Roseville, CA 95678 
 
SUBJECT: LETTER OF TASK AGREEMENT #11-01  
 BETWEEN GALLINA LLP AND  

THE WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES AGENCY 
 
Dear Mr. Constantine: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes work under the “Master Agreement between the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) and GALLINA LLP” dated June 23, 2010. 
 
1) Incorporated Master Agreement: This Letter of Task Agreement is the statement of contract-

specific requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by GALLINA LLP in fiscal 
year 2011/2012 for the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 
(WPCTSA). This signed Letter of Task Agreement comprises the contract between GALLINA 
and WPCTSA, with PCTPA acting as contract administrator. 

  
2) Term:  Consultant services are to commence July 1, 2011 and shall be completed in such a 

sequence as to assure its expeditious completion in light of the purposes of this Letter of Task 
Agreement, but in any event, all of the services required herein shall be completed no later than 
March 31, 2012. 

 
3) Scope of Services:  

 Consultant will perform the tasks for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2011 as described in the 
proposal submitted to PCTPA, dated March 12, 2010, in accordance with standard accounting 
practices and standards for government entities, including the preparation of an independent 
fiscal audit of WPCTSA and the State Controller’s Financial Transactions Report for 
WPCTSA 

             
 GALLINA LLP engagement letter, dated June 1, 2011 is an integral part of this agreement and 

further clarifies the scope of services to be conducted and audit objectives and procedures. 
 
4) Personnel: Consultant shall provide its own personnel to perform the work in the proposal.  

Consultant shall provide administrative support and overhead expenses. 
 
5) Compensation: For services rendered in FY 2011/2012, consultant will receive a sum not to 

exceed $5,090.  Consultant will invoice on a monthly basis for work completed and reference the 
appropriate work completed, the cost of each task, and shall include a ten percent (10%) retainage. 
The accumulated retainage will be released upon acceptance by WPCTSA of the audit report. 
Requisitions for payment shall reference the appropriate work completed and the cost of each task.  
Invoices will be paid within thirty (30) days of receipt. 

 
 
 



 
 
GALLINA LLP 
Letter of Task Agreement #11-01 
June 29, 2011 
Page Two 
 
 
If this Letter of Task Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy.  Questions 
concerning this agreement and the project in general should be directed to Shirley LeBlanc, Fiscal/ 
Administrative Officer at (530) 823-4030. 

 
Sincerely,      Accepted by: 
        
 
 
_________________________________  _________________________________             
Celia McAdam   Date   Brad Constantine, CPA Date 
Executive Director     Partner 
Western Placer Consolidated     GALLINA LLP 
Transportation Services Agency  
  
CM/sl 
Encl.  
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GALLINALLP 
CERTifIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS 

June 1,2011 

Shirley LeBlanc 
Western Placer Consolidated 
Transportation Services Agency 

299 Nevada Street 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Weare pleased to confiIID our understanding of the services we are to provide the Western Placer 
Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (Agency) for the year ending June 30, 2011. We ask that 
you either confmn or amend that understanding. 

We will audit the basic financial statements of the Agency as of and for the year ending June 30, 2011. 
Accounting standards generally accepted in the United States of America provide for certain required 
supplementary infoIIDation (RSI), such as management's discussion and analysis (MD&A) to supplement 
the Agency's basic financial statements. Such information, although not a part of the basic financial 
statements, is required by the Governmental Accounting Standards Board who considers it to be an 
essential part of financial reporting for placing the basic financial statements in an appropriate 
operational, economic, or historical context. As part of our engagement, we will apply certain limited 
procedures to the Agency's RSI in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United 
States of America. These limited procedures will consist principally of inquiries of management 
regarding the methods of preparing the information and comparing the information for consistency with 
management's responses to our inquiries, the basic fmancial statements, and other knowledge we 
obtained during our audit of the basic fmancial statements. We will not express an opinion or provide any 
assurance on the information because the limited procedures do not provide us with sufficient evidence to 
express an opinion or provide any assurance. The following RSI is required by generally accepted 
accounting principles and will be subjected to certain limited procedures, but will not be audited: 

• Management's discussion and analysis (MD&A) 

Audit Objectives 

The objective ofour audit is the expression ofan opinion as to whether your basic fmancial statements are 
fairly presented, in all material respects, in confoIIDity with U.S. generally accepted accounting principles 
and to report on the fairness of the additional infoIIDation referred to in the second paragraph when 
considered in relation to the financial statements taken as a whole. Our audit will be conducted in 
accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America and the standards 
for fmancial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards, issued by the Comptroller General of 
the United States, and will include tests of the accounting records of the Agency and other procedures we 
consider necessary to enable us to express such opinions. If our opinions on the financial statements are 
other than unqualified, we will fully discuss the reasons with you in advance. If, for any reason, we are 
unable to complete the audit or are unable to form or have not formed an opinion, we may decline to 
express an opinion or to issue a report as a result of this engagement. 

We will also provide a report (that does not include an opinion) on internal control related to the financial 
statements and compliance with laws, regulations, and the provisions of contracts or grant agreements, 
noncompliance with which could have a material effect on the financial statements as required by 
Government Auditing Standards. The report on internal control and compliance will include a statement 

925 Highland Pointe Drive, Suite 450 • Roseville, CA 95678-5418 
tel: 916.784.7800 • fax: 916.784.7850 • www.galIina.com 
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that the report is intended solely for the information and use of management, the body or individuals 
charged with governance, others within the entity, and specific legislative or regulatory bodies and is not 
intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties. Ifduring our audit we 
become aware that the Agency is subject to an audit requirement that is not encompassed in the terms of 
this engagement, we will communicate to management and those charged with governance that an audit 
in accordance with U.S. generally accepted auditing standards and the standards for financial audits 

.contained in Government Auditing Standards may not satisfy the relevant legal, regulatory, or contractual 
requirements. 

Our audit will also include the following: 

•	 Preparation of the State Controller's Report for the Agency. The report will be prepared and 
submitted to the State Controller's Office by the fIling date provided by the State Controller's 
Office. 

Management Responsibilities 

Management is responsible for the basic financial statements and all accompanying information as well as 
all representations contained therein. As part of the audit, we will assist with preparation of your fmancial 
statements and related notes. You are responsible for making all management decisions and performing 
all management functions relating to the fmancial statements and related notes and for accepting full 
responsibility for such decisions 

Management is responsible for establishing and maintaining effective internal controls, including 
evaluating and monitoring ongoing activities, to help ensure that appropriate goals and objectives are met; 
for the selection and application of accounting principles; for the fair presentation in the fmancial 
statements of the Agency and the respective changes in financial position and cash flows in conformity 
with U.S. generally accepted accounting principles. 

Management is also responsible for making all financial records and related information available to us 
and for ensuring that management and financial information is reliable and properly recorded. 
Management's responsibilities include adjusting the fmancial statements to correct material misstatements 
and for conftrming to us in the representation letter than the effects of any uncorrected misstatements 
aggregated by us during the current engagement and pertaining to the latest period presented are 
immaterial, both individually and in the aggregate, to the fmancial statements taken as a whole. 

You are responsible for the design and implementation of programs and controls to prevent and detect 
fraud, and for informing us about all known or suspected fraud affecting the government involving (1) 
management, (2) employees who have signiftcant roles in internal control, and (3) others where the fraud 
or illegal acts could have a material effect on the fmancial statements. Your responsibilities include 
informing us of your knowledge of any allegations of fraud or suspected fraud affecting the government 
received in communications from employees, former employees, grantors, regulators, or others. In 
addition, you are responsible for identifying and ensuring that the Agency complies with applicable laws, 
regulations, contracts, agreements, and grants for taking timely and appropriate steps to remedy any fraud, 
illegal acts, violations of contracts or grant agreements, or abuse that we may report. 

Management is responsible for establishing and maintaining a process for tracking the status of audit 
findings and recommendations. Management is also responsible for identifying for us previous financial 
audits, attestation engagements, performance audits or other studies related to the objectives discussed in 
the Audit Objectives section of this letter. This responsibility includes relaying to us corrective actions 
taken to address signiftcant fmdings and recommendations resulting from those audits, attestation 
engagement, performance audits, or other studies. You are also responsible for providing management's 
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views on our current fmdings, conclusions, and recommendations, as well as your planned corrective 
actions, for the report, and for the timing and fonnat for providing that infonnation. 

Audit Procedures-General 

An audit includes examining, on a test basis, evidence supporting the amounts and disclosures in the 
fmancial statements; therefore, our audit will involve judgment about the number of transactions to be 
examined and the areas to be tested. We will plan and perfonn the audit to obtain reasonable rather than 
absolute assurance about whether the fmancial statements are free of material misstatement, whether from 
(1) errors, (2) fraudulent fmancial reporting, (3) misappropriation of assets, or (4) violations of laws or 
governmental regulations that are attributable to the Agency or to acts by management or employees 
acting on behalf of the Agency. Because the determination of abuse is subjective, Government Auditing 
Standards do not expect auditors to provide reasonable assurance of detecting abuse. 

Because an audit is designed to provide reasonable, but not absolute assurance and because we will not 
perfonn a detailed examination of all transactions, there is a risk that material misstatements may exist 
and not be detected by us. In addition, an audit is not designed to detect immaterial misstatements or 
violations of laws or governmental regulations that do not have a direct and material effect on the 
fmancial statements. However, we will infonn you of any material errors and any fraudulent fmancial 
reporting or misappropriation of assets that come to our attention. We will also infonn you of any 
violations of laws or governmental regulations that come to our attention, unless clearly inconsequential. 
Our responsibility as auditors are limited to the period covered by our audit and does not extend to any 
later periods for which we are not engaged as auditors. 

Our procedures will include tests of documentary evidence supporting the transactions recorded in the 
accounts, and may include tests of the physical existence of inventories, and direct confrrmation of 
receivables and certain other assets and liabilities by correspondence with selected individuals, funding 
sources, creditors, and fmancial institutions. We will request written representations from your attorneys 
as part of the engagement, and they may bill you for responding to this inquiry. At the conclusion of our 
audit, we will also require certain written representations from you about the fmancial statements and 
related matters. 

Audit Procedures-Internal Controls 

Our audit will include obtaining an understanding of the Agency and its environment, including internal 
control, sufficient to assess the risks of material misstatement of the fmancial statements and to design the 
nature, timing, and extent of further audit procedures. Tests of controls may be perfonned to test the 
effectiveness of certain controls that we consider relevant to preventing and detecting errors and fraud 
that are material to the fmancial statements and to preventing and detecting misstatements resulting from 
illegal acts and other noncompliance matters that have a direct and material effect on the financial 
statements. Our tests, if perfonned, will be less in scope than would be necessary to render an opinion on 
internal control and, accordingly, no opinion will be expressed in our report on internal control issued 
pursuant to Government Auditing Standards. 

An audit is not designed to provide assurance on internal control or to identify significant deficiencies. 
However, during the audit, we will communicate to management and those charged with governance 
internal control related matters that are required to be communicated under AICPA professional standards. 
and Government Auditing Standards. 

Audit Procedures-Compliance 

As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the fmancial statements are free of material 
misstatement, we will perfonn tests of the Agency's compliance with provisions of applicable laws, 
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regulations, contracts, agreements, and grants. However, the objective of our audit will not be to provide 
an opinion on overall compliance and we will not express such an opinion in our report on compliance 
issued pursuant to Government Auditing Standards. 

Our audit will also include tests of compliance to determine that allocations made and expenditures paid 
by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) were in accordance with the allocation 
instructions and resolutions of PCTPA and in conformance with the California Transportation 
Development Act. Specifically, we will perform each of the specific tasks identified in the California 
Code ofRegulations Sections 6662 through 6667 that are applicable to the Agency. 

Responsibility for Non-audit Services 

We will prepare a general ledger trial balance for use during the audit. Our preparation of thetrial balance 
will be limited to formatting information in the Agency's general ledger into a working trial balance. Also 
as part of the audit we will assist with preparing your financial statements and related notes. You are 
responsible for making all management decisions and performing all management functions relating to 
the financial statements and related notes and for accepting full responsibility for such decisions. You 
will be required to acknowledge in the management representation letter our assistance with preparation 
of the fmancial statements and that you have reviewed and approved the financial statements and related 
notes prior to their issuance and have accepted full responsibility for them. Further, you are required to 
designate an individual with suitable skill, knowledge, or experience to oversee any nonaudit services we 
provide and for evaluating the adequacy and results of those services and accepting responsibility for 
them. 

As a result of our audit, we will provide you with adjusting journal entries, both those considered material 
and immaterial. The preparation of adjusting journal entries is considered a non-attest service. 
Consequently, Government Auditing Standards, require you to designate a qualified management-level 
individual to review these entries and to be responsible and accountable for any adjusting journal entries 
we may submit to you. Further, we will confirm with you your agreement with the adjusting journal 
entries that we have proposed and whether or not they will be posted to the Agency's accounts. We will 
also confirm with you your agreement that unrecorded adjusting journal entries, both individually and in 
the aggregate, are immaterial to the financial statements taken as a whole. 

Audit Administration, Fees, and Other 

We understand that your employees will be available to answer inquiries during our audit and will locate 
any invoices selected by us for testing. 

The general timing of our audit is anticipated to be performed and completed in the following time 
frames: 

Timing 

- Document internal control and perform Oct. 11-14,2011 
walkthroughs 

- Mail confirmations July 2011 

- Receive year-end trial balance files Sep. 30" 2011 

- Perform year-end audit procedures Oct. 11-14,2011 

- Issue draft audit report Oct. 31, 2011 

- Issue final audit report Dec. 15,2011 
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At the conclusion of. the engagement, we will provide bound copies, unbound copies and an electronic 
copy in portable document format (PDF) of all reports in the quantities you have designated. However, 
management is responsible for distribution of the reports and the financial statements. Unless restricted by 
law or regulation, or containing privileged and confidential information, copies of our reports are to be 
made available for public inspection. 

The audit documentation for this engagement is the property of GALLINA and constitutes confidential 
information. However, pursuant to Agency given by law or regulation, we may be requested to make 
certain audit documentation available to the State Controller's Office or its designee, a federal agency 
providing direct or indirect funding, or the U.S. General Accounting Office for purposes of a quality 
review of the audit, to resolve audit fmdings, or to carry out oversight responsibilities. We will notify you 
of any such request. If requested, access to such audit documentation will be provided under the 
supervision of GALLINA LLP personnel. Furthermore, upon request, we may provide copies of selected 
audit documentation to the aforementioned parties. These parties may intend, or decide, to distribute the 
copies or information contained therein to others, including other governmental agencies. 

Brad Constantine is the engagement partner and is responsible for supervising the audit and signing the 
report. 

The firm may from time to time, and depending on the circumstances, use third-party service providers in 
serving your account. We may share confidential information about you with these service providers, but 
remain committed to maintaining the confidentiality and security of your information. Accordingly, we 
maintain internal policies, procedures, and safeguards to protect confidentiality of your personal 
information. In addition, we will secure confidentiality agreements with all service providers to maintain 
the confidentiality of your information and we will take reasonable precautions to determine that they 
have appropriate procedures in place to prevent the unauthorized release of your confidential information 
to others. In the event that we are unable to secure an appropriate confidentiality agreement, you will be 
asked to provide your consent prior to the sharing of your confidential information with the third-party 
service provider. Furthermore, we will remain responsible for the work provided by any such third-party 
service providers. 

The audit documentation for this engagement will be retained for a minimum of seven years after the 
report release or for any additional period requested by the State Controller's Office. If we are aware that 
a federal awarding agency, pass-through entity, or auditee is contesting an audit fmding, we will contact 
the party(ies) contesting the audit finding for guidance prior to destroying the audit documentation. 

The parties agree that any controversy or claim arising out of or relating to the services provided pursuant 
to this engagement letter agreement shall be determined by arbitration in accordance with the applicable 
Arbitration Rules for Professional Accounting and Related Services Disputes of the American Arbitration 
Association; and judgment on the award rendered by the arbitrator(s) may be rendered in any court of 
competent jurisdiction. 

Our fee for these services will not exceed the following amount unless the scope of the engagement is 
changed, the assistance which the Agency has agreed to furnish is not provided, or unexpected conditions 
are encountered, in which case we will discuss the situation with you before proceeding. 

June 30, 2011 $5,090 

Government Auditing Standards require that we provide you with a copy of our most recent external peer 
review report and any letter of comment, and any subsequent peer review reports and letters of comment 
received during the period of the contract. Our 2009 peer review report accompanies this letter. No letter 
of comment was issued. 
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We appreciate the opportunity to be of service to the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation 
Services Agency and believe this letter accurately summarizes the significant terms of our engagement. If 
you have any questions, please let us know. If you agree with the terms of our engagement as described in 
this letter, please sign the enclosed copy and return it to us. 

Brad W. Constantine, CPA, CFE, CVA
 
Partner
 

RESPONSE:
 
This letter correctly sets forth the understanding of the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation
 
Services Agency.
 

By:
 

Title:
 

Date:
 



 

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

 
 
June 29, 2011 
 
Nancy Miller 
Miller & Owen 
428 J Street, Suite 400  
Sacramento, California 95814 
 
SUBJECT:  LETTER OF TASK AGREEMENT #11-01  

BETWEEN MILLER & OWEN AND 
THE WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES AGENCY   

 
Dear Ms. Miller: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes work under the “Master Agreement between the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) and Miller, Owen & Trost” dated July 1, 2007. 
 
1. Incorporated Master Agreement:  This letter of Task Agreement is the statement of contract-specific 

requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by Miller & Owen (formerly Miller, 
Owen & Trost) to provide legal counsel to the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services 
Agency (WPCTSA). This signed Letter of Task Agreement comprises the contract between Miller & 
Owen and WPCTSA, with PCTPA acting as contract administrator.   

 
2. Term:  Consultant services are to commence July 1, 2011 and shall be completed in such a 

sequence as to assure that services are completed in a timely manner.  This contract shall end on 
June 30, 2012. Extensions to this contract may be made with the agreement of both parties.  
During the term of this contract, you are not to engage in other work that would be deemed a 
conflict of interest with WPCTSA interests. 

 
3. Scope of Services:  Consultant will perform the tasks described below.  The Executive Director 

will act as Project Manager. 
 

a. Provide legal review and advice to the Agency on documents, agreements, and 
responsibilities relating to transportation planning and funding.  Typical duties might include 
review of memoranda of understanding and funding agreements between agencies and 
analysis of legislation as it may affect Agency programs.   

b. Provide legal review and advice to the Agency on documents, agreements, and 
responsibilities relating to administration and personnel issues for a public agency; 

c. Attend Board meetings as may be required on an “as needed” basis as requested by the 
Executive Director; 

d. Other legal services as may be needed and requested by the Executive Director or the Board 
of Directors.   

 
4. Personnel:  Nancy Miller will provide primary legal counsel; Consultant will provide additional 

personnel to perform above noted services as needed. 
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5. Compensation:  For services rendered, Consultant will be compensated at the following rates: 
 

Miller & Owen Staff 
Hourly Billing 

Rate 
Nancy C. Miller  $            265.00  

William L. Owen  $            265.00  
Paul J. Chrisman  $            245.00  

Christiane E. Layton  $            245.00  
Madeline E. Miller  $            210.00  
Jennifer V. Gore  $            195.00  

Daniel J.R. Calvert  $            170.00  
Paralegals  $            120.00  

 
Documented mileage for this assignment will be reimbursed at the current IRS rate.  Other actual 
and necessary telephone costs will also be reimbursed.  Telephone bills, invoices, etc. must be 
provided for any reimbursements.  Consultant will invoice on a monthly basis for work 
completed.  Such invoices shall includes tasks completed, hours associated with each task, and 
hourly rate.  Invoices will be paid within thirty (30) days of receipt. 

 
If this Letter of Task Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy.  Questions 
concerning this agreement and the project in general should be directed to Celia McAdam, Executive 
Director, at (530) 823-4030. 
 
Sincerely,      Accepted by: 
 
 
 
________________________________________ ______________________________________ 
Celia McAdam,    Date  Nancy Miller    Date 
Executive Director     Miller & Owen 
Western Placer Consolidated  
Transportation Services Agency  
 
CM/sl 
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June 29, 2011 
 
Hal Weber, CPA 
9223 Whittemore Drive 
Elk Grove, CA  95624 
 
SUBJECT:  LETTER OF TASK AGREEMENT #11-01  

BETWEEN HAL WEBER, CPA AND  
THE WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES AGENCY   

  
Dear Mr. Weber: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes work under the “Master Agreement between the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) and Hal Weber” dated June 23, 2010. 
 

1. Incorporated Master Agreement:  This letter of task agreement is the statement of contract - 
specific requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by Hal Weber, CPA to 
provide accounting oversight of the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Agency 
(WPCTSA). This signed Letter of Task Agreement comprises the contract between Hal Weber 
and WPCTSA, with PCTPA acting as contract administrator.   

 
2. Term:  Consultant services are to commence July 1, 2011 and shall be completed in such a 

sequence as to assure that timelines are met.  This contract shall end on June 30, 2012.  
Extensions to this contract may be made with the agreement of both parties.  

 
3. Scope of Services:  Consultant will perform accounting tasks as required in consultation with the 

Fiscal/Administrative Officer.  Such duties may include: review of WPCTSA accounting, 
assistance with complex accounting issues, and assistance with the annual independent fiscal and 
compliance audit. 

 
4. Personnel:  The sole consultant is to perform the work in this Letter of Agreement and will 

provide his own administrative support and overhead expenses. 
 

5. Compensation:  For services rendered, Consultant will be compensated at a rate of $110 per hour 
for a total amount not to exceed $500.  Consultant will invoice on a monthly basis for work 
completed.  Invoices will be paid within thirty (30) days of receipt.  Documented mileage for this 
assignment will be reimbursed at the current IRS rate.  Other actual and necessary telephone costs 
will also be reimbursed with appropriate back up documentation. 
 

If this Letter of Task Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy.  Questions 
concerning this agreement should be directed to Shirley LeBlanc, Fiscal/ Administrative Officer, at 530-
823-4034. 
 
Sincerely,      Accepted by: 
 
 
_________________________________  _________________________________                                      
Celia McAdam,   Date   Hal Weber, CPA  Date 
Executive Director      
Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency     



 

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

 
June 29, 2011 
 

Heather Menninger, Principal 
AMMA Transit Planning 
393 Two Trees Road 
Riverside, CA  92507 
 

SUBJECT: LETTER OF TASK AGREEMENT #11-01  
 BETWEEN AMMA TRANSIT PLANNING AND  
 THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY  
 

Dear Ms. Menninger: 
 

This letter, when countersigned, authorizes work under the “Master Agreement between the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) and AMMA Transit Planning” dated May 26, 2010. 
 

1) Incorporated Master Agreement: This Letter of Task Agreement is the statement of contract-
specific requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by AMMA Transit Planning 
in fiscal year 2011/12.  This signed Letter of Task Agreement comprises the contract between 
AMMA Transit Planning and PCTPA.   

  
2) Term:  Consultant services are to commence July 1, 2011 and shall be completed in such a 

sequence as to assure that timelines are met.  This contract shall end on June 30, 2012.  
Extensions to this contract may be made with the agreement of both parties.  During the term of 
this contract, Consultant shall not engage in other work that would be deemed a conflict of 
interest with PCTPA interests. 

 
3) Scope of Services: Consultant will provide the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation 

Services Agency technical transit planning assistance as outlined in AMMA Transit Planning’s 
proposal dated May 4, 2011. David Melko, PCTPA Senior Transportation Planner, will act as 
Project Manager. 
  

4) Personnel: Consultant shall provide its own personnel to perform the work in the proposal. 
Consultant shall provide administrative support and overhead expenses.   

 
5) Compensation:  For services rendered and direct expenses incurred, Consultant will receive a sum 

not to exceed $12,000.  Consultant will invoice on a monthly basis for work completed and 
reference the appropriate work completed the cost of each task and shall include a ten percent 
(10%) retainage withholding. The accumulated retainage will be released upon acceptance by 
PCTPA of the completed Short Range Transit Plan document. 

 

If this Letter of Task Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy.  Questions 
concerning this agreement and the project in general should be directed to David Melko at 530-823-4090. 
 

Sincerely,      Accepted by: 
        
 
_________________________________  _______________________________________    
Celia McAdam,  Date    Heather Menninger,  Date 
Executive Director     Principal 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency  AMMA Transit Planning 
 
CM/dm 



393 TWO TREES ROAD, RIVERSIDE, CA. 92507 
V. 951 784-1333                F. 951 784-1212 

www.ammatransitplanning.com    

 
 
 
 
May 4, 2011 
 
Mr. David Melko 
Western Placer County Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 
299 Nevada Street 
Auburn, CA.  95603 
 
Subject:  Follow-On Assistance to Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
 
Dear Mr. Melko: 
 
At the request of PCTPA, this proposal outlines additional consulting work to assist in the 
implementation of organizational and administrative recommendations made in the Short Range Transit 
Plan for the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency.  
 
Task 1: Organization and Structure of WPCTSA Service Agreements 
 
The review of existing service agreements entered into by the Western Placer CTSA and subsequent 
operational analysis of the transportation services provided through those agreements found that the 
methods of compensation, responsibilities of the parties, program administration, and reporting and 
monitoring functions were not adequately addressed. Additionally, it was recommended that the 
WPCTSA take a more direct role in the administration of these agreements as well as in the subcontract 
agreements for service delivery. 
 
Under this follow-on assistance, the consultants will work with management and staff of the PCTPA and, 
as appropriate, its major partner organizations, to clarify the most effective role of the agency with 
regard to the administration and management of the various CTSA transportation agreements. The 
consultants will then develop draft service agreements based on the desired administrative structure 
and, in cooperation with PCTPA, develop an implementation plan through which the new structure will 
be realized. It should be noted that the agreements that will be drafted will require formal legal review 
before being adopted for use. 
 
Work under this task is envisioned to require two on-site meetings with PCTPA management and staff 
and with representatives of CTSA partner organizations. These on-site meetings will be needed to 
explore and clarify the existing and desired organizational structures and then to present the 
recommended structure and draft agreements. This work will take place over a period of approximately 
3 months.  Lead responsibility:  Roy Glauthier, support from Heather Menninger. 
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Task 2: Reporting and Monitoring 
 
The SRTP for the Western Placer CTSA also found inconsistent reporting across the sponsored 
transportation services and recommended a more formalized and thorough reporting of operating and 
financial data and regular monitoring of the service agreements and provided transportation services. 
 
This follow-on assistance will provide the PCTPA and Western Placer CTSA with a reporting and 
monitoring program for its sponsored transportation services that will support timely review of key 
performance measures, ensure compliance with applicable state and federal requirements, and 
minimize administrative requirements for collection and maintenance of operating and financial data. 
The reporting and monitoring program will emphasize on-line data submission in a “roll-up” format that 
minimizes data re-entry and automatically creates year-to-date totals, thus minimizing staff time and 
the opportunities for re-entry data errors. The program will identify required operating and financial 
data as well as additional data that lends “depth” and clarity to the impacts of the social service 
transportation provided through the CTSA. To facilitate the use of this data, a limited set of “key 
performance measures” will be defined that will be applied to each transportation program and tracked 
on a monthly basis through a monthly CTSA Services Report. Working with PCTPA staff, the consultants 
will develop and provide data collection and presentation formats using Microsoft Excel 2010 formats. 
 
It is anticipated that development work on this task will proceed concurrently with the Organization and 
Service Agreement work defined above and generally requiring a similar period of three months for 
completion.  Lead responsibility:  Dennis Brooks, support from Heather Menninger and Roy Glauthier 
 
Task 3:  Development of Branding/ Design Standards 
 
To promote the visibility of the CTSA and its identity within the “family” of public transportation services 
within Placer County, we propose to assist WPCTSA by developing core design guidelines establishing 
the program’s identity that can be incorporated into the basic service contracts.   We believe this to be 
important as WPCTSA works to create and maintain partnerships, where various partners and/or service 
providers are providing services that are part of other services.    Conscious effort to include the 
WPCTCSA logo in relation to service delivery, on websites or in printed materials is aided by establishing 
basic guidelines as to when and in what manner to do so.   
 
Working with WPCTSA’s existing logo, we believe this effort will help to “brand” the WPCTSA services, 
even when components of larger services or partner efforts.  This helps to communicate important 
messages to Placer County residents.  Such branding increases residents’ awareness that the services 
exist.  It hopefully builds public support for the WPCTSA’s program of services, were there to be a time 
when public support, and/or voter approval, was important.      
 
The basic product of this effort will be a design template that establishes a common look and logo 
placement, as well as guidelines for when to use the WPCTSA logo.    These may be included in the 
contract documents between WPCTSA and its partners, as well as provided to partners in an FAQ or 
other type format as they think about marketing services funded in part by the WPCTSA. 



 

Mr. David Melko, May 4, 2011, page 3 

 
This activity is fairly straightforward and as it will be kept simple it is likely to be completed within six 
weeks, concurrent with the other two tasks.   Lead responsibility:   AMMA’s Design Associate, Lynn 
Rickets, supported by Heather Menninger. 
 
Staffing,  Level of Effort, Staffing  and Billing Rates 
 
We propose to bill, based upon actual hours expended, at a not-to-exceed level of effort of $12,000.   
 
AMMA team members Heather Menninger, Roy Glauthier and Dennis Brooks are known to WPCTSA 
staff and have been providing products associated with the SRTP process and the previous 2006  Dial-a-
Ride evaluation.   Additionally included in this effort is Ms. Lynn Ricketts  to assist with the proposed 
design standards.  Ms. Ricketts brings considerable design experience to the team from her work with 
the Disney organization, working with AMMA Transit Planning during this past year as a design and built 
environment associate.  Her resume is attached.    
 
For this follow-along contract, we propose to use the billing rates following the SRTP development 
proposal submitted to PCTPA in April 2010, with two exceptions.  There is a merit increase to Mr. Dennis 
Brooks salary and the hourly rate for Ms. Lynn Ricketts is included below as well as she was not in the 
2010 proposal submittal form A-M-M-A Transit Planning. 
        Fully Burdened Rates 
 Heather Menninger      $130.20 
 Roy Glauthier       $131.25 
 Dennis Brooks       $  82.40 
 Lynn Ricketts       $  90.00 
 
We expect to bill direct expenses based upon actual, largely related to travel, with no more than four 
site-visit trips expected and probably fewer.   The distribution of labor resources over tasks will depend 
somewhat on the specifics to be undertaken but we expect it is likely that Task 1 will consume about 
55% to 60% of the total effort, Task 2- Reporting System about 20% to 25% of the total effort and Task 3 
about 15% to 20% of the total effort.   If there is likelihood of any substantial variance in work effort 
among the tasks, this will be discussed with the WPCTSA staff at such time as which this becomes clear.   
 
Thank you for the possible opportunity to assist you with the important programs of the WPCTSA.  We 
look forward to being able to participate in implementation of this organization’s next and maturing 
phase. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Heather Menninger, Prinicpal  
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 

June 14, 2011 
 
 

ATTENDANCE: Paula Baldwin, City of Lincoln 
Andrew Gaber, Placer County Public Works 
Rich Moorehead, Placer County Public Works 
Heather Kuklo, Placer County Air Pollution Control District 
Dave Palmer, City of Rocklin 
Rhon Herndon, City of Roseville 
Mike Wixon, City of Roseville 
Dianira Soto, Caltrans 
 
Celia McAdam, PCTPA 
David Melko, PCTPA  
Steve Propst, PCTPA 
Sue Sholtis, PCTPA 

 
FY 2011/12 Public Information Plan 
Celia McAdam provided TAC members with a summary of Randle Communications’ Draft 
Public Information Plan for FY 2011/12.  Randle’s duties will remain constant including email 
newsletters, media outreach, collateral information, media outreach for traffic detours on the 
Lincoln Bypass project, plus the Lincoln Bypass Ribbon Cutting event and the I-80 Bottleneck 
Event. 
 
McAdam noted the I-80 Bottleneck Phase 2 project is on track and the final work should be 
wrapped up by September.  Phase 3 should be finished in November. 
 
Rhon Herndon inquired about funding Randle through project budgets versus the administrative 
budget.  While that was discussed as a possibility, it was also noted the complexity of 
rearranging the project funding for this relatively minor expense makes it would be more work 
than it’s worth, and it was recommended to continue to fund all of the public information plan 
through Agency overhead. 
 
TAC recommended approval of Randle’s Public Information Plan which will go to the Board for 
approval at our June 29 Board meeting. 
 
CMIA Savings Round 2 Funding Update 
Celia McAdam provided copies of California Transportation Commission (CTC)’s Corridor 
Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA) savings programming recommendations which reflects 
$20M recommended for Lincoln Bypass Phase 2a.  Our application for this project asked for 
$22.9M and with only $20M funded it will be a challenge to complete this project as scoped.  
Recent communication with CTC staff has uncovered some options for addressing this shortfall, 
including marrying the funding for Phase 1 and 2a to provide flexibility to combine expenses and 
reduce Phase 2a costs.  In a worst case scenario, we may need to reduce Phase 2a scope, but staff 
is committed that we will be able to deliver a project for the funding provided.   We will go out 
to bid and should be under construction by next year. 
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David Melko noted Lincoln Bypass Phase 2a is not listed in SACOG’s Metropolitan 
Transportation Plan (MTP) preferred scenario distributed to their Transportation Committee, 
even though staff commented to this effect in May.  McAdam will follow up with SACOG staff 
on this issue. 
 
WPCTSA FY 2011/12 Budget 
David Melko provided TAC members with the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation 
Services Agency (CTSA) FY 2011/12 budget information and reviewed the operating budget 
summary, pending and proposed new revenue and programs summary and the capital budget 
summary. 
 
Mike Wixon commented on Americans with Disabilities Act assessment of community transit 
enhancement projects and recommended priorities to projects.  Melko responded this is what the 
consultant is recommending.  Wixon stated rather than compete regionally for projects to fund 
based on population and raised a flag to consider other options. 
 
In answer to Wixon’s inquiry, Melko clarified the Short Range Transit Plans enhances CTSA’s 
role as trip coordinator and not a public transit provider. CTSA would only provide transit when 
there are gaps in the public transit system. 
 
TAC concurred with the CTSA budget which will be brought before the Board for approval at 
our June Board meeting. 
 
Other Issues/Upcoming Deadlines 
David Melko reminded TAC members about the June 15 Transit Operators Working Group 
(TOWG) meeting where CTSA’s draft Short Range Transit Plan will be reviewed as well as 
PTMISEA FY 2010/11 project cash flow.   
 
Melko will participate on behalf of all jurisdictions at the June 17 SACOG Air Quality 
Conformity Committee. 
 
PTMISEA Funding Reimbursement Agreements for Loomis and Rocklin will be brought before 
the Board for approval at the June 29 PCTPA Board meeting.  At that meeting there will also be 
a public workshop on the Draft Short Range Transit Plans.  After the Board meeting there will be 
a follow-up meeting on Transit Schedule Coordination with TOWG members. 
 
Celia McAdam reminded TAC members this month’s meeting will held on the fifth Wednesday, 
June 29. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 3:30 p.m. 
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299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  June 14, 2011
  
FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner

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

 

  
SUBJECT: STATUS REPORT 
 
1. Termination of WPCTSA Taylor Road Shuttle Service Enhancement Pilot Project 

As a result of the 2009/10 Unmet Transit Needs process, the PCTPA Board agreed to 
increase the Taylor Road Shuttle from a two hour schedule to an hourly schedule from 
7:30 am to 1:30 pm on Tuesdays and Thursdays as a two year Western Placer 
Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (WPCTSA) pilot project. At that time, the 
hourly schedule was seen as an important transportation option for Placer County Office 
of Education’s (PCOE) special needs students when going from the classroom into the 
local community. 

 
PCTPA recently received a notice from the Placer County Office of Education (PCOE) 
that the Special Education class located in Loomis will no longer be in operation after 
July 2011. Continuing the WPCTSA pilot project no longer becomes necessary with the 
ending of the PCOE class; therefore, the WPCTSA is exercising its option to terminate the 
agreement with Placer County for the operation of the Taylor Road Shuttle Service 
Enhancement Pilot Project.  June 30, 2011 is proposed as the last day for Placer County to 
operate the Taylor Road Shuttle Service Enhancement Pilot Project on behalf of WPCTSA.  

 
2. Start up of the South Placer Transit Call Center 

Beginning May 22, 2011, transit riders in southern Placer County will have one phone 
number to call for seamless Dial-A-Ride reservations and bus service information. 
Passengers traveling in the service areas of Auburn Transit, Lincoln Transit, Placer 
County Transit, Roseville Transit, and Health Express now only need to call a single 
phone number established to make it simple for passengers, eliminating the need to call 
each transit agency individually. Consolidating phone numbers and call center services 
for the transit agencies is a result of annual regional public hearings regarding unmet 
transit needs. The new number, 745-7560, is for both 916 and 530 area codes; or TDD: 
888-745-7885. The phone line is open daily, 8 a.m. to 5 p.m. Hours may vary on 
holidays. Additional information is available at sptransitinfo@roseville.ca.us.  
 

3. TDM & Coordinated Transit Marketing Status Report 
 PCTPA and the City of Auburn teamed up to host Auburn’s 1st Annual Bikefest on 

Saturday, May 7th.  This was a bike safety event focused on children.  Teaming up with 
local sponsors including Auburn 49er Lions and State Farm Insurance – Agent Ralph 
Smith, we were able to purchase helmets for children who didn’t have helmets or whose 
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helmets didn’t fit properly.  Auburn area bike shops including 
Auburn Bike Works and Victory Velo volunteered their 
services and provided bike inspections.  Once their bikes 
were checked out and they had a properly fitting helmet, kids 
went through a bicycle obstacle course where they learned 
some fundamental rules of the road for cycling. 
 
 
PCTPA and CCJPA are promoting a “Rails to Sales” event on Saturday, June 25th.  This 
event is being advertised as a day or weekend excursion to San Francisco’s Union 
Square.  Those who purchase their ticket and board from the Auburn, Rocklin, Roseville, 
or Sacramento stations will receive a 25% discount on train travel when they purchase 
their ticket through placershoppingtrain.org.  This promotion is to encourage weekend 
train travel from Placer County stations. 
 
May is Bike Month concluded and the region exceeded its goal of one million miles with 
1,393,844 cycling miles logged.  There were 6,814 bicyclists registered on the 
Mayisbikemonth.com website.  PCTPA had 195 registrants who logged 47,179 cycling 
miles. The miles ridden for recreational purposes totaled 39,188, 5,054 were commute 
miles, 1,034 were errand miles, and 406 were miles ridden for work trips. 
 

4. I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements Project – PA&ED Phase 
Project Management.  The Project Development Team (PDT) met on April 12.  Agenda 
items included: 
• reviewing a preliminary communications plan for the project team (Federal Highway 

Administration – FHWA, Caltrans, PCTPA, and the consultant team) 
• finalizing public workshop details 
• developing traffic modeling components such as deciding on the appropriate SACOG 

model, land use assumptions, and vicinity roadway improvements 
• identifying data collection efforts such as as-built drawings, traffic data, and other 

Caltrans historical information 
• exploring air quality requirements for the traffic analysis and later environmental 

review 
 
An April 28, follow-up PDT ‘focus’ meeting reviewed specific traffic and air quality 
issues.  A May 12 meeting was held with local jurisdictions and Caltrans to clarify traffic 
modeling for land use assumptions and the future roadway network. 
 
Public Outreach.  The first community workshop was conducted on April 14 in the 
Rocklin City Council Chambers.  The workshop’s purpose was to introduce the overall 
project, the Project Approval and Environmental Document (PA&ED) phase, proposed 
schedule, and to gather initial public input.  The open house workshop format consisted 
of a brief presentation with a number of information stations.  Turnout for the workshop 
was very light. A complete workshop summary is available on the project web site – 
www.8065interchange.org. 
 
Prior to the workshop, the project team identified and met with a number of stakeholders 
such as business and property owners in the Taylor Road vicinity to discuss the project’s 
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process and schedule as well as to encourage workshop attendance.  Presentation meeting 
materials, display boards, meeting flyers, and announcements were prepared for the 
workshop. 
 
Preliminary Design.  Work to identify the project alternatives began.  The alternatives 
identified through this process will be analyzed in the environmental document.  The 
work involves completing data collection, updating the project’s Purpose and Need 
Statement, developing screening criteria, identifying and screening alternative concepts, 
gathering public input, and refining the alternatives.  
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MEMORANDUM
 

TO: Celia McAdam 

FROM: Randle Communications 

DATE: April 19, 2011 

RE: March 2011 Monthly Report 

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

Randle worked closely with PCTPA Executive Director Celia McAdam (McAdam) 
and Board Chair Kirk Uhler (Uhler) to 'finalize an opinion editorial that outlines 
progress achieved on future planning for Loomis-area improvement projects. 

Randle also promoted the Smart Cycling Clinics being offered throughout 
March and April. 

Following is a capsule summary of activities: 

Media Relations 

.Safe Cycling Clinics 

Randle worked with PCTPA to promote the agency-sponsored free "Smart 
Cycling Clinics", in local online calendars, and with local newspapers and 
broadcast media. Of particular note, Randle reached out to Sacramento Bee 
reporter, Ed Fletcher, and provided him with cycling infrastructure information in 
advance of a possible story on biking in Placer and Sacramento Counties. 

Lincoln Bypass Information Outreach 

Randle worked with Scott Frederickson at CalTrans to draft and distribute the 
following construction advisories for work performed on the Lincoln Bypass: 
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•	 "Twelve Bridges Drive on-ramp to Highway 65 closed for three days," was 
distributed on March 10, announcing the northbound Highway 65 onramp 
closure at Sunrise Boulevard for electrical work needed in connection to 
Lincoln Bypass alignment. 

•	 "Highway 65 Repair Work Scheduled for Wednesday, March 16," 
distributed on March 14, announcing Highway 65 lane closures needed to 
repair pavement deterioration (potholes) between Sterling Parkway and 
Twelve Bridges Drive. 

•	 "Highway 65 Repair Work Scheduled for Wednesday, March 30," 
distributed on March 30, announcing Highway 65 lane closures needed to 
repair pavement deterioration (potholes) between Sterling Parkway and 
Twelve Bridges Drive. This was the second time in March this repair work 
was needed. 

Opinion Editorial 

Randle worked with McAdam and Uhler to finalize the opinion editorial, 
"Improvements Coming to Interstate 80," specifically for the Loomis News. 

Media Covera e 

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

•	 Loomis News - Published the opinion editorial, "Improvements coming to 
Interstate 80 access," on March 11,2011. 
Circulation: 4,800 

•	 PlacerCounfyOnline - Published the advisory, "Twelve Bridges Drive on
ramp to Highway 65 closed for "ihree days," on March 14,2011. 
Circulation: nla 

•	 Auburn Journal - Published the advisory, "Safe Cycling Classes Offered to 
Teach," on March 15,2011, for both Auburn based classes. 
Circulation: 10,200 

•	 CBS 13 - Published the advisory, "Safe Cycling Classes Offered to Teach," 
on March 15, 2011, for all four classes. 
Circulation: nla 

•	 News 10 - Published the advisory, "Safe Cycling Classes Offered to Teach," 
on March 15, 2011, for all four classes. 
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Circula'tion: nla 

•	 PlacerCountyOnline - Published the article, "Learn cycling skills; free 
classes in Placer County," on March 15, 2011, informing readers of the 
bicycle safety classes being offered. 
Circulation: nla 

•	 Placer Herald - Published the advisory, "Safe Cycling Classes Offered to 
Teach," on March 15,2011, for both Roseville based classes. 
Circulation: 15,200 

•	 Roseville Press-Tribune - Published the advisory, "Safe Cycling Classes 
Offered to Teach," on March 15, 2011, for both Roseville based classes. .~~.. 

Circulation: 27,700 

•	 KCRA - Published the advisory, "Safe Cycling Classes Offered to Teach," 
on March 15,2011, for all four classes. 
Circulation: nla 

•	 PlacerCountyOnline - Published the advisory, "Safe Cycling Classes 
Offered to Teach," on March 15,2011, for all four classes. 
Circulation: nla 

•	 News 10 Roseville - Published the advisory, "Safe Cycling Classes Offered 
to Teach," on March 24, 2011, for both Roseville classes. 
Circulation: nla 

•	 News10 Auburn - Published the advisory, "Safe Cycling Classes Offered to 
Teach," on March 24, 2011, for both Auburn classes. 
Circulation: nla 

•	 PlacerCountyOnline - Published the advisory, "Highway 65 Repair Work 
Scheduled for Wednesday, March 30," on March 29, 2011, informing 
readers of upcoming roadwork. 
Circulation: nla 

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. 

### 



",~NDLE

~ ~MMUNICATIONS
 

MEMORANDUM
 

TO: Celia McAdam 

FROM: Randle Communications 

DATE: May 12, 2011 

RE: April 2011 Monthly Report 

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

Randle conducted media outreach throughout April to promote four "Smart 
Cycling Clinics" offered by PCTPA to Placer residents. 

Randle also continued working with Caltrans and City of Lincoln to distribute 
construction activity advisories updating residents of work being performed on 
the SR 65 Lincoln Bypass and potential impacts on their commute. 

In addition, Randle began drafting the next issue of Planning Ahead, PCTPA's 
quarterly newsletter, which is scheduled for release the week of May 9. 

Following is a capsule summary of activities: 

Media Relations 

Safe--Cycling Clinics 

Randle worked with PCTPA to promote the agency-sponsored "Smart Cycling 
Clinics" held throughout April, in local online calendars, and with local print 
outlets and broadcast media. Of particular note, Randle worked closely with 
Sacramento Bee reporter, Ed Fletcher, and provided him with cycling 
infrastructure information on biking in Placer and Sacramento Counties, in an 
effort to secure a larger story on Placer cycling. 
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Randle was able to secure coverage for the "Smart Cycling Clinics" in the 
Auburn Journal, notably, having the mention included in a larger article 
covering the Amgen Tour. 

Lincoln Bypass Information Outreach 

Randle worked with Scott Frederickson at Caltrans to draft and distribute the 
following construction advisories for work performed on the Lincoln Bypass: 

•	 "Lincoln Bypass work will close Ferrari Ranch Road April 19-29," distributed 
on April 14, announcing Ferrari Ranch Rod lane closures needed to finish 
and paint bridge exterior surfaces directly above Ferrari Ranch Road. 

•	 "Highway 65 pothole repair work scheduled for Wednesday," distributed 
on April 25, announcing the Highway 65 off-ramp to Twelve Bridges Drive 
will be closed for needed pothole repair work. 

Randle distributed each advisory to applicable Gold Country media outlets, 
and City of Lincoln, to ensure Placer residents were up to date on -the latest 
news on the Bypass. 

Media Covera e 

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

•	 Auburn Journal· Published the story, "Volunteers provide strong support 
for Amgen," on April 7, 2011, to help promote the Safe Cycling Clinics in 
Auburn. 
Circulation: 10,200 

•	 PlacerCounfyOnline . Published the advisory, "Lincoln Bypass work will 
close Ferrari Ranch Road April 19-29," on April 14, 201l. 
CirculaHon: nfa 

•	 Placer Herald - Published the article, "1-80/SR 65 Interchange project 
moves ahead," on April 20, 2011, discussing community input on the 1
80/SR-65 Interchange Project. 
Circulation: 15,200 

•	 PlacerCounfyOnline - Published the advisory, "Highway 65 pothole repair 
work scheduled for Wednesday," on April 25, 2011. 
Circulation: nfa 
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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 
 
April 29, 2011 
 
To: Celia McAdam 
From: Sante Esposito 
Subject: April 2011 Monthly Report 
 
The following addresses various issues with respect to PCTPA. 
 
FY11 Appropriations 
 
On April 15, President Obama signed the final Continuing Resolution for FY11 that provides 
funding for the government through September 30, 2011 (the end of the current fiscal year). 
Overall, the CR cuts nearly $40 billion. In transportation, the new law eliminates $1.2 billion for 
various high speed rail projects and rescinds over $250 million for specific highway projects that 
were authorized in the 1998 highway law and for which funds were never obligated. The CR 
does not affect in any way projects funded in SAFETEA-LU or post-2005 appropriations bills. 
No new earmarks were included. 
 
To review, last 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 
 
With work now completed on the FY11 appropriations, Congress has now turned its attention to 
FY12. No specific project requests were solicited by Members given the current ban on 
earmarks. However, Senator Inouye, Chairman of the Senate Appropriations Committee, is 
currently working on “a set of guidelines” that address the definition of what an earmark is and a 
process for going forward with them. In addition, it has become more and more clearer to 
Members of Congress that banning earmarks does not result in reduced spending- it only means 



that those earmark funds go to the various Executive Branch Agencies. As a result, even the most 
conservative House Republicans are beginning to have second thoughts on an earmark ban. For 
our part, pending the outcome of the FY12 appropriations process, we will “follow the money 
trail” whether that be in Congress or with the various Federal agencies. 
 
SAFETEA-LU Reauthorization 
 
Both the House and the Senate are drafting bills. It is unclear at this time what the specifics of 
those bills are regarding duration and funding levels. SAFETEA-LU included total funding of 
approximately $290 billion. Pursuant to the Congressional Budget Office (CBO) baseline, the 
current funding level for highway, highway safety, and public transit investments is $331 billion 
over the next six years (FY 2012 – FY 2017), including $316 billion of contract authority from 
the Highway Trust Fund and $15 billion from the General Fund. Both Houses have set Memorial 
Day as their goal for moving bills out of committee. In the House, the “jury” is still out regarding 
project earmarks. In the Senate, however, Boxer has also been working with Senator Inhofe, the 
senior Republican on her committee, to test how far the definition of an “earmark” will be 
extended by their joint call for projects under the Water Resources Development Act 
reauthorization bill.  On a separate track, Inhofe is working with Senator McCain to get 
committee-authorized projects exempted from the current earmark ban. 
 
Within his FY12 Budget, President Obama has proposed a $553 billion SAFETEA-LU 
reauthorization bill.  In order to have an immediate economic impact, the proposal would 
frontload in FY12 $50 billion of the six-year $553 billion bill to “spur job growth and allow 
states to initiate multi-year investments in roads, railways and runways.”   
 
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.” 
 
D.C. Visit 
 
On May 10, in conjunction with the Cap-to-Cap annual conference, representatives of PCTPA 
will be visiting the Delegation in support of the Placer Parkway and Lincoln Bypass projects. 
 
Grants 
 
Effective January 1, Federal Advocates expanded its client grant solicitation service, and began 
process of providing possible grant opportunities per its earlier press release. 



 
1701 Pennsylvania Avenue 

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

www.federaladvocates.com 
 
May 31, 2011 
 
To: Celia McAdam 
From: Sante Esposito 
Subject: May 2011 Monthly Report 
 
The following addresses various issues with respect to PCTPA. 

 
Budget Issues 
 
Congress continues to focus on the issues of deficit reduction and the need to increase the federal debt ceiling 
before early August.  A number of key Republican leaders have said they will not vote for a debt ceiling increase 
without pairing it with spending cuts, possibly in the trillions of dollars.  One effort to reach a bi‐partisan 
agreement on the deficit recently stalled when Senator Tom Coburn (R‐OK) decided to leave the Senate "Gang of 
Six" group which had been making some progress on a budget deal.  Now the focus is on Vice President Joe Biden's 
"Blair House Summit" group, a bi‐cameral, bi‐partisan group set up by the White House to find some consensus on 
addressing the deficit. 
 
The House has passed its FY'12 Budget Resolution, but Senate Budget Committee Chairman Kent Conrad (D‐ND) 
has announced that action on a Senate Budget Resolution will be postponed until the Biden group hopefully 
produces an agreement.  It is possible the Senate will not pass a budget this year because it may not be able to get 
enough Democratic votes in support of significant spending cuts or any Republican votes for possible tax increases.  
 
The Senate held twin show votes May 25 on the budgets written by House Republicans and the White House 
earlier this year. While Majority Leader Harry Reid (D‐Nev.) was able to put senators on record on the Ryan budget, 
which envisions fundamental changes to the Medicare and Medicaid programs, he also left President Obama 
vulnerable to embarrassment. The Ryan budget failed, 40‐57, with five Republicans ‐‐ Scott Brown, Susan Collins, 
Olympia Snowe, Lisa Murkowski and Rand Paul ‐‐ voting against. The Obama plan received no votes at all, from 
either party. In holding the votes, Majority Leader Harry Reid (D‐Nev.) was able to capitalize on the momentum 
from House Democrats' special election victory in New York's 26th District Tuesday to keep the political spotlight 
on the issue of GOP‐favored Medicare changes. But it came at the cost of revealing the complete deficit of support 
for Obama's original plan.  
 

Surface Transportation Reauthorization 
 
The House and Senate authorizing committees continue to draft surface transportation authorization bills. The 
House Republican committee staff has indicated they will not have a bill to introduce until the end of June.  Their 
goal is for committee action in late June in order to go to the House floor before the August recess.  The House bill 
will not include any project earmarks (even FTA New Start projects) and may eliminate most, if not all, highway 



discretionary programs in order to direct funds to formula programs so that cuts in state formula allocations will 
not appear as severe.  The bill will likely be in the range of $220B over six years as compared to the SAFETEA‐LU 
level of $286B.  The focus of the House bill will be on leveraging Federal funds through streamlining project 
delivery, encouraging PPPs and innovative financing, reducing red tape, "devolving" decision making and project 
approvals to the state level, and making projects and programs of national interest a priority. 
 
The three Senate authorizing committees continue to work on their bills. The EPW Committee is drafting its 
highway title working closely with the Republican members.  They are likely basing their bill in part on the leaked 
Administration draft. They are close to introducing a bill at current funding levels plus inflation. The Senate Banking 
Committee held a hearing last week on its Transit title, taking testimony from FTA Administrator Peter Rogoff on 
the Administration's transit proposals. 
 
It is likely that US DOT will never officially release its reauthorization proposal because of the lack of time to get 
OMB and other agency approvals. In the meantime, committee staff and industry groups continue to pour over 
various leaked versions of the DOT bill. 
 
To review, PCTPA is seeking Federal funding for the following in SAFETEA‐LU reauthorization: under Projects of 
National and Regional Significance through Congressman Herger and Senators Feinstein and Boxer for the Placer 
Parkway, $25M; and via High priority Project funding through Congressman McClintock for the Lincoln Bypass 
Phase 2, $4M. A letter of support for the Parkway project was sent to the congressional delegation on behalf of 
Placer County, PCTPA, Sutter County, and the Cities of Roseville, Rocklin, and Lincoln. 
 

FY'12 Appropriations 
 
House Appropriations Committee Chairman Hal Rogers (R‐KY) has released the FY'12 subcommittee 302(b) 
allocations which are the overall funding levels each subcommittee has to work with to draft their FY'12 
appropriation bills. The Transportation‐HUD subcommittee allocation is only $47.7B which is a significant decrease 
(13.9%) from the FY'11 allocation of $55.4B, a huge cut from the FY'10 allocation of $67.9B, and even below what 
was an artificially low FY'08 level. This level will make it very difficult for the THUD Subcommittee to write an FY'12 
bill that can pass the House, much less the Senate.  
 
The House FY'12 THUD Appropriations bill will be debated in subcommittee on July 14 and on July 26 in full 
committee, a month later than usual, making it one of the last spending bills to be considered.  The Senate has not 
yet announced its markup schedule. 
 
The House Homeland Security Appropriations Subcommittee recently acted on its FY'12 bill and severely cut 
funding for rail, transit and port security grants. The total funding for the DHS State and Local Programs account, 
under which these programs are funded, was cut from $3B in FY'10 and $2.2B in FY'11 to only $1B for FY'12.  The 
House bill leaves it up to DHS how to divide up the funding among the various security programs. 
 

TIGER III FY'11 Funding 
 
US DOT expects to issue a Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) for the $527M in FY'11 TIGER funding in mid‐June. 
 The FY'11 program does not include any funding for planning grants.  The criteria will be similar to the $600M 
TIGER II program and it is expected that DOT will continue to spread funding around geographically, both by region 
and population.  DOT would like to find a way to reduce the huge number of applications they have been receiving 
and to address this it might institute a two‐step process that includes an initial letter of interest to eliminate 
projects that do not appear competitive.  DOT encourages states and regions to prioritize and limit the number of 
applications they submit. 
 

DC Meetings 
 



On May 10, Chairman Kirk Uhler, accompanied by Federal Advocates, met with the following: 
 
Ben Kramer and Daniel Witt, LA's, Senator Feinstein 
They mostly listened and had few questions re the merits/scope of the Parkway project. They focused montly on 
SAFETEA‐LU and whether or not projects would be included. Said that the current earmark ban in the Senate only 
applies to appropriations bills and they were waiting for "direction" on SAFETEA‐LU reauthorization. 
 
Andrew Dorfman,Counsel, Senate Environemnt and Public Works Committee 
Asked about overall funding for the Project; timing of construction; and, status of environmental requirements. 
Said Boxer's goal is to have a bill out of Committee this spring with Floor to follow a month after. Said that Boxer 
wants to do projects of national and regional significance and does not want to turn funding/decision re which 
projects would get funded to the Administration. He said the Repubs on the Committee support her on this point. 
 
Kristen Glenn, LD, McClintock 
Both the Parkway and the Lincoln Bypass projects were presented to her. It was made clear that funding for the 
former was being sought via projects of national and regional significance, and for the latter from McClintock's 
high priority project allocation. She reitereated the Congressman's support for the latter. 
 
Rachel Alexander, LA, Herger 
Asked about the total cost of the project and the timing of construction. Did not engage in the specific of the ask. 
Told her with whom we had met. 
 

Federal Grants 
 
With the potential shift of project funding from the appropriations process (Capitol Hill) to the grant selection 
process (agencies), the Firm works aggressively to proactively pursue Federal discretionary and non‐discretionary 
grant opportunities. In doing so, the Firm has created a sophisticated grant research. The Firm monitors grant 
announcements from all 26 Federal agencies (over 1,000 individual grant programs) and provides a nexus between 
a grant opportunity and a potential City project. Once a grant opportunity has been identified, the Firm utilizes a 
proven strategy that allows the client to engage several key Washington, D.C. contacts to support a specific grant 
request. In doing so, the Firm has successfully secured over $200 million in discretionary and non‐discretionary 
Federal agency grant funding for its clients. 
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CAPITOL CORRIDOR MONTHLY PERFORMANCE REPORT 

MAY 2011 

Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority 
 

Service Performance Results – May 2011 
 

 
 

Transportation 

 Bicycle Access: Modifications have begun on coach cars to improve baggage capacity for San 

Joaquin trains which will allow more cab/coach cars with added bike spaces to be assigned to the 

Capitol Corridor trains  

 On-time performance (OTP) was 96%, still most reliable route in the Amtrak system. 
 

Mechanical 

 Equipment Performance: Delays on locomotives and door systems reduced significantly due to 

increased attention by CCJPA and Amtrak mechanical teams. 

 Equipment Overhaul:  Door operating systems upgrades are complete on 60% of coaches; improved 

emissions on State-owned F-59 locomotives are proceeding (~40% complete) 
 

Engineering 

 Yolo Crossover Project:  CCJPA staff is awaiting input from FRA on the various agreements to secure 

ARRA funds for the project. 

 Sacramento Railyard Project: Staff is working with project team on the integration of project 

improvements with the train operating plan during the construction of the project.  
 

Safety/Security 

 Security Cameras at Unstaffed Stations: Project install has begun; to be done by fall 2011.  

 Fence Projects: Site evaluations underway to prevent access onto tracks in response to numerous 

trespasser incidents/fatalities in April that impacted thousands of passengers. 

 Police Patrols: Special assigned Amtrak canine units are supplementing Amtrak police patrols of 

trains and stations. 
 

Planning/Projects 

 Awards for $2B in High Speed Intercity Passenger Rail (HSIPR): Discussions have begun with 

Caltrans Rail and the FRA on the procurement plan for the order of 40 rail coach cars and 6 

locomotives.  

 Wireless Network: Installation of wireless equipment will begin in June.  
 

Marketing/Communications 

 Promotions: Ads running on TV, radio, and on-line; partnerships/ promotions include National 

Train Day, A’s Home Games, Kids Ride Free on Weekends, Seniors Ride Half Off midweek.  

 Public Relations: Green Business Forum May 17; prepared for Fight Hunger food drive. 
 

  Administrative/Budget/Other 

 The Governor’s May Revise for the FY11-12 budget keeps funding at a level to support current 

levels of Capitol Corridor and other intercity passenger rail trains.  

 FY2012 federal rail funding will be difficult since the FY2011 budget “zeroed out” funding for 

HSIPR capital grants (from $2.5B in FY2010) and PTC.   

Standard May-11 vs. May 2010 YTD vs. Prior YTD vs. FY11 Plan

Ridership 152,128 9.7% 1,122,377 9.2% 5.2%

Revenue $2,424,543 13.8% 17,814,929$      12.2% 3.4%

Operating Ratio 54% 45% 51% 48% 49%

OTP 96% 96% 96% 92% 90%

Notes: Ridership up 8% over last 12 months with revenue up 11% during the same period; 

pressure still remains on budget due to rising fuel (diesel) prices .
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Ridership On-time Performance System Operating Ratio (b)

Month Actual Business Plan Actual Actual Actual Business Plan

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

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

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

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

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

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

April-11 152,781 142,065 95.3% 54.4% $2,385,457 $2,193,000

May-11 152,128 150,513 96.1% 53.7% $2,424,543 $2,649,000

June-11 153,038 $2,633,000

July-11 153,613 $2,812,000

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

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

Total YTD 1,122,377 1,066,602 95.5% 51% $17,814,929 $17,235,000

Previous YTD 1,027,661  - - 92.0% 48% $15,872,381  - -

YTD Change 9.2% 5.2% 3.5% 2.9% 12.2% 3.4%

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

Revenues

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

State Perfomance Standards (a)

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

Other Performance Measures
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7.88% Overall 12-Month Growth
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Ridership Last 12 Months=1,675,335

Ridership Prior 12 Months=1,552,994
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Highway 65 Bypass will be a huge benefit to Lincoln 
By Tom Cosgrove Special to The News Messenger 

Thank you to The Lincoln News Messenger for offering me the opportunity to provide a little history and to update the 
community regarding the State Route 65 project (the bypass) being built west of Lincoln. 

Winter is over and the spring rains are gone (7) so we are seeing an increase in construction near the rodeo grounds 
south of Sterling along with a soon-to-be implemented re-routing of traffic in that area. And, for the curious, a short 
trip along Dowd Road west of Lincoln north to Sheridan will provide a view of the work along that part of the 
alignment as well. The Highway 65 Bypass is scheduled to be finished and opened next year, probably near the middle 
of summer. 

I have worked on getting the bypass to construction for the past 15 years but it has been on the books since 1973. It 
was partially funded in the early 1980s but the money was diverted to fix roads damaged by earthquakes and it took 
until 2001 for any funding to come back. 

The bypass is a caltrans project but the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency is the organization that 
spearheaded the effort to fund the bypass. 

caltrans District 3 (Jody Jones, director) has been an excellent partner, working collaboratively with Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency and the city of Lincoln to fund and build this project. 

When I became Lincoln's representative on Placer County Transportation Planning Agency in 1995, I immediately 
began to gather support for the bypass. 

By working together with the other jurisdictions to support their projects, it eventually became Lincoln's turn for 
funding of the bypass. A huge amount of credit must be given to Bob Watkins, who was interim executive director of 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency, when the effort to fund the bypass began and Celia McAdam, current 
executive director of the agency, who has spent the last 1 V2 decades keeping the funding flowing, getting the 
environmental work done, keeping the design work processing and getting the project under construction. All this, 
while seeing that the other jurisdictions received funding for their projects as well. 

The difficulties in getting the bypass to construction includes the funding challenges but the effort to process the 
Environmental Impact Report/Study is what took the longest time - eight years. Since federal funds are being used, 
the Environmental Protection Agency, the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers and the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service all 
reviewed the project. Their comments ranged from preferring re-alignments along Joiner Parkway to simply not doing 
the project and, at times, it seemed they did not even agree with each other what was best. 

Each agency viewed the bypass from their mission objectives with local planning and local economics largely ignored. 

With the help of then-Congressman John Doolittle, we were able to reach agreement with the federal Resource 
Agencies and eventually define the footprint of the project. 

The next hurdle was again funding. During the Environmental Impact Report/Study processing, the project cost had 
grown larger. Remember, this was now during the time of significant regional growth and building costs had risen 
dramatically. 

As a result, there was not enough funding to do the complete project so it was scaled back to a four-lane project to 
Nelson Road with the balance a two-lane section to Sheridan but with the acquisition of Right-of-Way for the full four
lane bypass to Sheridan. 

Project design work began and, as that work was completed, the economy had changed again. When the bypass was 
put out to bid, the costs were much lower than what caltrans had anticipated. Unfortunately Caltrans does not have 
an effective method to allow a scaled-down project to be restored to its original scope so the effort has been to "re
capture" the "savings" from bids to bring the project to a full four-lane road to Wise Road (or Sheridan). 

Through the efforts of McAdam, with support from caltrans District 3 Director Jody Jones and the Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency board, I believe we have an excellent opportunity for this to happen. 



Three important consequences will occur when the bypass opens and about 25,000 cars a day are re-routed. First, 
downtown Linroln will have the opportunity to become a more comfortable place to visit. Re-design of the downtown 
is currently underway, as the Page 4 column notes. But it is really quite simple - the economic viability of our 
downtown rests in our own hands. Our downtown businesses need the support of our entire community. 

Second, there will be better regional access to the retail/commercial areas near Ferrari Ranch Road and Joiner 
Parkway. The expectation is that with the improved access via the Ferrari interchange, existing businesses will have 
more customers and new businesses will fill the currently vacant buildings. This area will become a strong attraction 
for regional shoppers and will help improve the sales tax base for our city. 

And last, the intersection at Nelson Road will provide direct access to the Lincoln Airport. With this long-needed 
connection in place, the rommercial/industrial elements of the airport property can now realize their full potential. This 
means local jobs for our residents, which will contribute to the eronomic health of our city. For this to happen, we will 
need to improve Nelson Road between the airport and the bypass. The city is currently working with the county and 
Caltrans to make these improvements happen. 

There have been decades of work to get the bypass under ronstruction and years of planning in preparation for the 
opening of the bypass. The ribbon cutting next year will mark the opening of the bypass for traffic but it will also mark 
the rontinuation of the efforts we will need to pursue to complete the task of a successful transition for our city. 

Tom Cosgrove is a Linroln councilman. 
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Interstate 80/TaylorRoad exit
 
still facing possible closure
 
Loomis businesses want	 cussed since 2009, when a 

report written by Caltrans conto see freeway exit remain cluded the exit was too close to 
BY JON BRINES the interchange and was 
GOLD COUNTRY NEWS SERVICE impacting merging vehicles. 

CalTrans may still close the Since that time, Roseville, 
Taylor Road offramp in Rocklin Rocklin and Loomis area busi
as part of an Interstate 80/State nesses and chamber of com
Route 65 interchange improve merce groups have expressed 
ment project. their objections to the closure. 

A public meeting was recent Suzanne Carlon and her hus
1y held in Rocklin on the inter band, Pat Taylor, co-own both 
change improvement project. Taylor's .Restaurant and the 
Celia McAdam, executive direc newly opened Taylor's Corner. 
tor of the Placer CountyTrans Carlon said the couple relocat
portation PlanningAgency, told ed the hamburger restaurant to 
attendees that public input will a Taylor Road location in down
be considered. town Loomis an,d opened Tay

"It is on the table as a possi lor's Corner, a panini, salad, 
bility along with all kinds ofoth coffee drink and smoothie 
er possibilities, but it's only restaurant, at the old location 
going to happen if everyone on Taylor Road. 
wants it to happen," McAdam "We're hoping they keep the 
said. ''I'm hearing a lot offeed exit open. Our restaurants 
back that the public does not depend on business from vehi

. want this to happen." cles driving by, especiallywhen 
The possible closure of the traffic backs up on the freeway 

Taylor Road exit has been dis- and everyone cuts off on Taylor 

GOLD COUNTRY NEWS SERVICE FILE PHOTO 

CalTrans is still considering the closure of the Taylor Road exit 
on Interstate 80 when improvements are made to the inter
change at State Route 65. Loomis business owners claim the 
closure would hurt their businesses. 

Road," Carlon said.	 enhance safety. All ofthe design 
According to McAdam, the alternatives are still on the table 

$280-million project could take as the transportation agency 
seven years to complete. The looks for public input. 
project proposes improve "We can design the most fab
ments to the interchange to ulous thing in the world, but ifit 
reduce traffic congestion, is not what the public wants 
improve traffic operations, and • SEE TAYLOR PAGE AS 

TAYLOR: Replacement exit also being exanlined
 
mntinued from A1 
then we are wasting 
time," McAdam said. 
"That's what these meet
ings are about." 

Beyond the controver
sial closure idea, a 
replacement of the exit 
ramp's location is also 
being considered. 

"There are some that 
make the access to Taylor 
Road entirely different
but enhances it - by 
making an under-cross
ing of the freeway," 
McAdam said. 

The project would also 
likely redesign the inter
change ramp between 1
80/SR 65 to move traffic at 
regular freeway speeds as 

opposed to the current 
design that slows traffic 
downbefore the transition. 

"Nowthat doesn't func
tion very well," McAdam 
said. "While you are slow
ing people you also want 
to get enough people 
through that interchange 
fast enough to keep 1-80 
free flowing." 

She said other ideas 
include separate lanes 
and various fly-over con

. nection designs. Eventu
ally, a connecting high 
occupancy vehicle lane 
will also be included. 

Funding could be an 
issue for the project as 
uncertainty in local, state 
and federal budgets 

remains an ongoing con
cern, according to 
McAdam. 

"It sounds sad now but 
you've got to be ready," 
McAdam said. "Because 
when things turn around, 
they turn around fast and 
transportation projects 
take a long time to devel
op." 

. For more information, 
e-mail questions to pct
pa@pctpa.net, log on to 
their website 
www.8065interchange.or 
g or call project manager 
Stan Tidman at (530) 823
4030. 

Loomis News Editor Joyia Emard 
contributed to this article. . . 



;J>;J>
'""de::::
:;otd
He:::: 
t-<~ 
NProposed closure of current Taylor Road exit raising concerns 
~ 0
lily 

c:: 
state 80/State Route 65 inter Stephenson, said. "I've got a the Placer County Transporta Oz,Intetstate 80/State Route 65 N:;O

.-.;J>change. business there and you start tion Planning Agency, tried to .-.t-<:interchange improvement ''I'm always concerned about closing ramps and start making put to rest some concerns 
project moving forward that," Roseville property owner people go out of the their way to about the idea of the exit clo

Candy Stephenson said. get to your business - it's bad sure. 
',BY JON BRINES Stephenson owns the old for business." "It is on the table as a possi
,GOLD COUNTRY NEWS SERVICE stone house, an office building Stephenson went to the first bility along with all kinds of oth
, Some residents are still reel and acreage offTaylor Road on of four public meetings on the er possibilities, but it's only 
:ing from the idea the Taylor the edge of the 80/65 inter I-80/SR 65 interchange going to happen if everyone 
Road interchange could go change. improvement project, this time wants it to happen," McAdam 
away with a new construction "Nobody wanted 'the Taylor l:J.eld April 14 in Rocklin. Celia said. ''I'm hearing a lot of feed-
project to improve the Inter- Road on- and off-road closed," ,McAdam, executive director of • SEE INTERCHANGE PAGE A7 

INTERCHANGE: Design alternatives for the project are still under revie~ officials said
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back that the public does 
not want this to happen." 

The idea popped up in 
the 2009'\ Project Study 
Report written by Cal
trans that focused on 
traffic flow and conclud
ed the exit was too close 
to the interchange and 
was impacting merging. 
Since then Roseville, 
Rocklin area businesses 
and chamber of com
merce groups have 
expressed objections to 
the transportation 
agency. 

Also in attendance was 
Veterinarian Tamsen Tay
lor, who operates Sunset 
Whitney Vet Hospital on 
Pacific Street in Rocklin, 
who said she was con
cerned about the closure, 
too. 

"I have some clients 
who come from that 
direction," Taylor said. 

Taylor admits she is a 
little:' skeptical, ~fter 
attending the workshop. 

"They did not say it was 
not going to happen 
either. There are some 
alternatives and it's a 
plan," Taylor said. "Maybe 
I'll be retired before they 
get this done." 

The $280 million proj
ect could take seven years 
to complete, according to 
McAdam. The project 
proposes improvements 
to the interchange to 
reduce traffic congestion, 
improve traffic opera
tions and enhance safety. 

All of the design alter
natives are still on the 
table as the transporta
tion agency looks for 

public input. 
"We can design the 

most fabulous thing in 
the world, but if it is not 
what the public wants 
then we are wasting 
time," McAdam said. 
"That's what these meet
ings are about." 

Beyond the controver
sial closure idea, a 
replacement of the exit 
ramp's location is also 
being considered. 

"There are some that 
make the access to Taylor 
Road entirely different
but enhance it - by mak
ing an under-crossing of 
the freeway," McAdam 
said. 

The project would also 
likely redesign the inter
change ramp between 1
80/SR 65 to move traffic 
at regular freeway speeds 

as opposed to the current 
design that slows traffic 
~own 1:>,gtq"f~"W$.,,~si-
tIOn.;·' .,;:." ..,., '.' 

"Now that doesn't func
tion very well," McAdam 
said. "While you are slow
ing people you also want 
to get enough people 
through that interchange 
fast enough to keep 1-80 
free flowing." 

There are some ideas 
that include' separate 
lanes and various flyover 
connection designs. 
Eventually a connecting 
High Occupancy Vehicle 
lane will also be included. 

Funding could be an 
issue for the project as 
uncertain:tY:.i.111Q~c.al., state 
and federal budgets 
remains an ongoing con
cern, according to 
McAdam. Even so trans
portation is needed. 

"It sounds sad now but 
you've got to be ready," 
McAdam said. "Because 
when things turn around, 
they turn around fast and 
transportation projects 
take a long time to devel
op." 

Right now, the pro
posed project is in the 
Project Report Approval 

and Environmental Doc
umentation phase, which 
is funde,d.py $3.~,milliqn 
in construction., savings 
from the 1-80 iiideniq.g 
project, which has seen 
costs improve with the 
declining economy, 
according to McAdam. 

Stephenson feels better 
about the project after 
the workshop, but she 
said she plans to watch 
the process very closely. 

"I think we're being lis
tened to - definitely," 
Stephenson said. ''I'll be 
here every meeting. You 
have to." 



THE SACRAMENTO BEE 
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Freeway work rankles 
There are several ill' 

stancl'ls 011 freeway projects 
lately where less-thaIl,per
fectconstruction timing has 
drivers flustered. 

Over at t'he wideniIlg 
project on Interstate 80 in 
Roseville, difivers wonder 
why workers ground the 
road surface rough, then 
just let it sit, llI1d Why the 
new HOV lanes aren't open 
yet. . , 

Short answer: Blame the 
extttnded rainy season. The 
rubberized asphalt top layer 
can't be put down until 
average night temperatures 
are above 55 degrees. 

When is that likely? Cal
trans says it's lOoking to get 
the first road section paved 
by ea.rly August. 

Call The ./lee's Tony'~izjaJc, 
(916) 321-1059. 

i 
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Bypass traffic shift on 65 
south to beginJune 2 

California Department 
of n-anspottation (Cal
trans) plans to shift south
bound Route 65 traffic to 
the new detour under the 
new Industrial Avenue 
Bridge, starting 6 a.m. 
June 2. 

Southbound Highway 
65 traffic will be detoured 
under the Industrial 
Avenue Bridge at Sterling 
Boulevard and will then 
rejoin the existing free
way. A portion of the 
detour will be posted at 20 
MPH due to a sharp curve 
on the detour alignment. 

Construction crews will 
implement southbound 
lane closures from 9 p.m. 
to 6 a.m. daily on High
way 65 to install a con
crete barrier and paint 
traffic stripes. One lane in 
each direction will be 
open at all times. Follow
ing the traffic shift to the 
detour, two lanes in each 
direction will remain 
open at all times. 

Northbound traffic is 
expected to join this 
alignment approximately 
three to four weeks later 

to make room for con
struction of the south end 
connections. 

The lane closures on 
the night ofJune l/June 2 
are necessary to paint 
traffic stripes where the 
detour connects to exist
ing Route 65 at Sterling 
Parkway and to also paint 
traffic stripes where the 
detour connects to exist
ing Route 65 near the 
existing Route 65 exit 
ramp to lWelve Bridges 
Drive. 

The $325-million High
way 65 project is creating 
an 11.7 mile bypass 
around Lincoln. 

All work is scheduled 
on a tentative basis and is 
subject to change 
depending on weather 
conditions, emergencies 
and other factors beyond 
the control of Caltrans, 
city ofLincoln and Placer 
County n-ansportation 
PlanningAgency. The traf
fic shift will remain in 
place until new Route 65 
(Lincoln Bypass) is open 
to traffic next year. 

- Staff report 
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Leaders head to D.C. to lobby
 
for flood control, green energy
 
JACK ROBINSON IEDITon 

Hundreds of business, civic and elected 
leaders from the Sacramentoarea will de-. 
scend on Washington, nc., this weekend 
to lobby for projects they see as critical 
to help the region pull out of a stubborn 
recession. 

Nearly 270 participantssigned up for the 
41st annual "Cap-to-Cap," a trip organized 
by the Sacramento Metro Chamber. To 
have that number at a time when the local 
economy is suffering "is pretty phenom
enal," said Matt Mahood, chief executive 
officer of the chamber. "It demonstrates 
the level of commitment." 

_ Participants pay their own way - up to 
$3,500 for airfare and hotel costs alone. 

Sacramento isn't the only city to send 
an annual delegation to Washington, but 
the effort is better organizedandpushesa 
morecoherentmessage than others, cham
berofficials said. Thathelps business lead
ers make a stronger impression. . 

"We spenda lotof time inadvance sharp
ening our pencilsand getting ourselves in 
alignment," Mahood said. "So when we 
ask for specific things as a region ... you 
don't have 200 different voices weiglilng 
in." 

That unified voice-andthe sheer num
ber of delegates - does distinguish the 
Sacramento group from othercity groups, 
said Rep. Dan Lungren. 

"Theyare the most organized, best-pre
pareddelegation I've seen," Lurigren said. 
"That's different than a lot of others." 

Delegates will leave Saturday and stay 
through Wednesday,presentingpolicypa
pers to members of Congress and admin
istrationofficials. 

The group's top priority this year is get
ting congressional support for continued 
federal funding of flood control, Mahood 

said. This includes asking for $16 million 
for levee repairs in various parts of the 
region. 

Delegates also will lobby for congres
sional support of a green energy proj
ect involving the Department of De
fense renewable energy testing center in 
Sacramento: 

Other projects for which delegates will 
seek support include several high-profIle 
transportation improvements: 

• $45 million to extend Sacramento's 
light-rail system four miles to Cosumnes 
River College. 

• $32 million to improve safety and in
crease speeds on the Capitol Corridor rail 
route to the Bay Area. 

• $25 million for a IS-mile highway con
necting state Route 65 to routes 70 and 99. 

•$20 million for the second phase of im
provementsfor the SacramentoValleySta
tion, including renovation of the historic 
Union Pacific depot. 

Wmning support for expensive projects 
is no easy task, particularly with a federal 
budget crunch and declining support for 
"earmarks" tucked into unrelated legis
lation to fund projects, chamber officials 
noted. . 

"It's a different world now, and they've 
learned that," adapting their lobbying ap
proach accordingly, Lungren said. 

SOII].e projects get otT the ground only . 
after years of lobbying. 

"The federal process moves at glacial 
speed," Mahood said. "You've got to go 
back and keep beating that same drum." 

The trips do pay otT, chamber officials 
say. They call Folsom Lake Crossing one 
success story - built far more quickly 
than it might have been without lobbying 
from Cap-to-Cap delegates. 

jrobinson@bizjournals.com /916=558-7862 



Saturday Bikefest to promote
 
two-wheeler safety for youth
 
Wearing helmet is natural 
for 6-year-old, father says 
BY BRIDGET JONES 
JOURNAL STAFF WRITER 

Auburn's youth now have a chance to 
feel the spirit of the Amgen Tour of Cali
fornia bike race. 

From 10 a.m. to noon on Saturdaykids 
and their parents can join other cycling 
enthusiasts for the Auburn Bikefest at 

E.V. Cain Middle School. The city of 
:Auburn and Placer CountyTransporta
tion Planning Agency are hosting the 
event. 

The event is scheduled to include a 
youth obstacle course, helmet fittings 
and bicycle safety inspections. 

"The safety (aspect) is important so 
the youth understand how to ride the 
bike, how to have a properly fitting hel
met as well as having a safe bike to ride," 

• SEE BIKEFEST PAGE A8 
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Solvi Sabol of the
 
Placer County
 
Transportation
 

. Planning Agency, 
assists Auburn resi

. dent Mackenzie 
Arndt, 6, in riding 
her bike without 
training wheels in 
front of the 
Auburn Police 
Department; as : 
Megan Siren,tran
sit manager fod:he 
city of Auburn, , 
keeps an eye out. 

BEN FURTADO. AUBURN 

JOURNAL 



BIKEFEST: As Auburn gears up for Amgen, Saturday's is abike event that caters to kids ~~ 
~tJj 

c::::: 

continued from A1 
said Megan Siren, transit 
manager for the city of 
Auburn. "(The event is 
also) promoting bicycling 
to school or errands to 
help the air quality." 

According to Solvi 

(;~tiS~FESf '. ... .... 
¥!~flt:,6.nevent for kids 
i3Qdtheir parents 
designed to educate 
Y9ythabout riding bicy
c;1i?s si3fely. 
liVhi:1n:lO a.m. to noon 

ifjatur<;lay 

.·Use.you·~•. s.ehse!i:l()()~~t1 
• Be predjttabf~,pEl~teady 
• Before riding,cbetkYlYtll". 

the boltson your'bikeand rn, 
tiqht and safe,chec~t!resf9r 

"., Always wear anelmet;G.1 
gooqgear to have. 

eA$$odation, Foresthill 
Ifke Boosters CI ub 
from Cancer" event 
I. 
kiqdergartners~ 
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Sabol, alternative trans . liVh~r~:hV.Cain.Middle ., Obs~rJe antr~r~J~ seventh and 1-3 
portation manager with 
Placer County Trans
portation Planning 
Agency, Safe Kids USA 
reports that while 50 per
cent ofyouth ages 5 to 14 
have helmets, only 25 
percent say they wear 

?<.:hpol, 150 Palm Ave., 
Auburn 
f;:ost:J\;ree •.. 

. 1N~~~!o ~ring: Your bicy
cI~i3t1d helmet 
}:\H~bilityrelease is 

needed for youth pc.H'· 
.• tiClpi::\ting intheev',,:n1:. 

-- ~~~<;anb~ 

signs a nd traffic signaJ~; 
to get damaged'mychl1'lpt 
damaged," Bellsaid. i 

. 
i 
• 

• Bringplenty()f~4tett 
phone'incase'Y(J\JPEieB

Source: Oliver Bell, m 
Shop . . 

42th-gtaders, 4:30· 
;m.··.for·sixth-grad.ers. 
~i.F~.ddona~i9nSgo 
Fund and 1\11 ax Her

'--' 

them. t~rcityof 
"I think this event is an swebsiteat that safety aspect." kids safe and educate 

opportunity to teach kids 
some fundamentals of 
safety and just stressing 
wearing a helmet," Sabol 
said. 

~.gbv;Copie5 
,pE;J<avaiiable at 
nt: 
i~jl~:\/i~it 
'. i3;90\lo~p¢t 

E.V. Cain's nc. Troopers 
are also planning to sell 
refreshments during 
Bikefest, Siren said. 

Lisa Kodl, owner of 

them as far as the rules of 
the road and helmet safe
ty," Kodl said. "(It's 
important to educate 
them) to always be aware 

everyone (out there), 
including parents," she 
said. "We have a lot ofkids 

also an opportunity to get 
out and experience 
Auburn firsthand as a 

Siren said there are no Auburn Bike Works, ofvehieles because (driv on bikes and their parents family - what is has to 
age requirements for the which is one of the event's ers) probably don't see don't ride ... so this will offer: bike trails, paths, 
event, but it's geared more sponsors, said she is them." help bring them in as well parks ... and in a safe way. 
toward 5- to 12-year-olds. "This is more kid involved for a couple of Kodl said she hopes the and be aware of what's It's going to be fun." 

Siren said this event focused," Siren said. "All reasons. event brings families going on." Auburn resident Tim 
offers kids the chance to the other Amgen activi "Basically I'm involved together through learning Auburn Police Chief Arndt said he plans to 
experience the thrill of 
Amgen. 

ties, they are more adult 
focused. And it provides 

because I think it's very 
important to keep our 

about bicycle riding. 
"Hopefully it will get 

Valerie Harris said the 
event celebrates all bicy
cle safety, not just safety 

take his 6-year-old 
daughter, Mackenzie, to 
Bikefest. 

gear. It also promotes the "I think it's important 
idea of letting family that she sees that she is 
knowwhere you are going not the only one that is 
to be riding as well as required to wear a helmet, 
partnering up to avoid it's every child," Arndt 
riding alone. said. "I believe when I was 

"It's an excellent oppor a kid, helmets weren't 
tunity for families to get even built yet and we did
out of the house, spend n't wear seatbelts or any
quality time together thing like that. She now 
learning about biking grabs her helmet like put
safety," Harris said. "It's ting on a seatbelt." 
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$108uys 
Unlimited Transit Rides! 
June 1-August31 
Use the Summer Youth Bus. Pass and Auburn Transitget to summer activities while saving 
money and improving air quality. For lincoln Transitonly $10, youth receive unlimited trips 
on south Placer County bus systems, Placer (ountyTransit
June l-August 31. The pass also has 
great discounts to area restaurants Roseville Transit 
and stores. 

This program is funded by tile 
learn mQre at www.pctpa.net. Pia(~r COl/my Air PolhHion Control District. 
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This ol/er is volid for 25Pa 01/ the regular (full) adult roil fore. This ol/er is valid for sale be!ween 04APRl J·26JUNI J and valid for lrovel 
on June 25 and June 26, 2011 only. Up to!wo (2) children ages 2·15 may accompany each adult 01 half the regular (full) adult roil fare. 
This ol/er is valid for travel on !wo (2) select Capitol Corridor train only: #729 ond #742. This ol/er is valid for travel 10 the San Francisco, 
CA (Shopping) station stop only. Aillrovel must originate from one of lhe following Placer County Gties: Auburn, Rocklin, Sacromento or 
RoseVille, California. Seoting is limited. Seats may nof be ovoilable on 0/1 trains at all times. This oller is valid for coach seols only. In 
oddition to the discount restrictions, this ol/er is also subject to any restrictions, blackouts and refund rules that apply to the type of fore 
purchases. Fares, routes and schedules are subject to change without notice. This offer is not combinable with any ather discount ol/er. Once 
travel has begun, no changes to the itinerary are permitled. Other restrictions may apply. Please refer to discount code H861. Amtrak is a 
registered service mark of lhe Notional Railroad Passenger Corporation Capitol Corridor is a registered service mark of the Capitol Corridor 
Joint Powers Authority. 




