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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 

April 12, 2011 
 
 

ATTENDANCE: Bernie Schroeder, City of Auburn 
Megan Siren, City of Auburn 
Bruce Burnworth, City of Lincoln 
Brian Fragiao, Town of Loomis 
Andrew Gaber, Placer County Public Works 
Rich Moorehead, Placer County Public Works 
Angel Rinker, Placer County Air Pollution Control District 
Dave Palmer, City of Rocklin 
Mike Wixon, City of Roseville 
Dianira Soto, Caltrans 
Matt Carpenter, SACOG (via conference call) 
Clint Holtzen, SACOG (via conference call) 
 
Celia McAdam, PCTPA 
Scott Aaron, PCTPA 
David Melko, PCTPA 
Sue Sholtis, PCTPA 
Steve Propst, PCTPA 

 
SACOG 2035 Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) Update Project List 
Celia McAdam has been working with SACOG on the project list that will go into the 
Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) based on PCTPA’s Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 
adopted in September 2010.  Since projects change over time, staff wanted to ensure everyone 
was in agreement on the project list.  Handouts of Placer County MTP projects were provided to 
TAC members. 
 
Matt Carpenter noted although there are financial constraints and lower revenues projects, staff 
will continue to collaborate for input on projects and reflect RTP priorities. One may not find all 
phases in the MTP, but they can bring in construction phase when dollars are secure.  Carpenter 
asked for input on Placer County projects by April 26, noting SACOG also has a call for projects 
in the four county region (Sacramento, Yolo, Yuba, and Sutter).  Carpenter wants the MTP to be 
a vision and support land use with SB 375 greenhouse gas reduction principles.  This list will go 
back to the SACOG Board in May and they will adopt the preliminary project list in June. 
 
McAdam stated the main thing is to have all the projects on the list and details can be updated.  
McAdam suggested focusing to ensure projects in the next ten years are accurate and after that 
there is more “wiggle room”, as the MTP will be updated every 4 years. 
 
Bruce Burnworth inquired about the risk of being too optimistic with project schedules.  
Carpenter responded to err on the conservative side with the project schedules. 
 
Carpenter mentioned the challenge is for the first ten years of plan with the highest level of 
scrutiny from FHWA.  We can move forward later through amendment or RTP update.  
Carpenter stated he would provide the electronic file of operational projects to David Melko to 
distribute to TAC members.   
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It was agreed David Melko would distribute the MTP electronic project list to TAC members for 
updating and forwarding to Matt Carpenter by April 26.  Melko expressed his availability to aid 
TAC members with this effort. 
 
PTMISEA Fund Advance 
David Melko explained that the City of Rocklin wanted to talk to TAC members about trading or 
advancing PTMISEA dollars for the City of Rocklin Multi-Modal Park and Ride lot project.  
Dave Palmer stated they would either have to phase the project or build it with other monies.  
Palmer asked if monies could be advanced for this project. 
 
Melko noted this is a $1.294M project.  Mike Wixon stated Roseville had already submitted a 
work plan for their PTMISEA funds.  Melko indicated expenditure plans would have to be 
amended and Rocklin would have to finish their project in three years if advanced funds. 
 
Celia McAdam inquired whether TAC members were interested in exploring moving money 
around to aid Rocklin with their project.  Melko indicated Will Garner, who was unable to attend 
this afternoon’s meeting, wanted to know if a trade could be done with SPRTA funds.  McAdam 
responded only if PTMISEA dollars were spent on what SPRTA was already committed to.  
McAdam suggested scheduling a meeting focused on funding sources to ascertain if there are 
programmed projects opportunities for trade. 
 
Melko provided TAC members with a handwritten handout reflecting funds received for Placer 
County PTMISEA projects.  Melko believes some of this project funding should have gone 
directly to the transit operators rather than through PCTPA.  Melko mentioned we can send the 
funds back to Caltrans and they would cut checks directly to the transit operators or we could 
bring funding agreements to the Board and pay when the project is complete. 
 
Megan Siren stated their Auburn Bus Replacement project is already complete.  Roseville 
directed PCTPA to cut a check directly to SACOG for Universal Fare Project. 
 
Melko added the State is used to RTPAs submitting one application and has a problem with 
Placer County jurisdictions and PCTPA submitting individual applications. 
 
Lincoln Bypass Phase 2 Strategy for Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA) 
Funding 
Celia McAdam has been working with District 3 on a Corridor Mobility Improvement Account 
(CMIA) Proposition 1B application for the Lincoln Bypass Phase 2 project.  McAdam noted 
projects are eligible only if applied for in 2007 and not funded, or enhancements to projects that 
were funded.  Lincoln Bypass is the only project eligible for Placer County.  There is perhaps 
$80M available for Northern California.  Phase 2A of this project is four lanes from Nelson Lane 
to Wise Road and designing four additional bridges north of there.  There have been some 
questions regarding air quality hot spot PM2.5 and whether this project is in the MTIP, which 
Caltrans and PCTPA staffs are resolving.  This application would be for around $23M and 
applications are due next week.  CTC is awarding these applications at their June meeting.   
 
Angel Rinker stated to feel free to contact PCAPCD about any PM2.5 issues. 
 
State Budget Update – Gas Tax Swap 
Celia McAdam indicated the gas tax swap has been fixed and is the only part of the budget that 
has passed.  This is good news for transportation dollars. 
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Other Issues/Upcoming Deadlines 
Celia McAdam added she has been conferring with our Board Chair regarding combining Board 
meetings for the next few months due to scheduling conflicts.  Staff is proposing combining our 
April 27 and May 25 meeting to May 4 which is one week later than normal.  In addition we are 
looking at combining our June 22 and July 27 meetings to June 29, which is before the end of 
our fiscal year.  We are waiting for direction from our Board before finalizing these plans.   
 
If we do conduct our April/May meetings on May 4 we will need to bring the final Overall Work 
Program (OWP) and Budget before the Board for approval.  McAdam wanted TAC members to 
know there will be no major differences between the preliminary and final OWP.  This would 
also mean there would not be a May 10 TAC meeting and our next TAC meeting would be June 
14.   
 
Meeting adjourned 3:40 p.m. 


