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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
MINUTES 

SEPTEMBER 28, 2011 
 
The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency met on Wednesday, September 28, 2011 at 
9:00 a.m. at the Board of Supervisors Chambers, 175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, California. 
 
 ATTENDANCE: John Allard   Celia McAdam 
    Tom Cosgrove   Shirley LeBlanc 
    Jim Holmes    David Melko 

Ron McIntyre   Solvi Sabol 
    Keith Nesbitt   Sue Sholtis 
    Suzanne Roberts 
    Diana Ruslin 

Miguel Ucovich 
    Kirk Uhler    
 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Upon motion by Holmes and second by Cosgrove, the minutes of the August 24, 2011 PCTPA 
Board meeting were approved as submitted, with Roberts and Ruslin abstaining. 
 
AGENDA REVIEW 
None. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
Mike Barnbaum, Sacramento County resident, commented on next month’s unmet transit needs 
item.  Barnbaum is unable to attend the public hearing and wanted his two broad-based regional 
comments to be included in the record.  Barnbaum noted there has been tremendous growth and 
an increase in population in Placer County in the past ten years.  Transit providers still maintain a 
service hours level that is not conducive for the general retail worker who works the late shift.  
Barnbaum recommended that transit operators and members of the Board collaborate to see if 
they could offer service as late as 10:00 p.m.  Barnbaum also inquired about the possibility of a 
transit or bus rapid transit corridor study for Sierra College Blvd/Hazel Avenue between 
Bickford Ranch and the Hazel Light Rail Station.  He feels this would be a successful venture 
and could cut commute times in more than half. 
 
CONSENT CALENDAR 
Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Allard, the Board unanimously approved the Consent 
Calendar as submitted.   
 
I-80 CORRIDOR PLAN UPDATE AND NEXT STEPS 
Celia McAdam provided background on the I-80 Bottleneck Project, which extends from the 
Placer/Sacramento County line to .9 miles east of Highway 65.  This project is in three phases, 
with the first phase completed in August of 2007.  Phase 2 was opened on September 16 of this 
year while Phase 3 is still under construction, scheduled to be opened approximately October 11.  
Upon completion of the entire project there will be extensive media outreach.   
 
These projects were estimated at $210M and now the price tag is closer to $89M.  Savings from 
these projects has been put into other projects in the Bottleneck including improvements at the I-
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80/Eureka Road Interchange as well as environmental work on the I-80/SR 65 Interchange 
Improvements project.  McAdam asked for Board approval of the $768,000 savings from Phase 
1 be redesignated to do preconstruction for an eastbound auxiliary lane at the I-80/Rocklin Road 
Interchange.  Staff feels we have sufficient money to perform the design and have a shelf-ready 
project which provides the opportunity to jump to the front of the line to get projects built if 
funding becomes available.  This would be a prudent effort since there is discussion of a Federal 
jobs bill that would provide $50B nationally for shelf-ready infrastructure projects.   
 
Miguel Ucovich inquired if this is the eastbound lane from SR65 towards Rocklin Road.  
McAdam confirmed that is correct.  Ucovich’s recollection is that part of an auxiliary lane was 
just put in.  McAdam responded there is a small portion of auxiliary lane from SR 65 where there 
is a transition from the carpool lane; this project would extend the auxiliary lane to connect at 
Rocklin Road. 
 
Keith Nesbitt commented he felt an auxiliary lane was a wise idea since although a lot of traffic 
peels off at SR 65, but a lot of the traffic continues eastbound on I-80.  Nesbitt commended 
McAdam’s efforts to have projects ready to go when funding exists. 
 
John Allard asked what the estimated cost would be for the auxiliary lane and would anticipated 
savings from Phase 2 and Phase 3 be set aside to help fund this project.  McAdam responded she 
does not have a firm estimate on the cost of the auxiliary lane, though she guessed it might be in 
the range of $5M to $10M.  Our fair share of savings from Phase 2 and Phase 3 could be utilized 
for this project, although it will take quite awhile to ascertain our share of the savings.  Our share 
is proportional between our federal earmark and the Proposition 1B bond funding.  Staff will 
come back to the Board to redesignate those savings as appropriate. 
 
Upon motion by Holmes and second by Allard, the Board unanimously approved the updated 
approach on redesignation of savings from Phase 1 of the I-80 Bottleneck project to 
environmental and design of an eastbound auxiliary lane on I-80 between SR 65 and Rocklin 
Road. 
 
Miguel Ucovich asked if the section from Rocklin Road to 65 on the westbound lane will be 
completed next week.  McAdam responded the lanes will be open in a couple of weeks, but the 
entire project will take a bit longer to be completed.  
 
FINAL SHORT RANGE TRANSIT PLANS FOR AUBURN TRANSIT, PLACER 
COUNTY TRANSIT, AND ROSEVILLE TRANSIT 
David Melko asked the Board to accept as complete the Short Range Transit Plans (SRTPs) for 
Auburn Transit, Placer County Transit and Roseville Transit.  Our last SRTPs were prepared in 
2004 which are valid through 2012.  These plans will go out for another seven years, to 2017/18.  
Melko summarized the components of the plans.  A detailed presentation of these plans was 
presented at the Public Workshop in June.   
 
All comments received have been incorporated into the plans.  Melko recommended the Board 
accept these plans as complete.  The next step is for the transit operators to take these final plans 
to their governing bodies for further review and adoption.  Melko noted these are living 
documents and the operators have the ability to update the plans as they see fit to keep the plans 
current. 
 
Mike Barnbaum commented it was great to see the conceptual plan for Placer County Transit.  
Proposed extended service hours and improved frequency is a big step forward. 
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Keith Nesbitt appreciated staff efforts on taking a practical look at Auburn’s draft SRTP. 
 
Upon motion by Holmes and second by Cosgrove, the Board unanimously accepted as complete 
the final Short Range Transit Plans (SRTPs) for Auburn Transit, Placer County Transit and 
Roseville Transit. 
 
“WAY TO GO” WEEK DESIGNATION 
Solvi Sabol asked the Board to designate the week of October 3 as Placer County’s Way to Go 
week.  Sabol summarized the Way to Go program and noted events planned at local schools in 
partnership with the City of Auburn, Safe Kids Placer County as well as the local fire, police and 
Sheriff personnel.  650 students are expected to participate. 
 
Upon motion by Ucovich and second by Allard, the Board unanimously adopted Resolution #11-
21 declaring October 3-7, 2011 as Placer County’s Way to Go week. 
 
PLACER PARKWAY JUMP START:  WHITNEY RANCH ROAD AND SR 65 
Celia McAdam noted as part of our Overall Work Program the Board designated staff to assist 
jurisdictions in moving forward on key transportation projects.  Recently the City of Rocklin 
approached staff and asked for our help in working on access to Whitney Ranch Road to 
Highway 65 which is essentially the eastbound side of the Placer Parkway/SR 65 Interchange.  
McAdam updated the Board on staff’s efforts.    
 
Staff accompanied a contingent of Rocklin officials to a meeting with Caltrans District Director 
Jones and presented a proposal for a phased Placer Parkway/Whitney Ranch Road/SR 65 
Interchange, which was well received.  As a result of that meeting, McAdam is working on a 
cooperative agreement which will include the City of Rocklin, South Placer Regional 
Transportation Authority (SPRTA) and Caltrans to iron out the phasing terms.  Staff is also 
working with the City of Rocklin and Caltrans for a design exception.  By spurring the eastside 
access to SR 65, it helps facilitate increased economic activity in this area, which in turn 
generates developer impact fees to jump start the Placer Parkway and improvements to SR 65.  
McAdam asked the board for their reaction to this proposal. 
 
Miguel Ucovich asked what is meant by a design exception.  McAdam responded Caltrans has a 
Highway Design Manual and if a project deviates a bit from that manual the design exception 
ensures what we are proposing is not going to negatively affect the state highway system.  
Design exceptions are not uncommon. 
 
Keith Nesbitt commented further development and the impact fees from the development help 
fund transportation projects but the further development in and of itself creates more traffic 
congestion.  Each time we create an alternative route we create another opportunity for unbridled 
development and yet he sees the wisdom of this proposal to jump start the Placer Parkway so 
will support this effort.  McAdam underscored this project is part of the Blueprint compact 
development plans to accommodate the long term growth of the region. 
 
Supervisor Uhler added this area is planned for and consistent with the Placer County 
Conservation Plan for future urbanization. 
 
Supervisor Holmes expressed his support for all the reasons previously stated and feels this is an 
exciting opportunity to pursue. 
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Tom Cosgrove noted this strategy is consistent with the logical planning that has been taking 
place in this region for a long time and expressed his support. 
 
Diana Ruslin expressed her agreement with what has been stated and thinks this is a great jump 
start for an early phased project for a long term goal.  
 
Supervisor Uhler noted there is Board consensus for staff to move forward with this effort. 
 
UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS 2011 PUBLIC HEARING SCHEDULE 
David Melko proposed that at our October 26 Board meeting a public hearing be held for the 
unmet transit needs process.  The public comment period process will go to November 28.  
Workshops have been scheduled and a flyer outlining the public hearing and workshop dates 
were provided to Board members.   
 
Mike Barnbaum inquired how multi-jurisdictional unmet transit needs comments are handled.  
David Melko responded we receive a number of multi-jurisdictional comments.  These 
comments are reviewed with respect to the western slope of Placer County and the north Lake 
Tahoe area and the multi-jurisdictional comments are passed on to the Tahoe Regional Planning 
Agency (TRPA), El Dorado County Transportation Commission (EDCTC) or the Sacramento 
Area Council of Governments (SACOG) for their consideration in their unmet transit needs 
process.  Barnbaum recommended those comments be repeated at the other jurisdiction so they 
are a part of the record of both jurisdictions. 
 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
Celia McAdam reported the budget for the Nevada Station building will be presented at our 
October Board meeting.  In spite of the bad economy things are looking up at the Nevada 
Station.  Our third new tenant is moving in and there is only one small vacancy remaining. 
 
Miguel Ucovich announced Perry Beck’s retirement party is tonight at 6:00 p.m. at the High 
Hand Nursery and welcomed all to attend. 
 
Suzanne Roberts encouraged all to attend Colfax’s Railroad Days this weekend, October 1 and 2, 
which will be an active event with lots of train activities.  Miguel Ucovich asked whether the 
special train from Portola will be coming through Loomis or from the other direction.  No one 
had this information. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 9:48 a.m. 
 
 
 
_________________________________  ____________________________________ 
Celia McAdam     Kirk Uhler, Chair 
Executive Director 


