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Wednesday, October 26, 2011 - 9:00 AM 
Board of Supervisors Chambers 

175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, CA  95603 
 

 
A. Flag Salute  

   
B. Roll Call  

   
C. Approval of Minutes:  September 28, 2011 Action 

Pg.  1 
D. Agenda Review  

   
E. Public Comment  

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

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

Pg.  5 

 1. Final Estimate FY 2011/12 Transit System Safety, Security, and 
Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) Jurisdiction Fund 
Allocation 

Pg.  6 

 2. Final Short Range Transit Plan for the Western Placer 
Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (WPCTSA) 

 

    
G. 9:15 A.M. – TIMED ITEM:  Annual Unmet Transit Needs Public 

Hearing 
Action 
Pg.  8 

   
H. 2012 Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) 

Adoption 
Action 
Pg.  10 

   
I. FY 2011/12 Overall Work Program (OWP) and Budget – 

Amendment #1 
Action 
Pg.  14 

   
J. Nevada Station Operating Budget for 2012 and 2013 Action 

Pg.  17 
   
ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
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CONVENE AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
AGENCY 
   
K. Final Short Range Transit Plan for the Western Placer Consolidated 

Transportation Services Agency (WPCTSA)  
Action 
Pg.  20 

   
L. FY 2011/12 Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services 

Agency Budget Amendment #1 
Action 
Pg.  24 

   
ADJOURN AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
AGENCY 
 
CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 
 
M. Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan Update 

Contract Award Authorization 
Action 
Pg.  28 

   
ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 
 
CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 
N. Executive Director’s Report  
   
O. Board Direction to Staff  
   
P. Informational Items Info 
 1. Revenues and Expenditures for September (under separate 

cover) 
 

 2. TAC Minutes Pg. 29 
 3. Status Reports  
  a. PCTPA Pg.  31 
  b. Randle Communications Pg.  33 
  c. Federal Advocates, Inc. Pg.  35 
  d. Capitol Corridor Monthly Performance Report Pg.  38 
 4. Newspaper Articles Pg.  40 
    

 
 

Next Regularly Scheduled PCTPA Board Meeting 
December 14, 2011 
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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 
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299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  October 11, 2011
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
 
Below are the Consent Calendar items for the October 26, 2011 agenda for your review and action. 
 
1. Final Estimate FY 2011/12 Transit System Safety, Security, and Disaster Response Account 

(TSSSDRA) Jurisdiction Fund Allocation  
 The Transit System Safety, Security, and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) 

Jurisdiction Fund Allocation is based on an estimate provided by the State Controller’s 
Office on August 3, 2011. Staff recommends approval of the FY 2011/12 TSSSDRA 
Jurisdiction Fund Allocation and designating the Executive Director as the authorized agent 
for TSSSDRA funds. 

 
2.  Final Short Range Transit Plan for the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services 

Agency (WPCTSA) 
 Staff recommends that the Board accept as complete the final Short Range Transit Plan 
 (SRTP) for the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency. PCTPA 
 contracted with AMMA Consulting to prepare a new SRTP for the WPCTSA. At the June 
 2011 Board meeting, PCTPA staff and the consultant briefed Board members on the key 
 recommendations contained in the draft plan. Board members and public comments have all 
 been incorporated in the final plan. The plan has also been thoroughly reviewed by 
 local transit operator staff and area social service agencies. 
 
 The final SRTP and its Executive Summary will be available for public review starting on 
 October 19, 2011 by downloading the document or individual chapters at www.pctpa.net. 
 The SRTP will be presented as a separate item on today’s agenda for WPCTSA Board 
 consideration and approval. 
 
 
 
 



$208,905
$20,838

Total FY 2010 / 2011 TSSSDRA $229,743

$15,000

$193,905

January FY 2011 / 2012
2011 Jurisdiction

Jurisdiction Population Allocation
Placer County 98,245 28.74% $55,728 $14,240 $69,968
Auburn 13,410 3.92% $7,607 $694 $8,301
Colfax 1,971 0.58% $1,118 $0 $1,118
Lincoln 43,248 12.65% $24,532 $233 $24,765
Loomis 6,475 1.89% $3,673 $0 $3,673
Rocklin 57,901 16.94% $32,843 $0 $32,843
Roseville 120,593 35.28% $68,404 $5,671 $74,075
TOTAL 341,843 100.00% $193,905 $20,838 $214,743
Notes:

GC = Government Code

TRPA Population 10,537 2.99024%
PCTPA Population 341,843 97.00976%
TOTAL 352,380              100.00000%

Sources:

9/13/2011

GC 8879.58 (a)(2) 
Population 
Allocation

Percent

Western Placer CTSA Allocation 

GC 8879.58 (a)(3) 
Fare Revenue 

Allocation

FY 2011 / 2012 Jurisdiction TSSSDRA Fund Allocation

Jan 1, 2011 DOF Population

2.  Table E-1: City / County Population Estimates January 1, 2010 to January 1, 2011, DOF, May 2011.
1.  FY 2011 / 2012 TSSSDRA Government Code 8879.58 Eligible Allocation, California State Controller, August 3, 2011.

1. The TOWG recommended on July 25, 2011 that beginning with FY 2011 / 2012, future TSSSDRA allocations to the WPCTSA be directed to the jurisdictions.

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY

Total FY 2011 / 2012 TSSSDRA Fund  Available to Jurisdictions

Government Code 8879.58(a)(2) Allocation
Government Code 8879.58(a)(3) Allocation

JURISDICTION FUND ALLOCATION (EXCLUDING TAHOE BASIN)
September 28, 2011

 Final Estimate FY 2011 / 2012 TRANSIT SYSTEM SAFETY, SECURITY, AND DISASTER RESPONSE ACCOUNT FUND (TSSSDRA)



 PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 
 
IN THE MATTER OF:  TRANSIT SYSTEM           RESOLUTION NO.  11-24 
SAFETY, SECURITY AND DISASTER RESPONSE 
ACCOUNT (TSSSDRA)  
 
 
The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency at 
a regular meeting held October 26, 2011 by the following vote on roll call: 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
Signed and approved by me after its passage. 
 
 

_________________________________________ 
      Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
      Chair 
 
______________________________ 
Executive Director 
 
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to California Government Code, Title 7.91, Section 67910, PCTPA was 
created as a local area planning agency to provide regional transportation planning for the area of 
Placer County, exclusive of the Lake Tahoe Basin; and  
 
WHEREAS, California Government Code Section 29532.1(c) identifies PCTPA as the designated 
regional transportation planning agency for Placer County, exclusive of the Lake Tahoe Basin; and 
 
WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of PCTPA to prepare jurisdiction allocations and submit 
applications, as needed, from the Proposition 1B – Transit System Safety, Security, and Disaster 
Response Account (TSSSDRA).   
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that PCTPA: 
 

1. Approves the FY 2011 / 2012 Jurisdiction TSSSDRA 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 TSSSDRA 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 TSSSDRA funds provided by the California Emergency 
Management Agency. 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  October 11, 2011
  
FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner  
  
SUBJECT: 9:15 – TIMED ITEM:  ANNUAL UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS PUBLIC 

HEARING 
 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Conduct a public hearing to obtain public testimony on unmet transit needs that may exist in 
Placer County. 
 
BACKGROUND 
One of the key responsibilities for Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs) such as 
PCTPA is the unmet transit needs process. PCTPA must annually hold at least one public 
hearing to obtain comments on the unmet transit needs that exist within Placer jurisdictions 
(excluding that portion that is within the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) area) and 
that might be reasonable to meet. 
   
PCTPA focuses on those services that meet the adopted definition of an “unmet transit need” and 
are consistent with the criteria for being considered “reasonable to meet.” Services may include 
establishing, contracting for, or expanding transportation services. The definition was amended 
by the Board of Directors on September 27, 2006, and is shown in Attachment 1.   
 
DISCUSSION 
In addition to the public hearing the Board is holding as part of today’s meeting, public 
workshops have been held in Auburn, Lincoln, Loomis, Rocklin and Roseville prior to the public 
hearing. Staff will summarize the public input received at the workshops at the public hearing. 
The Kings Beach workshop will be held on November 3, 2011.  
 
Each of the public workshops and the public hearing were advertised in local newspapers, along 
with flyers in English and Spanish distributed by the transit operators.  The public comment 
period for this year’s unmet transit needs process will conclude on November 28, 2011.  
Public comments can be submitted at the October 26 public hearing, or via phone, fax, mail, e-
mail, or through PCTPA’s web site.   
 
PCTPA will summarize and analyze all of the testimony. Staff will return to the Board in 
February 2012 with the Unmet Transit Needs report. If, based on the adopted definition and 
criteria any unmet transit needs are determined to be reasonable to meet by the Board of 
Directors, they must be funded in the next fiscal year prior to any TDA funds being allocated for 
streets and roads purposes.   
 



PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 

TDA DEFINITIONS 
Pursuant to PUC Section 99401.5(c) 

Adopted 11/8/92 
Amended 3/23/94 
Amended 9/22/99 
Amended 9/27/06 

 
Unmet Transit Need 
 

  An unmet transit need is an expressed or identified need, which is not currently being 
met through the existing system of public transportation services.  Unmet transit needs 
are also those needs required to comply with the requirements of the Americans with 
Disabilities Act. 

 
Reasonable To Meet 
 
Unmet transit needs may be found to be "reasonable to meet" if all of the following  criteria 
prevail: 
 
1)  Service, which if implemented or funded, would result in the responsible service 

meeting the farebox recovery requirement specified in California Code of Regulations 
Sections 6633.2 and 6633.5, and Public Utilities Code 99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, and 
99268.5. 
 

2) Notwithstanding Criterion 1) above, an exemption to the required farebox recovery 
requirement is available to the claimant for extension of public transportation services, 
as defined by California Code of Regulations Section 6633.8, and Public Utilities Code 
99268.8. 

 
3) Service, which if implemented or funded, would not cause the responsible operator to 

incur expenditures in excess of the maximum amount of Local Transportation Funds, 
State Transit Assistance Funds, Federal Transit Administration Funds, and fare 
revenues and local support, as defined by Sections 6611.2 and 6611.3 of the California 
Administrative Code, which may be available to the claimant. 

 
4) Community support exists for the public subsidy of transit services designed to address 

the unmet transit need, including but not limited to, support from community groups, 
community leaders, and community meetings reflecting a commitment to public transit. 

 
5) The need should be in conformance with the goals included in the Regional 

Transportation Plan. 
 
6) The need is consistent with the intent of the goals of the adopted Short Range Transit 

Plan for the applicable jurisdiction. 
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299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.org 

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  October 10, 2011
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: 2012 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

(RTIP) ADOPTION 
 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Adopt Resolution 11-25, adopting the 2012 Regional Transportation Improvement Program 
(RTIP) for Placer County.  

BACKGROUND 
The State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) is made up of two components: 75% 
comes from the Regional Transportation Improvement Programs (RTIPs) provided by each of 
the 58 counties, and 25% comes from Caltrans’ Interregional Transportation Improvement 
Program (ITIP).   Each STIP cycle, the California Transportation Commission (CTC) adopts a 
Fund Estimate of transportation money available over the following five years.  This is then 
broken down by formula to specify a target “county share” amount for each Regional 
Transportation Planning Agency, such as Placer, to program their RTIP.  
 
The current STIP covers FY 2010/11 through 2013/14, with an optional programming for FY 
2014/15.  The 2012 STIP adds two years, FY 2015/16 and FY 2016/17, to the current program. 
 
In previous RTIP cycles, PCTPA has provided funding for the SR 49 operational improvements 
in Auburn, the I-80/Sierra College Boulevard Interchange, and the I-80/Douglas Boulevard 
Interchange.  In addition, the RTIP has provided seed money for the Placer Parkway and I-80 
Bottleneck environmental documents, and annual funding for PCTPA to plan, program, and 
monitor these projects.   All of these projects have received their programmed allocations and 
have completed construction. 
 
In 2002, the Board took a bold move to request a $78 million advance of Placer’s county shares 
to match a large commitment of Caltrans discretionary ITIP dollars to fully fund Phase 1 of the 
Lincoln Bypass.  Had the Board not taken this daring approach, the Lincoln Bypass would likely 
be a dead project.   Now, along with subsequent commitments of Corridor Mobility 
Improvement Account (CMIA) funding from the Proposition 1B infrastructure bonds, local 
development impact fees, and federal earmarks, the $291 million Phase 1 of Lincoln Bypass is 
set for opening in mid-2012.     
 
DISCUSSION 
The economic crisis that has hit California has hit statewide transportation funding, resulting in 
only modest capacity for regions to program any new projects in the 2012 RTIP.    
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Highway Program 
The STIP situation does not affect our overall approach, as we have long recognized our advance 
would take a long time to repay.  The CTC currently estimates this interest-free advance balance 
to be down to approximately $30.6M by FY 2019/20.   Meanwhile, by that time, the citizens of 
Placer County will have been enjoying the use of the Lincoln Bypass for many years.  
 
Rail/Transit Program 
Placer has one rail/transit capital project in the current STIP, the Track Capacity Improvements 
between Sacramento and Roseville, designed to support our long-standing efforts to bring 
additional passenger rail capacity to Placer County.   The specific goal is to provide the 
enhancements Union Pacific will need to allow the Capitol Corridor to bring 10 round trips daily 
to Roseville and 2 round trips to Auburn, while still supporting their freight operations.  The 
STIP funding not only provides some of those improvements, but would also be counted as 
leverage for significant funding opportunities in the new federal rail grant program, as well as 
Proposition 1A bond funding. 
 
The environmental and preliminary design phase of this project is currently getting underway, 
funded by an allocation of statewide discretionary ITIP funds.   PCTPA’s $3 million in RTIP 
funding is programmed for the next phase, which is design, in FY 2014/15.   
 
While PCTPA has an advance of funds, the CTC still allows us to program funds to support the 
Agency’s requirements to plan, program, and monitor regional transportation projects.  Staff 
therefore recommends the following as our 2012 RTIP submittal: 
 

• Track Capacity Improvements between Sacramento and Roseville - $3 million RTIP 
No changes to current programming. 
 

• Planning, Programming, and Monitoring (PPM) - $0.826 million RTIP 
These funds cover the Agency’s costs to monitor the projects contained in the RTIP, to 
ensure that projects are within the scope and costs programmed, assuring that projects 
move as quickly as possible to construction, and that the timely use of funds requirements 
are met.  While the Agency has $457,000 programmed in the current RTIP, the CTC is 
allowing us only $112,000 in capacity for FY 2014/15 and 2015/16 and $257,000 in FY 
2016/17.  As this is the Agency’s opportunity to program funds for FY 2014/15 through 
FY 2016/17, these are added to the draft 2012 RTIP submittal.   
 
Staff is recommending that the maximum amount of funds allowable be programmed in 
PPM as an offset of administrative funding from the Transportation Development Act 
(TDA)’s Local Transportation Fund (LTF).  Staff is recommending the additional 
$112,000 be respread over the four year RTIP period, with $143,000 in FY 2012/13 and 
$142,000 in each of the next three FY through FY 2015/16, then programming $257,000 
in FY 2016/17.   

 
• Transportation Enhancements (TE) 

Programming of Transportation Enhancements (TE) occurs within the STIP.  However, 
with the large negative balance that PCTPA currently has, it is recommended that the TE 
allotment continue to go towards retiring that debt more quickly. 



 
PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY  

 
 
 

IN THE MATTER OF: THE 2012 REGIONAL   RESOLUTION NO. 11-25 
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM (RTIP) 
 
 
The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning  
Agency at a regular meeting held October 26, 2011 by the following vote on roll call: 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
 
 
Signed and approved by me after its passage 

 
 
 
        
     _______________________________________ 
    Chair  
    Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
 
 

_________________________________ 
Executive Director 
 
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to California Government Code, Title 7.91, Section 67910, the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency (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 29532.1c identifies PCTPA as the 
designated regional transportation planning agency for Placer County, exclusive of the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; and 
 
WHEREAS, it is the intent and policy of PCTPA to improve and maximize the efficiency of 
transportation services in Placer County; and 
 
WHEREAS, the PCTPA has reviewed funding policies and considered comment received 
from its member jurisdictions on their transportation needs and priority projects; and 
 
 
 



 
WHEREAS, PCTPA places the highest emphasis on delivering needed projects as quickly and 
cost effectively as possible; and 
 
WHEREAS, State law requires the adoption of a Regional Transportation Improvement 
Program (RTIP) by each regional transportation planning agency every two years, to be 
adopted by the California Transportation Commission (CTC) into the State Transportation 
Improvement Program (STIP);  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency hereby submits the following projects and recommendations to Placer County 
2012 Regional Transportation Improvement Program to the California Transportation 
Commission. 
 
Regional Transportation Improvement Program 
 
Rail Corridor Track Capacity Improvements – Sacramento to Roseville (PPNO #9879) 
No change to current programming of $3,000,000 for PS&E (design) in FY 2014/15. 
 
Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 
The PCTPA requests the CTC program Regional Choice funds to PCTPA for planning, 
programming, and monitoring of the county’s RTIP program as follows: 
FY 2012/13 - $143,000 
FY 2013/14 - $142,000 
FY 2014/15 - $142,000 
FY 2015/16 - $142,000 
FY 2016/17 - $257,000 
 
Interregional Transportation Improvement Program 
 
N/A 
 
Transportation Enhancement Activities 
In order to more quickly repay funding advances, PCTPA is not requesting programming of 
any Transportation Enhancement projects, nor reserving any funds for this purpose. 
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TO: Board of Directors DATE:  October 12, 2011
  
FROM:          Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: FY 2011/12 OVERALL WORK PROGRAM (OWP) AND BUDGET – 

AMENDMENT #1 
 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Adopt the attached FY 2011/12 Overall Work Program (OWP) and Budget – Amendment #1 and 
authorize the Executive Director to submit it to Caltrans. 
 
BACKGROUND 
The OWP should provide a description of the activities to be undertaken by the agency in the 
coming year, along with detailed budget information.  Aside from being prudent administrative 
practice, the adoption of an OWP and Budget each year is also a state requirement for all 
Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs).  
 
It is expected that, as each fiscal year progresses, situations and priorities will change, and work 
activities and budgets must be updated correspondingly.  For that reason, amendments to the 
OWP and Budget are normally expected during the fiscal year. The Board approved the Final FY 
2011/12 OWP and Budget at your May 2011 meeting.  
 
DISCUSSION 
The Overall Work Program delineates the latest information on the efforts the Board has directed 
staff to undertake in FY 2011/12.  The accompanying budget covers those activities as specified, 
and reflects the Agency’s current financial status.   
 
There have been a number of refinements to the FY 2011/12 OWP and Budget since adopted 
earlier this year.  A summary of the more significant changes are noted below: 

Budget 
As we closed out the books for FY 2010/11, the numbers proved that the year was more 
financially challenging than anticipated.  Specifically, the Agency took some hits to revenue that 
resulted in a negative cash flow.  The good news is, by strategically decreasing expenses and 
increasing revenue, the attached budget brings the Agency budget back into balance for FY 
2011/12. 
 
The aforementioned revenue shortfalls come from two sources.  First, we were unable to obtain a 
portion of anticipated reimbursement for staff activities from Caltrans-administered Federal 
funding on the I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements and Congestion Management Program.  
Staff has been working with Caltrans Accounting and Audits Division to develop an updated 
Indirect Cost Allocation Plan (ICAP) to more effectively recoup these overhead costs in the 
future.   This has also resulted in some changes to the budget tables as noted below. 
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Another revenue challenge has come from the Nevada Station.  As the Board is aware, the 
economic downturn resulted in several long term vacancies that significantly reduced anticipated 
revenues, while PCTPA must continue to make bond payments.  The good news is that the 
building occupancy situation has turned around significantly as four of these five vacancies are 
now under long term leases.   More specific discussion of the Nevada Station financial situation 
and the long term plans for financial stability are provided under the Nevada Station Budget item 
elsewhere on this agenda. 
 
Budgetary adjustments include: 

• Fiscal audits are now moved from Direct Costs (Table 2) to Indirect Costs (Table 3). 
• Employee retirement medical is moved from Indirect Costs (Table 3) to Staff Benefits. 
• Staffing and benefit costs are reduced in the second half of FY 2011/12 as  

Senior Planner Stan Tidman retires.   Stan will be working part time without benefits as a 
retired annuitant for the remainder of the year, managing consultant contracts for the I-
80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements and Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, and 
assisting Celia McAdam as liaison with the Placer Parkway environmental process.   

• Reimbursements from WP CTSA increase in the second half of FY 2011/12 to cover 
additional salary cost as Alternative Transportation Manager Solvi Sabol moves to full 
time (from previous .75 time) to manage the new programs expected to be adopted by the 
Board as part of the WP CTSA Short Range Transit Plan, and for consultant contract 
augmentation for AMMA Consulting. 

• Reserves of $300,000 for PCTPA are restored.  Additional reserves of $55,000 are added 
for Nevada Station. 

• Grant funding, including Corridor Mobility and Air Quality (CMAQ), Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA), and Placer County Air Pollution Control District Clean Air Grant, 
are added to Transit Schedule Coordination (WE 76).  A contract with transit consultant 
Moore and Associates of $33,487 is also added to spearhead the coordination effort.  

• Funding was adjusted for various work elements, including the Congestion Management 
Program (WE 30) and Project Programming (WE 50) to reflect actual grant awards and 
distribution. 

 
Other budgetary adjustments include carryover of funding and projects, and reductions in 
indirect spending.   

Work Program 
• Agency Administration (WE 10) has been subdivided to account for Indirect Labor (WE 

10a) to recoup a portion of administrative costs to be reimbursed by Federal grants. 
• The Transit Schedule Coordination (Work Element 76) effort will have beefed up 

graphics and printing as a result of our successful FTA and Clean Air grants.  
• The programming changes and agreements needed to start preconstruction work on the 

eastbound auxiliary lanes on I-80 between SR 65 and Rocklin Road are now added to 
Project Programming (WE 50).  

• New initiatives to provide efficient enhancements to non-emergency medical 
transportation, as identified in the WP CTSA Short Range Transit Plan are added to WP 
CTSA (WE 23). 
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• Participation in various Caltrans studies, such as the Statewide Rail Plan and Freight 

Mobility Plan, are also included in appropriate work elements. 

Staffing 
The overall staffing plan sees a reduction from 6.65 to 6.55 full time equivalent employees.  
Senior Planner Stan Tidman will be retiring as of 12/31/11 and staying on as a part-time retired 
annuitant.  The plan also calls for Alternative Transportation Manager Solvi Sabol to take on 
additional responsibilities and increase her hours from 31 to 40 per week as of January 2012.  
 
CM 
Attachment 
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TO: Board of Directors DATE:  October 4, 2011
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director 
                         Shirley LeBlanc, Fiscal/Administrative Officer

 

  
SUBJECT: NEVADA STATION OPERATING BUDGET FOR 2012 and 2013 
 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Approve Nevada Station Building budget for 2012 and 2013 as shown in Attachment 1 and certify 
that this budget includes required bond payments. 
 
BACKGROUND 
In December 2003, PCTPA completed the purchase of the Nevada Station office building at 299 
Nevada Street in Auburn to house the Agency’s operations.  In doing so, the Agency has also 
become a landlord, charged with the responsibility of operating and maintaining the building, 
negotiating commercial leases and resolving property and tenant issues.   
 
Because of certain powers needed to obtain bond financing that are not specifically held by 
PCTPA, the South Placer Regional Transportation Authority (SPRTA) agreed to be the conduit 
for the financing of the purchase of the Nevada Station.  Under this arrangement, SPRTA is 
listed as the official owner of the building and fully leases it to PCTPA. PCTPA, in turn, handles 
all management, operations, maintenance, rental collection, and bond payments. Once the bonds 
have been fully repaid, SPRTA will sell the building to PCTPA for $10. 
 
Budget for the operations of the Nevada Station property is on a calendar year basis, adopted 
biannually.   
 
The overall economy has negatively affected the occupancy rates and at the Nevada Station over 
the past two years, resulting in revenues received in 2010 and 2011 far less than budgeted. While 
operating expenses remained low and cash transfers to improvements were suspended, PCTPA 
has transferred $165,000 from agency reserves to maintain required debt service payments. 
   
DISCUSSION 
The budget to actual figures for 2010 and 2011 (as estimated through 12/31/2011), as well as the 
proposed annual budgets for 2012 and 2013, are shown in Attachment 1.    
 
The financial outlook for Nevada Station has significantly improved recently, as we have new 
long term tenant leases on four of the five office vacancies.  This allows us to project the rental 
income for 2012 and 2013 to remain constant.  Staff has used conservative assumptions about the 
leasing of the one remaining unoccupied office vacancy, assuming a 2012 occupancy at reduced 
market rates.  In calendar 2012, staff anticipates the necessity of a reserve transfer of 
approximately $10,000.  By maintaining the hold on operating expense reserves, we project the 
budget will break even by 2013. 
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Wells Fargo Bank, which services the bonds, requires that the Agency certify that bond 
payments are included in the building’s operating budget.  These are included accordingly, and 
staff recommends the Board’s certification and approval of the Nevada Station Operating 
Budget. 
 
Long Term Outlook 
Staff has been talking to several public finance experts about our options to improve the long 
term financial situation for the Nevada Station.  The key date in this discussion is December 
2013, after which the bonds for the Nevada Station can be redeemed.  It has been noted that our 
current bond rating of A-, up from an initial rating of  BBB+, should work in our favor.   
 
The ability to repay the existing bonds would allow us several options to find better financing at 
a lower rate.  Those include reissuing the bonds, seeking a private placement (direct loan), or 
entering a leaseback agreement.  Early discussions would indicate that, based on terms currently 
available in the market, we could save approximately $60,000 per year in financing costs over 
our current bond payments.  This would be enough to not only stabilize the financial situation, 
but also allow us to quickly repay the PCTPA loans.   Alternatively, we always have the option 
to sell the building.   
 
Staff will be continuing to work on improving the short and long term budgetary situation for the 
Nevada Station and developing long term financial options for the Board’s consideration as the 
2013 bond redemption date nears. 
 
CM:sl 



NEVADA STATION ‐ OPERATING BUDGET Item J
2010 & 2011 ‐ BUDGET TO ACTUAL Attachment 1
2012 & 2013 ‐ PROPOSED BUDGET

BUDGET ACTUAL BUDGET
ACTUAL 

(Estimated) 2012 2013
GROSS INCOME ‐ PROJECTED
TENANT RENTAL INCOME 273,662       200,700       334,672       194,180        280,827          287,810       
INTEREST INCOME ‐                558               ‐                165                ‐                   ‐                
LESS: 5% VACANCY & CREDIT LOSS (12,952)        (15,981)        ‐                 (7,387)             (7,568)          

TOTAL EFFECTIVE INCOME 260,710       201,258       318,691       194,345        273,440          280,242       

OPERATING EXPENSES ‐ PROJECTED
ACCOUNTANT/ATTORNEY 500               418               500               1,998             1,200               1,200            
CARPET CLEANING 500               ‐                500               ‐                 500                  500               
ELEVATOR MAINT/LICENSE 3,000           3,064           3,000           3,064             3,200               3,200            
FIRE EXTINGUISHERS 100               96                 100               ‐                 100                  100               
GARBAGE DISPOSAL 3,500           3,219           3,500           2,010             2,500               2,750            
GUTTER CLEANING 250               ‐                250               ‐                 250                  250               
HVAC MAINTENANCE 1,600           1,004           1,600           768                1,000               1,000            
INSURANCE 4,500           3,800           4,750           3,800             4,250               4,500            
JANITORIAL SERVICE 4,000           3,566           4,000           3,614             4,000               4,000            
LANDSCAPING SERVICE 3,000           3,250           3,000           3,160             3,500               3,500            
LIGHTING 150               ‐                150               ‐                 150                  150               
LOCKSMITH 500               49                 500               385                500                  500               
MANAGEMENT FEE ‐ PCTPA 10,000         6,051           10,000         4,878             8,000               7,000            
MISC REPAIRS & EXPENSES 2,500           1,421           2,500           1,515             2,500               2,500            
PAINTING (EXTERIOR) ‐ RESERVE ‐                ‐                ‐                ‐                 ‐                   ‐                
PARKING LOT PAVING ‐ RESERVE ‐                ‐                ‐                ‐                 ‐                   ‐                
PCWA 1,800           1,227           1,800           1,466             1,800               1,800            
PG&E 2,500           4,213           2,500           3,823             4,000               4,250            
PHONE (ELEVATOR) 200               206               200               189                250                  250               
PLUMBING / ELECTRICAL 1,000           987               1,000           1,005             1,200               1,200            
REAL ESTATE TAXES 5,000           1,627           5,000           1,198             5,000               5,000            
RESTROOM SUPPLIES 1,000           663               1,000           1,029             1,250               1,500            
ROOFING ‐ RESERVE ‐                76                 ‐                ‐                 ‐                   ‐                
SECURITY 1,000           887               1,000           1,013             1,250               1,250            
SEWER FEES 3,000           2,419           3,000           2,519             3,000               3,000            
WINDOW WASHING 600               ‐                600               ‐                 600                  600               

TOTAL OPERATING EXPENSES 50,200         38,241         50,450         37,433           50,000            50,000         

NET INCOME 210,510       163,017       268,241       156,912        223,440          230,242       

NON‐OPERATING EXPENSES
DEBT SERVICE (Principal + Interest) 230,695       230,674       231,535       231,523        226,880          227,050       
BOND ADMIN FEE 2,200           2,200           2,200           2,200             2,200               2,200            
SECURITY DEPOSIT REFUND ‐                2,378           ‐                ‐                 ‐                   ‐                
LEASE COMMISSIONS 5,000           650               5,000           16,649           2,500               1,250            
TENANT IMPROVEMENTS 5,000           ‐                5,000           18,570           5,000               1,500            
BOND COUNSEL 500               ‐                500               ‐                 500                  500               

TOTAL NON‐OPERATING EXPENSES 243,395       235,902       244,235       268,942        237,080          232,500       

ADD: TRANSFER FROM PCTPA RESERVES 33,000         50,000         ‐                115,000        10,000            ‐                

NET OPERATING CASH FLOW 
(LESS VACANCY & CREDIT LOSS ADJUSTMENT) 115               (22,885)        24,006         2,970             3,747               5,310              

PROPOSED BUDGET2010 2011

Nevada Station Actual 10-11 and Budget 12-13 - Attachment 1, 10/13/2011
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TO: Board of Directors DATE: October 11, 2011
  
FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner  
  
SUBJECT: FINAL SHORT RANGE TRANSIT PLAN FOR THE WESTERN PLACER 

CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES AGENCY 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Adopt Resolution No. 11-01, approving the Final Short Range Transit Plan (SRTP) for the Western 
Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (WPCTSA). 
 
BACKGROUND 
PCTPA contracted with AMMA Consulting last summer to prepare a new SRTP for the WPCTSA, 
which was developed with strong participation from the transit operators.  At the June 2011 Board 
meeting, staff and the consultant briefed Board members on the key recommendations contained in 
the draft plan.  In summary, the final SRTP recommends continuation of the following existing 
programs as well as new initiatives to be phased in over the next seven years: 
 
Existing Programs 

• Non Emergency Medical Transportation Service (NEMT) (also known as “Health Express”) 
• Volunteer Door‐to‐Door Drivers Program 
• Voucher‐Last Resort Trip Program 
• Transit Ambassador Program 
• South Placer Transit Information (Call Center) 
• Capital ‐ Non‐Profit Vehicle Replacement Program 
• Capital – Bus Stop/Access/Community Transit Enhancements 

 
New Initiatives 

• Bus Pass Subsidy Program 
• Rural Placer County Mileage Reimbursement Program 
• Public Transit Demand Response CTSA Non-Emergency Medical Transportation (NEMT) 

Trip Reimbursement 
• Capital - NEMT Vehicle Tracking Program 

 
Board members and public comments have all been incorporated in the final plan. The final plan 
has also been thoroughly reviewed with local transit operators and area social service agencies. 
 
DISCUSSION 
The final SRTP is attached for Board consideration and will be available for public review on 
October 19, 2011 by downloading the document or individual chapters at www.pctpa.net.   
 
The key recommendations presented to the Board in June remain largely unchanged in the final 
plan.  Refinements and clarifications added have focused on two areas: (1) future development of 
Call Center operations; and (2) improving non-emergency medical service availability for senior 
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and disabled riders. In this context, the Call Center becomes increasingly important for coordinating 
services that matches the non-emergency medical service’s demand with Health Express and public 
dial-a-ride.  
 
The final plan’s budget projections support holding constant the four percent Local Transportation 
Fund (LTF) allocation to the WPCTSA over the next five years. Thereafter, the Board may need to 
consider increasing the allocation to the maximum allowable five percent under the Transportation 
Development Act to continue the same level of programs and service. 
 
Staff recommends the Board adopt Resolution No. 11-01, approving the Final Short Range Transit 
Plan (SRTP) for the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (WPCTSA). 
 



 
WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES AGENCY 

 
 

IN THE MATTER OF:      RESOLUTION NO. 11-01 
A RESOLUTION TO APPROVE THE FINAL 
SHORT RANGE TRANSIT PLAN FOR THE 
WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED 
TRANSPORTATION SERVICES AGENCY 
 
 
The following resolution was duly passed by the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation 
Services Agency at a regular meeting held October 26, 2011 by the following vote on roll call: 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
 
 
Signed and approved by me after its passage 

 
 
 
        
    _________________________________________________ 
   Chair 
   Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 
 
 

_________________________________ 
Executive Director 
 
 
WHEREAS, California Government Code Section 15975 defines a Consolidated Transportation 
Service Agency (CTSA) as an agency that consolidates or coordinates social service 
transportation; and 
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Government Code section 15975(a) and the California Code of 
Regulations, under Title 21. Public Works, Chapter 2. Transportation Development, section 
6680, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency designated the Western Placer 
Consolidated Transportation Services Agency as the consolidated transportation service agency 
for western Placer County; 
 



 
WHEREAS, Placer County Transportation Planning Agency encourages transit operators to 
prepare and update their short range transit plans;  
 
WHEREAS, development of a Short Range Transit Plan is a priority for the Western Placer 
Consolidated Transportation Services Agency; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency conducted a 
public workshop on the draft Short Range Transit Plan on June 29, 2011 and has considered the 
public testimony and comments of interested parties during the plan’s review period. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE WESTERN PLACER 
CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES AGENCY HEREBY: 
1. Determines that the Final Short Range Transit Plan for the Western Placer Consolidated 
 Transportation Services Agency is a project or activity exempt from further 
 environmental review requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act 
 (CEQA) of 1970 as defined in the State guidelines, Section 15061(b)(3), for the 
 implementation of CEQA. 
 
2. Adopts the Final Short Range Transit Plan for the Western Placer Consolidated 
 Transportation Services Agency, dated October 2011.  
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TO: Board of Directors DATE: October 11, 2011
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director 

David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner 
 

  
SUBJECT: FY 2011/12 WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 

SERVICES AGENCY BUDGET AMENDMENT #1 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Adopt the FY 2011/12 Budget Amendment #1 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.   As the actual income and expenses are finalized as each fiscal 
year progresses, refinements will be necessary.  For that reason, amendments to the budget are 
normally expected during the fiscal year. 
 
DISCUSSION 
Attachment 1 provides the operating and capital budget summary for the WPCTSA for FY 2011/12 
as provided in Amendment #1. The FY 2011/12 operating and the capital budgets are consistent 
with WPCTSA Short Range Transit Plan. 
 
Overall operating expenditures, which now total $894,378, have decreased by $8,257 compared to 
the adopted budget, although individual elements are proposed to change significantly for the 
following reasons: 

• PCTPA administration reimbursement will increase by $35,775 to manage the new 
programs expected to be adopted by the Board as part of the WPCTSA SRTP, and to 
provide efficient enhancements to the non-emergency medical transportation service. 

• PCTPA reimbursement will increase by $9,678 for staff and augmentation of the 
consultant contract with AMMA Consulting to complete the new WPCTSA SRTP.  

• Funds set aside as a placeholder local match to future federal funds for the Call Center 
are considered unnecessary for this fiscal year and have been reallocated to other 
expenditures. 

 
Operating revenues, which now total $1,107,959, have increased substantially since adoption of the 
FY 2011/12 budget.  

• Combined LTF Article 4.5 and STA revenues are up by $22,479. 
• Prior year deferred revenue is up by $105,437 based on year end “actual.” 
• Interest income of $2,189 is now shown as a revenue source. The adopted budget did not 

previously include this source of revenue. 
• FTA 5317 New Freedom Grant – Rural Funds are projected for reimbursement this 

fiscal year. The adopted budget categorized these grant funds as “pending” revenue. This 
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grant will be used to reimburse “Health Express” non-emergency medical transportation 
service expenditures. 

 
An end of the year operating budget surplus of $163,656 is projected, which is intended to be 
carried over into FY 2012/13. 
 
Attachment 1 also includes the capital budget summary. Capital revenues now total $15,000, which 
represents a significant decrease from the adopted budget amount of $217,212.  The difference in 
funds – all from Prop 1B bonds - will be directly allocated to member jurisdictions for their use on 
local transit capital projects. 
 
 



 Capital Revenue (Allocations) (1) 
FY 2011/2012 

Amendment #1
 FY 2011/12 

Adopted 
Prop 1B PTMISEA (2) 15,000$                208,856$              
Prop 1B TSSSDRA (2) -$                          8,356$                  

Total Capital Revenue 15,000$                217,212$              

Capital Expenditures
FY 2011/2012 

Amendment #1
 FY 2011/12 

Adopted 
Community Transit Enhancements Project  $                         -  $             217,212 
Surplus D-A-R Vehicle Project -$                          -$                          
NEMT Vehicle & Tracking & Upgrade 15,000$                -$                          

Total Capital Expenses 15,000$                217,212$              

Capital Revenue to Capital Expenditure Comparison
FY 2011/2012 

Amendment #1
 FY 2011/12 

Adopted 
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 - Amendment #1

October 2011



FY 2011/12 FY 2011/12
Amendment #1 Adopted Difference

PCTPA Administration MOU (1) 92,075$           56,300$           35,775$           
Legal Services 4,000$             4,100$             (100)$               
Placer Collaborative Network (PCN)  Membership 125$                125$                -$                 
Accounting Services 500$                510$                (10)$                 
Fiscal Auditors (TDA) 5,000$             5,100$             (100)$               
Direct Expenses (2) 1,500$             5,000$             (3,500)$            

Subtotal  PCTPA Administration 103,200$         71,135$           32,065$           
Existing Programs
Seniors First - Health Express / NEMT (3) 500,000$         500,000$         -$                 
Seniors First - Volunteer Door-to-Door Rides (3) 97,000$           97,000$           -$                 
Seniors First - Voucher Program (4) 7,500$             7,500$             -$                 
South Transportation Call Center  -  FTA 5307 Grant Local Match (5) -$                 50,000$           (50,000)$          
WPCTSA SRTP (6) 21,678$           12,000$           9,678$             
Operating Reserve (7) 165,000$         165,000$         -$                 

Subtotal Existing Programs 791,178$         831,500$         (40,322)$          
Total WPCTSA Program Costs 894,378$         902,635$         (8,257)$            

FY 2011/12 FY 2011/12
Amendment #1 Adopted Difference

FY 2011/12 LTF Article 4.5 (8) $606,514 599,139$         7,375$             
FY 2011/12 State Transit Assistance (8) $62,916 47,812$           15,104$           
Prior Year Deferred Revenue $233,046 127,609$         105,437$         

 Interest Income $2,189 $0 2,189$             
FTA 5317 New Freedom Grant - Rural $25,294 $0 25,294$           
Seniors First match toward Health Express Pilot Program (3) $125,000 125,000$         -$                 
Seniors First match toward Volunteer Door-to-Door Pilot Program (3) $53,000 53,000$           -$                 

Total Operating 1,107,959$      952,560$         155,399$         

FY 2011/12 FY 2010/11
Amendment #1 Adopted Difference

Fund Balance 213,581$        49,925$           $163,656

3. 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 - Amendment #1

 Operating Revenue 

Operating Expenditures

October 2011

Operating Revenue to Operating Expenditure Comparison

2. Direct Expenses include auto, advertising, meeting, conference & training, postage, printing and reproduction, and travel.

5. These were placeholder funds to be used to match any future FTA funds sought for the Call Center project.

Notes

4. Vouchers fund last resort transportation; estimate is based on a five year historical average with Pride Industries.

1. Per PCTPA FY 2011/12 OWP Amendment #1 Work Element #23.

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 August 2011.

6. Staff and consultant cost to complete the WPCTSA SRTP and NEMT bid package.
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TO: Placer County Airport Land Use Commission DATE:  October 12, 2011 
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director 
                         Stan Tidman, Senior Planner 

 
  
SUBJECT: PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBILITY PLAN 

UPDATE CONTRACT AWARD AUTHORIZATION 
 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate and sign a contract with Mead & Hunt for services 
to update to the 2000 Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (PCALUCP). 
 
BACKGROUND 
The PCTPA Board, acting as the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC), adopted the 
PCALUCP on October 25, 2000.  The PCALUCP promotes airport land use compatibility for 
orderly growth around airports and to safeguard the public welfare.  A comprehensive update to the 
PCALUCP will focus on revisions based on new airport master plans for Auburn Municipal and 
Lincoln Regional airports, State statutes, and the soon-to-be updated California Airport Land Use 
Planning Handbook along with supporting environmental documentation.   
 
On December 8, 2010 the ALUC adopted Resolution #10-27, which authorized the Executive 
Director to file a $225,000 Acquisition & Development Fund Application with the California 
Department of Transportation Division of Aeronautics (Division) to help fund the PCALUCP 
Update.  The staff has been working through the Division’s process to secure the grant including 
consultant selection. 
 
DISCUSSION 
A Request for Proposal was distributed to approximately 20 consultants in July 2011.  Three 
proposals were submitted.  They were ranked by a committee consisting of representatives from 
the County’s three public airport owners, which are the Cities of Auburn and Lincoln, and Placer 
County.  Two consultants were short-listed for follow-up interviews.   
 
On September 28, an interview panel concluded that both consultants were qualified to do the 
work.  However, Mead & Hunt was identified as the top-ranked firm because of the committee’s  
preference for the proposed project manager, related experience for the 2000 PCALUCP, and 
extensive state-wide airport land use compatibility expertise. 
 
With the concurrence of the selection committee and the TAC, staff recommends the Board 
authorize staff to negotiate and sign a contract with Mead & Hunt for the PCALUCP.  If a 
contract cannot be successfully negotiated with Mead & Hunt, the staff would begin negotiations 
with second ranked firm. 
 
CM:ST 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 

October 11, 2011 
 

ATTENDANCE: Bruce Burnworth, City of Lincoln 
Andrew Gaber, Placer County Public Works 
Angel Green, Placer County Air Pollution Control District 
Scott Gandler, City of Roseville 
Rhon Herndon, City of Roseville 
Mike Wixon, City of Roseville (via phone)  
Dianira Soto, Caltrans 
 
Celia McAdam, PCTPA 
David Melko, PCTPA 
Steve Propst, PCTPA 
Sue Sholtis, PCTPA 

 
Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan Update 
Celia McAdam noted we received three proposals in response to our Request for Proposal for the 
Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (PCALUCP) update.  The selection 
committee, which included representatives from the three jurisdictions which own public 
airports, unanimously selected Mead & Hunt as the consultant for this project.  TAC members 
concurred this item be brought to the Board to authorize the Executive Director to negotiate and 
sign a contract with Mead & Hunt for the PCALUCP update. 
 
WPCTSA Short Range Transit Plan (SRTP) 
David Melko noted the final WPCTSA SRTP will be submitted to staff later today.  Melko 
provided TAC members with the FY 2011 through 2018 Western Placer CTSA Operating and 
Capital Program budget.  The plan has been reviewed previously with TAC members and with 
the Transit Operators Working Group (TOWG) as well as nonprofits. 
 
Melko reviewed the budget with the 4% Local Transportation Fund (LTF) funding scenario.  
Melko noted the CTSA staff administration reflects an increase for administration of new 
programs.  Celia McAdam noted there is no significant change to the overall program and we 
will stay within 4% until 2017.   
 
Melko noted one change will be the capital program funding will go directly to the jurisdictions 
commencing next month.  The jurisdictions will see an increase in PTMISEA and TSSSDRA 
funds.  Melko provided TAC members with Amendment #1 to the Western Placer CTSA 
operating budget summary for FY 2011/12 which includes staff costs for the administration of 
new programs.  There were no problems, issues or concerns noted by TAC members.  These 
items will go before the CTSA board at our October Board meeting. 
 
2012 Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) 
Celia McAdam mentioned the 2012 RTIP is due to the California Transportation Commission 
(CTC) on December 15.  McAdam noted as of 2002 with the Lincoln Bypass funding we had a 
negative balance of $78.6M.  This cycle we owe $52.9M and there is no capability to program 
new projects.  In spite of the negative balance, CTC will allow us to program a nominal amount 
of additional funds for Program Planning, Programming, and Monitoring (PPM).  TAC 
concurred with this strategy.  This item will be brought before the PCTPA Board at its October 
meeting. 
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FY 2011/12 Overall Work Program and Budget – Amendment #1 
Celia McAdam noted the budget balances but that has been a challenging process.  We had a 
$60,000 negative carryover amount due to not receiving anticipated revenues such a portion of 
Federal reimbursement for staff time for the 80/65 Interchange Project before the E-76 was filed.  
In addition, we have had some long term vacancies at the Nevada Station building, although we 
have recently rented out more offices and there is only one vacant office remaining.  PCTPA has 
lent the building money and that has affected our cash flow as well.  We are making changes to 
better recuperate revenue. 
 
Amendment #1 to our Overall Work Program (OWP) proposes some fairly significant changes.  
Stan Tidman will retire at the end of this year but will stay on as a retired annuitant, continuing 
work on the 80/65 I/C project, ALUC work and the Placer Parkway project.  The OWP also 
proposes Solvi Sabol going full time and working on CTSA programs, assuming the Board 
approves CTSA’s Short Range Transit Plan.  
 
McAdam asked TAC members to contact her by the end of the week with any issues, problems 
or concerns with the amendment to the OWP, which will go before the Board for adoption at our 
October Board meeting. 
 
Nevada Station Budget for 2012 and 2013 
Celia McAdam provided TAC members with the Nevada Station operating budget which 
projects a $10,000 transfer from PCTPA reserves next year and shows positive cash flow in 
2013.  McAdam noted at the end of 2013 we can pay off the bond or refinance our obligation on 
the Nevada Station building, which also provides the opportunity to improve our financial 
position.  We will be considering all the different financing options including private placement, 
reissuing bonds or even selling the building.  McAdam assured TAC members she is keeping a 
close eye on these issues.  TAC members recommended the budget go before the Board for 
approval. 
 
I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements Project 
Celia McAdam indicated we are moving forward with the 80/65 I/C project, but hitting a snag 
with the alternatives.  FHWA and Caltrans have raised questions and issues in terms of 
geometrics.  We are arranging a meeting on this issue to ease concerns.  As a result of these 
snags the schedule is slipping and the public meeting previously planned for the end of October 
will most likely be held in January as part of our January Board meeting.  A newsletter updating 
the public about this schedule will be released. 
 
Celia McAdam commented the striping on the I-80 Bottleneck Phase 3 project has not been 
completed due to rain delays which delays affect the 80/65 I/C traffic counts. 
 
TDA Claims & FY 2010/11 TDA Audits 
David Melko reminded TAC members to submit their LTF and STA claims and further reminded 
TAC that the annual audit process is commencing. 
 
Unmet Transit Needs Workshop & Public Hearing Schedule 
David Melko indicated the annual unmet transit needs public hearing will be conducted at our 
October 26 Board meeting.  Public workshops are ongoing through November 3. 
 
Meeting adjourned. 
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Auburn Elementary students Walk to School event on 
October 11.

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  October 11, 2011
  
FROM: Scott Aaron, Associate Planner 

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

  
SUBJECT: STATUS REPORT 
 
 
1. TDM Report  

Despite some rainy weather, hundreds of 
students from four schools in Placer 
County participated in the Way to Go-
Walk to School events.   PCTPA, the City 
of Auburn, and Safe Kids Placer County 
coordinated walk to school events with 
support from Placer County Sheriff, 
California Highway Patrol, FedEx, 
Roseville Fire, Auburn Fire and cadets, 
principals, teachers and volunteer parents.  
Participating students were given reflective 
wrist bands, taught the importance about 
being seen, and safe walking practices.  While walking was the primary focus of these 
events, the Way to Go program encourages all alternative ways to travel to school to help 
relieve traffic congestion and improve air quality in and around schools.  The PCTPA 
Board supported this program through a resolution passed in October to support the 
efforts encouraging and parents to find alternative ways to get to school 

 
2. I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements Project – PA&ED Phase 

Project Management.  On September 13, Project Development Team (PDT) meeting #5 
was conducted.  Agenda items included recapping the August 23 Stakeholder Focus 
Group meetings, the FHWA/Caltrans geometrician briefing, and a traffic analysis work. 

 
Preliminary Design – Alternatives Screening & Identification.  On September 12, the 
project team met with geometricians from Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and 
Caltrans to review project progress and discuss how to move the alternatives screening 
and identification process forward.  Interchange spacing and improvements are key 
issues, which affect I-80/SR 65 corridor congestion, operations, safety, and access.  
FHWA/Caltrans approval is required for new and revised interchanges.  Early 
consultation should facilitate the approval process. 
 
The concept alternatives identified in late August were summarized.  Caltrans expressed 
two key concerns: solve the I-80 (mainline) weaving problem between the Eureka Rd. 
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and SR 65 interchanges and address the existing Taylor Rd. interchange.  The 2009 
Project Study Report (PSR) completed by Caltrans deferred the Taylor Rd. interchange 
issue to the PA&ED phase.  Caltrans suggested developing concept alternatives for 
Eureka Rd. and Rocklin Rd. interchange improvements, which could accommodate a 
potential Taylor Rd. interchange closure.  Based on FHWA and Caltrans input, several 
concept alternatives were identified for refinements. 

 
On October 4, a third Technical Group Meeting was held to review potential options to 
address FHWA/Caltrans input.  For this meeting, a new concept alternative, based on the 
PSR’s Alternative #3, was outlined.  FHWA and Caltrans provided information on 
interstate access modification procedures and insights on several issues such as the 
Riverside-Douglas Bottleneck, potential Taylor Rd. ramps relocation, and the need for 
detailed traffic work.  Based on the meeting’s results, several concept alternatives are to 
be refined to the level of detail reached for the newest concept alternative.      

 
Public Outreach.  Continuing FHWA/Caltrans coordination delayed the identification of 
potential alternatives.  They were to be introduced to Stakeholder Focus Groups and at a 
community workshop in late October/early November.   
 

3. Transit Operations Quarterly Ridership Report 
The table below shows the total ridership counts for the various transit operators and their 
respective transit services in Placer County between the second quarter of Fiscal Year 
2009/10 and the first quarter of Fiscal Year 2011/12 (past two years).  In an effort to keep 
the Board apprised of ridership trends among transit operations in Placer County, staff 
will provide this report once per quarter.  The most current Auburn Transit data was not 
available. 
 

FY 11/12
2nd 

Quarter
(Oct-Dec)

3rd 
Quarter
(Jan-Mar)

4th 
Quarter
(Apr-Jun)

1st 
Quarter
(Jul-Sep)

2nd 
Quarter
(Oct-Dec)

3rd 
Quarter
(Jan-Mar)

4th 
Quarter
(Apr-Jun)

1st 
Quarter
(Jul-Sep)

Total (all services) 14,126 12,443 12,131 12,997 14,085 14,220 12,199 n/a n/a

Fixed Route 8,397 8,125 10,775 11,906 13,545 12,165 11,430 n/a
Dial-A-Ride 1,926 2,336 1,963 2,001 1,968 2,259 1,780 n/a

Total (all services) 11,778 10,323 10,461 12,738 13,907 15,513 14,424 13,210 25.9%

Fixed Route 77,672 75,242 70,404 77,424 70,201 74,368 74,601 82,044 0.2%
Dial-A-Ride 8,500 8,282 8,866 9,021 8,827 9,648 9,407 8,551 5.1%
Vanpool 7,410 7,835 7,810 8,359 7,182 7,602 8,142 8,572 0.3%
Commuter 16,972 18,867 19,415 20,507 18,638 20,253 20,608 23,607 9.7%
Total (all services) 110,554 110,226 106,495 115,311 104,848 111,871 112,758 122,774 0.1%

Total (all services) 65,453 118,203 64,447 92,347 73,444 138,902 65,951 94,248 9.4%

Fixed Route 68,403 64,509 55,570 55,203 51,313 52,113 52,104 55,068 -13.6%
Dial-A-Ride 7,928 7,498 8,309 8,000 7,505 7,685 7,685 7,595 -4.0%
Commuter 26,784 27,938 29,075 31,331 29,151 33,502 33,502 33,403 12.5%
Total (all services) 103,115 99,945 92,954 94,534 87,969 93,300 93,291 96,066 -5.1%

Non-emergency Medical 1,374 1,504 1,934 2,042 1,958 2,210 2,466 2,398 31.8%
Volunteer Transportation 1,404 1,414 1,923 1,572 1,233 1,387 1,632 1,869 -3.0%

Roseville Transit

FY 10/11

Western Placer CTSA

Placer County Transit

TART

1-Year
Change

[data not 
collected]

Lincoln Transit

Auburn Transit

FY 09/10

Quarterly Ridership Trends by Transit Operator

 



 
 
 
 
MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  Celia McAdam 
  
FROM: Randle Communications    
 
DATE:  October 11, 2011  
 
RE:  September 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 September, 2011.  
 
Randle continued to work closely with PCTPA staff and project contractors to 
prepare a public information and media outreach plan for the completion of 
the I-80 expansion project.   
 
Following is a capsule summary of activities:  
 

Media Relations  
 
Interstate-80 Expansion Completion  
 
Randle worked with Celia McAdam (McAdam) to continue planning for media 
outreach announcing the completion of the Interstate 80 Expansion project. 
Randle participated on planning calls with McAdam and coordinated with 
contractors on timing of on-site and in-studio media interview opportunities.   
 
In addition, Randle worked closely with the Caltrans team to ensure media 
materials distinguished the completion of Phase 2 and Phase 3 of the project.  
 
The following is a list of items produced:  
 

• Randle developed talking points for McAdam and PCTPA Board Chair Kirk 
Uhler (Uhler).  

• Randle produced a media advisory offering on-site or in-studio interviews.   
• Randle produced a press release that focuses on various benefits the 

project has brought to the region and also highlights the importance of 
the partnerships between local, state and federal officials that 
collaborated to make the project a reality.  
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Media Inquiries  
 
Throughout September, Randle received the following media inquiries and 
facilitated interviews with McAdam:  
 

• Roseville Press Tribune requested to interview McAdam regarding the 
completion of the Interstate-80 Expansion Phase 2, including the final 
project completion and cost of Phase 3. 
 

• Lincoln News Messenger requested to interview McAdam regarding 
progress made on the Lincoln Bypass over past months and a temporary 
20 mph curve currently in place. Reporter Stephanie Dumm toured the 
project with Steve Culley from Caltrans. The article will run in early 
October.   

 
Media Hits 
 

• Roseville Press Tribune – Published the article, “Second phase of I-80 
expansion opens for traffic” on September 16, 2011, informing residents of 
the Phase 2 completion and upcoming Phase 3 improvements. 
Circulation: 27,700 
 

• KCRA-TV (NBC) – Aired the segment, “Caltrans Opens New HOV Lanes on 
I-80” on September 19, 2011, informing residents of the new carpool lanes 
opened with Phase 2 and encouraging carpooling. 
Circulation: N/A 
 

• KXTV-TV (ABC) – Aired the segment, “Carpool lanes open on I-80 through 
the Roseville area” on September 19, 2011, informing residents of the new 
carpool lanes opened with Phase 2 and details on the upcoming Phase 3. 
Circulation: N/A 
 

• Roseville Press Tribune – Published the article, “Roseville bottleneck almost 
thing of the past” on September 21, 2011, as a continuation article, 
providing more detail on the community benefits of Phase 2 and ending 
the bottleneck. 
Circulation: 27,700 
 

 
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 
 

September 30, 2011 
 
To: Celia McAdam 
From: Federal Advocates 
Subject: September 2011 Monthly Report 
 
Surface Transportation Reauthorization 
 
On September 15, the Senate approved an FAA/Surface Transportation extension bill, HR 
2887 by a vote of 92 to 6.  The House passed the identical bill earlier in the week. It was touch 
and go in the hours preceding the Senate vote when Senators Tom Coburn (R-OK) and Ron Paul 
(R-KY) threatened to offer amendments to the bill which, if passed, would alter the House-
passed version thereby requiring the bill to go back to the House for a vote; however, the House 
had already adjourned for the week.  The near crisis, which could have meant another furlough 
of FAA employees, was averted when the Senate leadership persuaded Senator Coburn to hold 
off on his amendment to permit states to opt out of FHWA's Transportation Enhancements 
program until the multi-year surface transportation bill is debated.  It has been reported that 
Democratic leadership has in fact agreed to the inclusion of the provision in a future multi-year 
bill.  Senator Paul offered his two amendments to significantly reduce the funding levels, but 
they were defeated.  
 
The new extension bill, the 8th for the surface transportation programs and the 22nd for the FAA 
program, authorizes the surface programs for six months through March 31, 2012 and the 
aviation programs for four and a half months through January 31, 2012.  All the programs are 
authorized at essentially current funding levels.  
 
On September 22, the House T&I Committee Chairman John Mica (R-FL) briefed industry 
stakeholders on the new guidance he has received from House Speaker John Boehner (R-OH) 
regarding a six-year highway and transit authorization bill.  Mica has been given the go-ahead to 
work with the House Ways & Means tax committee to find additional revenues to fund a surface 
transportation authorization bill at current funding levels or even higher.  This is an important 
step forward in the effort to pass a fully funded, multi-year authorization bill, but it will be 
extremely difficult to find the approximately $75B to $100B in additional revenue needed to 
fund a bill at current levels.  A gas tax increase will not be considered.  Mica said he wants the 
current six-month extension to be the last one and would like to mark up a bill possibly even 
later this year if sufficient revenue can be identified.  However, most observers believe that until 



the "Supercommittee" tasked with reducing the federal deficit completes its report (due by 
November 23), it will be very difficult for the T&I Committee to lay claim to any specific 
revenues.  Without additional revenues, the highway and transit programs would have to be cut 
by more than one-third.    
 
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. 
 
Continuing Resolution  
 
Yesterday, the House of Representatives took action on a bipartisan agreement ending a dispute 
over disaster relief spending that threatened to cause a partial shutdown of the government by the 
end of the week. Specifically, the House approved legislation that will keep the government 
funded through October 4, followed by a more comprehensive measure next Tuesday that will 
keep Washington funded through November 18. On Monday, the Senate approved both bills, 
which together will fund the Federal government for the first seven weeks of the new fiscal year 
beginning Saturday. The Senate passed the first measure on a 79-12 vote, then approved the 
second measure on a voice vote.  
 
FY12 Transportation Appropriations 
 
On September 20, the Senate THUD Appropriations Subcommittee marked up its version of the 
FY'12 DOT appropriations bill.  The Senate bill is good news for highway and transit programs.  
The Senate bill retains the current FY'11 funding levels for the highway program ($41.1B versus 
only $27B in the House bill) and for the transit program ($10.2B versus $6.7B in the House 
bill).  It also funds $550M for the TIGER program, which is $23M higher than the FY'11 level 
(the House zeroed out the program) and preserves the FY'11 funding levels for Amtrak.  The 
Senate bill does not provide any funding for high-speed rail or for a National Infrastructure 
Bank.  Neither does the House bill.   
 
Other program funding levels include an additional $358M over the FY'11 level for transit New 
Starts for a total of $1.95B, $150M for DC's WMATA transit system capital program (the same 
as the House level), $25M for the transit energy efficiency TIGGER program (versus $0 in the 
House bill), and $1.5B in highway emergency relief (ER) funds.   Like the House bill, the Senate 
bill does not include any project earmarks. 
 
As previously reported, the funding levels for most DOT programs are significantly higher in the 
Senate appropriations bill than in the House bill.  It is unclear if the House and Senate DOT 
appropriations bills will progress any further as stand-alone bills since it appears that most, if not 
all, the FY'12 funding bills will be rolled into one or more omnibus bills and debated and voted 
on as a package.  



 
American Jobs Act   
 
The President's plan to jump start the economy, the American Jobs Act, calls for a total of $447B 
in new federal funding to create jobs, including $50B in additional funding for transportation 
programs: 
 
$27B for Highways 
 
$9B for Transit 
 
$6B for Rail, including $2B for Amtrak's intercity passenger rail service and $4B for High-Speed 
Intercity Passenger Rail 
 
$5B total for the TIGER discretionary grant program and the TIFIA financing program 
 
$2B for FAA's Airport Improvement Program (AIP) 
 
$1B for FAA's NextGen air traffic control system modernization  
 
In addition, the President is requesting $10B for a National Infrastructure Bank to be based in 
large part on Senators Kerry (D-MA) and Hutchison's (R-TX) pending Infrastructure Bank bill, 
S. 652.  The bank would issue loans and loan guarantees to finance large transportation, water 
and energy infrastructure projects.   
 
Keep in mind that the funding levels in the President's plan assume that the congressional Joint 
Committee on Deficit Reduction, the so-called "Supercommittee", can agree on the revenues, 
reforms or program cuts necessary to fund the $447B American Jobs Act on top of the $1.5 
trillion in funding cuts they are required by law to produce by November 23 in order to reduce 
the federal deficit.  In addition, the full Congress must pass the American Jobs Act which will 
likely be a tough sell since it calls for new federal spending.     
 
Federal Grants 
 
With the potential shift of project funding from the appropriations process (Capitol Hill) to the 
grant selection process (agencies), the Firm works aggressively to proactively pursue Federal 
discretionary and non-discretionary grant opportunities. In doing so, the Firm has created a 
sophisticated grant research. The Firm monitors grant announcements from all 26 Federal 
agencies (over 1,000 individual grant programs) and provides a nexus between a grant 
opportunity and a potential City project. Once a grant opportunity has been identified, the Firm 
utilizes a proven strategy that allows the client to engage several key Washington, D.C. contacts 
to support a specific grant request. In doing so, the Firm has successfully secured over $200 
million in discretionary and non-discretionary Federal agency grant funding for its clients. 



CAPITOL CORRIDOR MONTHLY PERFORMANCE REPORT 
SEPTEMBER  2011 

Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority 
 

Service Performance Results – September 2011 
 

Standard Sep. 2011 vs. Sep. 2010 YTD vs. Prior YTD vs. FY11 Plan
Ridership 145,894 10.7% 1,708,618 8.1% 2.5%
Revenue $2,326,149 15.9% 27,176,573$      11.5% -2.2%
Operating Ratio 50% 51% 49% 47% 49%
OTP 94% 98% 95% 93% 90%
Notes: Completed FY2011 with record levels for annual ridership (up 8%), revenue (up 12%) 
and On-Time Performance; awaiting details on revenues and diesel fuel prices.

 
 

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

 CCJPA Board approval for Capitol Corridor trains to serve the station. 
• There were limited, one-time delays due to 3rd party incidents (such as bridge lifts, train 

congestion) in September; on-time performance (OTP) was 94% for the month, keeping the 
Capitol Corridor as the most reliable service in the Amtrak system. 

 
Mechanical 
• Equipment Performance: Overall mechanical delays continue downward trend  
• Equipment Overhaul:  Door operating systems upgrades are complete on 85% of coaches; improved 

emissions on State-owned F-59 locomotives are proceeding (~65% complete) 
 
Engineering 
• Yolo Crossover Project:  Staff completed agreements with UPRR and FRA to obligate funds for the 

project, which will start in early 2012 and be complete by Fall 2012.  
• Sacramento Railyards Project: Staff is awaiting response from application for air quality grant to add 4 

more power cabinets at new center-island platforms so that locomotives will not idle, burn fuel during 
layovers; project team meetings on transition plan for the trains to serve the new platforms (May 2012).  

 
Safety/Security 
 Security Cameras at Unstaffed Stations: Installation underway; complete by fall 2011.  
 Fence Projects: Next projects will be Hayward followed by fence repairs in Solano County; 

projects will prevent access onto tracks in response to numerous trespasser incidents. 
 
Planning/Projects 
• High Speed Intercity Passenger Rail (HSIPR) Capital Grants: With FRA funds obligated, staff is 

working with Caltrans Rail to get RFP bid package for new rail cars prepared for early 2012.  
• Sacramento-Roseville 3rd Track Environmental Review/Preliminary Design: Kick-off meeting in 

early October; expected to be 30-month effort 
• Wireless Network: Installation complete by early October with launch planned for end of 2011.  
 
Marketing/Communications 
•  Promotions: Ringling Bros., Oakland Raiders and A’s currently ran; Kids Ride Free on 

Weekends, Seniors Ride Half Off mid-week through end of October.  
• Public Relations: Rail Safety Month in September, Wi-Fi Launch by end of 2011. 
• Planning for Capitol Corridor’s 20th Anniversary. 

 
  Administrative/Budget/Other 

• Awaiting FY 11-12 allocation letter from State to execute Amtrak FY2012 operating contract.  
• House THUD Approps. Subcomm. FY2012 proposal would eliminate HSIPR funding, Amtrak 

funds for state-supported IPR trains; Senate THUD proposal places $100M into HSIPR program, 
allows Amtrak funds to state IPR trains; FY2012 conference report will mediate these issues. 
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Ridership On-time Performance System Operating Ratio (b)
Customer 

Satisfaction
Month Actual Business Plan Actual Actual Actual Business Plan Actual

October-10 141,350 141,275 96.0% 49.9% $2,120,627 $2,121,000 91

November-10 142,961 133,227 92.9% 46.1% $2,397,272 $2,225,000 90

December-10 128,895 126,380 97.4% 44.8% $2,216,664 $2,142,000 90

January-11 130,863 121,445 96.7% 48.4% $2,070,062 $1,969,000 93

February-11 125,201 113,635 95.7% 53.6% $1,985,812 $1,837,000 89

March-11 148,198 138,063 93.9% 55.5% $2,214,492 $2,099,000 91

April-11 152,781 142,065 95.3% 53.0% $2,323,280 $2,193,000 87

May-11 152,128 150,513 96.1% 52.5% $2,371,547 $2,649,000 89

June-11 145,495 153,038 91.7% 45.4% $2,303,252 $2,633,000 86

July-11 141,767 153,613 95.3% 42.9% $2,403,287 $2,812,000 90

August-11 153,085 150,691 93.8% 41.8% $2,444,129 $2,624,000 95

September-11 145,894 143,056 93.5% 49.6% $2,326,149 $2,496,000

Total YTD 1,708,618 1,667,000 94.9% 49% $27,176,573 $27,800,000 90
Previous YTD 1,580,619  - - 93.1% 47% $24,372,185  - - 85
YTD Change 8.1% 2.5% 1.7% 1.3% 11.5% -2.2% 5.9%

Annual Standard/Measure 1,667,000 90% 49% $27,800,000 89

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

96.0% 92.9% 97.4% 96.7% 95.7% 93.9% 95.3% 96.1% 91.7% 95.3% 93.8% 93.5%

3.1% 10.6% 5.1% 11.0% 13.5% 10.6% 10.8% 9.7% 3.2% 0.2% 10.3% 10.7%
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How's Business?
Ridership
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on-time 
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8.1% Overall 12-Month Growth
Ridership Last 12 Months=1,708,618

Ridership Prior 12 Months=1,580,619
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1-80: $31.5 million for the project came from Prop 1B bond act, which voters passed in 2006 
continued from A1 third phase will extend The Roseville bottle
is expected to be com those lanes in both direc neck became an issue 
pleted sometime around tions from Miners Ravine with motorists about 10 
the second week of Octo to about one mile east of years ago when freeway 
ber. Highway 65, McAdam lanes in Sacramento 

"For the traveling pub said. County were expanded, 
lic, that segment is still Cynthia Moore works but those in Placer Coun
going to be under con for a nonprofit organiza ty were not, McAdam 
struction for another tion in Sacramento and said. 
month," she said. "It commutes from Roseville As a result, traffic was 
depends on weather and every day, sometimes squeezed into fewer lanes 
things that you can't con even on weekends, with a PHILIP WOOD' THE PRESS TRIBUNE on Interstate 80 between 
trol' but we are closing in typical commute time The third and final phase of construction for the Interstate 80 expansion proj Douglas Boulevard and 
on the date." anywhere between 30 ect, which will expand the freeway from Miners Ravine to about one mile Riverside Avenue before 

The completion of the minutes to well over an past Highway 65, is expected to be completed be mid-October. hitting the Sacramento 
second phase means a hour, she said. County line. 
total of six eastbound traf 'iWith this improve going to help people in ects for the area started at "They've really made Most of the money for 
fic lanes, one being a car ment project, I'm already the community." the beginning of the sum up time from some of the the project, $31.5 million 
pool lane and another an experiencing some short Weather has been a mer." delays they had with the to be exact, came from 
auxiliary lane, are open ened commute times and cooperating factor in Keaton said the project, weather this spring," Proposition IB, the Bond 
between the Placer Coun easier traffic flow," Moore speeding the project which has been in the McAdam said. Act for Highway Safety, 
ty line and Miners Ravine said. "I think this project along, according to Den works since 2002, was giv McAdam said the pur Traffic Reduction, Air 
around Eureka Road. is something that's been nis Keaton, spokesman en a completion date for pose of the project is to Quality and Port Security, 

Heading westbound, really critical. It's a good for CalTrans. the fall of 2011, and Cal relieve congestion and which California voters 
three traffic lanes and one example of how Roseville, "If you've noticed, it's Trans is working with the improve traffic safety for passed in 2006, Keaton 
carpool lane are now Placer County and state been staying dark later Placer County Trans the 165,000 motorists said, 
open on that same 2.8 and federal entities can and it's also been getting portation Planning who pass through the 
mile stretch of roadway. work together toward cooler," Keaton said. "A lot Agency to complete the bottleneck area on aver Toby Lewis can be reached at 

The completion of the something that is really of the construction proj- project on schedule. age each day. tobyl@goldcountrymedia.com. 
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Secondphase ofhIterstate 80 expansion opens for traffic
 
Motorists traveling through 

Roseville over the weekend 
may notice a little improve
ment of traffic flow on Inter
state 80. 

The second phase of a $48 
million expansion project was 
completed and opened to 
flowing traffic Friday morn
ing. 

This means a total of six 
eastbound traffic lanes, one 
being a carpool lane and 
another an auxiliary lane, are 
open between the Placer 

County line and Miners 
Ravine around Eureka Road, 
according to Celia McAdams 
with the Placer County Trans
portation PlanningAgency. 

Heading westbound, three 
traffic lanes and one carpool 
lane are now open on that 
same 2.8-mile stretch of road
way. 

The third and final phase of 
the project will expand the 
freeway from Miners Ravine 
to about one mile east of 
Highway 65, McAdams said. 

"For the traveling public, 
that segment is still going to 
be under construction for 
another month," she said. 

McAdams said the third 
phase is expected to be com
pleted sometime around the 
second week of October. 

"It depends on weather and 
things that you can't control, 
but we are closing in on the 
date," she said. 

~ Toby lewis. Gold Country 
News Service 
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Sign says 20 miles per hour
 
was opened June l. down for more than five hours,Many drivers not There have been no fatalities according to previous News Mes
and no major injuries as a result of senger reports. No one was hurt in 
those accidents, according to Lin

coln Police Chief Paul Shelgren. MORE INSIDE


slowing down for 
The temporary route divertsbypass detour curve To read whattraffic so the northbound lane of your neigh

BY STEPHANIE DUMM the Highway 65 bypass overpass bors say about 
NEWS MESSENGER REPORTER and the ramp for getting onto the the curve, see 

Lincoln Police officers are urg Highway 65 Bypass can be com Streetwise, 
ing drivers to obey temporary pleted, according to previous pageA6. 
speed limit signs on the 20 MPH News Messenger reports. 
curve on Highway 65, betweeen The latest accident occurred on 

the single-vehi
cle accident. 

Celia 
McAdam, the 
Placer County 
Transportation 
Planning 
Agency's execu
tive director, 
said on Sept. 29 

Sterling Parkway and Twelve Sept. 26 when a tractor trailer car that the detour was builtto save 
Bridges Drive. rying groceries overturned, caus money. 

Ten traffic accidents have ing the Twelve Bridges Drive and "You don't want to construct a 
occured there since the detour Sterling Parkway exits to be shut 

CURVE: Extra penaltyfor 
speeding in construction zone 
continued from A1 
detour that's going to 
essentially be a throw 
away, where you build 
something else and then 
destroy it later," McAdam 
said. "It's not a good use of 
the public's moneyso that 
curve is there because 
those lanes are going to be 
the ultimate ramps to get 
on and off the bypass." 

The Placer County 
Transportation Planning 
Agency is talking to Cal
trans about "spacing the 
signage," McAdam said, to 
make drivers aware of the 
curve. 

"The reality is, there's 
big signage saying 'slow 
down' and 'construction 
zone.' There's only so 
much you can advertise," 
McAdam said. "People 
have to take heed of the 
signage. People need to 
pay attention. This is a 
curve and you need to 
slowdown." 

Lincoln Police Chief 
Paul Shelgren said drivers 
need to follow the 20 MPH 
signs on that curve. 

'!Every accident we've 
had is a result ofexcessive 
speed," Shelgren said. 
"I'm worried about any 
collision and there's the 
potential for it to be dan
gerous if they (drivers) 
don't heed the signs and 
warnings." 

There is an extra penal
ty for speeding in a con
struction zone if caught, 
according to Lincoln 
Police Lt. David Ibarra. 

"The courts will double 
the fine for any driver who 
is cited for driving faster 
than the posted speed 
limit in the construction 
zone," Ibarra said. "The 
signs are posted for the 
safety of all motorists." 

Lincoln City Council
man Tom Cosgrove said 
the 20 MPH curve has 
been a concern of his 
since "about the day it 
opened." 

Cosgrove has been a 
Placer CountyTransporta
tion Planning Agency 
member since 1995, a 
year after he joined City 
Council. 

"What I've done is I 
have become a very 
strong and vocal advocate 
for the funding and build
ing of the bypass," Cos
grove said. 

The 55 MPH hour sign 
in place just past Twelve 
Bridges Boulevard on 
northbound Highway 65 
shuold be moved further 
south of its current loca
tion, according to Cos
grove. 

"They should be able to 
move that sign to south of 
the (Twelve Bridges Drive) 
interchange and slow the 
traffic," Cosgrove said. 

Cosgrove said he will 
discuss his suggestions for 
making the curve safer 
with McAdam. 

"I'll be talking with her 
more about other ways, 
whether it be more flash
ing lights, a road treat
ment that causes more 
bumps that catches peo
ple's attention," Cosgrove 
said. "In the end, we can 
make the suggestions and 
recommendations.. that 
we think: are appropriate. 
Ultimately, it's up to Cal
trans to make the decision 
ofwhat to do." 

• SEE CURVE PAGE A15 

Bypass construction is 
currently at the Ferrari 
Ranch interchange and 
the south end connection 
area where the current 
detour is south of Sterling 
Parkway, according to 
McAdam. 

Next year, McAdam 
said, construction of the 
bypass' north end con
nection nearSheridan will 
start. 

Twenty-five percent of 
the bypass paving has 
been completed and the 
bypass will open on 
schedule by "mid-sum
mer next year," according 
to McAdam. 

Monies received 
through federal funding 
and the State Improve
ment Improvement Pro
gram to construct phase 
one of the bypass was 
$291 million, according to 
McAdam, and $20 million 
in funding from the Cali
fornia Transportation 
Commission for phase 2 
was received in June. 

Phase two includes 
widening th~ bypass 
between Nelson Lane and 
Wise Road from two lanes 
to four lanes. 

"Phase two is going out 
for bid this winter so it will 
probably be starting con
struction the time that 
phase one is winding 
down," McAdam said. 
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