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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
MINUTES 

FEBRUARY 22, 2012 
 
The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency met on Wednesday, February 22, 2012 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 
    Steve Harvey   David Melko 
    Jim Holmes   Sue Sholtis 
    Keith Nesbitt   Stan Tidman 
    Kirk Uhler 
    Scott Yuill    
 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Yuill, the minutes of the January 25, 2012 PCTPA Board 
meeting were unanimously approved as submitted. 
 
AGENDA REVIEW 
None. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
None. 
 
CONSENT CALENDAR 
Tom Cosgrove noted the Consent Calendar Item 1, Local Transportation Fund Preliminary 
Apportionment, was amended to reflect higher estimated revenue.  Upon motion by Holmes and 
second by Nesbitt, the Board unanimously approved the Amended Consent Calendar as 
submitted.   
 
FY 2011/12 UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS FINDINGS FOR FY 2012/13 
David Melko asked the Board to adopt Resolution No. 12-03 to make findings and 
recommendations regarding the unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet as required under 
the Transportation Development Act (TDA).  Melko provided background of PCTPA’s 
responsibility to administer TDA funds, noting that we received 129 comments during this year’s 
unmet transit needs process.  All of these comments were analyzed and are contained in the 
report with responses.  Staff is recommending a finding that there are no new unmet transit needs 
for implementation in FY 2012/13.    
 
Staff met with the Social Service Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) on January 31.  
This group provided comments which are also included in the report.  SSTAC and our Technical 
Advisory Committee (TAC) recommended approval of the report and concurrence with staff’s 
recommendation. 
 
Melko noted there are responses to comments in the report where it is recommended that there 
needs to be further study.  Short Range Transit Plans (SRTP) were recently completed for the 
transit operators.  Those plans identified a number of issues based on previous unmet transit 
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needs and recommended that we perform a rural transit study.  Responses to comments related to 
rural transit issues indicated that we need to pursue grant funding to perform that study.  Other 
comments require further analysis through various studies.  Staff will be submitting a planning 
grant to Caltrans to pursue funding for these studies.  There is a recommendation in the report 
that transit operators need to develop service plans and implementation schedules to support the 
service enhancements and route improvements identified in their SRTPs. 
 
Staff is recommending that there are no new unmet transit needs for FY 2011/12 that are 
reasonable to meet.  Staff is continuing to recommend that the finding this Board made in 
2004/05 and amended in 2009/10 with respect to an unmet transit need on SR 267 is still 
reasonable to meet.  Melko asked the Board to accept this report. 
  
Keith Nesbitt noted during his tenure on this Board there have been connectivity issues in the 
Foresthill area.  Nesbitt inquired whether a rideshare or match list has been developed to support 
riders traveling to and from Foresthill in lieu of bus service.  Melko responded the 511 number 
puts you in touch with applicable rideshare agencies.  Placer County Transit does operate a 
vanpool program and there may already be a vanpool serving the Foresthill area.  Nesbitt further 
inquired whether there are efforts to form a public private partnership, an incentive for service 
clubs and such, to build bus shelters or signage.  Melko responded comments regarding these 
issues are forwarded to the applicable transit operator. 
 
Joy Damian, manager of the Whitney Ranch Apartments in Rocklin, which are 156 affordable 
apartment homes bordering Rocklin and Lincoln, expressed the need for public transportation at 
the Whitney Ranch Apartments.  Currently the closest bus stops are three miles north or south of 
the apartments.  Damian provided a handout to Board Members. 
 
Mary Martin stated if you go to BING.com and you enter 711 University Avenue, Rocklin, 
California, the  Whitney Ranch Apartments are not on the map since it is a new apartment 
complex.  Martin would like to see that changed.  Martin noted there are residents that need 
transportation to medical facilities.  Martin rides her bike 14 miles a day to travel to work since 
there is no bus system.  Martin expressed the need for buses in the Rocklin area. 
 
Linda Kiisk, a Whitney Ranch resident, expressed the need for transit services for employment 
for her teenage son and other students who attends Whitney High. 
 
Caroline Mahoney didn’t realize when she recently relocated that Rocklin did not have public 
transportation.  Mahoney would like to see a bus that she could walk to so she wouldn’t have to 
continue to utilize members of her community for transportation. 
 
Tink Miller from Placer Independent Resource Services, serving people with disabilities, 
supports the recommendations contained in the unmet transit needs report.  Since Ron McIntyre 
is no longer on the Board representing the Tahoe area, Miller urged the Board to find some way 
to develop funding among partners in the Tahoe area to implement service on SR 267.   
 
Dave Wiltsee, representing the Weimar/Applegate/Colfax MAC, also a member of the Older 
Adults Advisory Commission, thanked David Melko and the Board for their efforts to provide 
transportation to the Alta/Dutch Flat area.  They have established Senior Living Group which is 
devoted to making their area more senior friendly.  They have teamed up with Seniors First to set 
up a program to provide medical transportation for Alta/Dutch Flat/Gold Run area residents.  
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They look forward to utilizing the mileage reimbursement program to provide necessary 
transportation, hoping to eventually evolve into a self-sustaining operation. 
 
Upon motion by Harvey and second by Yuill, the Board unanimously adopted Resolution No. 
12-03 making findings and recommendations regarding unmet transit needs that are reasonable 
to meet as required by the Transportation Development Act (TDA). 
 
FY 2011/12 OVERALL WORK PROGRAM (OWP) AND BUDGET – AMENDMENT #2 
Celia McAdam noted the overall work program and budget guides what we do and how we 
spend our money.  A preliminary OWP and budget is adopted in the spring, the final version 
adopted in May and amendments brought before the Board as required.  The budget for this 
latest amendment before the Board balances and is about 10% lower than the previous 
amendment.  McAdam summarized the various changes from the previous OWP version.  
 
Tom Cosgrove asked if Lincoln could be informed about their participation in the update of the 
Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan since the City of Lincoln is preparing their budget. 
 
Upon motion by Holmes and second by Yuill, the Board unanimously adopted the FY 2011/12 
Overall Work Program (OWP) and Budget – Amendment #2 and authorized the Executive 
Director to submit it to Caltrans. 
 
I-80/SR 65 INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT – SR 65 VIADUCT 
RESTRIPING 
Celia McAdam noted that at our January Board meeting a community workshop was conducted 
on the I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvement Project.  At that meeting the Board directed staff to 
look into the feasibility of restriping the viaduct and adding another lane by utilizing the existing 
pavement width.  The good news is there is adequate physical width for three lanes of traffic 
over the viaduct section, although a portion would be substandard with no shoulders or areas to 
pull onto for emergencies.  The bad news is this does not change the required process.  Caltrans 
owns the facility and their process requires a Project Initiation Document, an environmental 
process, design, and right of way clearances before construction.  These processes could be 
condensed but it would still take 2 ½ to 3 years to accomplish.   
 
During the January Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) it was discussed whether adding this 
third lane would cause safety issues due to motorists’ weaving movements.  The TAC also 
questioned whether there is adequate substructure in the area between the viaduct and the 
Galleria Interchange.  Traffic studies and traffic modeling for the 80/65 Interchange are expected 
to be completed in a few months which will determine whether there are issues with weaving 
around the Galleria Interchange.  Staff wants to ensure what we are doing is effective. 
 
McAdam stated that to move forward, we will need Caltrans’ support for this project and their 
approval on a design exception.  Staff is requesting the Board to direct staff to first complete the 
traffic studies as planned and then work towards obtaining Caltrans’ support to move forward.   
 
Kirk Uhler stated he is thrilled the restriping potential is feasible yet frustrated with the project 
timeline.   
 
Steve Harvey inquired about the cost of the noise and air quality analysis.  McAdam replied it 
would depend on the level of environmental review required.  Leo Heuston from CH2M HILL 
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estimated the environmental process with a categorical exemption would be in the $150,000 
range.  
 
John Allard stated it is insane that we are required to go through a process like this to paint a line 
on a road and suggested utilizing the influence of our state legislators to try to get this process 
expedited. 
 
Keith Nesbitt concurs with Allard’s suggestion to lobby this project to hopefully accomplish the 
project in a shorter time period. 
 
Scott Yuill expressed his frustration with the process.  Yuill asked for more direction on the 
unintended consequences such as traffic issues which may be created and possible structural 
enhancements required.  McAdam noted the structural enhancements may be required on the 
shoulder between the viaduct and the Galleria Interchange, not on the viaduct structure, noting 
these issues will be addressed through the traffic study.  She noted the need to persuade Caltrans 
that this project is worthy of a design exception, and that we must proceed carefully, quickly and 
cost effectively.  The traffic studies are required for the overall project and those costs are not 
duplicative.   
 
Kirk Uhler made a motion to direct staff to further investigate the feasibility of restriping the 
northbound SR 65 viaduct to accommodate three travel lanes, work with Caltrans management to 
determine support and additionally to enlist our public relations consultant to inform the public 
about the process we are required to go through and how we are forced to spend our money and 
our time.  Yuill seconded the motion.  Motion passed unanimously. 
 
STATE LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM FOR 2012 
Celia McAdam reiterated that the Governor’s proposed budget has not taken funding away from 
transportation.  As part of our State Legislative Program for 2012, staff is asking to be allowed 
more creativity in funding and more local control as well as entering into public-private 
partnerships and streamlining processes.  Staff feels the requirements of AB 441, adding health 
impacts to transportation plans, is redundant of current efforts.  Staff will be watching for a 
rumored legislative proposal that would shift the burden for Caltrans’ overruns and support costs 
to local project sponsors.   
 
Steve Harvey expressed his opposition to AB 441.  John Allard wants to see staff become more 
aggressive on taking positions on legislation and suggests that we send a letter to the State 
Assembly in adamant opposition to AB 441.  Allard also suggested asking one of our State 
Legislators to serve on a transportation committee.  Keith Nesbitt suggested obtaining all Board 
Members signatures for the the AB 441 opposition letter.   
 
Nesbitt noted efforts in Washington for concurrent approvals and inquired about forming a task 
force for specific projects.  McAdam replied her dealings with streamlining committees seems to 
be playing with the margins - for every process requirement there seems to be a constituency that 
wants it kept in place.  Nevertheless, McAdam will pursue an aggressive approach to this 
restriping effort. 
 
Scott Yuill shares Allard’s comments and frustration and concurs with our opposition efforts on 
AB 441.  Tom Cosgrove noted we recognize health concerns, but those issues are addressed in 
other places in other ways and are already a part of a comprehensive process that is already in 
place. 
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Kirk Uhler made a motion to approve the State Legislative Platform for 2012 including writing a 
letter of opposition to AB 441.  Harvey seconded the motion.  Motion passed unanimously. 
 
PLACER PARKWAY CORRIDOR POLICY 
Celia McAdam noted this item will be going before the South Placer Regional Transportation 
Authority (SPRTA) Board later on this morning.  Staff is seeking to restate the policy for the 
Placer Parkway corridor including limited access and corridor width.  As Placer County is 
moving forward in the Tier 2 or construction level environmental process there are development 
proposals that are coming online that would be under the footprint of this corridor.  Staff feels it 
is important to articulate and restate the precepts which include limiting access between Pleasant 
Grove Road and Fiddyment Road (Central Section), potential adjustments can be made to the 
corridor width as part of the construction level, environmental process, and provide jurisdictions 
specific policy guidance from the SPRTA Board encouraging project level development 
proposals in the vicinity of the Parkway so long as they don’t jeopardize the Tier 1 approvals and 
regulatory agreements and do not result in increasing the net costs to the Parkway. 
 
Keith Nesbitt commented the seven mile segment is intelligent and a good selling point. 
 
Kirk Uhler asked for clarification of the definition of limited access and what access are we 
anticipating at build out, taking into consideration the cities’ and county’s transportation plans.  
McAdam responded starting at the eastern terminus of the Parkway at Highway 65, there is an 
interchange – the eastern part is Whitney Ranch Road, the western part is the Placer Parkway.  
There would be an intersection at Foothills, Fiddyment, a potential new interchange at Watt 
Avenue that would be a separate project, as well as an interchange point in Sutter County at 
Highway 99.  Uhler expressed concern since Lincoln’s General Plan speaks to the Dowd Road 
extension and connection to the Parkway.  Roseville is anticipating some kind of connection at 
Dowd Road yet we are not reflecting what our individual local agencies are moving forward 
with.  How do we ensure there is consistency?  McAdam replied this would be a separate project 
that would happen after the Placer Parkway environmental process is completed.  Uhler wants to 
ensure the actions that are taken today do not preclude local jurisdictions from moving forward 
with a project that is necessary for fulfillment of the respective General Plans.  McAdam stated 
an additional point of access would have to be analyzed separately of the Placer Parkway.  What 
SPRTA is considering later on this morning does not preclude that future action.   
 
Tom Cosgrove noted the connection with Dowd Road is very similar to the Nicholas Road 
overcrossing of the Lincoln Bypass that is under construction that is a no-access point.  If 
Lincoln becomes a designated urban area in the future, that might be able to happen. 
 
McAdam added during the studies for the Tier 1 environmental document staff also looked at the 
possibility of additional interchanges being brought up in the future and those impacts were 
analyzed and on record in the original document. 
 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
Celia McAdam reported the good news that bid packages were issued for Lincoln Bypass Phase 
2a yesterday with the bid opening expected to be April 11, the date of our next Board meeting. 
 
Chair Cosgrove noted our next meeting will be held on April 11, which combines our regularly 
scheduled March and April Board meetings.. 
 



  Page 6 

 

Meeting adjourned at 10:10 a.m. 
 
 
 
 
 
_________________________________  ____________________________________ 
Celia McAdam     Tom Cosgrove, Chair 
Executive Director 


