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Wednesday, April 11, 2012 - 9:00 AM 
Board of Supervisors Chambers 

175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, CA  95603 
 

 
A. Flag Salute  

   
B. Roll Call  

   
C. Approval of Minutes:  February 22, 2012 Action 

Pg.  1 
D. Agenda Review  

   
E. Public Comment  

   
 PRESENTATION:  Recognition of Outgoing Boardmember  

Ron McIntyre 
Presentation 

   
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.  7 

 1.  City of Auburn Funding Agreement for Projects Using 
Proposition 1B – Transit System Safety, Security, and Disaster 
Response Account (TSSSDRA) Funds 

Pg.  9 

 2. FY 2011/12 City of Rocklin Claims for Local Transportation 
Funds (LTF) - $2,348,401 

Pg.  11 

 3. FY 2011/12 City of Rocklin Claim for State Transit Assistance 
(STA) Funds - $255,760 

Pg.  16 

 4. Actuarial Valuation Report of Other Post Employment Benefit 
Program – July 1, 2011 

 

 5. TDA Financial Audits  
    

G. Preliminary Draft FY 2012/13 Overall Work Program (OWP) and 
Budget 

Action 
Pg.  21 

   
ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
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CONVENE AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
AGENCY 
   
H. 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.  23 

 1. TDA Financial Audit  
   
I. Title VI Non-Discrimination Policy Action 

Pg.  24 
   
J. Procedure for Soliciting and Considering Public Comment Prior to 

a Fare Increase and/or a Major Service Change  
Action 
Pg.  26 

   
K. 9:15 A.M. - PUBLIC HEARING:   Proposed Fares for Health 

Express Service 
Action 
Pg.  28 

   
ADJOURN AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
AGENCY 
   
RECONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
   
L. City of Colfax Transportation Development Act (TDA) 

Bicycle/Pedestrian Discretionary Fund Allocation 
Action 
Pg.  31 

   
M. WORKSHOP:  Where We’ve Been, Where We Are Now, and 

Where Do We Go Next? 
Discussion 

Pg.  39 
   
N. Executive Director’s Report  
 1. Update on Federal Transportation Reauthorization  
   
O. Board Direction to Staff  
   
P. Informational Items Info 
 1. Revenues and Expenditures for January and February (under 

separate cover) 
 

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

 

 3. TAC Minutes 
 

Pg.  41 
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 4. Status Reports  
  a. PCTPA Pg.  43 
  b. Randle Communications  
   i. January 2012 Pg.  54 
   ii. February 2012 Pg.  56 
  c. Federal Advocates, Inc. Pg.  59 
  d. Capitol Corridor Monthly Performance Report Pg.  62 
 5. Newspaper Articles Pg.  64 
    

 
 

Next Regularly Scheduled PCTPA Board Meeting 
May 23, 2012 
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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.. 
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Meeting adjourned at 10:10 a.m. 
 
 
 
 
 
_________________________________  ____________________________________ 
Celia McAdam     Tom Cosgrove, Chair 
Executive Director 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

www.pctpa.net 

TO: Board of Directors DATE: March 27, 2012
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
 
Below are the Consent Calendar items for the April 11, 2012 agenda for your review and action. 
 
1. City of Auburn Funding Agreement for Projects Using Proposition 1B – Transit System 

Safety, Security, and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) Funds 
On December 3, 2009, the PCTPA Board approved a jurisdiction allocation plan for the 
$229,743 in TSSSDRA regional funds for FY 2009/10. PCTPA is the grant recipient for 
these State funds. The Western Placer CTSA share of $8,356 will pass through PCTPA to 
the City of Auburn. A Funding Agreement is needed with the City of Auburn to pass 
through the TSSSDRA funds.  PCTPA will work closely with the City to ensure the smooth 
flow of the funds, completion of the project, and funding requirements are met. A copy of 
the Funding Agreement between PCTPA and the City of Auburn is attached. Staff 
recommends Board approval. 

 
2. FY 2011/12 City of Rocklin Claims for Local Transportation Funds (LTF) - $2,348,401 

The City of Rocklin submitted claims for $2,348,401 in LTF funds for FY 2011/12 - 
$1,839,395 for streets and roads purposes and $509,006 for transit. The City’s claims are in 
compliance with the approved LTF apportionment, and all transit needs that are reasonable 
to meet are being provided. Staff recommends approval, subject to the requirement that the 
City submit a complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
2011, prior to issuance of instructions to the County Auditor to pay the claimant in full. 
 

3. FY 2011/12 City of Rocklin Claim for State Transit Assistance (STA) Funds - $255,760 
The City of Rocklin submitted a claim for $255,760 in STA funds for FY 2011/12 for transit 
purposes. The City’s claim is in compliance with the approved STA apportionment and with 
all applicable STA requirements. Staff recommends approval.  
 

4. Actuarial Valuation Report of Other Post Employment Benefit Program – July 1, 2011 
The Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB) Statement 45 requires state and 
local government employers to disclose financial information regarding “Other Post- 
Employment Benefits” (OPEB); primarily retiree health care. GASB 45 requires agencies to 
obtain an actuarial valuation for the OPEB obligation which includes valuing the liability 
and calculating the annual required contributions (ARC) to the trust. This report is provided 
under separate cover.  Bickmore Risk Services completed the actuarial valuation as of July 
1, 2011 and determined the GASB 45 Actuarial Accrued Liability (AAL), the amount 
required to fund all plan benefits for current and vested plan members to be $515,488.  The 
ARC, the annual amount an employer would contribute to an OPEB program, is calculated 
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as $65,956 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2013 and $67,525 for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 2014.  These 4th and 5th payments in the 30-year amortization period will be 
reflected in PCTPA’s Overall Work Program & Budget in their respective fiscal years. 

 
5. TDA Financial Audits  

Staff recommends acceptance of TDA Financial Audits for fiscal year 2010/11 for the City 
of Colfax, the Town of Loomis, Placer County, the City of Rocklin and the City of 
Roseville. 

 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
April 11, 2012 
 
 
 
Robert Richardson, City Manager 
City of Auburn 
1225 Lincoln Way 
Auburn, CA 95603 
 
      
SUBJECT: FUNDING AGREEMENT 12-01 BETWEEN THE CITY OF AUBURN 

AND THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 
AGENCY (PCTPA) FOR THE WESTERN PLACER CTSA BUS STOP 
SAFETY AND SECURITY IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT 

 
Dear Mr. Richardson: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes funding by the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency (PCTPA) for work to be performed by the City of Auburn for the Western 
Placer CTSA Bus Stop Safety and Security Improvements Project. 
 
1. Funding Agreement:  This Funding Agreement is the statement of contract specific 

requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by the City of Auburn for the 
Western Placer CTSA Bus Stop Safety and Security Improvements Project.  The Western 
Placer CTSA Bus Stop Safety and Security Improvements Project will be funded under 
the Transit System Safety Security and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) included 
in Proposition 1B, the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality and Port Security 
Bond Act, approved by California voters in November 2006. The Western Placer CTSA 
Bus Stop Safety and Security Improvements Project Transit System Safety Security and 
Disaster Response Account (TSSDRA) grant application for FY 2009/10 is incorporated 
in this Funding Agreement. 

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

30, 2013, according to the project schedule / milestones provided in the Transit System 
Safety Security and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) grant application for 
FY2009/10. 

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

Western Placer CTSA Bus Stop Safety and Security Improvements Project provided in 
the Transit System Safety Security and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) grant 
application for FY 2009/10.  
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4. Personnel:  City will provide its own personnel to perform the work specified in the 

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

 
5. Compensation:  For services rendered, the City of Auburn will receive a sum not to 

exceed the amount of $8,356 (plus interest earned) identified in the Western Placer CTSA 
Bus Stop Safety and Security Improvements Project Transit System Safety Security and 
Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) grant application for FY 2009/10. Upon 
completion of the project, the City shall submit one invoice for reimbursement.  The 
invoice for payment shall reference the work completed and the hours and cost associated 
with each task / milestone. 

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

 
Attachment: Western Placer CTSA Bus Stop Safety and Security Improvements Project FY 

2009/10 TSSSDRA Grant Application  
 
C: Megan Siren, City of Auburn 
     David Melko, PCTPA 
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TO: 

CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 
STREETS & ROADS PURPOSES 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

RECEIVED 
MAR 1 9 2012 

P.C.T.P.A. 
FROM: CLAIMANT: City of Rocklin 

ADDRESS: 3970 Rocklin Rd. 

Rocklin, CA 95677 

CONTAa PERSON: Jason Johnson 

Phone: 916-625-5023 Email: jason.johnson@rocklin.ca.us 

The _______.....;,-.....;,C_it.!.-y_of_R_o_ck_li_n hereby requests, in accordance with the State of 

California Public Utilities Code commencing with Section 99200 and the California Code of Regulations 

commencing with Section 6600, that this claim for Local Transportation Funds be approved for Fiscal Year 

___2_0_"_1_12 , for street and road purposes (P.U.c. 99400a) in the amount of $ 1839395 

to be drawn from the Local Transportation Fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer: 

When approved, this claim will be transmitted to the Placer County Auditor for payment. Approval of the claim and payment by 
the County Auditor to the applicant is subject to such monies being available for distribution, and to the provisions that such 
monies will be used only in accordance with the terms of the approved annual financial plan and budget. Claimant must submit a 
complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit for the prior fiscal year prior to issuance of instructions to the County Auditor to pay the 
claimant. 

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY APPLICANT 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: BY:
 

(signature) (signature) 

TITLE: TITLE: 
City Manager 

DATE: DATE: 
Dec 13,2011 
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CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 

TRANSIT PURPOSES RECEIVED 
TO: 

FROM: 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

CLAIMANT: City of Rocklin 

MAR 19 2012 

P.C.T.P.A. 
ADDRESS: 3970 Rocklin Rd. 

Rocklin, CA 95677 

CONTAa PERSON: Jason Johnson 

Phone: 916-625-5023 Email: jason.Johnson@rocklin.ca.us 

The City of Rocklin hereby requests, in accordance with the State of 

California Public Utilities Code, commencing with Section 99200 and the California Code of Regulations 

commencing with Section 6600, that this claim for Local Transportation Funds be approved for Fiscal 

Year ___2_0_"_1_12 , in the following amounts for the following purposes to be drawn from the Local 

Transportation Fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer: 

P.U.c. 99260a, Article 4, Transit Operations/Capital: $------
P.U.c. 99275, Article 4.5, Community Transit Services: $------
P.U.c. 99400c, Article 8c, Contracted Transit Services: $ 509006 

C.C.R. 6648, Capital Reserve: $-----
P.U.c. 99400e, Article 8e, Capital for Contracted Services: $-----

When approved, this claim will be transmitted to the Placer County Auditor for payment. Approval of the claim and payment by 
the County Auditor to the applicant is subject to such monies being available for distribution, and to the provisions that such 
monies will be used only in accordance with the terms ofthe approved annual financial plan and budget. Claimant must submit a 
complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit for the prior fiscal year prior to issuance of instructions to the County Auditor to pay the 
claimant. 

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY APPLICANT 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIREaORS 

BY: BY:
 
(signature)(signature) 

City Manager 
TITLE: TITLE: 

Dec 13,2011 
DATE: DATE: 
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IDA ANNUAL PROJECT AND FINANCIAL PLAN
 

This form will showthe planned expenditures of aU TDA funds claimed for the fiscal year in addition to 
any TOA funds carried over from previous years. Briefly describe all operational, capital and/or streets 
and roads projects which will be funded by rOA moneys. Please show BOTH prior year TDA funds (if 
any) and current year TDA funds to be used, provide the total cost of each project~ and indicate all 
other sources of funding associated with each project. For capital projects, the projects listed and their 
associated costs and funding sources should be consistent with the budget developed in the TDA Claim 
Worksheet completed for the submittal of this claim. The total project cost and total funding source(s) 
listed below should balance for each project. See attached sample plan for additional gUidance. 

City ofRocklinClaimant: ---------.......;;..-.-----------
Fiscal Year: 2011/2012 

Brief Project Description Project Cost Source of Fun·ding & 
Amoynt 

Purchase ofTransit services 

TOlaf Transit 

$764,766 

$764,766 

lTF Artkle 8c 
STA 

Total Transit 

$509,006 
$255.,760 

$764,766 

s 

Streets and Roads 

Streets and Roads Maintenance 
Streets and Roads Admin 

Total Streets and Roads 

$1,666,747 

$397,236 
$732,800 

$2,796,783 

LTF carryover FY 10/11 
l TF Article 8 
lTF Article 8 
LTF Article 8 

Total Streets and Roads 

$957,388 
$709,359 
$397,236 
$732,800 

$2,796,783 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency Revised08-1'-11 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2011-164
 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL
 
OF THE C·ITY OF ROCKLIN AUTHORIZING
 
THE CITY MANAGER TO SUBMIT CLAIMS
 

FOR TRANPORTATION DEVELOPMENT FUNDS
 

WHEREAS, the city of Rocklin des·ires to submit the annual transportation claims 
to the Placer County Transportation Planning Agen·cy for funds available from the 
Transportation Development Act of 1971; and 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has made a finding 
that there be an ap.portionment of $2,348,401 from the local Transportation Fund; and 
an apportionment of $255,760 from the State Transit Assistance Fund; and 

WHEREAS, these funds can be used for purposes of public transportation and for 
acquisitioh and .maintenance of streets and roads including facilities for the exclusive 
use of bicycle paths; 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of Rocklin 
hereby authorizes submission of the annual transportation claims to the Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency for a total of $2,604,161, such funds to be used for the 
purposes indicated in the claims attached hereto as Exhibit A by this reference 
incorporated herein. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 13th day of December, 2011, by the following vote: 

AYES: Counci.lmembers: Storey, Yuill, Hill, Rustin, Magnuson 

NOES: Councilmembers: None 

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None 

ABSTAIN: Councilmembers: None 

George Magnuson, Mayor 

ATTEST: 
The foregoing Instrument IS a .. 
correct copy of the original docun:M!ntrtJ;:dOtU d!t.r/4Jtt/.:JcJ6 
on file in this office. ... >;".
 

Barbara Ivanusich, City Clerk
 ~tt ~di?~.. ~ ~ .. -Attes. . . . ~,. 

/ r1(eJO( I( City Clerk. CitY of Rocklin ..' ., 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

RESOLUTION NO. 12-04IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS TO THE 
CITY OF ROCKLIN 

.The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency at a regular meeting held Apri111, 2012 by the following vote on roll call: 

Ayes: 

Noes: 

Absent: 

Signed and approved by me after its passage. 

14 Chair 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

16 
Executive· Director 

17 

18 WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has been designated by the 
19 Secretary as the transportation planning agency for Placer CoUnty, excluding the Lake Tahoe 

Basin, in accordance with the Transportation Development Act, as amended; and 

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

22 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Agency has reviewed the claim and has 
23 made the following allocations from the 2011-12 fiscal year funds. 

24 1. To the City of Rocklin for projects conforming to 
Article 8(a) of the Act: $ 1,839,395 

26 2. To the City of Rocklin for proJects conforming to 
Article 8(c) of the Act: $ 509,006 

27 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that allocation instructions are hereby approved for the County 
28 Auditor to pay the claimants. Claimant must submit a complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit 

for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2011 ,prior to issuance of said instructions to the County 
Auditor to pay the claimant. 



-------

16 
CLAIM FOR STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS 

RECEIVED 
TO: PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

MAR 192012 

P.C.T.P.A. 

FROM: CLAIMANT: City of Rocklin 

ADDRESS: . 3970 Rocklin Rd. 

Rocklin, CA 95677 

CONTAa PERSON: Jason Johnson 

Phone: 916-625-5023 Email: jason.johnson@rocklin.ca.us 

The ________C_ity~o_f_R_oc_k_lin hereby requests, in accordance with the State 

of California Public Utilities Code commencing with Section 99200 and the California Code of Regulations 

commencing with Section 6600, that this claim for State Transit Assistance be approved in the amount of 

$ 255760 for Fiscal Year 2011112 

fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer. 

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

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY APPLICANT 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIREGORS 

BY: BY:
 
(signature) (signature) 

City Manager 
TITLE: TITLE: 

Dec 13,2011
DATE: DATE: 



-------------------
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TDA ANNUAL PROJECT AND FINANCIAL PLAN
 

This form will show the planned expenditures of aU TDA funds claimed for the fiscal year in addition to 
any TOA funds carried over from previous years. Briefly describe all operational, capital and/or streets 
and roads projects which will be funded by TDA moneys. Please show BOTH prior year TDA funds (if 
any) and current year fDA funds to be used, provide the total cost of each projectl and indicate all 
other sources of funding associated with each project.. For capital projects, the projects listed and their 
associated costs and funding sources should be consistent with the budget developed in the TDA Claim 
Worksheet completed for the submittal of this claim. The total project cost and total funding source(s) 
listed below should balance for each project. See attached sample plan for additional gUidance. 

City of RocklinClaimant: --------.......;...-.---------
Fiscal Year: 2011/2012 

Brief Proiect Description Project Cost Source of Funding & 
Amount 

Purchase ofTransit Services 

Total Transit 

$764,766 

$764,766 

lTF Article 8e $509,006 
STA $255,760 

Total Transit $764,766 

LTf Carryover FY 10/11 $957,388 
LTF Article 8 $709,359 
lTF Article 8 $397,236 
LTF Article 8 $732,800 

Total Streets and Roads $2,796,783 

Streets and Roads 

Streets and Roads Maintenance 
Streets and Roads Admin 

Total Streets and Roads 

$1,666,747 

$397,236 
$732,800 

$2,796,783 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency Revised08-11-11 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2011-164
 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL
 
OF THE CITY OF ROCKLIN AUTHORIZING
 
THE CITY MANAGER TO SUBMIT CLAIMS
 

FOR TRANPORTATION DEVELOPMENT FUNDS
 

WHEREAS, the city of Rocklin desires to submit the annual transportation claims 
to the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency for funds available from the 
Transportation Development Act of 1971; and 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has made a finding 
that there be an apportionment of $2,348,401 from the local Transportation Fund; and 
an apportionment of $255,760 from the State Transit Assistance Fund; and 

WHEREAS, these funds can be used for purposes of public transportation and for 
acquisition and maintenance of streets and roads including facilities for the exclusive 
use of bicycle paths; 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of Rocklin 
hereby authorizes submission of the annual transportation claims to the Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency for a total of $2,604,161, such funds to be used for the 
purposes indicated in the claims attached hereto as Exhibit A by this reference 
incorporated herein. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 13th day of December, 2011, by the following vote: 

AYES: Councilmembers: Storey, Yuill, Hill, Ruslin, Magnuson 

NOES: Councilmembers: None 

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None 

ABSTAIN: Councilmembers: None 

George Magnuson, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

(O:{LLft'/{~ J2-t747{(OtU6 
Barbara Ivanusich, City Clerk 

The foregoing Instrument IS a 
correct copy of the original document 
on file in this office. ....' 
~u da/'ll chcJ;) "":'

Attes. ,~, 

I elf.)()! II City Clerk. City of Rocklio' . 

( : 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY
 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 12-05 
STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS TO 
THE CITY OF ROCKLIN 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning
 
Agency at a re~lar meeting held April 11, 2012 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 

17. WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has been designated by the 
Secretary of the State of California, Business and. Transportation Agency, as the transportation 

18 planning agency for Placer County excluding that portion of the County in the Lake Tahoe 
19 Basin, pursuant to the provisions of the Transportation Development Act of 1971, Chapter 

1400, Statute~.of 1971; and Chapters 161 and 1002, Statutes of 1990; and Chapters 321 and 
322, Statutes of 1982; and 

21 WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency, 
under the provisions of the Act, to review transportation claims and to make allocations of 

22 money from the State Transit Assistance Fund based on the claims; and 

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

Agency; and 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has reviewed the claim for 
26 funds established to be available in the State Transit Assistance fund of Placer County and has 
27 made the following findings and allocations: 

28 1. The claimant's proposed expenditures are in conformity with the Regional 
Transportation Plan. 
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2.	 The level of passenger fares and charges is sufficient to enable the operator or transit 
servic~ .. cl~imant to meet the fare revenue requirements of Public Utilities Code Sections 
99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, 99268.5, and 99268.9, as they may be applicable to the 
claimant. 

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

4.	 The sum of the claimant's allocations from the State Transit Assistance Fund and from 
the L9cal Transportation Fund does not exceed the amount the claimant is eligible to 
receive during the fiscal year. 

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

6.	 The regional entity may allocate funds to an operator for the purposes specified in 
Section 6730 only if, in the resolution allocating the funds, it also fmds the following: 

a)	 The operator has made a reasonable effort to implement the productivity 
improvements recommended pursuant to ·Public Utilities Code Section 99244. 
This fmding shall make specific reference to the improvements recommended 
and to the efforts made by the operator to implement them. 

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

c) A certification by the Department of the California Highway Patrol verifying 
that the operator is in compliance with Section 1808.1 of the Vehicle Code, as 

._- -required in Public Utilities Code Section 99251. The certification shall have 
been completed within the last 13 months, prior to filing claims. 

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

Allocation to the City of Rocklin of $255,760 in State Transit Assistance Funds (PUC 99313) 
for transit purposes. 

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

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the claimant be notified of the Placer County 
TransportatiQJ1...~lanning Agency's action. on their claim. 
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299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.org 

TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  March 28, 2012
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: PRELIMINARY DRAFT FY 2012/13 OVERALL WORK PROGRAM 

(OWP) AND BUDGET 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Authorize the Executive Director to submit the attached preliminary draft FY 2012/13 Overall 
Work Program (OWP) and Budget to Caltrans. 
 
BACKGROUND 
Each Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) must submit a draft OWP to Caltrans no 
later than March of each year.  Due to the scheduling for PCTPA Board meetings, staff has 
received permission to submit this OWP in April. 
 
The OWP should provide a description of the activities to be undertaken by the agency in the 
coming year, along with detailed budget information.  The attached draft OWP and Budget has 
been developed in compliance with these requirements and has been reviewed by the Technical 
Advisory Committee and Caltrans staff.  The draft will undergo continued refinement, as staff 
receives comments from the Board, Caltrans, and jurisdictions, and as information on grant 
awards and state budget allocations becomes available.  A final FY 2012/13 OWP will be 
presented for Board approval at your May meeting. 
 
DISCUSSION 
Work Program 
Overall, the Work Program reflects a strong focus on core Agency activities, such as 
Transportation Development Act (TDA) administration, project programming and 
implementation such as the I-80/SR 65 Interchange and Capitol Corridor rail improvements, 
Placer Parkway, Freeway Service Patrol, and management of various Joint Powers Authorities 
(JPAs) including the South Placer Regional Transportation Authority (SPRTA) and the Western 
Placer Consolidated Transit Services Agency (CTSA).    
 
After two years of hiatus, the Regional Transportation Funding Strategy (WE 60) has been added 
back into the work program.  This work element would update the information generated 
between 2000-2009 to develop ideas to fund needed transportation improvements, assessing 
current public attitudes about transportation needs and funding shortfalls.  
 
Staff is also working on several discretionary grants for FY 2012/13, including those to address 
transit issues identified in the unmet transit needs process as well as an application with 
neighboring agencies in Nevada, El Dorado, and Amador Counties focusing on recreational 
travel impacts to the Sierras.  Should those projects move forward, they will be included in the 
Final FY 2012/13 OWP and Budget to be submitted for Board consideration in May. 
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There are a few items of note included in the preliminary draft OWP.  These are: 
 
Ongoing Work Elements 
• The update of the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) will kick off in FY 

2012/13, and is included in Airport Land Use Commission (WE 27); 
• Transit Schedule Coordination (WE 76) amongst the various transit operators was completed 

in FY 2011/12 but additional printing and distribution will occur in FY 2012/13; 
• With the next iteration of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) due in 2015, staff will 

begin to incorporate the work of the SACOG MTP into an updated Placer RTP document 
with a focus on avoiding duplicative effort;  

• CTSA Administration (WE 23) is expanded to establish and administer new programs 
adopted by the Board, including rural mileage reimbursement and a bus pass subsidy 
program. 

• Bikeway planning (WE 33) is enhanced to now update countywide bikeway maps in-house; 
 
Staffing 
As previously discussed with the Board, the retirement of Senior Planner Stan Tidman 
necessitated some temporary staffing changes that are being addressed in the preliminary OWP 
and Budget.  Specifically, hiring of a new Senior Planner has been delayed until FY 2012/13, 
with Mr. Tidman filling in on a part time basis to keep the I-80/SR 65 and Placer Parkway 
projects moving, which saved salary and benefit costs for FY 2011/12 while keeping key 
projects moving.   
 
In addition, the FY 2012/13 OWP and Budget calls for a consolidation of the Senior Planner 
position with the Engineering Advisor consulting service.  This provides us in-house engineering 
expertise combined with the project management that work elements like I-80/SR 65 Interchange 
and Project Programming will require going forward.  This combination of actions results in an 
increase in staffing level from 6.67 in FY 2010/11 to 6.9 full time equivalent staff for FY 
2012/13.       
 
Budget 
Just as many of our jurisdictions, PCTPA has gone through some budget challenges; these were 
addressed by increasing reimbursed work revenues and paring down our budget for FY 2011/12.   
In FY 2012/13, the budget is better stabilized, with grants and other resources expected to 
comprise more than half the Agency budget.  More importantly, it also allows us to increase our 
reserve funds.  As a result, staff is pleased to provide the Board with a balanced budget.   
 
The preliminary budget for FY 2012/13 is $3,327,353, up more than 16% overall from FY 
2011/12.   This includes approximately 55.6% ($1,850,376) of reimbursed work such as SPRTA 
administration, CTSA administration, I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements, building 
management, Congestion Management Program, and Freeway Service Patrol.   
 
CM:ss 
Attachment 
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299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  March 27, 2012
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
 
Below are the Consent Calendar items for the April 11, 2012 agenda for your review and action. 
 
1. TDA Financial Audit 

Staff recommends acceptance of Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services 
Agency’s TDA Financial Audit for fiscal year 2010/11. 
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299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  March 27, 2012
  
FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner  
  
SUBJECT: TITLE VI NON-DISCRIMINATION POLICY 
 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Approve the Title VI Non-Discrimination Policy for the Western Placer Consolidated 
Transportation Services Agency (WPCTSA) as shown in Attachment 1. 
 
BACKGROUND 
WPCTSA is a grant recipient of Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 5317 New 
Freedom funds. These funds are currently used to support the non-emergency medical 
transportation service known as Health Express. To remain eligible for future federal capital and 
operation funding, WPCTSA is required to ensure that its federally supported transportation 
services, activities and programs are distributed in an equitable manner; and conform to Title VI 
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 as amended, as well as Presidential Executive Orders 12898 and 
13166. 
 
DISCUSSION 
FTA rules and regulations prohibit discrimination by recipients of federal transit assistance based 
on Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. Title VI requires that no person in the United States, 
on the grounds of race, color or national origin be excluded from, be denied the benefits of, or be 
subjected to discrimination, under any program or activity receiving federal financial assistance. 
In furtherance of Title VI, Presidential Executive Order 12898 addresses environmental justice in 
minority and low-income populations; and Presidential Executive Order 13166 addresses 
services to those individuals with limited English proficiency. 
 
WPCTSA does not currently have a non-discrimination policy. WPCTSA has previously relied, 
when necessary, upon the non-discrimination policy adopted by the PCTPA. 
 
Attached for Board consideration is a draft Title VI Non-Discrimination Policy for the WPCTSA. 
 
Staff recommends that the Board approve the attached Title VI Non-Discrimination Policy for 
the WPCTSA.  The TAC concurs with this recommendation. 
 
 



 
 

WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES AGENCY 
TITLE VI NON-DISCRIMINATION POLICY 

 
 
The Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (WPCTSA) is committed to 
ensuring that no person is excluded from participation in, or denied the benefits of its transportation 
programs, activities and services on the basis of race, color or national origin as afforded under Title 
VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 
 

1. WPCTSA is committed to enforcing the provisions of Title VI and protecting the rights and 
opportunities of all persons associated with or affected by its programs, activities and 
services. WPCTSA’s commitment includes enforcing all applicable laws and regulations 
that affect the WPCTSA and those organizations, both public and private, which participate 
and benefit through WPCTSA programs, activities and services. 

 
2. WPCTSA will take positive and realistic affirmative steps to ensure that all persons and/or 

entities wishing to participate in its programs, activities and services are given an equal and 
equitable chance to participate and benefit. 

 
3. WPCTSA sub-recipients and contractors are required to prevent discrimination and ensure 

nondiscrimination in all of their programs, activities and services. 
 

4. WPCTSA is responsible for providing leadership, direction and policy to ensure compliance 
with Title VI of the 1964 Civil Rights Act in respect to its transportation programs, activities 
and services. Any person(s) who feels that they have been discriminated against is 
encouraged to report such violations in writing to: 

 
Executive Director 
Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 
299 Nevada Street 
Auburn, CA 95603 
www.pctpa.net  
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299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  March 28, 2012
  
FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner  
  
SUBJECT: PROCEDURE FOR SOLICITING AND CONSIDERING PUBLIC 

COMMENT PRIOR TO A FARE INCREASE AN/OR MAJOR SERVICE 
CHANGE 

 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Approve procedure for soliciting and considering public comment prior to a fare increase and/or 
a major service change for the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 
(WPCTSA), shown in Attachment 1. 
 
BACKGROUND 
WPCTSA is a grant recipient of Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 5317 New 
Freedom funds. These funds are currently used to support the non-emergency medical 
transportation service known as Health Express. To remain eligible for future federal capital and 
operation funding, WPCTSA is required to develop a local process to solicit and consider public 
comment prior to a fare increase and/or a major service change. FTA also requires each grantee 
to develop a definition of “major service change.” 
 
DISCUSSION 
WPCTSA does not currently have an approved procedure for soliciting and considering public 
comment prior to a fare increase and/or major service change. WPCTSA has previously relied, 
when necessary, upon the public participation process used by the PCTPA. 
 
Attached for Board consideration is a draft procedure for soliciting and considering public 
comment prior to a fare increase and/or a major service change for the WPCTSA. The procedure 
describes when an opportunity for a public hearing will be provided, how hearings will be 
conducted, and how the results of hearings will be considered in the decision-making process. 
The proposed procedure establishes a noticed public hearing requirement for a fare increase 
and/or a major service change, defines a major service change, and relies on the Brown Act and 
WPCTSA administrative procedures for public hearing, public comment, and other process 
provisions. 
 
Staff recommends that the Board approve the procedure for soliciting public comment prior to a 
fare increase and/or a major service change.  



 
WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES AGENCY 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCEDURE  
FOR SOLICITING AND CONSIDERING PUBLIC COMMENT  

PRIOR TO A TRANSIT FARE INCREASE AND/OR MAJOR SERVICE CHANGE 
 
 
1. Major Service Change or Fare Increase Defined 

A fare increase and/or a major service change is defined as:  
a. Any permanent change which increases fares on non-emergency medical transportation services; 

or  
b. A 25 percent or greater reduction in the service area, service miles, or service hours for non-

emergency medical transportation services. 
 
WPCTSA may temporarily change service levels for non-emergency medical  transportation services 
to reflect emergency or other operating conditions without providing for public participation. Except 
in those situations where advanced notification is impractical, the WPCTSA will notify the public of 
the changes by requiring notices be posted in all vehicles and other means designed to inform the 
public.  
 

2. Solicitation and Consideration of Public Comment 
WPCTSA shall solicit and consider public comments prior to implementing a transit fare increase 
and/or a major service change in the manner provided herein. 

 
3.  Public Hearing Required 

At least one public hearing before the Board of Directors shall be conducted prior to the 
implementation of a transit fare increase and/or a major service change. The public hearing shall be 
conducted in accordance with all applicable laws, regulations, and WPCTSA administrative 
procedures, including the Ralph M. Brown Act (California Government Code §§54950 et seq.).  
 
Notice of the public hearing time and place shall be given by publication in a local newspaper of 
general circulation at least 10 calendar days in advance of the public hearing. The notice shall 
generally describe the nature of the proposed action, shall state that public comments will be 
accepted prior to and at the public hearing, shall provide an address for the submission of comments 
prior to the public hearing, and shall describe the means of obtaining and/or the location of 
additional information about the proposed action. 
 
Direct-mail notices will also be sent to appropriate agencies and stakeholders that are deemed by 
WPCTSA to be directly affected or involved with the proposed action; and to persons who have 
filed written requests with the WPCTSA for such notices. The WPCTSA may provide additional 
public notice at locations expected to be viewed by the users of WPCTSA transportation services.  
 
The WPCTSA may also at its discretion conduct one or more public workshops prior to the public 
hearing to inform users and the general public of a proposed fare increase and/or a major service 
change and to accept and consider public comment on the proposed changes.  
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299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  March 27, 2012
  
FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner  
  
SUBJECT: PUBLIC HEARING: PROPOSED FARES FOR HEALTH EXPRESS 

SERVICE 
 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Conduct a public hearing to obtain testimony to consider implementing fares for the non-
emergency medical transportation service known as Health Express service. 
 
BACKGROUND 
Since January 2009, the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 
(WPCTSA) has contracted with Seniors First, Inc., to provide the non-emergency medical 
transportation service known as Health Express. Currently Health Express does not charge a 
passenger fare. Health Express meets its fare recovery responsibilities under the Transportation 
Development Act (TDA) with funding contributions provided by Sutter and Kaiser Hospitals. 
From 1982 to 2008, the previously designated CTSA, Pride Industries, charged passenger fares 
for non-emergency medical transportation trips.  
 
The adopted Short Range Transit Plan (SRTP) for the WPCTSA recommended that it may be 
appropriate to revisit the issue of fares. Public outreach efforts and ridership surveys conducted 
during the development of the SRTP identified that many Health Express riders are willing to 
contribute to the cost of their trip and will make transportation expenditures a priority, even 
within limited budgets.    
 
The annual operating cost for Health Express is currently $500,000; and per the SRTP 
recommendation is projected to increase to $550,000, pending future funding availability, to 
provide new service to Foresthill and Sheridan one day per week and a second weekday trip to 
Sacramento. WPCTSA currently meets its fund obligation of $375,000 through a combination of 
federal, state and local funds. The $125,000 balance is funded through Seniors First by Sutter 
and Kaiser Hospitals community benefit programs.  
 
The service currently provides about 800 trips a month, up from 500 trips per month when 
Pride/CTSA provided similar medical services. Over the past year, Health Express has seen an 
increase in the level of demand for medical trips particularly to dialysis and chemo appointments 
due to recent changes in the use of Medi-Cal funding for these types of trips. 
 
Given the relatively high costs of Health Express trips and their long, inter-jurisdictional 
characteristics, rider contribution to the service’s operating cost through some level of passenger 
fare is not unreasonable. Notably, Sutter and Kaiser Hospitals asked that we look at 
implementing fares in an effort to stabilize the long-term financial base, facilitate future 
expansion of Health Express in south Placer County, while continuing to encourage frequent use. 
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Implementing fares should also reduce the need in the near-term for PCTPA to consider 
increasing the Local Transportation Fund (LTF) allocation to the WPCTSA to the maximum 
allowable five percent under the TDA. 
 
DISCUSSION 
Under the TDA, services provided exclusively to the elderly and individuals with disabilities, 
such as Health Express, must meet at least ten percent of their operating costs through fares. This 
amounts to $50,000 for the current fiscal year or $55,000 for fiscal year 2012/13. 
 
Over the past six months, staff and Health Express funding partners have been engaged in a 
process to develop a fare structure for Health Express. A variety of alternatives were explored, 
with the proposed fare structure shown in Attachment 1 as the staff and funding partners’ 
recommendation.  The PCTPA Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and Transit Operators 
Working Group (TOWG) concurred with this recommendation.  
 
The proposed fare structure is designed to be low cost, on average half the cost of fares paid on 
local dial-a-ride services. Single ride fares as shown on Attachment 1 can be further discounted 
when a rider shows a Medicare, Medicaid, public transit discount card, or disability card. A 
multi-ride pass is available for persons who have frequent medical appointments, such as dialysis 
or chemotherapy treatment patients. These riders would receive a 20 percent discount compared 
to the single ride fares. In addition, the hospitals have requested that for those riders who cannot 
afford the fare that service still be provided to the individuals. These rides are called 
“scholarship” rides and it is anticipated that less than ten percent of Health Express rides would 
fall in this category. Funding for these rides would be met through the hospital funding 
contributions. 
 
The proposed fare increase would annually generate an estimated $25,000 to $45,000 depending 
on actual passenger trips, scholarship rides offered, and fares received. While the proposed fare 
structure would fall short of the goal that riders pay ten percent of the service’s operating cost, 
the hospitals have committed to maintaining their funding contributions, which can be used in 
part to meet the fare recovery ratio requirement as currently done. 
 
Staff will compile all the comments received before and after the public hearing, and prepare 
responses.  The comments and responses, along with any recommended adjustments to the 
proposed fare structure will be presented to the Board at its May 23 meeting. Any fare changes 
adopted by the Board at that time are expected to go into effect in July 2012. 
 
CM:DM:ss 
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With Discount Card*
Without Discount 

Card

Free $1.25

$1.25 $2.50

$2.50 $5.00

$5.00 $10.00

10 Ride Pass $12.50

Effective Post July 2012

* With Medicare, Medicaid, Public Transit ADA/Disability/Senior ID Card.

(Advance Reservation Only)

Same Day Sacramento Trip

Advance Reservation Trip Sacramento Trip

Health Express Fare Structure

Trips

Advance Reservation Trip in Placer County

Same Day Trip in Placer County

Health Express Single Ride
(Fares shown are per one‐way trip)

* Multi‐Ride Pass is good for a one‐way Health Express trip. 

* Multi‐Ride Pass is NON‐Transferrable to public transit systems.

Health Express Multi‐Ride Pass

* Multi‐Ride Pass is NON‐Refundable.
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299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  March 28, 2012
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director 

Scott Aaron, Associate Planner 
 

  
SUBJECT: CITY OF COLFAX TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) 

BICYCLE/PEDESTRIAN DISCRETIONARY FUND ALLOCATION 
 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Approve the programming of $110,571 in Transportation Development Act (TDA) 
Bicycle/Pedestrian Discretionary funding for the City of Colfax’s Grass Valley Railroad 
Pedestrian Crossing Project. 
 
BACKGROUND 
As the Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) for Placer County, PCTPA is 
responsible for the administration of the Transportation Development Act fund which is divided 
into the Local Transportation Fund (LTF) and the State Transit Assistance (STA) Fund.  At the 
discretion of the Board, the Agency typically allocates 2% of the LTF for bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities pursuant to PUC Section 99233.3 and CCR Section 6655.2 of the TDA.  Staff works 
member jurisdictions to develop a cash management plan with a five-year horizon, with 25% of 
the fund reserved for discretionary purposes.  At the end of the past two cash management plan 
cycles, the discretionary money has been reallocated proportionately to member jurisdictions. 
 
Currently, we are in the second year of the FY 2010/11 through FY 2014/15 cash management 
plan cycle, and have $180,571 in TDA Bicycle/Pedestrian Discretionary funds available.  Staff 
projects the total discretionary fund to reach approximately $417,327 by the end of the five-year 
cycle. 
 
DISCUSSION 
The City of Colfax has recently submitted a request for $110,668 in TDA Bicycle/Pedestrian 
Discretionary Funds for the Grass Valley Railroad Pedestrian Crossing project as shown in 
Attachment 1.    
 
For years, the City of Colfax has been trying to put together enough funding to enable 
construction of pedestrian and/or bicycle improvements in the downtown area of the City.  
Project cost escalations and lack of available local funding are the primary reasons for project 
delays.  Further, while the City has been allocated Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 
(CMAQ) funds for such projects in the past, the City has had difficulty using it due to the 
administrative costs associated with meeting Federal requirements.  For a city the size of Colfax, 
such Federal requirements can easily make a project cost-prohibitive, which is why in 2010 the 
City actually relinquished an earlier $100,000 CMAQ grant; those funds were then redistributed 
to other Placer jurisdictions for use before they expired. 
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The City of Colfax has recently been working to put together a project large enough to justify the 
use of CMAQ funds allocated to them for the current Federal funding cycle.  The project, which 
includes pedestrian and bicycle improvements at the only at-grade railroad crossing in the City, 
needs $120,000 of additional funding.   
 
The existing railroad crossing at Grass Valley Street currently presents a hazardous situation for 
children traveling to and from school and to those who must cross the tracks to access the 
Amtrak rail station and the Placer County Transit stop, as shown in Attachment 1.  Staff concurs 
with the City that this project will provide important safety improvements and increase 
accessibility for both pedestrians and bicyclists at this location.  
 
At the recommendation of staff, the City has requested the necessary funds from the TDA 
Bicycle/Pedestrian fund - $9,332 from their 5-year fair-share apportionment, and $110,668 from 
the discretionary fund.  The City will combine these funds with a new $100,000 CMAQ grant to 
construct both the railroad pedestrian/bicycle crossing on Grass Valley Street and road 
rehabilitation improvements on Grass Valley Street to create a larger, more cost-effective 
project.   
 
While accepting specific funding requests from the TDA Bicycle/Pedestrian Discretionary Fund 
has not been actively sought in recent years, staff sees this as an opportunity to get a critical 
project built for one of Placer’s smaller jurisdictions by creatively and appropriately utilizing an 
existing local source of funding.  The Technical Advisory Committee concurs with staff and 
recommends Board approval. 
 
CM:SA:ss 
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MAR 26 2012 

P.C"T.P.A. 
PO Box 702 

530-3-'1(,-231 J 

Colfax. CA 95713 
33 S. Main Srreet 

fa\ 530-346-6214 

March 16, 2012 

Ms. Celia McAdam, Executive Director 
PCTPA 
299 Nevada Street 
Auburn., CA9S603 

SUBJECT: CITY OF OOLFAX- GRASS VALLEY RAILROAD PEDESTRIAN CROSSING 
(pLA25439) 

Dear Celia: 

The City of Colfax is divided into two areas by the UP Railroad tracks. People traveling by foot, 
car, or bicycle must cross the tracks on Grass Valley Street, at the only at·grade public crossing 
in the City, to get back and forth between the north and south areas of town. This crossing is 
controlled by signal arms, striping and signage. Pedestrians and Bicyclists, including children 
travelling between their homes and schools, and those traveling to the Amtrak Train Depot or 
Placer County Transit stop, must cross the same tracks. As shown on the attached pictures, 
the sidewalk ends on each side of the tracks, which requires crossing the tracks on the non
accessible roadway shoulder, ~reating a potentially hazardous situation. 

A top priority for the City is to provide safe travel across these railroad tracks. Fortunatley, no 
one has been hurt to-date but the risk is there and the situation needs to be remedied. The 
school district, UPRR, and the CPUC all support the proposed project, which is described 
below. 

The project is for design and construction a ped/bike crossing at the UP railroad tracks, to 
improve safety and accessibility. Improvements include curb, gutter, and sidewalk,concrete 
crossing panels, handrail, center median,ac paving, and signs, striping, and markings. The 
project costs are e.stimated as follows: 

$150,000 Construction wI 20% Contingency 
$ 25,000 PS&E 
$ 5,000 CEQA/NEPA 
$ 10,000 UPRR Permitting 
$ 15,000 Project Management 
$ 15,000 Testing and Inspection 
$220,000 



As you are aware, the City has $fOO,DOO CMAQ fundsprogrammed for the Grass Valley 
Railroad Pedestrian C17ossing, project (PLA25439). The City is implementing a Grass Valley 
Street Road Rehabilitation project thIs YEl,ar with RSTPand Prob. 1B funds, and the projects 
could be combined to create a larger, more cost-effective project. 

We had hoped to obtain additionaHunds through either the HSIP or Fed SRTS Programs, put 

have been l.:Il'lsuccessful. Thus,4he City is requesting that the balance of the project cost, or 
$120,000 be funded from PCTPA's discretionary fDA bike/pedestrian fund. 

Please consider the City's requestfor additional funds, and place the item on the March 27'h 
PCTPA TAC agenda, for their approval. 

Sincerely, 

.~/~~_,-
Bruce Kranz 
City Manager 

Attachments:	 Pictures 
Letters of Support 

1 -w..: .. 
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UIIIIII PACIFIC 11111111 CaMPINY 
9451 Atkinson StreetTerrtl A. Ancltnoo 
Roseville, CA. 95747Manager of Industry and Public 
Fax (402) 2333066Projett. 
(»).{ (916) 789-5134taanders«~up.com 

September 151 2009 

Crossing: Public 
CA: Colfax 
Grass Valley Rd 
MILE POST 141.89, Roseville Sub. 
DOT 753151U 

Mr. Bruce ,Kranz 
City of,Colfax 
Interim City Manager 
c/o Nick Ponticello, City Engineer 
P.O. Box 702 
33 South Main Street 
Colfax. CA95713 

Dear Mr. Kranz: 

SUBJECT: Non objection to Grass Veney Rd proposeg project. 

Thank you for your inquire. This fetter serves as Union Pacific's non objection to the City's proposed 
project with the following commitments 

First this is not an atiJrade pedestrian crossing. This is an at-grade public crossing for both vehicles and 
pedestrians. Union Pacific does not object to the City's proposal to upgrade the above mentioned crossing for 
pedestrian sidewalks provided project complies with current MUT'CD and UPRR standards. The City will need 
to acquire any additional right of way if needed for this project. Union Pacific will not donate this property. 
Once City has acquired funding and is ready to move this project forward, please send my office a preliminary 
engineering letter authorizing Union Pacific to incur expenses for engineering review and any signal design that 
will be needed in order to prepare estimates for tr,e agreement between UPRR and the City of Colfax. 

If you have any additional questions, please contact me at (916) 789-5134. 

.~,,Incerely 

~,/~ 
Terrel A. Anderson 

Manager Industry & Public Projects 

bcc; Operating File 



July 15~ 20 I0 

Cahrans District 3 
P.O..Box 911 
Marysville CA 95901 

I)ear Sir or 'Maduln: 

The local school adnlinistration suppo11s the City of Colfax's proposed pedestrian grade crossing 
ilnprovelDents at the railroad crossing on East Grass Valley Road. Many of the children that attend our 
schools travel through this area, and having an in1proved pedes'trian facility \vi] 1enable their safe travel to 
and fron) schooL Neither Colfax EletnentaJY School nor Colfax High School is targeted for school 
closure. 

We encourage Caltrans to approve the City'~ application for funding tor this critical project. 'fhank you 
for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

.? i .//'/ /
I /~~:l/J~"~ C./~V~ 
~ •...•",_._---
Colfax Elem ntary School District 

1)~ KtwA<J 
Placer l'Iigh Unified School District 

24825 Ben Taylor Road 13000 New Airport Road 
C:olfax. CA 95713 AubU111 CA 95603 
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TO: Board of Directors DATE:  March 29, 2012  
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: WORKSHOP:  WHERE WE’VE BEEN, WHERE WE ARE NOW, AND 

WHERE DO WE GO NEXT? 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
None.  For discussion only. 
 
BACKGROUND 
Over the past decade, PCTPA has amassed a remarkable list of achievements in building critical 
infrastructure projects, like the I-80 Bottleneck and Lincoln Bypass, and implementing vital 
transportation programs, like the Freeway Service Patrol and Health Express.   
 
Key to these achievements has been the ability to leverage the resources we do have available to 
attract discretionary dollars.  These successes are made even more notable because we do not 
have locally controlled financial resources like vehicle registration fees or transportation sales 
taxes that are in place in the 19 largest counties covering 85% of the state’s population. 
 
DISCUSSION 
Our economic vitality and quality of life in Placer are tied to the ability of people and goods to 
get where they need to go in a timely, safe, and efficient manner.  Even with our successes, we 
still have much to do – everything from filling potholes to meeting demands for more 
transportation choices to building the Placer Parkway and other road projects to enhance our long 
range economic goals.   At the same time, our ability to meet those needs is limited, as the 
funding picture for transportation on the local, state, and Federal level yields few opportunities in 
the short-to-medium term.    
 
Staff will provide a presentation summarizing the remarkable list of projects and programs that 
PCTPA has been able to implement over the past decade, what we’re currently working on, as 
well as a forecast of the financial picture for transportation over the next ten years. 
 
With that as a background, staff will be posing several questions for the Board’s discussion, 
including: 
 
• How important are transportation needs in the overall context of member jurisdiction 

priorities? 
 

• Staff has traditionally pursued a strategy that attempts to ensure we have a variety of 
projects and programs in the pipeline as a way to take advantage of every discretionary 
dollar.  That sometimes means a focus on less critical projects because they fit available 
or potential funding pots.   
 



PCTPA Board of Directors 
WORKSHOP:  WHERE WE’VE BEEN, WHERE WE ARE NOW, AND WHERE DO 
WE GO NEXT? 
April 2012 
Page 2 
 
 

In an era where far fewer discretionary funding sources exist, does the Board still concur 
with this approach, or should staff focus on specific priorities regardless? 

 
• To the extent that we have funding available and flexibility in how we use it, what are the 

transportation projects and programs that you want to focus on? 
 

• Does the Board want staff to continue to examine options and strategies to better fill the 
growing gap between current and future transportation needs and funding available? 

 
CM: ss 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 

March 27, 2012 
 
 

ATTENDANCE: Megan Siren, City of Auburn 
Alan Mitchell, Ponticello Enterprises, City of Colfax 
Andrew Gaber, Placer County Public Works 
Angel Green, Placer County Air Pollution Control District 
Dave Palmer, City of Rocklin 
Eileen Bruggeman, City of Roseville 
Scott Gandler, City of Roseville 
Dianira Soto, Caltrans 
 
Celia McAdam, PCTPA 
Scott Aaron, PCTPA 
David Melko, PCTPA 
Sue Sholtis, PCTPA 
Steve Propst, PCTPA 

 
Preliminary Overall Work Program and Budget for FY 2012/13 
Celia McAdam noted the preliminary draft of the Overall Work Program (OWP) and Budget 
balances.  McAdam highlighted portions of the OWP and Budget which includes the 
reestablishment of the Regional Transportation Funding Strategy which would include tracking 
public attitudes regarding transportation.  The OWP also includes work elements for planning 
grants we have applied for as well as the update for the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, 
printing additional coordinated transit schedules and recommencing the Regional Transportation 
Plan effort in 2013 to be included into the Metropolitan Transportation Plan.  We will be hiring a 
new Senior Engineer/Planner this July.   
 
McAdam urged TAC members to contact her with any questions, issues or problems after review 
of this document.  Subsequent changes can be included in the final version which will go before 
the Board in May.  This preliminary version will go before the Board for approval at our April 
Board meeting. 
 
Colfax – Transportation Development Act (TDA) Bicycle/Pedestrian Discretionary Fund 
Application 
Celia McAdam provided handouts to TAC members which outlined Colfax’s proposed Grass 
Valley Railroad Pedestrian Crossing project and their request for $120,000 from PCTPA’s 
discretionary TDA bike/pedestrian fund.  These funds would be added to Colfax’s $100,000 
CMAQ funds to fund this project.  McAdam noted in past years the discretionary bike/ped 
monies have not been awarded, but folded back into jurisdiction apportionments.  Alan Mitchell 
stated this project is ready to go.  After discussion, the TAC recommended the Board approve 
this request.  Scott Aaron noted that, should the Board adopt the recommendation, Colfax will 
need to submit a special claim to be provided by PCTPA with an accompanying Board resolution 
to claim these funds.   
 
Draft Health Express Service Policies & Fare Schedule 
David Melko provided TAC members handouts on the proposed Health Express fare schedule 
and draft Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (CTSA) Title VI Non-
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Discrimination Policy.  Melko noted in the recently adopted Short Range Transit Plan the 
consultant recommended a modest fare be implemented by Health Express to stabilize operating 
funds.  The farebox recovery is 10%.  Staff met with the funding partners and drafted this fare 
schedule.  Melko explained the fare schedule structure.  The fare revenue calculation of $25,000-
$35,000 annually could be met with these fares but we would still need the funding from the 
funding partners.  This proposed fare schedule will go before the CTSA Board on April 11 for 
approval.  TAC members concurred with the proposed schedule. 
 
Melko is also drafting a public participation process policy which will go to the Board for 
approval at the April Board meeting.  Melko noted the Title VI Non-Discrimination Policy is 
going before the CTSA Board for approval also on April 11.  TAC concurred with this effort. 
 
Board Discussion/Workshop on Future Transportation Priorities and Funding 
Celia McAdam noted we are at a crossroads with our transportation needs and what we have 
money to do.  At our April Board meeting we will conduct a conversation with Board members 
to look at what we have accomplished in the last decade and what the Board sees our direction is 
and what our priorities should be in the face of diminished resources.  This issue ties into the 
Regional Funding Strategy effort to do polling and public survey. 
 
McAdam asked TAC members for their suggestions in this effort. Scott Gandler stated the City 
of Roseville would like to see any efforts to help Highway 65.  McAdam encouraged TAC 
members to talk to their Board/Council representatives about this item so they are best prepared 
to engage in conversation and present their jurisdiction’s priorities.  
 
Other Issues/Upcoming Deadlines 
David Melko reminded those jurisdictions that use federal funds to submit Project Request For 
Allocation (RFA)s for Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) and Regional Surface 
Transportation Program (RSTP) projects and to make the dates outlined in the RFAs. 
 
Melko received an email from Jose Luis from SACOG stating staff needs to update Metropolitan 
Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) projects for the 2013/16 MTIP.  The deadline for 
these updates is April 20.  SACOG will perform air quality conformity analysis.  Melko will 
forward this email to appropriate jurisdictions. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 3:45 p.m. 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  March 27, 2012
  
FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner  
 Solvi Sabol, Alternative Transportation Manager & Freeway Service Patrol  
                                 Coordinator 
 Stan Tidman, Senior Planner 
  
SUBJECT: STATUS REPORTS 
 
 
1. TDM & Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) Report 

PCTPA and the City of Roseville received 71 Bucks for Bikes applications from 46 
different business sites – a 39% and 35% increase in number of applicants and business 
participation respectively.  This incentive program, funded by a grant from the Placer 
County Air Pollution Control District and the City of Roseville subsidizes new commuter 
bicycles at 50% up to $200.  The program is intended to promote bicycling as a viable 
alternative to driving alone thereby reducing traffic congestion and improving air quality 
in the region.  There were 25 applicants funded who are employed at 21 different 
businesses throughout Placer County.  These applicants committed to riding to work on 
their new commuter bike an average of 3 – 4 days per week.  Based on their round trip 
mileage to work, we anticipate a reduction of 1,268 driving miles per week.  Criteria for 
being approved for this subsidy included attending a Smart Cycling Clinic, purchasing 
their bike from a local business, and participating in the May Is Bike Month campaign.   
 
Several one-hour Smart Cycling clinics are being offered in Placer County, including an 
evening clinic at the PCTPA offices on April 18th.  These free clinics, taught by league 
certified instructors, are designed to give cyclist tips on how to safely and comfortably 
commute to work by bike. Additionally we’re offering a more in-depth 9 hour clinic that 
includes 4 hours of classroom instruction plus five hours of on-road training. 
 
PCTPA and SafeKids Placer County are working with staff and parents from Breen 
Elementary School in Rocklin to coordinate a Bike to School event.  The official Bike to 
School day has been set for May 8. 
 
Capitol Corridor’s social media, Facebook campaign will continue through the remainder 
of the fiscal year.  Additionally, we will promote the midweek senior discount (50% off 
Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and Thursdays) which starts in May in the Gold Country Media 
newspapers and also airing a commercial on KAHI radio.  KAHI has also agreed to run 
Public Service Announcements (PSAs) in May for May is Bike Month and in June for 
Capitol Corridor’s Fight Hunger Campaign. 
 
Preparations for spring / summer promotional programs and events including Earth Day 
events, May is Bike Month and the Summer Youth Bus Pass are underway.   
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2. 2011 Annual Reports for the Call Center and the Transit Ambassador Program 

The Transit Ambassador and the South Placer Transit Information Center (Call Center) 
are programs authorized by the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services 
Agency (WPCTSA) to address unmet transit needs within Placer County. 
 
In 2007 the PCTPA Board allocated funding and designated the City of Roseville as the 
lead agency to operate the regional Transit Ambassador volunteer program to assist 
travelers to use fixed route bus services.  The program has been in operation since that 
date.  
 
In 2010 the PCTPA Board approved the agreement between the City of Roseville and 
PCTPA to articulate responsibilities and funding sources associated with the operation of 
the Call Center.  By May 1, 2011 the Call Center was in place and promotion of the new 
phone number (745-7560, whether calling 916 or 530 area codes) was occurring. 
 
Attached for Board review are the annual reports for both programs. 
 

3. I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements Project – PA&ED Phase 
Project Management.   
• A Project Development Team (PDT) meeting was held on February 14.  Agenda 

items included updates on: 
o Preliminary Engineering – The I-80/Riverside to Douglas Bottleneck congestion 

issue -- west of the project area is to be addressed by including the area for traffic 
counts/data collection.  A preliminary engineering concept will then be developed 
for future Caltrans use.  The East Roseville Viaduct restriping idea was also 
outlined.  The idea was raised at the January Public Workshop by the PCTPA 
Board.  CH2M HILL is preparing background on the feasibility (restriping the 
bridge from 2- to 3-lanes) for a report back to the Board.   

 
o Traffic – I-80 traffic count work was completed.  Clarifications were made to the 

construction year (2020) and design year (2040).  A TSM alternative will be 
developed based on input from local jurisdictions and Caltrans at a meeting 
planned for March. 

 
o Survey & Mapping -- The survey limits were expanded to include the Pleasant 

Grove overcrossing, Douglas Boulevard, and east of Rocklin Road.  These 
adjustments will include creeks/ravines and Galleria/Creekside areas.  Caltrans 
and project team to confirm the project’s survey approach. 

 
o Environmental – Botanical survey work is to start in April.  This work is to be 

coordinated with Caltrans and federal regulatory agencies. 
 

o Caltrans – The I-80 Bottleneck Project is complete.  The Rocklin Road 
interchange project is on hold, and the I-80/Eureka Road Project will restart in 
May. 
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• SR 65 Viaduct Restriping.  The Board directed the staff to look into the feasibility of 
restriping the viaduct to add another lane (2 to 3 lanes).  The additional lane would 
help to reduce congestion, improve operations, and enhance safety.  The interim 
solution to this congestion problem would not replace the need for the larger, long-
term interchange improvement project.   

 
At the February 22 Board meeting, the staff reported that restriping is physically 
feasible.  However, there would be a number of processing issues to resolve.  These 
include getting Caltrans design exception approvals for narrower traffic lanes and 
shoulders, adding an additional lane to SR 65 north of the viaduct to the SR 
65/Galleria Boulevard/Stanford Road interchange, completing additional traffic 
analysis to address weaving issues between the viaduct and interchange, and securing 
Caltrans support.  The Board directed the staff to further investigate the feasibility of 
restriping the viaduct, work with Caltrans management, inform the public about the 
idea, process requirements, and get input. 

 
 Traffic.  Project assumptions for the traffic analysis (improvement projects and mapping) 

were confirmed with local jurisdictions, SACOG, and Caltrans. 
 

Preliminary Design.  On March 20, a technical focus group met with local jurisdictions 
and Caltrans to confirm the components and features of the Transportation System 
Management (TSM) Alternative.  The group included alternative transportation and 
transit staff from Lincoln, Rocklin, Placer County, and PCTPA.  TSM components 
typically include improvements such as ramp/lane metering, additional bus service, 
intersection improvements, and signal coordination.  The group developed three 
categories (likely, potential, and not likely) of features to be considered for the 
alternative.  The initial list is to be refined and shared for further discussion. 

 
Environmental Document.  On March 13, a technical focus group met to review 
environmental survey limits and database development for right-of-entry letters. 
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Background 

On January 24,2007, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency ("PCTPA") approved 
allocating one hundred and sixty-two thousand dollars ($162,000) in fiscal year 2006-07 State 
Transit Assistance ("STA") grant funds for a volunteer Transit Ambassador Program. The City of 
Roseville was designated as the lead agency to establish and operate the regional Transit 
Ambassador Program to educate new passengers in becoming familiar with western Placer 
County transit services and provide assistance to passengers at transit transfer points. 

A key responsibility of the PCTPA is to designate a Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 
("CTSA"). Therefore, the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 
("WPCTSA") was established on October 13, 2008. The WPCTSA is a joint powers agency 
created by Placer County, the cities of Auburn, Colfax, Lincoln, Rocklin, and Roseville, and the 
Town of Loomis. 

On November 18, 2008, the PCTPA approved Resolution 08-34 designating the WPCTSA as the 
CTSA for western Placer County. The WPCTSA has the responsibility and authority to provide 
social service transportation coordination within the WPCTSA's jurisdiction, including services for 
elderly individuals and individuals with disabilities who cannot use conventional public transit 
services. The WPCTSA designated the City as the lead agency to continue operating the 
regional volunteer Transit Ambassador Program. The one-time, STA grant for $162,000 
approved and allocated by the PCTPA would continue to fund the program. 

The Transit Ambassador Program was established and is coordinated by a part-time temporary 
staff person in the Alternative Transportation Division. To date, approximately $98,000 of the 
original STA funds have been expended on the program, with the remaining $63,000 expected to 
fund the program through FY 2013/14. 

Year End Summary· FY 2010/11 

During FY 2010/11, eleven people inquired about volunteering as Transit Ambassadors. Follow
up information, including applications for the volunteer positions were provided for eight of those 
initial inquiries. Staff received three completed applications. After screening the applications for 
qualified candidates all three applicants were interviewed, referred for background checks, and 
trained to participate in the program as volunteer Transit Ambassadors, bringing the total number 
of volunteers to six. 

During FY 2010/11, the six Transit Ambassadors dedicated 177 hours to the Transit Ambassador 
program and directly assisted 257 passengers as they traveled on area buses, or at regional 
transit transfer points such as the Roseville Galleria and the Louis/Orlando transfer points. 

Staff, (the Transit Ambassador Technician), with and without the help of volunteer Transit 
Arrlbassadors, led field trips, shared regional transit information, provided trip plans, and/or took 
photos and provided disabled and/or senior ID's for 426 participants in the community events and 
presentations shown below. 

Community Events and/or Presentations - FY 2010/11 

•	 Annual Adelante High School Career Fair - 40 teenagers in 3 classes 
•	 Older Adults Collaborative Meeting, Auburn - 53 seniors and/or senior service providers 
•	 Heald Business College Transportation Fair - Numerous attendees/provided direct transit 

travel assistance for 27 participants 
•	 Challenge High School- Independent Living Skills Class - 10 students 
•	 Challenge High School- Independent Living Skills Class (follow-up) - 10 students 
•	 Area-wide Annual Transition Night for the Roseville Joint Union High School and Rocklin 

Unified School District - 120 students and parents 
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•	 Rocklin Unified School District Independent Living Skills post-secondary students - 13 
students, 5 teachers/aides 

•	 Roseville High School, 20 students, 7 teachers/aides 
•	 Field Trip - Challenge High School Independent Living Skills Class - 10 students, 3 

aides 
•	 Field Trip - Woodcreek High School Independent Living Skills Class - 11 students, 3 

aides 
•	 Maidu Senior Center - "Insight Group" - 28 seniors 
•	 Roseville High School Independent Living Skills Class - 17 students, & 3 teachers 
•	 Field Trip - Roseville Joint High Union High School District Post-Secondary Independent 

Living Skills Class - 10 students,· 3 teachers 
•	 Challenge High School 13 stUdents, 5 teachers September 2010 
•	 Rocklin Unified School District Post-Secondary Independent Living Class - 11 students 

and 4 teachers. 

Additional Information 

Volunteer Transit Ambassadors are recognized at the City of Roseville's Annual Volunteer 
Appreciation Program. The 2011 event was held at the Maidu Community Center during April, 
which is Volunteer Appreciation Month. 

Staff provided information about establishing a Transit Ambassador Program to the City of Lodi, 
the City of Vacaville, and Monterey-Salinas Transit in response to their inquiries. 

Marketing efforts to recruit and advertise the services of Transit Ambassadors included printing 
and distributing flyers in September and displaying overhead advertisements on all south Placer 
County buses in January, 2011. Information about how to volunteer for the program or how to get 
help from a volunteer Transit Ambassador is available on the City of Roseville web site. 

Conclusion 

During FY 2011/12, Transit Ambassadors volunteered approximately 177 hours assisting transit 
passengers in the south Placer region and, in total, approximately 683 people were directly 
assisted through the program. 

3
 



Attachment 2 

South Placer Transit
 
Information Center
 

2011 Year End Report 

Prepared by;
 
City of Roseville
 

February 17 2012
1 

1 



Attachment 2 

Background 

The South Placer County Dial-A-Ride Study, approved by the PCTPA Board in September 
2007, included a recommendation for the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
(PCTPA) to develop and implement a centralized regional call center in South Placer County. 
For FY 2008/09, the PCTPA Board adopted a finding that a centralized call center in South 
Placer County was an unmet transit need that was reasonable to meet, and designated the 
Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Service Agency (WPCTSA)as the agency 
responsible to implement this finding. The WPCTSA Board, in turn, designated the City of 
Roseville as the transit agency best suited to operate a centralized Call Center. 

On October 27th 
, 2010 PCTPA Board approved the "Agreement Between the City of Roseville 

and the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency for the South Placer Transportation Call 
Center". As described in the Agreement, the City of Roseville, (Alternative Transportation 
Division), will be responsible for preparation of an annual budget to be submitted to WPCTSA, 
as well as grant applications, TDA claim forms, and related documentation; coordinating 
customer service; meeting performance standards, and other activities relative to overall Call 
Center administration. The City of Roseville is responsible to select and employ a contractor to 
operate the Call Center. The contractor will be responsible for all hiring, training, managing and 
supervising reservationists. 

Call Center Participants 

Reservationists working in the Call Center began providing Dial-A-Ride reservations, trip 
planning, transit information and other services for passengers on transit systems as listed 
below, with start dates: 

Roseville Transit April 1, 2011 
Placer County Transit May 1,2011 
Lincoln Transit September 1, 2011 

Projected: 
Health Express July 1,2012 

Objective of the Call Center 

The Call Center addresses a number of problems experienced with the use of existing public 
transit services by offering the public a consolidated "one stop" call center with one phone 
number for all of western Placer County. The Call Center benefits the public and transit 
operators by offering centralized call intake, reduction in transit operator call volume, dispatch 
assistance to maximize bus route efficiency and capacity, consolidated, current transportation 
information, trip planning assistance across jurisdictional boundaries, scheduling dial-a-ride and 
other demand response trips, consistent and standardized ADA eligibility across transit 
systems, and database maintenance for monthly, quarterly, and annual performance and 
National Transit Database (NTD) reporting. 
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Funding 

The funding plan for operation of the Call Center consists of apportionment of Local 
Transportation Funds (LTF) by the WPCTSA, plus various federal grants. The annual cost to 
operate the South Placer Transportation Call Center is estimated to be approximately $340,000. 
The FY 2010/11 final LTF Apportionment approved by the PCTPA Board in August 201 0 
allocated a maximum $300,000 of Local Transportation Funds (LTF) to towards operation of the 
Call Center. See attached estimated budget for Call Center Operations. 

Call Center Remodel 

To accommodate the higher call volume and associated increase in staff, the existing Roseville 
Transit office space at the City of Roseville Corporation Yard is being remodeled. The space 
will increase in size to accommodate up to six (6) reservationists and a Lead Reservationist, 
when previously one to two (1-2) workstations were required for City of Roseville operations. 
Construction and final site improvements are scheduled to be completed by end of February, 
with installation of furniture and equipment completed by mid to late March 2012. 

Technology 

Trapeze: A key component of the Call Center is use by the Call Center and the transit 
operators of a web-based reservation system (Trapeze). The Call Center Reservationists enter 
the reservations, and each operator is able to view and adjust the reservations as needed to fit 
their dispatch parameters. Each user has direct access to Trapeze software, and have the 
ability to analyze trip data. 

Audiolog: Audiolog records phone conversations. This provides a useful tool, not only for 
training, but also to identify issues which may require operational adjustments. Staff from the 
City of Roseville routinely sends out recorded calls to all members. 

Intellicenter: This program measures phone activity and statistics that are useful to gauge the 
performance related to phone calls, and to provide feedback to the member agencies regarding 
desired standards. 

Intellicenter Statistics: May 1, 2011 - December 31, 2011 

The scope of services, identification of costs and funding of the Call Center were developed in a 
cooperative effort over a two year period through the Transit Operators Working Group 
(TOWG). 

Conceptual performance standards were included in the contract between the City of Roseville 
and MV Transportation as the 'operator of the Call Center. Transit operators will continue to 
monitor the performance of the Call Center and appropriately modify the standards to reflect the 
desired staffing levels and financial resources. 

Performance standards. related to the Call Center focus on service levels. For example , there 
is evaluation of how many calls are completed per 20 calls completed (suggested standard of 
less than 1); average number of calls answered with 90-seconds (suggested standard of greater 
than 95%); and average number of calls answered within 6-minutes (suggested standard of 
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1000/0). Below is a sampling of weekly call activity for the first week of each month since May, 
including a summary of the entire time period from May 1 to December 31, 2011. 

Calls
 
Transfer
 

Out
 

12/4/11
12/1 1
 98% 173 
11/6/11
11/12/11 

888 890/0 1.60 0.3771 

158 
10/2/11
10/8/11 

1.87 0.56834 810/0 980/0 78 

270 
9/4/11
9/10/11 

887 4.17730/0 185 

972 1.46 0.43850/0 139 
8/7/11
8/13/11 

980/0 

144 
7/3/11
7/9/11 

874 1.88880/0 82990/0 

0.72 158 
6/5/11
6/11/11 

950/0 28990/0 

2.55 0.57 240 
5/1/11

5/07/11
 

980 125970/0 

93% 1.11 0.32 135 

Avera e 

829 461000/0 

1.93 0.48 166 

Total 

782 76% 88% 75 

30,485 2,937 

Marketing/Advertising 

The City of Roseville has created the branding image for the South Placer Transit Information 
Center. Also, PCTPA is now endeavoring to create a website, which will allow access to the 
City of Roseville staff in order to keep the information current and relevant. Member agencies 
are also working together to create a live chat system as part of the website development in 
order to facilitate dial a ride reservations and providing other transit information. Attached are 
sample brochures and marketing materials that have been distributed and are currently used. 
The City of Roseville is presently developing a notepad which dial-a-ride passengers will be 
able to use to record information about their individual reservations. 
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Upcoming Events 

As noted earlier July 1, 2011 Health Express passengers will begin using the Call Center 
services. Staff is exploring the option of adding live chat feature to the Call Center website as 
an additional method to make Dial-A-Ride reservations. Staff is also developing a notepad 
which Dial-A-Ride passengers will be able to use when making individual reservations. 

Conclusion 

During the first eight (8) months of operation the South Placer Transit Information Center 
handled 30,485 calls for reservations and transit information for the south Placer. The number 
of complaints has been relatively minor. During 2012 it is anticipated performance measures 
will continue to improve as both passengers and call takers become more familiar with the 
benefits of this regional service. Moreover, the operation of the South Placer Transit Information 
Center has given reason for the operators to work together towards the development of similar 
policies and procedures to make transit more seamless to our customers and the public. While 
the use of a single dial-a-ride reservation system and an outside group of reservationists has 
presented concerns for transit operators, a closer working relationship has developed with the 
contractor working for the City of Roseville. Overall, all parties are readily making adjustments to 
work together towards a goal of seamless transit in the South Placer area. 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  Celia McAdam 
  
FROM: Randle Communications    
 
DATE:  February 17, 2012  
 
RE:  January 2012 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 January, 2012.  
 
Randle worked closely with PCTPA staff, including Executive Director Celia 
McAdam (McAdam), to begin planning the SR 65 Lincoln Bypass Phase 1 grand 
opening event, currently slated for summer 2012.  
 
In addition, Randle worked with McAdam to draft the 20th edition of PCTPA’s 
newsletter, “Planning Ahead,” with distribution to stakeholders planned for mid-
February. To assist with content drafting, Randle attended PCTPA’s January 
Board Meeting to obtain first-hand project updates and valuable insights from 
Board Members, staff and the public. 
 
Following is a capsule summary of activities:  
 

Media Relations  
 
Lincoln Bypass Grand Opening 
 
Randle conducted a brainstorming meeting with McAdam to begin planning 
the grand opening event for completion of Phase 1 of the Lincoln Bypass. Phase 
1 is by far the largest and most significant phase because the new roadway will 
be open to traffic and the public. Randle and McAdam discussed various 
options for showcasing this project’s importance to the Lincoln community and 
celebrating its opening to traffic. Included among potential activities are 
opportunities to have a car parade featuring classic cars from the 1970’s—the 
era in which the Lincoln Bypass was first discussed. In addition, Randle proposed 
making the parade a community celebration by inviting residents to the Bypass 
before its opening to vehicle traffic and holding a press conference with 
speaking opportunities for key project stakeholders. Randle will continue working 
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with PCTPA and construction crews to develop a unique celebration as the 
project completion nears.  
 
Media Coverage  
 

• Sacramento Bee – Published the article, “Back-seat Driver: Downtown 
Lincoln likely to see big-truck traffic even after bypass opens this summer,” 
on January 9, 2012, discussing future commercial-truck traffic through 
Lincoln. 
Circulation: 273,609 
 

 
Planning Ahead 

 
Randle worked with PCTPA to draft content for the February 2012 edition of 
“Planning Ahead,” the e-newsletter used to keep stakeholders updated 
regarding state and local transportation issues.  
 
The February edition will focus on the great accomplishments of 2011 and 
transition into a discussion of important projects and events for 2012. Also 
included in the newsletter will be sections on the potential impact of the 2012-13 
budget proposal, an introduction of PCTPA’s newest board member, Sandra 
Calvert of Loomis, a project update on the Lincoln Bypass and an introduction 
of legislation AB441.  
 

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.  
 

### 



 
 
 
MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  Celia McAdam 
  
FROM: Randle Communications    
 
DATE:  March 20, 2012  
 
RE:  February 2012 Monthly Report  
  
 
The following is a summary of public information work performed by Randle 
Communications (Randle) on behalf of Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency (PCTPA) in February 2012.  
 
As proposed in Randle’s Public Information Plan, Randle conducts timely audits 
of new board members to ensure each is aware of and invested in the agency’s 
public outreach. In February, Randle conducted an audit of Mayor Sandra 
Calvert of Loomis to discuss her interests and goals while serving on the Board of 
Directors.   
 
Randle also worked with Caltrans and the City of Lincoln to draft and distribute 
a construction activity advisory updating residents of work being performed on 
the State Route 65 Lincoln Bypass.   
 
Additionally, Randle worked closely with PCTPA to draft and distribute the 
February edition of “Planning Ahead,” the agency’s email newsletter.   
 
Following is a capsule summary of activities:  
 

Media Relations  
 
Northbound SR-65 Re-stripe Outreach 
 
At the request of the Board of Directors, PCTPA Executive Director Celia 
McAdam (McAdam) and Randle strategized media opportunities around the 
proposed lane re-striping of northbound State Route 65. The proposed re-striping 
would add an auxiliary lane from the Interstate 80 interchange to the Galleria 
Blvd/Stanford Ranch Road exit to help alleviate traffic delays.  
 
After becoming frustrated by regulatory requirements and slowdowns for the 
project, the Board of Directors hopes to inform residents of the misguided 
process through earned media coverage. Randle advised McAdam on a two-
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part approach: pursuing coverage in the Sacramento Bee’s Back Seat Driver 
column by reporter Tony Bizjak and the placement of an opinion-editorial in 
applicable Gold Country Media outlets. 
 
Randle received approval from McAdam to develop an outreach strategy and 
draft the opinion-editorial immediately. Outreach to Tony Bizjak and applicable 
Gold Country Media publications will follow with expected coverage for mid-
March. 
 
Lincoln Bypass Information Outreach  
 
In February, Randle worked with Caltrans staff to draft and distribute the 
following construction advisory announcing upcoming work on the Lincoln 
Bypass: 
 

• “Off-ramp Closure Planned for Twelve Bridges Drive Exit on Northbound 
State Route 65,” was drafted and distributed Feb. 13, alerting residents to 
the two-day exit closure.   

 
Randle distributed the advisory to applicable Gold Country media outlets and 
the City of Lincoln to ensure Placer County residents received timely information 
on Bypass construction. Randle was able to secure coverage of the exit closure 
in the daily City of Lincoln e-newsletter and in an email notification sent to 
Lincoln Crossing Home Owners Association members.  
 
In addition, Randle discussed potential grand opening events for the Lincoln 
Bypass Phase 1 completion with Caltrans engineer Carl Berexa. Berexa also 
provided Randle with a project update and current Phase 1 completion 
timeline.  
 

Planning Ahead 
 

Randle worked with PCTPA to finalize and distribute the February 2012 edition of 
“Planning Ahead,” the e-newsletter used to keep stakeholders updated 
regarding state and local transportation issues.  
 
The February edition focused on PCTPA’s accomplishments during 2011 and 
transitioned into a discussion of important projects and events for 2012. Also 
included in the newsletter were sections on the potential impact of the 2012-13 
budget proposal, an introduction of PCTPA’s newest board member, Loomis 
Mayor Sandra Calvert, a project update on the Lincoln Bypass and an 
introduction of legislation AB441.  
 
Distributed on February 22, the newsletter received an open rate of 36 percent, 
well above the industry standard.  
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Media Monitoring 
 
Randle continued to monitor industry and local news in an effort to identify 
outreach opportunities as well as support the Agency’s efforts to address local 
transportation and transit issues.  
 

### 



 
1701 Pennsylvania Avenue 

Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20006 
Phone: (202) 351-6855 
Fax: (202) 351-6855 

www.federaladvocates.com 
 

February 28, 2012 
 
To: Celia McAdam 
From: Federal Advocates 
Subject: February 2012 Monthly Report 
 
Surface Transportation Reauthorization 
 
The Senate will continue to work on a process for handling proposed amendments to their two-
year, $109 billion transportation bill. A number of amendments are controversial, and some are 
not related to transportation. 
  
House Republican leadership late last week announced two major revisions to its transportation 
bill. It is unlikely the revisions can be made and get through the legislative process in time for 
the full House to act on the bill this week.   
  
The revisions: 

 1. Removal of the provision to eliminate dedicated funding for transit. It was becoming 
clear the bill could not pass with that provision, as a number of suburban Republicans and 
nearly every Democrat opposed the provision. 

  
 2. Reduce the length of the bill from five years; the new length is not yet announced but 
expected to be close to the Senate's two-year bill. That will reduce the amount of non-
transportation revenue needed to fund the bill, which should appease conservatives 
troubled by how the five-year bill was funded. 

  
These modifications mean the Senate and House bill become more similar. The odds for enacting 
a new bill improve at least slightly. But many Democrats and environmental groups remain 
opposed to the House bill due to its provisions on energy exploration, project streamlining, and 
bicycle-pedestrian funding. There are other differences that presumably could be negotiated, 
such as freight provisions and a program to help fund projects of national and regional 
significance. 
 



To review, on April 24, 2009, the City submitted to Congressman Gallegly a request for $30 
million for improvements to the 23/101 Interchange in the reauthorization of SAFETEA-LU. 
The request was accompanied by letters of support from Mayor Glancy and Darren Kettle on 
behalf of the Ventura County Transportation Commission. Congressman Gallegly submitted the 
City’s $30 million request to the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, 
emphasizing to the Committee that this is his number one priority in SAFETEA-LU 
reauthorization. The Interchange Project was also submitted to the Senate Environment and 
Public Works Committee and Senator Feinstein, per Senator Boxer’s “call for projects.” 
 
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 I-80/SR65 Interchange Improvement, 
$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. 
 
President’s FY13 Transportation Budget 
 
The President has proposed a $74 billion 2013 budget for USDOT, along with a six-year surface 
transportation reauthorization totaling $476 billion.  
 

• Invests a total of $74 billion in discretionary and mandatory budgetary resources for the 
Department of Transportation, an increase of 2 percent, or $1.4 billion, above the 2012 
enacted level. This includes job-creating infrastructure investments as well as savings 
from reductions to grant programs for larger airports. 

• Jump starts job creation in 2012 with $50 billion in immediate investments to support 
critical infrastructure projects, improving America’s roads, bridges, transit systems, 
border crossings, railways, and runways. 

• Proposes an urgently needed six-year, $476 billion surface reauthorization plan to 
modernize the country’s transportation infrastructure, and pave the way for long-term 
economic growth. 

• Pays for these investments with the “peace dividend” from ramping down overseas 
military operations. Because rebuilding the Nation’s transportation infrastructure is an 
immediate need, the Budget uses near-term savings from reduced overseas operations to 
support increased investments in the reauthorization proposal. 

• Provides $2.7 billion in 2013 and $47 billion over six years to develop high-speed 
passenger rail corridors and improve intercity passenger rail service to significantly 
enhance the national rail network. 

• Supports a more robust, rigorous, and data-driven pipeline safety program to ensure the 
highest level of safety for America’s pipeline system. 

• Invests over $1 billion for 2013 in the Next Generation Air Transportation System, a 
revolutionary modernization of our aviation system. 



• Initiates Transportation Leadership Awards, which will encourage innovation by 
allowing States to compete for grants to pursue critical transportation policy reforms. 

• Reduces funding for airport grants by over $900 million, focusing Federal support on 
smaller airports, while giving larger airports additional flexibility to raise their own 
resources. 

 
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 
FEBRUARY 2012 

Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority 
 

Service Performance Results – February 2012 
 

Standard Feb. 2012 vs. Feb. 2011 YTD vs. Prior YTD vs. FY12 Plan
Ridership 138,516 10.6% 720,074 7.6% 1.5%
Revenue $2,281,312 14.9% 11,983,043$           11.1% 1.4%
Operating Ratio 58% 54% 50% 49% 50%
OTP 94% 96% 94% 96% 90%
Notes: Another monthly ridership record set for February with numerous weekday passenger 
counts set.  Monthly customer satisfaction scores reached an all-time high for the service, One 
remaining concern is the impact of rising fuel prices on operating budget. 

 
 

Transportation 
•   Caltrain Santa Clara Station:  Final approval of train schedules received from Union Pacific RR.  

     CCJPA is now completing final operating and use agreements to begin service to station; opening 
     date for station in /early April 2012.   

• On-time performance (OTP) was 94% for the month, slipped to #2 in Amtrak system.  Largest 
source of delay was February 17 UPRR signal outage which impacts 1/3 of train service and 
thousands of passengers.  

• Bike Access Program: CCJPA Board a broad set of principles to guide the development of the 
bike access program, entering an education/awareness campaign for passengers and conductors.    

 
Mechanical 
• Equipment Performance: Slight increase in locomotive delays while delays from doors reduced; overall 

mechanical performance continues to improve with focus on proper allocation of staffing/resources.  
• Equipment Overhaul:  Door operating systems upgrades are nearing complete (90% done); improved 

emissions on State-owned F-59 locomotives are proceeding (~80% complete). 
 
Engineering 
• Yolo Crossover Project:  Construction has begun (ordering materials); to be complete by Fall 2012.  
• Sacramento Railyards Project: City included 4 more power cabinets at new center-island platforms 

[reduced locomotive emissions, less fuel burned]; planning underway to add passenger amenities and 
other facility needs near tunnel ramp to new platforms (opening slated for mid-summer 2012).  

 
Safety/Security 
• Security Cameras at Unstaffed Stations: Installation complete; continued acceptance testing.  
• Fence Projects: Project complete in Hayward; next project is fence repairs in Solano County. 
 
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.  
• Wireless Network: Upgrades to free WiFi internet service to improve performance. 
Marketing/Communications 
• Promotions: Preparing Spring/Summer Advertising to promote: Seniors Ride 50% off Midweek, 

Online Free Companion Fare 
• Public Relations/Communications: Bicycle Policy communication materials; posted "Get On 

Board" blogs; represented CCJPA on two panels the APTA annual Communications Conference. 
  Administrative/Budget/Other 

• Legislative hearings underway on Governor’s draft FY12-13 budget which includes operating 
funds for Capitol Corridor and reduction of Caltrans Rail staff for Amtrak contract oversight  

• Senate and House each developed Surface Transportation Reauthorization bills; both have a Rail 
Title yet no funding is identified to support the Title.   
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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-11 153,902 145,233 93.6% 54.6% $2,430,886 $2,253,278 88

November-11 150,511 151,427 94.0% 48.9% $2,654,402 $2,601,417 92

December-11 137,377 136,561 94.5% 44.8% $2,325,108 $2,431,505 91

January-12 139,768 138,630 94.1% 50.9% $2,291,335 $2,270,089 96

February-12 138,516 137,829 93.9% 58.3% $2,281,312 $2,261,764

March-12 156,988 $2,426,405

April-12 161,959 $2,590,947

May-12 161,281 $2,642,955

June-12 154,434 $2,533,385

July-12 158,369 $2,661,407

August-12 154,906 $2,596,964

September-12 148,812 $2,461,327

Total YTD 720,074 709,680 94.0% 50% $11,983,043 $11,818,054 92
Previous YTD 669,270  - - 95.7% 49% $10,790,436  - - 91
YTD Change 7.6% 1.5% -1.7% 1.3% 11.1% 1.4% 0.8%

Annual Standard/Measure 1,806,428 90% 50% $29,731,443 91

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

Revenues

93.9% 95.3% 96.1% 91.7% 95.3% 93.8% 93.5% 93.6% 94.0% 94.5% 94.1% 93.9%

10.6% 10.8% 9.7% 3.2% 0.2% 10.3% 10.7% 8.9% 5.3% 6.6% 6.8% 10.6%
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Back-seat Driver 
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Placer officials irked 
Placer County SupeIVisor 

Kir.k Uhler says government 
regulations are slowing 

efforts to reduce conges
tion on a key ramp connec
tionbetweenInre~mte80 

and Highway 65. 
Every day, the two-lane 

ramp from 1-80 eastbound 
to 65 gets clogged. 

Uhler and others ~t the 
Placer County Transporta
tion Planning Agency be
lieve there is just enough 
room on the ramp to paint 
in striping for a third lane.. 
. It would be only a rempo

rary fix, Uhler said, until 
the Placer agency can come 
up with the many millions 
it will take for a planned 
redo of the entire inter
change. 

But the vetting process, 

including environmental 
reviews, for the restriping 
could take 18 months and 
cost up to $350,000. 

"Absurd," Uhler said. 
"I'd go to Home Depot 

and buy the paint, cone it 
off and do it myself, if 
that'd help." 

His agency's representa
tives are talking with the 
smte Department of Trans
portation about whethe( 
something can be worked 
outto movethe process 
faster. 

If not, commute~ won't 
be moving any fasrer soon. 

Call The Bee's Tony 
Bizjak, (916) 321-1059. 
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Aurburn Folsom Ro.ad widening project to get immediate funding
 
Right-of-way easements 
acquired on all but five parcels 

The Placer County Board of 
Supervisors plans to transfer up 
tQ $7.7 million for the north 
phase of the Auburn-Folsom 
Road widening project. 

The project has been divided 
into three phases and, when 
completed, will widen the 
much-traveled thoroughfare 
from two lanes to four lanes. 

The fust two phases of the 

project are complete and the 
last phase (North Phase) will 
continue the road widening 
from Ann Place to Douglas 
Boulevard. 

The action the board took last 
week will transfer, up to $7.7 
million for the north phase 
from the Countywide Impact 
Fee to augment Granite Bay Fee 
Districts Funds and the South 
Placer Regional Transportation 
Authority (SPRTA) funds, 
according to a press release 

issued by Placer Coun~ 

The project will eventually 
receive $8 million from the SPR
TA. However, that will not begin 
until 2014-15 and will occur at 
the rate of $1 million per year, 
according to a statement.. 

If the projectwere postponed 
while waiting for this funding, 
the county would lose the 
opportunity to leverage fee pro
gram revenue during a time of 
low construction costs, accord
ing to a statement. 

Utilizing the funds now pro
vides the public with benefits of 
the project much sooner, 
according to the statement. 

The Board ofSupervisors also 
plans to hold a public hearing 
at 10 a.m. Tuesday, March 27 for 
the purpose ofadopting a Reso
lution of Necessity to acquire 
real property through eminent 
domain. 

Right-of-way easements have 
been acquired for the project 
with the exception of five 

parcels, according to a state
ment. Although negotiations 
with the property owners have 
been taking place since 2006, 
an impasse exists which threat
ens the final phase of the 
wide~ingproject, according to 
the statement. 

Public Works management 
was given direction by the 
board to meet with the property 
owners to continue negotia
tions as soon as possible. 

- Toby Lewis 



Back-seat Driver: Tighter restrictions on bicycles 
planned on Capitol Corridor trains 
By Tony Bizjak- Sacramento Bee - Friday, March 2, 2012 

Capitol Corridor officials say so many commuters now bring bikes aboard intercity trains it's become a 

nuisance in the aisles. Not just the aisles. We've heard cyclists have even stored bikes in disabled restrooms. 

About 10 percent of CC Riders now bring a bike aboard - double the percentage from just a few years ago. 

That number is bound to increase with spring weather and high gas prices. 

Cap Corridor officials say they intend to implement tighter policies on where bikes can be stored and how 

many are allowed. That may mean, they say, some would-be train riders with bikes will be told they cannot 

board. 

"We are going to work as hard as we can to avoid that," Cap Corridor's Jim Allison said. 

Officials will hold off on new restrictions a few months, though, until they can get word out to riders, and 

make sure all conductors know the rules. Then they'll start by red-tagging inappropriately stored bikes with a 

note telling the owner the new rules. 

Train officials also plan to add bike lockers at stations and retrofit some trains to make room for more bikes, 

but that will take time. 

In the meantime, Allison said, maybe some riders will buy folding bikes they can put behind their seats, or 

bikes with easy clip-off wheels. 

Jim Antone, who commutes from Roseville to Davis with his bike, hopes the enforcement will not be hard

nosed. "There is a public benefit of people riding to the station and not driving," he said. Next stop: 

Streetcars? 

"The time has come for streetcars in Sacramento," says City Councilman Steve Cohn. 

That may sound odd, especially among those ofyou who remember their demise here more than a half

century ago as cars took over. But officials are excited about modern trolleys enlivening downtown streets, 

boosting business, and getting more people out of cars. They unveiled plans this week for an eventual network 

of eight lines. The starter line would link West Sacramento and downtown Sacramento. 

The streetcar niche is narrow, though, and the cost is high. The proposed 1.3-mile starter line and vehicles 

could be $130 million. The city doesn't have the money. It'll need state and federal help. First trolley ETA: 

No sooner than five years. .. 



From the Sacramento Business Journal: 
http://www.bizjournals.com/sacramento/print-edition/2012/02/10/fed-transportation-funding-criticized.html 

Fed transportation funding proposal 
draws critics 
Premium content from Sacramento Business Journal by Kent Hoover, 
Washington Bureau Chief 

Date: Friday, February 10, 2012, 3:00am PST 

Related: 

Logistics &Transportation, Policy 

If the devil is in the details, there are a lot of demons behind the wheel in the House of 
Representatives' proposed $260 billion bill to fund highway and transit projects over the 
next four and a half years. 

Conservatives think the bill is too expensive, particularly since Congress is taking money 
from the government's general fund to help pay for transportation projects, instead of 
limiting them to what can be paid for through gasoline taxes. Environmentalists don't like 
the fact that some of this extra money would be generated by expanded oil and natural gas 
drilling on public lands and offshore. 

Business groups, who think a multiyear funding bill for transportation improvements is long 
overdue, are troubled by specific provisions. They've joined state and local officials in 
fighting a change in transit funding made by the House Ways and Means Committee. 
Transit programs would no longer get 2.8 cents of the federal government's 18.4-cent 
gasoline tax. Instead, the bill would transfer $40 billion in general fund revenues to a new 
transit account. 

This amount not only is inadequate, it also would subject transit funding to the annual 
whims of the congressional appropriations process, states a letter to House leaders signed 
by 600 organizations. . 

"This change will make it impossible for public transit systems across the country to plan 
for the future," the letter states. 

Transit funding is also important for smaller cities with bus systems, said Janet Kavinoky, 
executive director of transportation and infrastructure for the U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce and vice president for Americans for Transportation Mobility. 

The chamber supported the House highway bill, formally known as the American Energy 



and Infrastructure Jobs Act, when it was introduced, but the change to transit funding 
"certainly gives us pause," Kavinoky said. 

There's "a very realistic possibility" that the bill could be amended to restore the existing 
transit funding formula when the legislation reaches the House floor later this month, she 
said. 

The Associated General Contractors of America also is concerned about transit funding, 
but it's optimistic problems with the bill can be worked out. Both the House and the Senate 
are committed to passing a long-term transportation bill, and President Barack Obama 
"routinely cites the need" for it, said Brian Turmail, AGC's executive director of public 
affairs. 

"We are very encourag-ed by the fact that this legislation will significantly accelerate 
transportation improvements across the country by cutting the needless red tape and 
regulatory redundancies that have forced projects to languish for years awaiting federal 
approval to move forward," Turmail said. 

House highway bill 
Title: American Energy & Infrastructure Jobs Act (H.R. 7) 
Status: Approved by committees Feb. 2 and Feb. 3 
What it does: -- - · d ~ ty
• Provides $260 billion in federal funding over five years for highway, transit an sa e 
progrnms . 
• Consolidates or eliminates 70 federal surface transportation programs 
• Gives states more flexibility on how to spend funds 
• Streamlines project review process . 
Source: House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee 
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Bypass opening just a few months away 
Carol Feineman, Editor 

I, along with several other residents, have discovered a great new road to walk dogs, bike and, at the same time, see 
picturesque views of Lincoln. 

While this road will soon be off-limits to pe~estrians and bicyclists, that's OK. It was never meant to be a trail.
 

And I don't think any of us taking advantage now of the road minds that we will soon have to find a new place to play
 
on.
 

Even though this one offers postcard-quality views of our city's neighborhoods 'from a birds-eye view, is clean and
 
smooth to walk, bike or run on.
 

Because it's the long-awaited Highway 65 bypass. It was proposed almost 40 years ago (in 1973) by Caltrans.
 

The almost 12-mile bypass is from south of Industrial Avenue in Lincoln to north of Riosa Road past Sheridan.
 

The bypass' draft environmental document was completed in 2003 and construction on Phase 1 began in 2008.
 

Phase 1 includes four lanes (two in each direction) from Industrial Avenue to Nelson Lane and two lanes (one in each
 
direction) from Nelson Road to Riosa Road.
 

Phase Two includes extending the four-lane segment 'from Nelson Lane to Sheridan.
 

Phase 1's ending will be marked by the bypass opening.
 

That date will be in September, according to Lincoln's public services director Mark Miller on Monday.
 

Much of the traffic now bottlenecking at intersections along the main thoroughfare through town will be diverted to
 
the bypass.
 

As a result, our main street through town, called Highway 65 or G Street or Lincoln Boulevard, will be pedestrian- and
 
biker-friendIy.
 

The bypass should take a third to half of the vehicles currently traveling through Highway 65's downtown portion,
 
Miller said last year.
 

Daily average traffic on G Street in 2004/2005 was about 37,500 vehicles, according to a city study.
 

The city of Lincoln paid Gruen Gruen + Associates to produce a study in 2010 "to identify strategic marketing, planning
 
and policy-related actions that build upon and enhance the downtown's strengths, given the anticipated completion of
 
the Highway 65 bypass."
 

The Gruen Gruen report found downtown's primary disadvantage was "the high speed, through traffic, especially truck
 
traffic, including lumber aggregate trucks, associated with Highway 65 ..."
 

That report echoes an April 28, 2005 News Messenger article about the bypass eventually being completed.
 

The April 2005 article stated that many residents and business owners in Lincoln "can't wait until that day finally"
 
arrives.
 

"It's impacting us terribly already," Konnie Fritts was quoted in the article about traffic and the parking problems
 
associated with downtown Lincoln.
 

Fritts is the former owner of Sierra Hills Framing on G Street.
 

In the 2005 article, Fritts said traffic along Highway 65, or G Street, as well as construction projects in the downtown
 
area, makes it hard for residents to not only find parking places but also drive vehicles in the area. She said that 
customers sometimes drive around the block several times before they can find a place to park. Other customers told 
her they quit trying and came back later. 



Hopefully, when the bypass opens by next fall, customers will feel welcome visiting stores bordering G Street. 

The bypass will positively change the way Lincoln looks.
 

There will be less traffic and traffic light cycles will be shortened, thus making it easier for drivers on G Street.
 

Walking and biking downtown will also be easier for those who live near First Street School or Foskett Ranch, for
 
example, because traffic lights won't stay red for up to five minutes.
 

It's exciting to consider the-"new face" Lincoln will soon have.
 

The bypass is a long time in the making. It is a partnership between the city of Lincoln, Placer County, Caltrans, the
 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency, the South Placer Regional Transportation Authority and the federal 
government. 

The bypass construction is a $325 million investment, with funds mostly coming from state and federal agencies.
 

"It's our highway and our gas tax dollars coming back to Lincoln," said Lincoln City Councilman Tom Cosgrove. He has
 
been credited by bypass representatives as being a key player of this project.
 

As for outdoor enthusiasts having temporary fun on the bypass, they will have a new sidewalk/bike/NEV path to play
 
on in the near future, according to Lincoln's public services director Miller.
 

A new sidewalk and biking/NEV trail will eventually connect from downtown G Street to the Raley's Shopping Center,
 
Miller said.
 

That will be a great way to stay in shape while walking, biking or checking out nearby stores.
 

Carol Feineman can be reached at
 

carolf@goldcountrymedia.com··
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Highway 65 bypass to open by fall 
Construction began in 2008 
By Stephanie Dumm News Messenger Reporter 

Editor's note: This story is the first in a series 
about the Highway 65 Bypass, exploring how it 
will affect residents, what Lincoln businesses 
thrived because of Highway 65 traveling 
through Lincoln and what long-time residents 
say about the bypass. 

With major construction work stopped during 
winter, the Highway 65 bypass is expected to 
open by late summer or early fall. 

That's according to representatives from both 
Caltrans and the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency (PCTPA). 

"Right now, for the most part, we are in winter 
suspension on activities like paving and earth 
moving," said Caltrans spokesman Mark Dinger

Michael Kirby/The News r./lessen{jer 
on Monday. "There is some electrical work 

1 Those driving on the Highway 65 Bypass near the Ferrari Ranch going on right now. We are installing lighting 
Road exit will get a birdseye view of Lincoln. The bypass is and conduit."
expected to open late summer or early fall. 

Dinger said major construction could start as 
soon as mid-April. The start of that depends on "a clear forecast for more than a week." 

Bypass contractors are DaSilva Gates from Dublin and FCI Constructors from Benicia, according to Dinger. 

"Our major work that we have left is the connections," Dinger said. "The final paving needs to be completed." 

Those connections are the northern connection north of Sheridan and the southern connection where the 20MPH 
curve is currently located, Dinger said. They will connect existing Highway 65 to the bypass. 

Once the bypass is complete, Dinger said, the temporary 20M PH curve will no longer be in use. 

The length of the bypass is 11.7 miles, according to Placer County Transportation Planning Agency executive director 
Celia McAdam. She said the entire length needs several layers of rubberized asphalt applied before the bypass can be 
driven on. 

"The rubber your tire actually hits is going to be rubberized asphalt," McAdam said. "You can't do that (paving) until 
the weather is warm enough for it to set." 

McAdam said the bypass opening date "is not set in stone." 

"At this point, the target date is the end of August but it could be earlier; it could be later," McAdam said. "It could be 
anywhere from July, August or September." 

Construction of the bypass started in 2008, McAdam said, and was first proposed by Caltrans in 1973. 

McAdam said Caltrans and the city of Lincoln have been "key participants" in making the bypass happen and "key 
people" include Lincoln City Councilman Tom Cosgrove, California Transportation Commission member Jim Earp and 
Caltrans resident engineer Carl Berexa. 

"Tom Cosgrove, who's been on my board and on the City Council for many years, has been working on this and 
obviously keeping the project at the forefront," McAdam said. "(Carl Berexa) is out there on the job, coordinating all of 
the construction and making sure problems are taken care of, keeping on schedule. He's done a fabulous job." 



A ribbon cutting and a parade will commemorate the bypass opening, according to McAdam. 

The bypass is being completed in two phases, according to the Highway 65 Bypass website, lincolnbypass.com, which 
was written by Placer County Transportation Planning Agency staff. 

Funding for the bypass mainly came from federal and state agencies, according to Cosgrove.
 

The first phase, which has an estimated cost of $290 million, was the construction of four lanes from Industrial Avenue
 
to Nelson Lane, and two lanes north of that to Sheridan, according to the website.
 

The second phase will be done in two parts.
 

Phase 2a is the construction of two additional lanes from Nelson Lane to West Wise Road, according to the website,
 
and construction will begin in the summer of 2012.
 

Phase 2b is the construction of two additional lanes from West Wise Road to Sheridan, and is currently unfunded,
 
according to the website.
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Highway 65, railroad help build Lincoln 
By Stephanie Dumm News Messenger Reporter 

Editor's note: This is the second in a three
part series about the Highway 65 Bypass, 
exploring how it will affect residents, what 
Lincoln businesses thrived because of Highway 
65 traveling through Lincoln and what 
longtime residents say about the bypass. 

The opening of the Highway 65 Bypass in late 
summer or early fall could be the start of 
another evolution in Lincoln's history. 

That's according to Lincoln City Councilman 
and Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency member Tom Cosgrove, who has been 
working for 15 years "on the realignment of 
Highway 65." 

"The reason it's important is I think it's fairly 
Michael Kirby/The News Messenger 

clear to see that until Highway 65 was 
Mona Parten, left, has a gallon of paint mixed by Ace Hardware realigned, we would never be able to see the 
department manager Patti Brown. Brown said being located on kind of benefit in our downtown area to
Highway 65 helps "because we have a lot of traffic" which brings 

businesses because of the congestion," people into the store. She said she didn't think the bypass would 
Cosgrove said. "We'd never open up affect her store's business, because a lot of shoppers are local. 
opportunities for retail commercial chains like 

we currently have. Target, Home Depot, TJ Maxx and Ross, all of these are very important to our community." 

Businesses were originally drawn to Lincoln because of the railroad, said Lincoln historian and Lincoln Area Archives
Museum co-founder Jerry Logan. 

"Lincoln was founded in 1859 and was settled when the railroad came through in 1861," Logan said. "The railroad was 
the main reason Lincoln was founded. In 1861, the rail arrived and service began between Lincoln and Sacramento, 
and within a year, ~hree hotels opened." 

Businesses from mining towns such as Gold Hill, Fox's Flat and Virginiatown moved into Lincoln because of the 
railroad, according to Logan, so they would sell and transport their goods. 

"Farmers had a place to bring their products to ship," Logan said. 

While it could not be determined exactly when Highway 65 was first built, Logan said, the route was a dirt road until 
being paved in 1915. 

"In 1913, the speed limit was 8 MPH so you couldn't go any faster than a horse or buggy could go," Logan said. "The 
early version of Highway 65 was 99E." 

City Council adopted a resolution calling for freeway status of 99E in June 1963, Logan said, and 99E became Highway 
65 in December 1963. 

"As trucks became popular for hauling, the highway added another dimension," Logan said. "It added more flexible 
transport. The railroad couldn't go scooting out to Hungry Hollow but a truck could." 

Lincoln ''would have been an island" without the railroad and highway, according to Lincoln Area Archives-Museum 
executive director Shirley Russell. 

Highway 65 and the railroad "kept commerce going," Russell said. 

"In front of Beermann's was a scale you could bring your grain on a truck and have it weighed," Russell said. "Farmers 
could bring their grain and have it trucked out. They sold their grain at the granaries." 



Highway 65 attracted various businesses, Logan and Russell both pointed out.
 

"The highway brought nine~'g'as stations, and in the old days, nine saloons," Logan said.
 

Russell said truck drivers for businesses such as Gladding, McBean, Sierra Pacific and Lincoln's two granaries would
 
stop to eat in Lincoln.
 

"There were cafes that trucks would stop at and the cannery, when it was going strong, all of the trucks brought fruit
 
in and out," Russell said.
 

The cannery Russell was referring to was once located where Flocchini Circle currently is, adjacent to the railroad
 
tracks.
 

Logan said businesses such as Gladding, McBean and the cannery used both the railroad and highway to transport
 
items.
 

"People used both, whatever was most convenient," Logan said. "They loaded a lot of stuff onto the railroad from
 
trucks. When the cannery needed cans, they probably shipped it by railroad."
 

Cosgrove also said that "Lincoln formed as a result of the railroad coming through here."
 

"The city was growing up around an industry that needed access to move the products, and of course the roadway
 
was here but the railroad ~as the other (mode of transport)," Cosgrove said.
 

When asked what businesses were drawn to Lincoln because of Highway 65, Cosgrove talked about downtown Lincoln.
 

"The downtown businesses are the ones that serve the people who live in the community and those downtown
 
businesses are the ones that are your neighborhood or local businesses," Cosgrove said. "We used to have a different
 
set of businesses in the downtown area."
 

Cosgrove said Lincoln used to have new car dealerships, a bowling alley, theater and dry goods stores.
 

"A large number of businesses that, up until the last 10 years, we hadn't had for a long time," Cosgrove said.
 

Businesses have chosen to locate along Highway 65 for a reason, Cosgrove said. 

"Businesses try to locate where people have access to them so it's a very logical thing for businesses to locate along 
Highway 65 because that's where it's easier to get to them," Cosgrove said. "There's sometimes too much of a good 
thing and that's what happened along Highway 65 when traffic became so heavy and busy in the mornings and the 
afternoon." 

Lincoln residents sometimes avoid businesses in the downtown area or along Highway 65, according to Cosgrove, 
because of the traffic congestion. 

"Early on, it was a road where people located so people could get to them and, over time, it became a heavily traveled 
route, so heavily traveled that it discouraged local people from coming to the downtown area," Cosgrove said. "Now 
we are evolving again to where we're taking traffic away from the downtown area (because of the bypass) so local 
people will be more liable to visit downtown area and it feels more comfortable." 




