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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 

www.pctpa.net 

Wednesday, August 29, 2012 - 9:00 AM 
Board of Supervisors Chambers 

175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, CA  95603 
 

 
A. Flag Salute  

   
B. Roll Call  

   
C. Approval of Minutes:  June 27, 2012 Action 

Pg.  1 
D. Agenda Review  

   
E. Public Comment  

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

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

Pg.  7 

 1. Status Report on Federal and State Funded Regionally 
Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County 

Pg.  9 

 2. RSTP Apportionment Distribution for 2015 and 2016 Pg.  13 
 3. Addendum #1 to Funding Agreement 10-02 Between the 

Town of Loomis and the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency For the Town of Loomis Depot Park & Ride 
Facility Security Camera System 

Pg.  14 

 4. Addendum #1 to Funding Agreement 10-02 Between the City 
of Rocklin and the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency For the City of Rocklin Bus Stop Safety and Security 
Improvement Project 

Pg.  15 

 5. FY 2011/12 City of Rocklin Claim for Transportation 
Development Act (TDA) Pedestrian and Bicycle Funds - 
$51,157 

Pg.  16 

 6. FY 2012/13 PCTPA Revised Claim for Local Transportation 
Funds (LTF) - $1,071,502 

Pg.  20 

 7. FY 2012/13 Western Placer CTSA Claim for Local 
Transportation Funds (LTF) - $685,940 

Pg.  22 

 8. FY 2012/13 Western Placer CTSA Claim for State Transit 
Assistance (STA) Funds - $70,666 

Pg.  26 
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 9. FY 2012/13 Transit System Safety, Security, and Disaster 
Response Account Final Fund Allocation 
 

Pg.  31 

G. Final Findings of Apportionment for FY 2012/13 Local 
Transportation Fund (LTF) and Final Fund Allocation for 2012/13 
State Transit Assistance (STA) 

Action 
Pg.  32 

 
ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
   
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.  36 

 1. Authorize filing FY 2012/13 Western Placer CTSA Claim for 
Local Transportation Funds (LTF) - $685,940 

Pg.  37 

 2. Authorize filing FY 2012/13 Western Placer CTSA Claim for 
State Transit Assistance (STA) Funds - $70,666 

Pg.  41 

   
ADJOURN AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
AGENCY 
   
CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
   
I. Communications and Outreach Plan for FY 2012/13 Action 

Pg.  46 
   
J. Cap-and-Trade Transportation Coalition Principles  Action 

Pg.  63 
   
K. Executive Director’s Report  
  

1. 2010 Census Changes to Urban Area 
2. Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) Kickoff 
3. Lincoln Bypass Grand Opening Update 

 

 

L. Board Direction to Staff  
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M. Informational Items Info 
 1. Revenues and Expenditures for May, June and July (under 

separate cover) 
 

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

 

 3. TAC Minutes  
  a. July 10 Pg.  67 
  b. August 7 Pg.  69 
 4. Status Reports  
  a. PCTPA Pg.  72 
  b. Randle Communications  
   i. May Pg.  74 
   ii. June Pg.  77 
  c. Federal Advocates, Inc. Pg.  79 
  d. Capitol Corridor Pg.  95 
 5. Newspaper Articles Pg.  99 
    

 
 

Next Regularly Scheduled PCTPA Board Meeting 
September 26, 2012 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
MINUTES 

JUNE 27, 2012 
 
The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency met on Wednesday, June 27, 2012 at 9:00 
a.m. at the Board of Supervisors Chambers, 175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, California. 
 
 ATTENDANCE: John Allard   Celia McAdam 
    Sandra Calvert   Shirley LeBlanc 

Tom Cosgrove   David Melko 
    Steve Harvey   Solvi Sabol 
    Keith Nesbitt   Sue Sholtis 

Ron Treabess 
    Scott Yuill    
 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Calvert, the minutes of the May 23, 2012 PCTPA Board 
meeting were unanimously approved as submitted. 
 
AGENDA REVIEW 
Chair Cosgrove noted the amended agenda includes an additional Item 16 under the Consent 
Calendar. 
 
Celia McAdam requested Item 8 be pulled from the Consent Calendar for discussion. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
None. 
 
AMENDED CONSENT CALENDAR 
Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Treabess, the Board unanimously approved the Amended 
Consent Calendar minus Item 8.   
 
Addressing Item 8 on the Consent Calendar, Celia McAdam explained staff recommended award 
of the communications consulting contract to AIM Consulting.  A consultant score sheet was 
provided to Board Members which summarized the scores from the June 4 interviews for the 
communications and outreach services consultant.  McAdam noted ten proposals were received 
in response to the Request for Qualifications (RFQ) for this contract, and the process was very 
competitive.  Four firms were interviewed; all of which had excellent credentials.  AIM 
Consulting was chosen as the recommended consultant as the proposal that best met the criteria 
outlined in the RFQ.  Staff recommends the Communications and Outreach Services contract be 
granted to AIM Consulting. 
 
Scott Yuill expressed concern that the awarding of the contract to a different consultant is more 
than a routine matter to be placed on the Consent Calendar.  Yuill noted he had heard only 
positive feedback about our previous communications team and questioned whether that was the 
overarching reason staff is recommending AIM.  McAdam responded that the bid process starts 
with a clean slate with criteria provided in the RFQ and those criterions are utilized for scoring 
the teams, which provides an even playing field for all the consultants.  Randle Communications 
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did a great job and was the second-ranked team yet the interview panel felt AIM brought a little 
more to the table.  Alternatively, the Board could direct staff to go out to bid again using 
different criteria by which the teams are scored. 
 
Yuill was interested in hearing from the Boardmembers representing Placer County on this 
matter since they have a longer history with our communications efforts; however, since neither 
is in attendance at this morning’s meeting, he suggested tabling this item to the next Board 
meeting.   
 
Upon question by Keith Nesbitt regarding scoring in various categories, McAdam noted the 
reviewers felt AIM has more experience with transportation projects, entities and funding as 
compared with the second ranked firm. The panel also felt that AIM’s approach/strategy 
development chart really nailed the issues and mission for our communication requirements.   
 
Chair Cosgrove, Boardmembers Treabess, Harvey, and Allard commented about the competitive 
process and noted the positive grading differential for AIM by the review panel.  Along with 
Nesbitt, they expressed support for staff recommendation.   Scott Yuill felt that, while staff has 
done a thorough job on the selection process, he has concerns about the recommended firm.  
Tom Cosgrove asked if there was an interest in tabling this item, noting the contract expires July 
1 and we would be out of contract. 
 
Ron Treabess asked whether either of the County representatives made any comment about this 
item being in the Consent Calendar.  McAdam responded she has not been contacted by either 
representative. 
 
Upon motion by Allard proposed and second by Nesbitt, the Board approved the Master 
Agreement and Letter of Task Agreement for Communications and Outreach Services for FY 
2012/13 – AIM Consulting, with Yuill opposing. 
 
RECONSIDERATION OF POSITION ON AB 441 (MONNING): TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING 
Celia McAdam stated this item is a follow-up to the Board’s action on AB 441 in February.  As 
originally proposed, this bill would direct the California Transportation Commission (CTC) to 
develop optional guidelines as part of the Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs) to address 
health considerations.  The Board took a strong oppose position to this, with every Board 
Member signing the opposition letter.  This bill has been amended significantly and is directing 
the CTC to compile a summary of best practices in Regional Transportation Plans that are 
addressing some of these health considerations.  McAdam noted that, while they are not 
segregated and addressed as such, our current RTP does include transportation projects that 
would be considered to have health benefits, such as pedestrian and bikeway facilities.   
 
Sarah Mercer of the bill’s sponsor, California Pan Ethnic Health Network, requested an 
opportunity to address the Board about reconsidering their opposition to AB 441 since the bill 
has been amended. 
 
Sarah Mercer respectfully asked the Board for reconsideration of AB 441 and summarized her 
organization’s efforts to promote transportation plans that promote health and equity.  She noted 
the bill has been significantly amended which has neutralized others’ opposition.  Mercer 
provided Board Members with a copy of a letter neutralizing the opposition.  The CTC will take 
the best practices that are happening at the local level and add them into an attachment in the 
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State guidelines so agencies who are interested in promoting health can look at that attachment 
and incorporate any of those ideas that they would like to but if they are not interested they do 
not have to. 
 
John Allard inquired about the California Pan Ethnic Health Network.  Mercer responded they 
are a statewide multi-cultural health advocacy organization and their main mission is dedicated 
to improving the communities of color in California.  They look at eliminating health disparities 
from a broad spectrum of health; from access to healthcare all the way down to improving the 
environments in which we live, work and are active.  Allard asked whether this bill provides any 
funding to compensate PCTPA for the expense of providing this information.  Mercer replied 
there should not be any cost concerns since the CTC will be the entity that will be collecting the 
information on best practices.  Mercer confirmed this is not another unfunded State mandate and 
that it is cost neutral on all levels to provide that information. 
 
Keith Nesbitt asked staff for confirmation that there will be no additional administrative costs.  
McAdam responded the burden is on the CTC and mentioned the bill does make findings about 
the connection between transportation planning and health.  Ron Treabess asked for clarification 
in our options for removal of the Board’s opposition, versus moving to a neutral or support 
position.  Mercer stated they would welcome any support for the bill.  In taking a neutral position 
that would mean the bill is no longer a concern for them, cost concerns raised in the original bill 
are gone and it is no longer a hostile bill.   
 
Tom Cosgrove appreciated the fact changes were made in the bill but that doesn’t change his 
position.  He noted that CEQA and the environmental process does an excellent job of 
addressing the issues of health concern.  He suggested the Legislature would be better focused on 
addressing the $15B budget shortfall issue, and expressed concern about the CTC making 
findings connecting transportation and health.  
 
In response to Cosgrove’s inquiry about Boardmembers’ interest in changing the adopted oppose 
position, Steve Harvey stated again we see the proverbial camel with his nose under the tent with 
this proposal, and concurs with maintaining opposition. 
 
Upon motion by Harvey and second by Nesbitt, the Board unanimously agreed to continue 
opposition of AB 441. 
 
Nesbitt and Cosgrove both commented positively about the intent and sincerity Mercer brings to 
this program.  
 
FEDERAL LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM AMENDMENT 
Celia McAdam noted the Board adopted a Legislative Program in January.  At our May Board 
meeting, the Board directed staff to bring back an amendment to our Federal Legislative Policies 
to seek relief from the Federal regulations on projects to improve the highway system that do not 
rely on Federal transportation funds.  While funding for the Highway 65 widening project 
construction is through local South Placer Regional Transportation Authority (SPRTA), 
McAdam noted the next Board agenda item for Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) 
Allocation Criteria would put Federal dollars onto this project.   
 
Keith Nesbitt noted on Page 74, the next to the last bullet, it states to seek new Federal rail 
funding through Senators Feinstein and Boxer for track improvements.  Nesbitt stated the 
CCJPA is working diligently towards an extra train to Auburn and as long as the agreements are 
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in place they can actually start this service before they do the improvements, as early as 
November.  Nesbitt asked to focus on this effort for the next few months to achieve this goal. 
 
Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Treabess, the Board unanimously adopted the Federal 
Legislative Program for 2012 as amended and shown in Attachment 1, and directed staff and 
federal advocates to represent these positions to our Federal and regional delegations and 
partners. 
 
CONGESTION MITIGATION AND AIR QUALITY (CMAQ) ALLOCATION 
CRITERIA FOR FY 2014/15 AND 2015/16 
Celia McAdam stated this item is a follow-up from the discussion at our April Board meeting to 
look at creative ways to keep key transportation projects moving forward.  With many funding 
sources dried up or expiring, staff pursued looking at Federal Congestion Mitigation and Air 
Quality (CMAQ) funding as a source to fund preconstruction for the SR 65 Widening project.  
As a result, staff is now recommending adopting revised CMAQ allocation criteria for FY 
2014/15 and 2015/16.   
 
The proposed revised criteria would put aside money for the environmental process for the SR 
65 Widening project.  The remaining dollars allocated to the jurisdictions as it has in the past, 
with the stipulation that the minimum amount to Colfax would continue and the two jurisdictions 
not directly adjacent to Highway 65, Auburn and Loomis, would receive the same amount of 
money under the old criteria.  This proposal was reviewed with the Technical Advisory 
Committee (TAC) which recommended approval.  With Boardmember approval, staff intends to 
accelerate this process and request early allocation. 
 
Upon motion by Yuill and second by Nesbitt, the Board unanimously adopted revised CMAQ 
allocation criteria for FY 2014/15 and FY 2015/16 to direct a portion of the funds to 
preconstruction for the SR 65 Widening Project. 
 
ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 
CONVENE AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 
SERVICES AGENCY 
 
CONSENT CALENDAR 
Upon motion by Harvey and second by Yuill, the Board unanimously approved the Consent 
Calendar as submitted. 
 
FY 2012/13 WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
AGENCY BUDGET 
David Melko requested that the Board adopt the FY 2012/13 Budget for the Western Placer 
Consolidated Transportation Services Agency.  Melko summarized the operating budget which is 
based on the Short Range Transit Plan (SRTP) adopted last year.  This budget includes funding 
for four new programs which, if approved, will operate on a pilot basis for a two-year period.   
 
There is no capital budget proposed for FY 2012/13 at this time since we have not received 
estimates from the State Controller.  Typically staff proposes an amended budget in October 
which should contain the capital budget as well as the adopted apportionment that the PCTPA 
Board approves in August. 
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Keith Nesbitt inquired about the continued funding source for the newly proposed programs if 
they prove successful.  Melko responded we have submitted two grants for Federal funds and if 
we approve these funds they will be reflected in the amended budget in October.  The Bus Pass 
Subsidy Program and the Rural Mileage Reimbursement Programs require a 25% match from 
nonprofits which is factored in.  The Dial-a-Ride CTSA Trips Reimbursement does not have a 
direct match and we are looking at it as a locally funded program.  All of these programs are in 
the SRTP which goes out seven years.  We have a balanced budget for six years based on a 4% 
LTF contribution level.  The SRTP showed a $60,000 deficit in the seventh year and we may 
need to raise the amount of LTF at that time.  Celia McAdam noted the more successful these 
programs are, the better chance we have for obtaining continued grant funding.   
 
Upon motion by Yuill and second by Allard, the Board unanimously adopted the FY 2012/13 
Budget for the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (WPCTSA). 
 
SERVICE POLICIES FOR HEALTH EXPRESS SERVICE 
David Melko asked the Board to adopt Resolution No. 12-02 approving service policies for the 
non-emergency medical transportation service known as Health Express.  We currently have 
service policies delineated within the contract we have with Health Express.  The consultant 
working on our Short Range Transit Plan recommended that we have a set of policies that define 
the program.  In addition, agencies are required to have a set of service policies to retain 
eligibility for future Federal funding. 
 
Staff has worked closely with Seniors First to develop and refine the existing contract service 
policies.  The Transit Operators Working Group (TOWG) and the Technical Advisory 
Committee (TAC) have reviewed and concurred with staff’s recommendation. 
 
A Public Hearing was held on May 23 and comments have been incorporated into the final 
version of the service policies.  In addition, a recent event raised the issue of a policy for public 
health which has been added into these policies. 
 
Tink Miller, Executive Director of Placer Independent Resource Services, expressed her 
appreciation for the way her comments were addressed in these proposed service policies and 
recommended the Board’s adoption.   
 
Chair Cosgrove noted on Page 1 of the Service Policies under the Eligibility section, the wording 
is redundant, “individual must be over 60 years old or older …” and suggested the wording, 
“must be 60 years old or older” or “over 60 years old.” 
 
Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Yuill, the Board unanimously adopted Resolution No. 
12-02 approving service policies for the non-emergency medical transportation service known as 
Health Express. 
 
ADJOURN AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 
SERVICES AGENCY 
 
CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
Celia McAdam feels there will be yet another extension – a record tenth - for federal 
reauthorization.   
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We have hired a replacement for Stan Tidman.  Luke McNeel-Caird, a great addition to our 
team, will be starting at PCTPA on July 9. 
 
McAdam suggested cancelling our July Board meeting due to relatively few agenda items and a 
conflict with the California Transportation Committee meeting.  Board members concurred with 
this recommendation. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 10:02 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: August 14, 2012
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
 
Below are the Consent Calendar items for the August 29, 2012 agenda for your review and action. 
 
1. Status Report on Federal and State Funded Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in 

Placer County 
The attached report summarizes the status of federal and state funded regionally significant 
transportation projects currently programmed in the 2013/2017 Metropolitan Transportation 
Improvement Program (MTIP) by Placer County jurisdictions. The report provides project 
description, fund source, estimated cost and completion date, and the year a specific project 
phase was initiated. 
 

2. RSTP Apportionment Distribution for 2015 and 2016 
In January 1999, the PCTPA Board of Directors approved an allocation formula for 
Regional Surface Transportation Funds (RSTP) based on population as well as maintained 
road miles for each jurisdiction in Placer County. The approved formula pools both urban 
and exchange RSTP funds and then calculates the apportionment formula based on an 
average of the latest population data and maintained road miles. 
 
Estimated RSTP funding levels are based on current funding under SAFETEA-LU, which 
are anticipated to continue under the MAP-21 federal transportation reauthorization bill. 
These estimates are prepared by Caltrans Division of Transportation Programming and are 
provided to the jurisdictions for purpose of programming their projects in SACOG’s MTIP. 
The attachment provides the RSTP apportionment by jurisdiction for 2015 and 2016. 
 

3. Addendum #1 to Funding Agreement 10-02 Between the Town of Loomis and the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency For the Town of Loomis Depot Park & Ride 
Facility Security Camera System 
On May 4, 2011, the PCTPA Board approved an allocation plan of $4,051 in FY 2010/11 
Proposition 1 B – Transit System Safety Security Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) 
regional funds for the Town of Loomis. PCTPA is the grant recipient for these State funds. 
Addendum #1 revises the compensation the Town will receive to $5,162. The increase in 
compensation is due to the City of Lincoln relinquishing its fair share of the TSSSDRA 
funds. Unused funds are returned to the State (CalEMA) unless PCTPA takes action to 
redistribute the funds. A copy of Addendum #1 and Funding Agreement 10-02 between 
PCTPA and the Town of Loomis is attached. Staff recommends Board approval. 
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4. Addendum #1 to Funding Agreement 10-02 Between the City of Rocklin and the Placer 

County Transportation Planning Agency For the City of Rocklin Bus Stop Safety and 
Security Improvement Project 
On May 4, 2011, the PCTPA Board approved an allocation plan of $33,638 in FY 2010/11 
Proposition 1 B – Transit System Safety Security Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) 
regional funds for the City of Rocklin. PCTPA is the grant recipient for these State funds. 
Addendum #1 revises the compensation the City will receive to $42,233. The increase in 
compensation is due to the City of Lincoln relinquishing its fair share of the TSSSDRA 
funds. Unused funds are returned to the State (CalEMA) unless PCTPA takes action to 
redistribute the funds. A copy of Addendum #1 and Funding Agreement 10-02 between 
PCTPA and the City of Rocklin is attached. Staff recommends Board approval. 
 

5. FY 2011/12 City of Rocklin Claim for Transportation Development Act (TDA) Pedestrian 
and Bicycle Funds - $51,157 

 The City of Rocklin submitted a claim for TDA Pedestrian and Bicycle funds in the amount 
of $51,157 for FY2011/12.  This claim represents a portion of the City’s five-year funding 
amount according to PCTPA’s current five-year Cash Management Plan for the TDA 
Pedestrian and Bicycle Fund.  Staff recommends approval. 

 
6. FY 2012/13 PCTPA Revised Claim for Local Transportation Funds (LTF) - $1,071,502 

Staff recommends approval of the attached revised PCTPA LTF claim for FY 2012/13 in the 
amount of $1,071,502 per the FY 2012/13 Final Apportionment of Local Transportation 
Funds pending approval at this August 2012 Board meeting. 

 
7. FY 2012/13 Western Placer CTSA Claim for Local Transportation Funds (LTF) - $685,940 

Western Placer CTSA is submitting a claim for $685,940 in LTF funds for FY 2012/13 for 
transit purposes. The Western Placer CTSA claim is in compliance with the approved LTF 
apportionment, and all transit needs that are reasonable to meet are being provided. Staff 
recommends conditional approval, subject to the Western Placer CTSA authorization to 
submit said LTF claim. 

 
8. FY 2012/13 Western Placer CTSA Claim for State Transit Assistance (STA) Funds - 

$70,666 
Western Placer CTSA is submitting a claim for $70,666 in STA funds for FY 2012/13 for 
transit purposes. The Western Placer CTSA claim is in compliance with the approved STA 
apportionment and with all applicable STA requirements. Staff recommends conditional 
approval, subject to the Western Placer CTSA authorization to submit said STA claim. 

 
9. FY 2012/13 Transit System Safety, Security, and Disaster Response Account Final Fund 

Allocation 
The Transit System Safety, Security, and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) 
Jurisdiction Fund Allocation is based on an estimate provided by the State Controller’s 
Office (SCO) on August 10, 2012. The SCO allocates a total of $229,743 to PCTPA; 
$208,905 is available to jurisdictions based on population and $20,838 is available to 
eligible transit operators. Staff recommends approval of the FY 2012/13 TSSSDRA 
Jurisdiction Fund Allocation and designating the Executive Director as the authorized agent 
for TSSSDRA funds. 

 



David Melko 8/8/2012

PAE&ED ROW CONST
Column1 Column2 Column3 Column4 Column5 Column7 Column6 Column8 Column9 Column10

Caltrans District 3 CAL20460
Route 65 Lincoln Bypass ‐
Phase 2A

Placer County, State Route 65: Add 2 southbound lanes to extend 4‐lane section of Lincoln Bypass from its Phase 1 
(CAL17240) terminus at Nelson Lane to West Wise Road; project includes 4 bridge structures between West Wise 
Road and Sheridan that will be completed in the ultimate project (HPP# 1408) (PM R15.0/R23.8) [CTIPS ID 107‐0000‐
0875; EFIS ID 0300020583]

Fed Demo HPP, CMIA & 
Local $22,999,000  2014 2011 2012

Caltrans District 3 CAL20424
I‐80 3‐Mile Truck 
Climbing Lane

Near Colfax on Route 80, from the Long Ravine UP to east of Magra Road OC ‐ Construct eastbound truck climbing 
lane and related improvements (PM 35.1/38.0) (Project will use a tapered match) [EFIS ID 0300020420]

Fed Demo HPP, 
Interstate Maint Disc & 
State $31,600,000  2020 2010 2011 2017

City of Auburn Dept. of 
Public Works PLA25226

Palm Avenue Sidewalks 
/ Bicycle Lane Installation of sidewalks and Class 2 bike lanes from Highway 49 to Nevada Street. CMAQ. Fed SRTS, Local $1,231,819  2013 2008 2013

City of Auburn Dept. of 
Public Works PLA25471

Nevada Street 
Pedestrian & Bicycle 
Facilities

Class 2 bike lane and adjacent sidewalks along Nevada St from Placer St to Fulweiler Ave to allow for continuous 
pedestrian and bicycle access from Old Town Auburn to the Auburn Station and EV Cain Middle School. Emission 
reduction benefits (kg/day): ROG 0.03, NOx 0.02, PM10 0.01. CMAQ & Local $444,526  2015 2014

City of Auburn Dept. of 
Public Works PLA25353

Auburn Multi Modal 
Station ‐ Rail Platform 
Extension

At the existing Auburn Multi Modal Station: Obtain right‐of‐way and install rail platform extension . (Emission 
Benefits in kg/day: 0.93 ROG, 1.18 NOx, 0.43 PM10) CMAQ & LTF $1,416,480  2016 2011 2015 2016

City of Colfax Dept of 
Public Works PLA25205

Overlays and Pavement 
Rehabilitation

In Colfax, surface overlays, various dig‐outs, and curb, gutter, and sidewalk improvements along Grass Valley Street, 
South Auburn to Rising Sun.

RSTP Exch & State Bond 
Local Streets $199,000  2013 2012 2012

City of Colfax Dept of 
Public Works PLA25439

Grass Valley Street 
Railroad Crossing 
Pedestrian and Bike 
Improvements

Construct pedestrian improvements across UP railroad tracks to improve pedestrian safety, and install Cl 2 bike lanes 
along Grass Valley from South Auburn to Rising Sun. (Emission Benefits in kg/day: 0.01 ROG, 0.01 NOx) CMAQ & LTF $220,000  2014 2013 2013 2014

City of Lincoln Dept of 
Public Works PLA25497 Operating Assistance In Lincoln: Operating Assistance to Transit Agencies Fed 5311, TDA & Fares $3,381,859  2014 2011

City of Lincoln Dept of 
Public Works PLA25515

East Ave. and East Joiner 
Pkwy. Sidewalks (SRTS)

East side East Ave. between SR 93 (McBean Park Dr.) and 12th St.; east side E. Joiner Pkwy. between 12 Bridges Dr. 
and Westview Dr.: Construct sidewalk, curb and gutter, curb ramps; install bike lanes. SRTS3‐03‐005 Fed SRTS $519,600  2014 2013

Construct various pedestrian, bicycle, NEV, and ITS improvements along the Highway 65 / G Street corridor from 
l k h ll f lk

STATUS REPORT ON FEDERAL & STATE REGIONALLY SIGNIFICANT TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS IN PLACER COUNTY
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA)

 Lead Agency  MTIP ID Project Title  Project Description Fund Source
Total Project 

Cost
Year 

Complete
Year Phase Initiated

City of Lincoln Dept of 
Public Works PLA25464

Future Lincoln Blvd. (old 
SR 65) 
Bicycle/Pedestrian/NEV/
ITS

Sterling Parkway to 7th Street.  Improvements will consist of gap sidewalk construction, pedestrian improvements to 
railroad crossings, pedestrian crossings along Highway 65 / G Street, bicycle and NEV lanes, connection to the existing 
trail along Auburn Ravine east of Highway 65, roadway narrowing through the construction of landscape medians and 
frontage improvements where appropriate, and traffic signal interconnection and coordination along the corridor. 
(Emission Benefits in kg/day: ROG 0.58, NOx 0.41, PM10 0.08)

CMAQ, Local & State 
Bond Local Streets $3,314,812  2014 2010 2012 2012

City of Lincoln Dept of 
Public Works PLA25509

Nelson Lane/Markham 
Ravine Bridge 
Replacement

Nelson Lane, over Markham Ravine, 0.25 mi south of Nicolaus Rd. Replace existing functionally obsolete 2 lane bridge 
with a new 4 lane bridge. Fed HBP & Local $6,818,280  2017 2011 2014 2017

City of Rocklin Division 
of Engineering PLA25499

Rocklin Rd/Grove St 
Roundabout

Convert existing signalized intersection at Rocklin Rd/South Grove St and the offset unsignalized intersection at 
Rocklin Rd/Grove St to a dual roundabout intersection. (Emission Benefits in kg/day: ROG 0.32, NOx 0.40, PM‐10 
0.07) CMAQ & TIF $2,149,061  2013 2013 2013 2013

City of Rocklin Division 
of Engineering PLA25355

Multi Modal Station 
Park‐n‐Ride Lot (Phase 
1)

In Rocklin, Rocklin Road adjacent to the UPRR tracks: Construct approximately 55 additional spaces (Phase 1), 
including lighting and landscaping, to the existing parking lot at the existing Rocklin Multi Modal station. PTMISEA $580,000  2014 2010 2014

City of Rocklin Division 
of Engineering PLA25514

Rocklin Multi Modal 
Park‐n‐Ride Lot (Phase 
2)

In Rocklin, Rocklin Road adjacent to the UPRR tracks: Construct approximately 50 additional spaces )Phase 2) 
including lighting and landscaping, to the existing parking lot at the existing Multi Modal Station. PTMISEA $500,000  2015 2015

City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA15710

I‐80 Eureka Road On‐
Ramp Improvements

In Roseville, Eureka Road at I‐80: add 4th WB thru lane from 500' E of N. Sunrise to EB I‐80 on‐ramp, including Miners 
Ravine Bridge widening, and change existing #1 NB and SB thru lanes at Sunrise/Eureka to left turn lanes. (HPP #2399, 
3649) Fed Demo HPP & TIF $9,206,624  2013 2007 2010 2011

City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA25417

Preventive Maintenance 
and ADA Operations

Preventive Maintenance and ADA (FTA funds apportioned in FFY 2008 and 2009 for $515,000 and $478,000, 
accordingly.) FTA 5307 & TDA $1,311,750  2013 2009

City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA25516 SRTS Toolkit Expansion Multiple Schools in the Roseville City School District: Expand Safe Routes to School (SRTS) toolkit. SRTS3‐03‐006 Fed SRTS $295,000  2013 2012
City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA25500

Pedestrian Facilities 
Improvement Project

In Roseville, construct sidewalks along various arterial and collector roadways.  (Emission Benefits in kg/day: (0.45 
ROG, 0.27 NOx, 0.05 PM10) CMAQ & Local $522,450  2013 2012

City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA25200

Roseville Transfer Point 
& Bus Stop 
Improvement Project

1. In Roseville, bus stop, bike and pedestrian improvements along Riverside Avenue/Vernon Street, Royer Park and 
Dry Creek Greenway and completion of bike trail segment to Darling Way/Riverside Avenue; 2. Transfer point 
improvements at Sierra Gardens/Santa Clara Drive;  3. Includes bike lockers at various transfer points. FTA 5309 & Redev $1,397,582  2014 2006 2006
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City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA25214

Roseville Transit ITS 
Project

To purchase and install electronic fareboxes, software, probes, software, automatic vehicle location devices, mobile 
data computers, video security cameras and software, and digital readerboard equipment for transfer points. 
[Project replaces PCT10430 and PCT10420] FTA 5307 & LTF $1,100,000  2014 2008

City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA25339 City of Roseville SRTS

Proposes a Safe Routes to School pilot program within Roseville beginning with the Dry Creek School District. It will 
develop a "SRTS Tool Box." The Tool Box would include strategies for education, encouragement, enforcement, 
engineering and evaluation. SRTSD50_0043 Fed SRTS $215,000  2014 2009

City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA25416 South Placer Call Center

Operating cost contribution towards ADA complementary paratransit services provided for the South Placer Call 
Center. FTA 5307 & LTF $187,500  2014 2010

City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA25520

Oak Street 
Improvements

On Oak Street in Roseville, remove existing traffic Signal at Oak Street/Washington Blvd and install roundabout.  
Install Traffic signals at Oak Street/Grant Street and at Oak Street/Lincoln Street and associated street improvements 
on Oak Street between Grant and Lincoln. (Emission Calculations in kg/day: 1.2 ROG, 1.0 NOx) CMAQ, TIF & Local $2,721,950  2014 2012 2014

City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA25526

Roseville Transit Bus 
Replacement Replace eight DAR buses and 4 local buses. PTMISEA $3,148,566  2014 2011

City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA25465

Downtown Roseville 
Transportation 
Enhancement Project

In Roseville, conduct Washington Blvd pedestrian/bike undercrossing study, Improve Civic Center transit transfer 
facility and construct other transit/bicycle/pedestrian related improvements. FTA 5307, LTF & Redev $793,750  2014 2011 2011

City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA25469

Oak Street Extension of 
Miners Ravine Trail

In Roseville, extend class 1 trail from Lincoln Street to Royer Park. Emission reduction benefits (kg/day): ROG 0.13, 
NOx 0.09, PM10 0.04 CMAQ & LTF $854,770  2014 2014

City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA25498

Roseville Preventive 
Maintenance and ADA 
Operations 2010‐2014

Maintain transit fleet. The following are the amounts awarded from the apportioned years:2010 Preventive 
Maintenance = $300,000;  2010 ADA Operations = $285,0002011 Preventive Maintenance = $115,000;  2010 ADA 
Operations = $285,0002012 Preventive Maintenance = $60,000;  2012 ADA Operations = $177,104;  2012 Fuel = 
$181,8962013 Preventive Maintenance = $120,000;  2013 ADA Operations = $299,0002014 Preventive Maintenance 
= $120,000;  2014 ADA Operations = $299,000(Funds from FFYs 2010 and 2011 are being programmed together in FFY 
2011.) FTA 5307 & LTF $2,802,500  2014 2011

City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA25508

Oak Ridge Dr/Linda 
Creek Bridge 
Replacement

Oak Ridge Dr, over Linda Creek, 0.2 mi N Cirby Way. Replace the existing functionally obsolete 2 lane bridge with a 
new 2 lane bridge. (Toll Credits programmed for PE, ROW, and & CON.) Fed HBP $3,250,000  2014 2011

City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA25386

I‐80 To Royer Park 
Bikeway Phase 2 ‐ 
Segment 3

Roseville, Harding Blvd @ Dry Creek, I‐80 to Royer Park: Construct class 1 bikeway in 2 phases.  Phase 1 from I‐80 to 
Harding Blvd completed in 2004 (PLA20870).  Phase 2 construction is separated into 3 segments: Segment 3 is 
located from Folsom Road to Lincoln Street/Royer Park. (Emission benefits in kg/day: 0.25 ROG, 0.2 NOx 0.09 PM10) CMAQ & LTF $865,693  2014 2013 2011 2013

City of Roseville Dept of  Dry Creek Greenway  In Roseville, along Dry Creek, Cirby Creek and Linda Creek, construct class 1 bike trail. (Emission Benefits in kg/day: 
Public Works PLA19910 Trail 0.18 ROG, 0.12 NOx, 0.06 PM10) CMAQ & Local $2,366,875  2015 2011 2014 2015
City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA25215

Operating Assistance 
JARC 5316

To provide additional evening service as a transportation TCM measure for JARC funds in FFY2012 and beyond; and 
JARC funds for Increased headways on Route B for FFY 2010. FTA 5316 & LTF $803,428  2015 2010

City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA25323

Sierra Gardens Transfer 
Point

Improve Sierra Gardens Transfer Point. Improvements may include new bus turnouts, shelters, restrooms, 
landscaping, lighting, crosswalks, sidewalks, and other pedestrian improvements such as bulb‐outs. (Emission 
benefits in kg/day: 63 ROG, 63 Knox, 25 PM10.) FTA 5307, CMAQ & LTF $2,542,151  2015 2007 2010 2015

City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA25522

Roseville Transit ADA 
Operating Assistance ADA Operating Assistance for Roseville Transit FTA 5307 & LTF $1,495,000  2016 2013

City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA25523

Roseville Transit 
Preventive Maintenance Preventive Maintenance for Roseville Transit FTA 5307 & LTF $600,000  2016 2013

City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works REG17928

Louis/Orlando Transfer 
Point Improvements

In Roseville, on Louis Blvd at Orlando Ave.: Develop and construct an improved transfer point and intermodal facility 
with a 35‐space park and ride facility. (Includes previously programmed PLA16080.)

FTA 5307. RIP‐PTA, LTF 
& Local $6,438,000  2017 2011 2011 2016

City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA25507

Industrial Ave/Pleasant 
Grove Creek Bridge 
Replacement

Industrial Ave, over Pleasant Grove Creek, 0.7 mi S Placer Blvd. Replace the existing 2 lane functionally obsolete 
bridge with a new 2 lane bridge. Fed HBP & Local $4,960,000  2017 2011

City of Roseville Dept of 
Public Works PLA19841

Roseville Maintenance 
Facility Upgrades

Expand existing Vehicle Maintenance facility at City of Roseville Corporation Yard (2005 Hilltop Circle).  Early funding 
will cover preliminary engineering/environmental studies for preferred sites.

FTA 5307, LTF & Future 
Unfunded Need $2,710,000  2018 2008 2017

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25006

TART CNG Facility Phase 
2

TART Maintenance Facility, 870 Cabin Creek Road, Truckee, CA. Construct improvements to the TART CNG Fueling 
Facility (phase 2). CMAQ, PTMISEA & Local $358,868  2013 2004 2013

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25432

Rollins Lake Rd. 
Shoulder Widening and 
Guardrail Improvements

Rollins Lake Rd. for 2 miles north of intersection with SR 174, including it's intersection with Norton Grade Rd.: 
Construct segments of shoulder widening and guardrail; realign roadway intersection with Norton Grade Rd.; install 
speed limit and curve warning signing. Fed HSIP & Local $1,110,200  2013 2010

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25433

Foresthill Rd. Safety 
Improvement

Foresthill Road 3.2 miles east of the intersection of Interstate 80 and the Auburn‐Ravine/Foresthill Road exit: 
Improve horizontal geometry and Super elevation, construct MSE retaining wall. HSIP3‐03‐030 Fed HSIP & Local $1,000,000  2013 2010

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25472

Auburn Folsom Rd Class 
II Bike Lane

On Auburn‐Folsom Rd between Douglas Blvd and Joe Rodgers Rd, construct a Class II Bike lane on both sides of the 
road, including signing and striping. (Emission benefits in kg/day: ROG 0.06, NOx 0.04, PM10 0.03) CMAQ, TIF & Local $800,000  2013 2013
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Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25359

Douglas Blvd. and Sierra 
College Blvd. Pedestrian 
Facilities and 
Landscaping

This project would complete the pedestrian and landscape facilities along Sierra College Blvd. and would fill in the few 
remaining gaps along Douglas Blvd. that were not funded/completed in the previous CMAQ cycle/project no. 
PLA25186. (Emission Benefits in kg/day 0.12 ROG, 0.07 NOx, 0.03 PM10) CMAQ & Local $1,014,274  2014 2009 2014

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25446

Auburn Foresthill Rd 
Bridge Auburn Foresthill Rd., over north fork American River, east of I‐80: Seismic Retrofit

Fed HSIP, State Bond 
Local Bridge Seismic 
Retrofit & Local $91,888,011  2014 2008

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25450

Brewer Rd Bridge 
Replacement at Curry 
Creek

Brewer Rd, over branch of Curry Creek, 2.2 miles north of Base Lane Rd: Replace structurally deficient 2 lane bridge 
with new 2 lane structure. (Toll Credits for ROW & CON) Fed HBP & Local $1,865,000  2014 2008

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25453

Dowd Rd at Yankee 
Slough Bridge 
Replacement

Dowd Rd. over Yankee Slough, just south of Dalby Rd.: Replace existing structurally deficient 1 lane bridge with new 2 
lane bridge. (Toll Credits for CON) Fed HBP & Local $3,889,001  2014 2008

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25512

King Rd. Safety Lane 
Widening

King Rd. between Auburn Folsom Rd. and Sudor Lane.: Widen travel lanes; construct drainage improvements. HSIP4‐
03‐007 Fed HSIP & Local $645,900  2014 2011

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25474

Dowd Rd Bridge 
Replacement at 
Markham Ravine

Dowd Rd, over Markham Ravine, 0.5 miles south Nicolaus Rd: Replace existing 2 lane structurally deficient bridge 
with a new 2 lane bridge. (Toll Credits for CON) Fed HBP & Local $5,050,000  2014 2008

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25384

Foresthill Rd. ‐ Lower 
Lake Clementine

Foresthill Road from Lower Lake Clementine Road to Old Auburn Road: Increase sight distance; construct 
acceleration lane. (HRRR2‐03‐017)

Fed High Risk Rural Road 
& Local $1,082,000  2014 2009

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA15080

Auburn‐Folsom Rd 
Widening

From Placer / Sacramento County line to Douglas Blvd: Widen to 4 lanes. Install signal at Auburn‐Folsom Blvd and 
Fuller Dr. ARRA‐RSTP & Local $27,300,000  2014 2001 2006 2007

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25426

Cook Riolo Rd. Bridge 
over Dry Creek Cook Riolo Rd, over Dry Creek, 1.0 mi south of Base Line Rd.: Replace 1 lane bridge with new 2 lane bridge. Fed HBP & Local $11,943,170  2015 2008

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25454

Brewer Rd Bridge 
Replacement at 
Markham Ravine

Brewer Rd, over Markham Ravine, 0.5 miles south of Nicolaus Rd: replace structurally deficient 2 lane bridge with a 2 
lane bridge. (Toll Credits for ROW & CON) Fed HBP & Local $1,910,001  2015 2008

Placer County Dept of  Bridge Preventive 

In various location ins Placer County, perform preventive maintenance on bridges.1. Squaw Valley Rd., over Squaw 
Creek, 2 mi west of SH 89, Bridge Rail Replacement, Deck Rehab.2. Donner Pass Rd., over S. Yuba River, north of Yuba 
Dr., Bridge Rail Replacement, Deck Rehab.3. Cisco Rd., over S. Yuba River, near Hampshire Rocks Rd., Replace Joint 
Seals, Deck Rehab.4. Alpine Meadows Rd., over Bear Creek, 0.9 mi west of SH 89, Polyester Concrete Deck Overlay.5. 
Fowler Rd., over Auburn Ravine, 0.6 mi north of SH 193, Methacrylate Deck Overlay.6. Gold Hill Rd., over Doty Ravine, 

Public Works PLA25458 Maintenance 0.3 mi south of Wise Rd., Methacrylate Deck Overlay.7. Develop Bridge Preventive Maintenance Plan. Fed HBP & Local $1,356,001  2015 2012

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25473

Highway 49 Pedestrian 
Facilities and 
Landscaping

Construct pedestrian and landscape facilities along Highway 49 from New Airport Road to Education Street.  (In 
Kg/day ROG 0.1 NOx 0.06 PM10 0.03) CMAQ & Local $1,532,214  2016 2012 2013 2015

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25445

Hampshire Rocks Rd 
Bridge

Hampshire Rocks Rd over just south of Dry Creek Rd: Replace the existing functionally obsolete bridge with a new 2 
lane bridge. (Toll Credits for ROW & CON) Fed HBP & Local $4,900,000  2017 2009

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25447 Bowman Rd Bridge

Bowman Rd, over UP Railroad, BNSF RR and AMTRAK, 0.1 miles south of 19C‐62: Rehabilitate or replace structurally 
deficient bridge to bring to current standards. No lanes being added. Fed HBP & Local $1,875,001  2017 2009

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25448 Bowman Rd Bridge

Bowman Rd, over UP Railroad, BNSF Railyards & AMTRAK, 0.1 miles north of 19C‐61:  Rehabilitate the existing 
structurally deficient bridge. No additional lanes. (Toll Credits for CON) Fed HBP & Local $1,875,001  2017 2010

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25449

Dowd Rd Bridge 
Replacement at Coon 
Creek

Dowd Rd over Coon Creek, 0.4 miles north of Wise Rd.: Replace a structurally deficient bridge with a new 2 lane 
bridge. (Toll Credits for ROW & CON) Fed HBP & Local $5,675,000  2017 2008

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25475

Haines Rd Bridge 
Replacement

Haines Rd, over Wise Canal, 0.45 miles North of Bell Rd: Replace the existing functionally obsolete 2 lane bridge with 
a new 2 lane bridge. (Toll Credits for PE, ROW, & CON) Fed HBP $4,900,000  2017 2011

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25513

Wise Rd Bridge 
Replacement

Wise Rd, over Doty Creek, 0.5 miles east of Garden Bar: Replace existing 1‐lane functionally obsolete bridge with a 
new 2‐lane bridge Fed HBP & Local $2,245,001  2017 2012

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25517

King Rd. Bridge 
Rehabilitation King Rd. Bridge Rd. over Secret Ravine, 0.9 miles east of Taylor Blvd.: Scour countermeasure project. Fed HBP & Local $170,000  2017 2012

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25518

Brewer Rd. Bridge 
Replacement

Brewer Rd., over Pleasant Grove Creek, 4.2 miles north of Baseline Rd.: Replace 2‐lane bridge with a new 2‐lane 
bridge. (Toll Credits for PE, ROW, & CON.) Fed HBP $5,272,750  2017 2012

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25477

Alpine Meadows Rd 
Bridge Rehabilitation

Alpine Meadows Rd over Truckee River, 0.1 miles west of SH 89: Rehabilitation and shoulder widening of existing 
structurally deficient 2 lane bridge. (Toll Credits for ROW & CON) Fed HBP & Local $11,517,700  2018 2008

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25506

Walerga Rd/Dry Creek 
Bridge Replacement Walerga Rd, over Dry Creek, 1.1 mi S Base Line Rd. Replace the existing 2 lane bridge without adding lanes. Fed HBP & Local $22,200,000  2018 2011

Placer County Dept of 
Public Works PLA25505

Yankee Jims Rd at North 
Fork American River

Bridge No. 19C0002, Yankee Jims Rd over North Fork American River, 1.5MI W of Shirttail Cyn Rd, Replace structurally 
deficient 1 lane bridge with a new 2 lane bridge. (Toll credits programmed for PE, ROW & CON.) Fed HBP $7,195,000  2020 2011

Placer County Transit PCT10488
Purchase 2 Replacement 
Buses Purchase of two (2) 35' CNG replacement buses for Placer County Transit. (Emission Benefits: 0.5 kg/day NOx) CMAQ & PTMISEA $1,000,000  2013 2013

Placer County Transit PCT10494
CNG Station Upgrade 
Phase 2

Dewitt Center in Auburn: Increase of CNG compressor capacity at Placer County CNG fueling station in Auburn. 
(Emissions Benefits in kg/day: 3.46 NOx, 0.12 PM10.) *Local Funds are Air District Funds* CMAQ & Local $576,809  2013 2012
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David Melko 8/8/2012

PAE&ED ROW CONST
Column1 Column2 Column3 Column4 Column5 Column7 Column6 Column8 Column9 Column10

 Lead Agency  MTIP ID Project Title  Project Description Fund Source
Total Project 

Cost
Year 

Complete
Year Phase Initiated

Placer County Transit PCT10501
Placer County CNG 
Replacement Buses

Purchase of four (4) Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) buses to replace older vehicles currently in use by Placer County 
Transit.  The new CNG buses will be used on regional transit routes connecting Rocklin, Lincoln, Loomis, Auburn and 
Placer County to Roseville and the Watt/I‐80 Light Rail Station. (Emission Benefits in kg/day: 3.16 NOx) CMAQ & PTMISEA $2,059,528  2013 2012

Placer County Transit PCT10491

Placer County Non‐
Urbanized Transit 
Operations For the Ongoing Operation of transit services within the non‐urbanized areas of Placer County. FTA 5311 & TDA $4,606,245  2016 2010

Placer County Transit PCT10493

Preventive Maintenance 
and ADA Operations 
2009‐2014

Preventive Maintenance 2012 = $321,000 ADA Ops 2012 = $217,000 Preventive Maintenance 2013 = $341,000 ADA 
Ops 2013 = $217,000Preventive Maintenance 2014 = $341,000 ADA Ops 2014 = $217,000Preventive Maintenance 
2015 = $341,000 ADA Ops 2015 = $217,000Preventive Maintenance 2016 = $341,000 ADA Ops 2016 = $217,000 FTA 5307 & TDA $5,535,226  2016 2009

Placer County 
Transportation Planning 
Agency PLA25468

Placer County 
Congestion 
Management Program

Provide educational and outreach efforts regarding alternative transportation modes to employers, residents and the 
school community through the Placer County Congestion Management Program (CMP).  CMP activities will be 
coordinated with the City of Roseville and SACOG's Regional Rideshare / TDM Program. (KG/day ROG 91.25; NOx 
105.67; PM10 36.39) CMAQ & LTF $1,140,860  2016 2011

Placer County 
Transportation Planning 
Agency PLA25413

Planning, Programming, 
Monitoring 2011‐2015 PCTPA plan, program, monitor (PPM) for RTPA related activities. RIP $1,051,000  2017 2011

Placer County 
Transportation Planning 
Agency PLA25519

I‐80 Eastbound I‐80 
Auxiliary Lane: SR 65 to 
Rocklin Rd.

I‐80 from SR 65 (PM 4.5) to Rocklin Rd. (PM 5.9): Construct eastbound auxiliary lane, including concrete 
barrier/retaining walls and shoulder improvements. Widen Rocklin Rd. off‐ramp, including shoulder improvements. 
(Toll credits for PE)

Fed NCI, Local & Future 
Unfunded Need $7,700,000  2018 2013 2016 2017

Placer County 
Transportation Planning  I‐80/SR 65 Interchange  Rebuild Highway 65 / I‐80 interchange to improve movement from eastbound I‐80 to northbound Highway 65 (Phase  Fed NCI, TIF & Future 
Agency PLA25440 Improvements 1). (PA&ED of $3,899,700 to be matched at 10% with Toll Credits.) Unfunded Need $30,000,000  2020 2010 2017 2018

SACOG VAR56092
Roseville Transit Route B 
Operating Assistance

Roseville, Transit: Provide one(1) additional bus added to Route B to decrease headways to every 1/2 hour. Adding 
the additional bus doubles the service, transfer opportunities, to major employment stakeholders and provides 
greater connectivity for the approximately 39,000 low‐income potential passengers. FTA 5316, TDA & Fares $329,430  2013 2011

SACOG VAR56097
Western Placer CTSA 
Operating Assistance

Provide operating assistance for the urban portion of the "Health Express" service, a transportation alternative to 
public transit service. The "Health Express" is being provided as a new transportation alternative to traditional public 
transit fixed route and dial‐a‐ride services. The service is a low‐to‐no cost, scheduled door‐to‐door transportation 
service for Placer residents for medically related appointments. FTA 5317 & TDA $324,412  2013 2011

SACOG VAR56096
Roseville Transit 
Mobility Management

The proposed mobility management services would enhance the ability of passengers to successfully ride transit in 
multiple areas (Placer County, Loomis, Rocklin, Lincoln, Auburn and Roseville). The goal of the program would include 
providing travel training from transit staff, trip planning training, and practice trips with staff. FTA 5317 & TDA $47,500  2016 2011

Town of Loomis Dept of 
Public Works PLA25252

Swetzer Road / King 
Road Signalization

In Loomis, install signal that is synchronized with the UPRR railroad at the Swetzer Road and King Road intersection. 
(Emission Reductions in kg/day: ROG 2.35, NOx 0.75) CMA & Local $347,345  2013 2011 2013

Western Placer CTSA PLA25511
New Freedom (Rural) 
Operating Assistance

Operating Assistance for the rural portion of the "Health Express." This service is being provided as a new 
transportation alternative to traditional public transit fixed route and dial‐a‐ride services.   The service is a low‐to‐no‐
cost scheduled door‐to‐door transportation service to non‐emergency medical appointments for Placer County 
residents. Service operates Monday through Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., and Thursdays, 10:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m. in 
Sacramento. FTA 5317 & TDA $381,176  2016 2011

Total $401,632,650 Source: 2013/2017 MTIP, SACOG, July 2012.
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Fiscal Year Total Estimate OA Estimate Placer County Auburn Colfax Lincoln Loomis Rocklin Roseville Sum
2015 RSTP Total $3,294,630 $3,027,436 $1,205,242 $109,446 $36,632 $349,821 $56,582 $387,962 $881,750 $3,027,436

Urban3 $2,420,404 $2,224,109 $547,994 $349,821 $56,582 $387,962 $881,750 $2,224,109
Rural Exchange $874,226 $803,326

Placer County Base 4 $400,295 $400,295 $400,295
RTPA Base $403,031 $256,954 $109,446 $36,632 $403,031

$3,027,436 $3,027,436
2016 RSTP Total $3,294,630 $3,027,436 $1,220,004 $110,786 $0 $354,105 $57,275 $392,714 $892,550 $3,027,436

Urban3 $2,420,404 $2,224,109 $527,464 $354,105 $57,275 $392,714 $892,550 $2,224,109
Rural Exchange $874,226 $803,326

Placer County Base 4 $400,295 $400,295 $400,295
RTPA Base $403,031 $292,245 $110,786 $0 $403,031

$3,027,436 $3,027,436
Sum $6,054,871 $2,425,246 $220,232 $36,632 $703,926 $113,857 $780,676 $1,774,301 $6,054,871

Notes: 1 Distributions based on adopted PCTPA Board policy (January 1999). Colfax funding front loaded to 2015.
2 Funding estimates assume an Obligation Authority (OA) of 91.89% based on the 2011 OA percentage
3 Urban funding based on area located in Urbanized Area per 2010 US Census
4 Placer County Rural Base fudning based on 1994 MOU

Source: RSTP Estimated 2014-2015 & 2015-2016 Apportionments, Caltrans Division of Transportation Programming, October 2011

2012 DOF1 Percentage (%) Road Miles2 Percentage (%) Averaged  %
Placer Co 98,858 28.84% 948.520 51.7542% 40.2983%
Auburn 13,468 3.93% 62.120 3.3895% 3.6594%
Lincoln 43,572 12.71% 195.750 10.6807% 11.6965%
Loomis 6,500 1.90% 34.590 1.8873% 1.8919%
Rocklin 58,295 17.01% 163.770 8.9358% 12.9718%
Roseville 122,060 35.61% 427.990 23.3525% 29.4821%
Total 342,753 100.00% 1,832.740 100.0000% 100.0000%

Notes: 1 Population estimates for 2012 from Department of Finance (DOF)
2 Road miles from Caltrans Public Road Data and Placer County

Colfax Adjustments for Front Load Distribution of RSTP Funds

Fund Type/Category

RSTP APPORTIONMENT (EXCLUDING TAHOE AREA) - ESTIMATED FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR 2015 - 2016
(Front Load Distribution1 with OA2)

P:\CMAQ & RSTP\RSTP Apportionments - Urban & Rural Exchange\2015-2016\2015 - 2016 (excludes Tahoe)- Front Load Distribution 2010 Census with OA for Board



 
 

ADDENDUM #1 
TO FUNDING AGREEMENT 10-02 BETWEEN THE TOWN OF LOOMIS 
AND THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

FOR THE TOWN OF LOOMIS DEPOT PARK & RIDE FACILITY 
SECURITY CAMERA SYSTEM 

 
 Addendum #1 to the Funding Agreement 10-02 for the Town of Loomis Depot Park & 
Ride Facility Security Camera System is entered into this 29th day of August, 2012 between the 
Town of Loomis and the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA). The terms 
and conditions of the underlying Funding Agreement 10-02, dated May 4, 2011, shall remain 
unchanged, except as specifically modified in this Addendum.   

  
1. Compensation 

The Town of Loomis will receive a revised sum not to exceed the amount of $5162. 
  

2. Effect of Addendum 
Except as specifically amended hereby, Funding Agreement 10-02 shall remain in full 
force and effect.  If there is any conflict between the terms of this Addendum and the 
Funding Agreement, the terms of the Addendum shall control. 

 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
 
 
 
         
By:  Celia McAdam, Executive Director 
 
Date:         

 
 

Town of Loomis 
 
 

 
         
By:  Rick Angelocci, Town Manager 
 
Date:         



 
 

ADDENDUM #1 
TO FUNDING AGREEMENT 10-02 BETWEEN THE CITY OF ROCKLIN 
AND THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

FOR THE CITY OF ROCKLIN BUS STOP SAFETY AND SECURITY 
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

 
 Addendum #1 to the Funding Agreement 10-02 for the City of Rocklin Bus Stop Safety 
and Security Improvement Project is entered into this 29th day of August, 2012 between the City 
of Rocklin and the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA). The terms and 
conditions of the underlying Funding Agreement 10-02, dated May 4, 2011, shall remain 
unchanged, except as specifically modified in this Addendum.   

  
1. Compensation 

The City of Rocklin will receive a revised sum not to exceed the amount of $43,233. 
  

2. Effect of Addendum 
Except as specifically amended hereby, Funding Agreement 10-02 shall remain in full 
force and effect.  If there is any conflict between the terms of this Addendum and the 
Funding Agreement, the terms of the Addendum shall control. 

 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
 
 
 
         
By:  Celia McAdam, Executive Director 
 
Date:         

 
 

City of Rocklin 
 
 

 
         
By:  Rick Horst, City Manager 
 
Date:         



-------- -------

TO: 

CLAIM FOR BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FUNDS 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

RECEJ\/ED 
MAR 1 9 20')2 

FROM: CLAIMANT: City of Rocklin 

ADDRESS: 3970 Rocklin Rd. 

Rocklin, CA 95677 

CONTACT PERSON: Jason Johnson 

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

City of RocklinThe ------------'----------- hereby requests, in accordance with the State of 

California Public Utilities Code, AS AMENDED (Chapter 3, Section 99234), that this claim for Bicycle and Pedestrian 

funds in the amount of $ 51157 be approved for Fiscal Year 2011/12 ,to be drawn 

from the Bicycle and Pedestrian Trust Fund. 

When approved, this claim will be transmitted to the Placer County Auditor for funds to be reserved. Jurisdictions will receive 
payment as reimbursement of funds expended in implementing bicycle and pedestrian projects. Approval ofthe 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. 

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY APPLICANT 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: BY: 
(signature) (signature) 

City Manager 
TITLE: TITLE: 

Dec 13,2011 
DATE: DATE: 



Print Form 

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN PROJEG DESCRIPTION AND FINANCIAL PLAN 

Briefly describe the project for which you are applying for Bicycle / Pedestrian Funds. Also, identify all funding 
sources related to the project. The total project cost and total funding source(s) listed below should balance 
for each project. 

Include a location map for the project as appropriate. 

Claimant: C_ltye-.:0f_R_oc_k_lIn _
 

Fiscal Year: ----:2;,;,0""11""J2:..:.0.:..12 _
 

Brief Project Description Project Cost SOurce of Funding &Amount 

Farron St. Pedestrian Crossing $398.071 OakTree Mitigation 43.843 
LTF Pl'd & Blkl' Thru FY 0911 0 303.071 
lTF Ped& Bike Thru FY 14/15 51,1 &7 

Total Ped & Bike $398,071 Total project $398.071 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency RevisE'dQ8-II-lI 

Page 2 of Exhibit A 
to Reso. No. 2012-125 



RECEIVED 
RESOLUTION NO. 2012-125 JUL 18 2012 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL p. C. T. P,A. 
OF THE CITY OF ROCKLIN AUTHORIZING
 

THE CITY MANAGER TO SUBMIT A CLAIM TO THE
 
PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY
 

FOR BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN 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 is responsible for
 
reviewing and approving annual Bicycle and Pedestrian claims, and for making allocation
 
from the Local Transportation Fund.
 

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'Crty of Rocklin
 
hereby authorizes submission of the annual bicycle and pedestrian claim to the Placer
 
County Transportation Planning Agency for a total of $51,157, 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 26th day of June, 2012, by the following vote: 

AYES: Councilmembers: Magnuson, Ruslin, Hill, Yuill, Storey
 
NOES: Councilmembers: None
 
ABSENT: Councilmembers: None
 
ABSTAIN: Councilmembers: None
 

Brett Storey, Mayor 

ATTEST: The foregoing rnstrument Is a 
correct copy of the origin<sl doc~ment "@1:ka« rit/07JttcCci(J on file in this office. ," ... 

r-A!' eb -::. ~",.".x:.J . . . . ~
 
Barbara Ivanusich, City Clerk Attest:/CL?2it:.!-d7 .' '. <' ;'
 

7It7(11 City Clerk. City of Roct;.Un, ..'"
 
t:/clerk/reso/RESOBike & Ped funds/ds/06/27/2012
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

RESOLUTION NO. 12-12 IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF 
BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN TRUST FUNDS 
TO THE CITY OF ROCKLIN 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency at a regular meeting held August 29, 2012 by the following vote on roll call: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

Signed and approved by me after its passage 

Chairperson 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

Executive Director 

WHEREAS, pursuant to California Government Code, Title 7.91, Section 67910, PCTPA was 
created as a local area planning agency to provide regional transportation planning for the area 
ofPlacer County, exclusive ofthe Lake Tahoe Basin; and 

WHEREAS, California Government Code Section 29532.1 (c) identifies PCTPA as the 
designated regional transportation planning agency for Placer County, exclusive of the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; and 

WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of PCTPA to review Bicycle and Pedestrian Trust Fund 
Claims and to take action on such claims; and 

WHEREAS, all Bicycle and Pedestrian Trust Fund Claims for projects must be consistent 
with the applicable bicycle plan and with the Regional Transportation Plan. 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the PCTPA has reviewed the claim and makes 
funds available for the 2011/12 fiscal year. 

To the City ofRocklin for Bicycle 
$51,157and Pedestrian Fund Projects 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the funds will be made available to the City on a 
reimbursement basis. 



REVISED CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 
PCTPA APPORTIONMENT 

TO:	 PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
299 NEVADA STREET 
AUBURN, CA 95603 

FROM: CLAIMANT: Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
299 Nevada Street 
Auburn CA 95603 

CONTACT: Celia McAdam, Executive Director 

Phone: (530) 823-4030 Email: cmcadam@pctpa.net 

The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 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 revised claim for Local Transportation Funds be approved for 

Fiscal Year 2012/2013 in the following amounts for the following purposes to be drawn from the Local 

Transportation Fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer: 

PCTPA Administration $ 425,000 

PCTPA Planning $ 646,502 

TOTAL $1,071,502 

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 TRANSPORTATION APPLICANT: 
PLANNING AGENCY PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS PLANNING AGENCY 

BY:	 BY:
 
(signature) 

BY: PCTPA Chairperson BY: Celia McAdam, Executive Director 

BY: August 29,2012 BY: August 14,2012 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

RESOLUTION NO. 12-13
 IN THE MATTER OF: REVISED ALLOCATION 
OF LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS TO THE 
PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
at a regular meeting held August 29,2012 by the following vote on roll call: 

AYES:
 

NOES:
 

ABSENT:
 

Signed and approved by me after its passage.
 

Chairperson 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

Executive Director 

WHEREAS, pursuant to California Government Code, Title 7.91, Section 67910, PCTPA was 
created as a local area planning agency to provide regional transportation planning for the area of 
Placer County, exclusive of the Lake Tahoe Basin; and 

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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that PCTPA has reviewed the revised claim and has 
made the following allocations from the 2012/2013 fiscal year funds. 

1.	 To the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
for administrative purposes: 

2.	 To the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
for transportation planning purposes: 

Total LTF Funds Claimed 

$ 425,000 

$ 646,502 

$1,071,502 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that allocation instructions are hereby approved for the County 
Auditor to pay the claimants. 



CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 
TRANSIT PURPOSES 

TO: PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

FROM: CLAIMANT: Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 

ADDRESS: 299 Nevada Street 

Auburn, CA 95603 

CONTAcr PERSON: Celia McAdam, Executive Director 

Phone: 530-823-4030 Email: cmcadam@pctpa.net 

The Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 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 2012/13 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: 

c.c.R. 6648, Capital Reserve: 

P.U.c. 99400e, Article 8e, Capital for Contracted Services: 

$ 

$ 

$ 
$ 685,940 

$ 

When approved, this claim will be transmitted to the Placer County Auditor for payment. Approval ofthe 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 PLAI\II\IING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: BY: 

(signature) 

TITLE: PCTPA Chairperson 
TITLE:------------------'

DATE: _A_Ug_u_s_t_29_,_20_1_2 --=-DATE: 

Executive Director 

August 14,2012 



--------------------

SAMPLE TDA ANNUAL PROJECT AND FINANCIAL PLAN
 

This form will show the planned expenditures of all TDA funds claimed for the fiscal year in addition to 
any TDA funds carried over from previous years. Briefly describe all operational, capital and/or streets 
and roads projects which will be funded by TDA funds. 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, costs, and 
funding 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) should balance for each 
project. See attached sample plan for additional guidance. 

Claimant: Sample 

Fiscal Year: 2011/2012 

Brief Project Description Project Cost 

Transit Operations 

Transit Capital/Capital Reserve 

$ 1,500,000 

$ 300,000 

Transit: Contract Services 

TOTAL TRANSIT 

$ 50,000 

$1,850,000 

Streets and Roads Maintenance 
Activities 

TOTAL STREETS & ROADS 

$ 1,000,000 

$ 1,000,000 

Source of Funding 
& Amount 

LTF Transit 1,105,000 
STA Transit 85,000 

Fare Revenues 100,000 
FTA Operating Assist. 210,000 

Total $ 1,500,000 

LTF Transit 100,000 
LTF Carryover 150,000 

Other Local Funds 50,000 

Total $ 300,000 

LTF Transit 40,000 

Grants 10,000 

Total $ 50,000 

$ 1,850,000 

LTF Streets & Roads 755,000 
RSTP 245,000 

Total $ 1,000,000 

$ 1,000,000 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 12-14 , 
ARTICLE 4.5 LOCAL TRANSPORTATION 
FUNDS TO THE WESTERN PLACER CTSA 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
at a regular meeting held August 29,2012 by the following vote on roll call: 

Ayes: 

Noes: 

Absent: 

Signed and approved by me after its passage. 

14 
Chairperson 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

15 

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 

20 

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

22 
WHEREAS, the Agency has made all of the following findings: 

23 

24 
(l) That the proposed community transit service is responding 

currently not being met in the community of the claimant. 
to a transportation need 

25 (2) That the service shall be integrated with existing transit services, if appropriate. 

26 
(3) That the claimant has prepared an estimate of revenues, operating costs, and patronage. 

27 

28 
(4) That the claimant is in compliance with Section 99268.3, 99268.4, 99268.5, or 99268.9, 

whichever is applicable to it, or with regional, countywide, or county sub-area 
performance criteria, local match requirements, or fare recovery ratios adopted by 
resolution of the Agency for any or all types of community transit services. 
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(5) That the claimant is in compliance with Sections 99155 and 99155.5. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Agency has reviewed the claims and has made 
the following allocations from the 2012/2013 fiscal year funds. 



-------

(signature) 

CLAIM FOR STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS 

TO:	 PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

FROM: CLAIMANT:	 Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 

ADDRESS: 299 Nevada Street 

Auburn, CA 95603 

CONTACT PERSON: Celia McAdam, Executive Director 

Phone: 530-823-4030 Email: cmcadam@pctpa.net 

The Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 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 

$ 70,666 for Fiscal Year 2012/13 

fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer. 

When approved, this claim will be transmitted to the Placer County Auditor for payment. Approval ofthe 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 DIRECTORS 

~?/" BY:	 BY: 
(signature) 

paPA Chair Executive Director TITLE:	 TITLE: 

AugOO,7All12Dll	 August 14, 2012DATE:	 DATE: 



--------------------

SAMPLE TDA ANNUAL PROJECT AND FINANCIAL PLAN
 

This form will show the planned expenditures of all TDA funds claimed for the fiscal year in addition to 
any TDA funds carried over from previous years. Briefly describe all operational, capital and/or streets 
and roads projects which will be funded by TDA funds. 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 offunding associated with each project. For capital projects, The projects, costs, and 
funding 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) should balance for each 
project. See attached sample plan for additional guidance. 

Claimant:	 Sample 

Fiscal Year:	 2011/2012 

Brief Project Description Project Cost 

Transit Operations 

Transit Capital! Capital Reserve 

$ 1,500,000 

$ 300,000 

Transit: Contract Services 

TOTAL TRANSIT 

$ 50,000 

$ 1,850,000 

Streets and Roads Maintenance 
Activities 

TOTAL STREETS & ROADS 

$ 1,000,000 

$ 1,000,000 

Source of Funding 
& Amount 

LTF Transit 1,105,000 
STA Transit 85,000 

Fare Revenues 100,000 
FTA Operating Assist. 210,000 

Total $ 1,500,000 

LTF Transit 100,000 
LTF Carryover 150,000 

Other Local Funds 50,000 

Total $ 300,000 

LTF Transit 40,000 

Grants 10,000 

Total $ 50,000 

$ 1,850,000 

LTF Streets &	 Roads 755,000 
RSTP 245,000 

Total $ 1,000,000 

$ 1,000,000 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 12-15
 
STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS
 
FUNDS TO THE WESTERN PLACER CTSA
 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency
 
at a regular meeting held August 29,2012 by the following vote on roll call:
 

Ayes:
 

Noes:
 

Absent:
 

Signed and approved by me after its passage.
 

Chairperson 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

Executive Director 

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 
planning agency for Placer County excluding that portion of the County in the Lake Tahoe Basin, 
pursuant to the provisions of the Transportation Development Act of 1971, Chapter 1400, Statutes 
of 1971; and Chapters 161 and 1002, Statutes of 1990; and Chapters 321 and 322, Statutes of 
1982; and . 

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

WHEREAS, the Auditor of each county is required to pay monies in the fund to the claimants 
pursuant to allocation instructions received from the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency; and 
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WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has reviewed the claim for funds 
established to be available in the State Transit Assistance fund of Placer County and has made the 
following findings and allocations: 

1.	 The claimant's proposed expenditures are in confonnity with the Regional Transportation 
Plan. 

2.	 The level of passenger fares and charges is sufficient to enable the operator or transit 
service claimant 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 
Local 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 finding 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 
ofpart-time drivers or from contracting with common carriers ofpersons operating 
under a franchise or license. 

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 Western Placer CTSA for $70,666 in State Transit Assistance Funds (pUC 99313) 
for transit purposes. 
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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 Transportation 

Planning Agency's action on their claim. 



$208,905
$20,838

$229,743

$0

$208,905
 

January GC 8879.58(a)(2) GC 8879.58(a)(3) Total
Jurisdiction 2012 Population Fare Revenue Jurisdiction

Population Percent Allocation Allocation Allocation
Placer County 98,858 28.68% $59,908 $14,240 $74,148
Auburn 13,468 3.91% $8,162 $694 $8,856
Colfax 1,977 0.57% $1,198 $0 $1,198
Lincoln 43,572 12.64% $26,404 $233 $26,637
Loomis 6,500 1.89% $3,939 $0 $3,939
Rocklin 58,295 16.91% $35,327 $0 $35,327
Roseville 122,060 35.41% $73,968 $5,671 $79,639
TOTAL 344,730 100.00% $208,905 $20,838 $229,743

Notes:

GC = Government Code

TRPA Population 10,598 2.98260%
PCTPA Population 344,730 97.01740%
TOTAL 355,328               100.00%

8/14/2012

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY

August 2012

 FY 2012 / 2013 TRANSIT SYSTEM SAFETY, SECURITY, AND DISASTER RESPONSE ACCOUNT (TSSSDRA) JURISDICATION FINAL FUND 
ALLOCATION (EXCLUDING TAHOE BASIN)

Total TSSSDRA Allocation

FY 2012 / 2013  Jurisdiction TSSSDRA Final Fund Allocation 

January 1, 2012 DOF Population

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

Western Placer CTSA Allocation

Source: 2012/2013 Transit System Safety, Security, and Disaster Response Account Schedule, California State Controller Division of Accounting and Reporting, August 1, 2012.

Total FY 2012/2013 TSSSDRA Fund Available to Jurisdictions

Source: Table E-1: City/County Population Estimates January 1, 2011 to January 1, 2012, California Department of Finance, May 2012

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



           MEMORANDUM 
 

 

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

TO: Board of Directors DATE: August 9, 2012
  
FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner  
  
SUBJECT: FINAL FINDINGS OF APPORTIONMENT FOR FY 2012/13 LOCAL 

TRANSPORTATION FUND (LTF) AND FINAL FUND ALLOCATION 
FOR 2012/13 STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE (STA)  

 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Approve the attached final findings of apportionment for the FY 2012/13 Local Transportation 
Fund (LTF) and the final fund allocation for 2012/13 State Transit Assistance for transmittal to 
local agencies and transit operators. 
 
BACKGROUND 
As the Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) for Placer County, PCTPA is 
responsible for the administration of the Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds.  TDA 
provides funds under two separate programs: the Local Transportation Fund (LTF), which is 
derived from ¼ percent of the statewide sales tax collected in Placer County; and the State 
Transit Assistance (STA) Fund, which is allocated through the state budget.  
 
LTF revenues are estimated for the upcoming fiscal year and apportioned among the local 
agencies on the basis of population.  STA revenues are estimated by the State Controller’s Office 
and are also apportioned on the basis of population and qualifying fare revenues of local transit 
operators. Population estimates come from the California Department of Finance (DOF), and are 
shown as of January 1, 2012. 
 
DISCUSSION 
Attached are two tables, the first showing the staff recommended final findings of apportionment 
for the LTF and the second showing the staff recommended final fund allocation for the STA 
both for FY 2012/13. 
  
The final LTF apportionment includes a conservative growth rate assumption of one percent as 
part of the projection for FY 2012/13.  This growth rate is consistent with prior year 
apportionment projections. While the economic recovery is still considered somewhat weak and 
uneven, FY 2011/12 saw gradual improvement in sales tax receipts leading to a substantial 
positive LTF carryover for FY 2012/13. The final STA fund allocation represents a 12.4 percent 
increase over the preliminary estimate presented in February. 
 
The PCTPA TAC on August 7, 2012 concurred with the staff recommended final findings of 
apportionment for the LTF. The final STA fund allocation was e-mailed to TAC members on 
August 13. To date we have received no comments from TAC members. Staff recommends 
Board approval. 



FY 2011/2012 FY 2012/2013 FY 2012/2013
Fund Balance Revenue Apportionment
Subtotal (1) Subtotal Total

$1,381,466 $17,100,235 $18,481,701

2.9826% $510,031 $510,031
$41,204 $41,204

TRPA TOTAL $510,031 $551,235
$215 $215

$551,020

97.0174% $16,590,204 $16,590,204
$1,340,262 $1,340,262

PCTPA TOTAL $16,590,204 $17,930,466
$6,995 $6,995

$425,000 $425,000
$26,805 $323,164 $349,969
$52,538 $633,402 $685,940

$0 $300,000 $300,000
$1,260,919 $14,901,643 $16,162,562

PLACER COUNTY 98,858 28.68% $4,646,345 
AUBURN 13,468 3.91% $633,601 
COLFAX 1,977 0.57% $93,007 
LINCOLN 43,572 12.64% $2,038,531 
LOOMIS 6,500 1.89% $306,555 
ROCKLIN 58,295 16.91% $2,731,434 
ROSEVILLE 122,060 35.41% $5,713,089 
TOTAL 344,730 100.00% $16,162,562 

PLACER COUNTY $4,646,345 ($185,854) $4,460,491 
AUBURN $633,601 ($25,344) $608,257 
COLFAX $93,007 ($3,720) $89,287 
LINCOLN $2,038,531 ($81,541) $1,956,990 
LOOMIS $306,555 ($12,262) $294,292 
ROCKLIN $2,731,434 ($109,257) $2,622,176 
ROSEVILLE $5,713,089 ($228,524) $5,484,565 
TOTAL $16,162,562 ($646,502) $15,516,059 

NOTES:
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

(6)

(7)
(8)

TRPA Population 10,598 2.9826%
PCTPA Population 344,730 97.0174%

TOTAL 355,328 100.00%

6-Aug-12

May 2012.

FY 2012/2013 cost estimate to operate the Call Center is $300,000 approved by the PCTPA Board on June 27, 2012.
FY 2011/2012 carryover apportionment (see next page) uses May 2011 DOF population estimates.

Source: Table E-1: City/County Population Estimates January 1, 2011 to January 1, 2012, DOF, May 2012.

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency receives funds proportional to its population within Placer County  (see box below).

Pedestrian and Bicycle Allocation is 2% of the remaining apportionment, per PCTPA Board direction.
Community Transit Service Article 4.5 allocation is up to 5% of the remaining apportionment, per PCTPA Board direction.
FY 2012/2013 Article 4.5 allocation is set at 4%.

Apportioned to PCTPA per Section 7.1 PCTPA Rules & Bylaws for FY 2012/2013 Final Overall Work Program and Budget, 

 January 1, 2012 DOF Population Estimates

PCTPA receives 4% of apportionment for regional planning purposes and implementation of SAFETEA-LU planning requirements.

Establishment of a Centralized Call Center, Unmet Transit Needs (UTN) Final Report for FY 2009/10, PCTPA, May 27, 2009.

BALANCE AVAILABLE FOR APPORTIONMENT BY PCTPA

 Revenue 
Apportionment (7)

Jurisdiction

Percent (%)Jurisdiction

Community Transit Service Article 4.5 Allocation (5)
South Placer Transportation Call Center - FY 2009/10 Unmet Transit Need (6)

Source: Table E-1: City/County Population Estimates January 1, 2011 to January 1, 2012, DOF, May 2012.

FY 2011/2012 LTF Balance based on August 7, 2012 revised final fund balance estimate provided by Placer County Auditor.

Apportionment of FY 2012/2013 PCTPA LTF Revenue Estimate by Jurisdiction

Planning       
Contribution (8)

Apportionment of FY 2012/2013 PCTPA LTF Revenue Estimate Available to Claimant

Available to    
Claimant  Revenue Apportionment 

Population            
January 1, 2012

Pedestrian and Bicycle Allocation (4)

TRPA Revenue Estimate (2)

PCTPA Administrative and Planning Costs (3)

PLACER COUNTY LTF REVENUE ESTIMATE 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY (PCTPA)
FINAL FINDINGS OF APPORTIONMENT FOR FY 2012/13 LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUND (LTF) 

County Auditor Administrative Costs

August 2012

County Auditor Administrative Costs

PCTPA Revenue Estimate

BALANCE AVAILABLE FOR APPORTIONMENT BY TRPA

PCTPA LTF Fund Balance

TRPA LTF Fund Balance

Printed:8/15/2012 



Amount of FY 2011/2012 Carryover:

JURISDICTION 01-Jan-11 PERCENT ALLOCATION

PLACER COUNTY 98,564 29.53% $395,764 
AUBURN 13,578 4.07% $54,520 
COLFAX 1,993 0.60% $8,002 
LINCOLN 41,111 12.32% $165,073 
LOOMIS 6,743 2.02% $27,075 
ROCKLIN 56,019 16.78% $224,933 
ROSEVILLE 115,781 34.69% $464,895 
TOTAL 333,789 100.00% $1,340,262

    County Auditor.

6-Aug-12

2. FY 2011/2012 LTF Balance based on August 2, 2012 final fund balance estimate provided by Placer

Calculation of FY 2011/2012 PCTPA LTF Carryover                            
Using 2011 Population - Western Slope

$1,340,262
POPULATION

Sources:
1. Table E-1: City/County Population Estimates January 1, 2010 to January 1, 2011, DOF, May 2011.

Printed:8/15/2012  ^



Public Transportation Account Fund PUC 99313 Allocation $1,766,647
Public Transportation Account Fund PUC 99314 Allocation $325,544

$2,092,191

$70,666

$1,695,981
 

January PUC 99313 PUC 99314 Total
Jurisdiction 2012 Population Fare Revenue Jurisdiction

Population Percent Allocation Allocation Allocation
Placer County 98,858 28.68% $486,355 $250,251 $736,606
Auburn 13,468 3.91% $66,259 $1,995 $68,254
Colfax 1,977 0.57% $9,726 $0 $9,726
Lincoln 43,572 12.64% $214,363 $3,000 $217,363
Loomis 6,500 1.89% $31,978 $0 $31,978
Rocklin 58,295 16.91% $286,796 $0 $286,796
Roseville 122,060 35.41% $600,503 $70,298 $670,801
TOTAL 344,730 100.00% $1,695,981 $325,544 $2,021,525

Notes:

 PUC = Public Utilities Code

TRPA Population 10,598 2.98260%
PCTPA Population 344,730 97.01740%
TOTAL 355,328               100.00%

8/10/2012

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY

August 2012
 FY 2012 / 2013 STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE (STA) FINAL FUND ALLOCATION (EXCLUDING TAHOE BASIN)

Total STA Allocation

FY 2012 / 2013  Jurisdiction STA Final Fund Allocation 

January 1, 2012 DOF Population

(1)  4% of  unencumbered PUC 99313 Allocation goes to WPCTSA.

4 Percent  Allocation to WPCTSA (1)

Source: 2012 / 2013 State Transit Assistance Allocation  Revised Estimate, California State Controller Division of Accounting and Reporting, August 1, 2012.

Total PUC 99313 Allocation Available to Jurisdictions

Source: Table E-1: City/County Population Estimates January 1, 2011 to January 1, 2012, California Department of Finance, May 2012



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: Board of Directors DATE: August 14, 2012
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
Below are the Consent Calendar items for the August 29, 2012 agenda for your review and 
action. 
 
1. Authorize filing FY 2012/13 Western Placer CTSA Claim for Local Transportation 

Funds (LTF) - $685,940 
Authorize Western Placer CTSA staff to submit to PCTPA a claim for $685,940 in LTF 
funds for FY 2012/13 for transit purposes 

 
2. Authorize filing FY 2012/13 Western Placer CTSA Claim for State Transit Assistance 

(STA) Funds - $70,666 
Authorize Western Placer CTSA staff to submit to PCTPA a claim for $70,666 in STA 
funds for FY 2012/13 for transit purposes.   
 

 



CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 
TRANSIT PURPOSES 

TO: PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

FROM: CLAIMANT: Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 

ADDRESS: 299 Nevada Street 

Auburn, CA 95603 

CONTAcr PERSON: Celia McAdam, Executive Director 

Phone: 530-823-4030 Email: cmcadam@pctpa.net 

The Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 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 2012/13 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: 

c.c.R. 6648, Capital Reserve: 

P.U.c. 99400e, Article 8e, Capital for Contracted Services: 

$ 

$ 

$ 
$ 685,940 

$ 

When approved, this claim will be transmitted to the Placer County Auditor for payment. Approval ofthe 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 PLAI\II\IING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: BY: 

(signature) 

TITLE: PCTPA Chairperson 
TITLE:------------------'

DATE: _A_Ug_u_s_t_29_,_20_1_2 --=-DATE: 

Executive Director 

August 14,2012 



--------------------

SAMPLE TDA ANNUAL PROJECT AND FINANCIAL PLAN
 

This form will show the planned expenditures of all TDA funds claimed for the fiscal year in addition to 
any TDA funds carried over from previous years. Briefly describe all operational, capital and/or streets 
and roads projects which will be funded by TDA funds. 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, costs, and 
funding 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) should balance for each 
project. See attached sample plan for additional guidance. 

Claimant: Sample 

Fiscal Year: 2011/2012 

Brief Project Description Project Cost 

Transit Operations 

Transit Capital/Capital Reserve 

$ 1,500,000 

$ 300,000 

Transit: Contract Services 

TOTAL TRANSIT 

$ 50,000 

$1,850,000 

Streets and Roads Maintenance 
Activities 

TOTAL STREETS & ROADS 

$ 1,000,000 

$ 1,000,000 

Source of Funding 
& Amount 

LTF Transit 1,105,000 
STA Transit 85,000 

Fare Revenues 100,000 
FTA Operating Assist. 210,000 

Total $ 1,500,000 

LTF Transit 100,000 
LTF Carryover 150,000 

Other Local Funds 50,000 

Total $ 300,000 

LTF Transit 40,000 

Grants 10,000 

Total $ 50,000 

$ 1,850,000 

LTF Streets & Roads 755,000 
RSTP 245,000 

Total $ 1,000,000 

$ 1,000,000 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 12-14 , 
ARTICLE 4.5 LOCAL TRANSPORTATION 
FUNDS TO THE WESTERN PLACER CTSA 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
at a regular meeting held August 29,2012 by the following vote on roll call: 

Ayes: 

Noes: 

Absent: 

Signed and approved by me after its passage. 

14 
Chairperson 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

15 

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 

20 

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

22 
WHEREAS, the Agency has made all of the following findings: 

23 

24 
(l) That the proposed community transit service is responding 

currently not being met in the community of the claimant. 
to a transportation need 

25 (2) That the service shall be integrated with existing transit services, if appropriate. 

26 
(3) That the claimant has prepared an estimate of revenues, operating costs, and patronage. 

27 

28 
(4) That the claimant is in compliance with Section 99268.3, 99268.4, 99268.5, or 99268.9, 

whichever is applicable to it, or with regional, countywide, or county sub-area 
performance criteria, local match requirements, or fare recovery ratios adopted by 
resolution of the Agency for any or all types of community transit services. 
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(5) That the claimant is in compliance with Sections 99155 and 99155.5. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Agency has reviewed the claims and has made 
the following allocations from the 2012/2013 fiscal year funds. 



-------

(signature) 

CLAIM FOR STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS 

TO:	 PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

FROM: CLAIMANT:	 Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 

ADDRESS: 299 Nevada Street 

Auburn, CA 95603 

CONTACT PERSON: Celia McAdam, Executive Director 

Phone: 530-823-4030 Email: cmcadam@pctpa.net 

The Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 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 

$ 70,666 for Fiscal Year 2012/13 

fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer. 

When approved, this claim will be transmitted to the Placer County Auditor for payment. Approval ofthe 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 DIRECTORS 

~?/" BY:	 BY: 
(signature) 

paPA Chair Executive Director TITLE:	 TITLE: 

AugOO,7All12Dll	 August 14, 2012DATE:	 DATE: 



--------------------

SAMPLE TDA ANNUAL PROJECT AND FINANCIAL PLAN
 

This form will show the planned expenditures of all TDA funds claimed for the fiscal year in addition to 
any TDA funds carried over from previous years. Briefly describe all operational, capital and/or streets 
and roads projects which will be funded by TDA funds. 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 offunding associated with each project. For capital projects, The projects, costs, and 
funding 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) should balance for each 
project. See attached sample plan for additional guidance. 

Claimant:	 Sample 

Fiscal Year:	 2011/2012 

Brief Project Description Project Cost 

Transit Operations 

Transit Capital! Capital Reserve 

$ 1,500,000 

$ 300,000 

Transit: Contract Services 

TOTAL TRANSIT 

$ 50,000 

$ 1,850,000 

Streets and Roads Maintenance 
Activities 

TOTAL STREETS & ROADS 

$ 1,000,000 

$ 1,000,000 

Source of Funding 
& Amount 

LTF Transit 1,105,000 
STA Transit 85,000 

Fare Revenues 100,000 
FTA Operating Assist. 210,000 

Total $ 1,500,000 

LTF Transit 100,000 
LTF Carryover 150,000 

Other Local Funds 50,000 

Total $ 300,000 

LTF Transit 40,000 

Grants 10,000 

Total $ 50,000 

$ 1,850,000 

LTF Streets &	 Roads 755,000 
RSTP 245,000 

Total $ 1,000,000 

$ 1,000,000 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 12-15
 
STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS
 
FUNDS TO THE WESTERN PLACER CTSA
 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency
 
at a regular meeting held August 29,2012 by the following vote on roll call:
 

Ayes:
 

Noes:
 

Absent:
 

Signed and approved by me after its passage.
 

Chairperson 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

Executive Director 

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 
planning agency for Placer County excluding that portion of the County in the Lake Tahoe Basin, 
pursuant to the provisions of the Transportation Development Act of 1971, Chapter 1400, Statutes 
of 1971; and Chapters 161 and 1002, Statutes of 1990; and Chapters 321 and 322, Statutes of 
1982; and . 

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

WHEREAS, the Auditor of each county is required to pay monies in the fund to the claimants 
pursuant to allocation instructions received from the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency; and 
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WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has reviewed the claim for funds 
established to be available in the State Transit Assistance fund of Placer County and has made the 
following findings and allocations: 

1.	 The claimant's proposed expenditures are in confonnity with the Regional Transportation 
Plan. 

2.	 The level of passenger fares and charges is sufficient to enable the operator or transit 
service claimant 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 
Local 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 finding 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 
ofpart-time drivers or from contracting with common carriers ofpersons operating 
under a franchise or license. 

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 Western Placer CTSA for $70,666 in State Transit Assistance Funds (pUC 99313) 
for transit purposes. 
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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 Transportation 

Planning Agency's action on their claim. 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  August 14, 2012  
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: COMMUNICATIONS AND OUTREACH PLAN FOR FY 2012/13 
 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Board adoption of the PCTPA Communications and Outreach Plan for 2012/13. 
 
BACKGROUND 
In June 2012, after a competitive bid process, the PCTPA Board awarded a contract for 
Communications and Outreach to AIM Consulting.  This contract is intended to assist the 
Agency in providing information to the public about transportation projects and funding, as well 
as obtaining input on key transportation issues.  The Communications and Outreach Plan 
provides the basis for contracted activities. 
 
DISCUSSION 
The draft Communications and Outreach Plan for FY 2012/13 is shown in Attachment 1. 
 
A focus of this year’s plan is to build on previous communications efforts, while enhancing the 
use of low-cost, high impact outreach to get information to the public.  This includes 
highlighting the challenges and successes that PCTPA has had in funding transportation and 
infrastructure, and to improve awareness of current and future needs for transportation funding.  
While low tech approaches, like speaking engagements and press releases, continue to be in the 
mix, there is greater emphasis on high tech approaches, like websites and e-newsletters, to reach 
a variety of age ranges and interests.  The communications plan includes a variety of outreach 
approaches to allow maximum opportunities to connect and communicate with a variety of 
targeted audiences.  By establishing an overall annual schedule PCTPA will be able to adapt 
many of the communication pieces to use in different formats; thereby maximizing the 
communication budget. 
 
The Agency continues to take the lead in the public communications on the Lincoln Bypass in 
2012/13 to handle the need for greater public outreach as the traveling public is impacted by 
ongoing construction detours, and is increasingly anxious for information on the Bypass 
completion.  Accordingly, the Agency is taking the lead on the outreach and event planning for 
the ribbon cutting on the project this Fall. 
 
Finally, this plan provides a higher degree of specific feedback about the effectiveness of the 
Communications and Outreach Plan by providing an internet based Master Communications 
Schedule as well as technical analysis of website and e-newsletter effectiveness.  
 
Gladys Cornell of AIM Consulting will provide a presentation at the Board meeting to detail the 
Communications and Outreach Plan for 2012/13, and obtain Board comment.  
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Introduction 
The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) is the designated Regional Transportation 
Planning Agency (RTPA) for the western slope of Placer County, located in the Sierra Nevada foothills 
between Sacramento and the Lake Tahoe area.  The Agency is also the designated Congestion 
Management Agency (CMA) for all of Placer County, and the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC).  In 
addition, PCTPA is the administrator for the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services 
Agency (WPCTSA) and the South Placer Regional Transportation Authority (SPRTA).  The Sacramento 
Area Council of Governments (SACOG) is the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the area.   
 
The Placer County Transportation Agency has done an excellent job working collaboratively with their 
local jurisdictions, other project partners, and the community and managing their resources through 
efficient project implementation.  This successful collaboration, prudent fiscal management, and overall 
leadership is exemplified by the progress of several large projects such as the I‐80 Bottleneck, Highway 
65 Bypass, I‐80/SR‐65 Interchange improvements project, Placer Parkway and several others.  As the 
Outreach and Communications Consultant, AIM Consulting will assist in building on this strong 
foundation through effective communication and outreach strategies as laid out in this communications 
plan.  The goal of the communications plan is to assist PCTPA in making the public aware of current 
efforts and future challenges, opportunities and limitations, and how these efforts affect citizens of 
Placer County and the Sacramento region. 
 
The PCTPA Communications Plan will serve as the framework for delivering key messages and 
accomplishing PCTPA’s goals and objectives.  This document will: 

 Identify communication objectives 
 Identify methods in which objectives will be accomplished  
 Identify ways to measure results of the program  

   
Issues, Challenges and Opportunities 
As PCTPA looks to the future there are several key issues that will offer opportunities and challenges to 
the Agency’s ability to plan for the transportation priorities and needs of its region.  Identifying these 
issues, challenges, and opportunities will allow AIM to address them through a comprehensive 
communications program.  Issues, challenges, and opportunities identified are as follows: 
 
Traffic Congestion and Growth 
AIM will assist PCTPA with informing key stakeholders as well as the general public of the Agency’s 
current efforts and future challenges, the opportunities and limitations, and how these efforts affect 
citizens of Placer County and the Sacramento region. 
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Uncertainty of Transportation Funding 
AIM will assist PCTPA in continuing to provide relevant and compelling information to the public and to 
receive feedback to understand the public’s perspective on transportation priorities and needs. 
 
Regulations 
AIM will assist PCTPA to ensure that the Agency’s perspective on these types of issues and the impacts 
to the Agency’s efforts are heard within the Placer area and on a state and national platform as well. 
 
Objectives 
The focus of this communications plan will be on these key areas: 

 Maintain transportation projects and transportation‐related programs as a top priority within 
the Placer community 

 Communicate the importance of keeping transportation projects moving forward, in the 
pipeline and “shovel ready” 

 Maintain awareness of PCTPA’s effective project delivery implementation 
 Maintain visibility for PCTPA with business associations and transportation officials  
 Create/maintain relationships with media outlets to highlight PCTPA’s accomplishments 
 Develop an understanding of the importance of creating a sustainable transportation funding 

source 
 Maintain an awareness of how PCTPA effectively manages its transportation funds 

 
Strategic Communication Methods 
The strategic communication methods identified below will be implemented to accomplish the 
objectives defined above.  In addition, a comprehensive annual calendar will be maintained through an 
online project management system.  This calendar will be easily accessible for the entire project team 
and will be organized according to each method.   
 
E‐Newsletter 
The PCTPA quarterly e‐newsletter will serve as a method to provide Placer County residents and other 
interested parties with: 

 news worthy transportation‐related information (legislation, current events, etc) 
 projects 
 programs and services 
 recent accomplishments 
 Board members’ highlights 
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Deliverables: 

 Annual E‐Newsletter Publishing Schedule: The annual publishing schedule will provide an 
overview of each quarterly edition including a key message focus and article topics.  It will also 
include distribution dates as well as due dates for draft versions and review periods.  (See e‐
newsletter publishing schedule in Appendix) 

 E‐Newsletter: AIM will provide PCTPA with draft e‐newsletter topics, prepare content, and 
distribute the final e‐newsletter.   

 
Website 
The PCTPA website serves as a source for timely information for programs and services.  Updating 
website content and adding analytics will be a way to monitor website viewers, areas of interest, and 
provide a feedback loop to enhance the website and newsletter messaging.    
Deliverables: 

 Website Revisions/Updates: The website plan includes proposed content and pages that will be 
revised to remove outdated content and provide current information.  It will also include 
suggestions for updating or removing links to other PCTPA project websites. (See attached 
website plan in Appendix.) 

 Analytics: Analytics will be added to all website pages and will measure page visits, number of 
viewers, number of views per page, and location of viewers.   

 
Special Events 
The Lincoln Bypass Grand Opening event will provide a great opportunity to highlight a tremendous 
regional transportation accomplishment.  The event will feature representation of all key project 
partners including PCTPA, City of Lincoln, County of Placer and Caltrans.   
Deliverables: 

 Key Messaging  
 Event Coordination and Site Logistics 
 Media Relations 

 
Speaking Engagements 
Speaking engagements provide a platform for PCTPA to highlight programs and accomplishments as well 
as inform industry peers and other civic and business organizations on current Agency efforts and to 
collaborate on future challenges and opportunities through their programs and initiatives 
Deliverables: 

 Speakers Bureau Plan: The speakers bureau plan includes a yearly overview schedule of 
scheduled speaking engagements.  (See attached Speaker Bureau Plan in Appendix.) 
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 Presentation Refresh: The PCTPA overview PowerPoint presentation will be updated to include 
current projects.  The presentation will also be tailored, when necessary, for special 
engagements.    
 

Media Relations 
Media relations are an integral part of the communications plan.  In addition to responding to media 
inquiries, we will develop an on‐going proactive media campaign which will include special events, 
project and program highlights, and other news worthy topics.     
Deliverables: 

 Issues Database: The issues database includes a comprehensive list of transportation topics 
covered by Placer County Media as well as Sacramento and other surrounding areas.  The 
database will provide an opportunity to understand community concerns and perspectives on 
transportation‐related issues which may assist in developing communication strategies to 
prioritize key messaging, respond to issues, and/or find opportunities to address questions 
posed by the community.  The issues database will be reviewed on a monthly basis.  (See issues 
database in Appendix)  

 Media Coverage Reports: Media coverage reports will include a list of PCTPA related media 
coverage including date, publication, summary, highlights, as well as a link to the web version of 
the story.  (See media coverage report in Appendix) 
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Annual E‐Newsletter Publishing Schedule 
 

Month  Issue #22 
September 18th 

Issue #23 
December / January 

Issue #24 
March / April 

Issue #25 
June / July 

Key Message Focus 

Transportation funding ‐ Federal 
reauthorization, status of 
transportation funding, local 
funding 

Partnerships Alternative Transportation To be determined

Project Highlight 

Lincoln Bypass Grand Opening I‐80/SR‐65 Interchange 
Improvements 

Capitol Corridor Third Rail Placer Parkway

Issues Highlight 

   I‐80/SR‐65 community meeting 
announcement or meeting 
highlight 

Transit Options To be determined

Program Highlight 

  To be determined May is Bike Month

Board Highlight 

Tom Cosgrove  Keith Nesbitt
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Annual E‐Newsletter Publishing Schedule 
 

Issue #  Task  Person Responsible  Due Date 

 
 
 

22 
 
 
 
 

 
Select topics and submit to for review 
 

AIM  8/8 

 
Approve topics and provide feedback 
 

PCTPA  8/13 

 
Develop draft content and submit for review 
 

AIM  8/13 ‐ 8/24 

 
Approve content and provide feedback 
 

PCTPA  8/29 

 
Format layout 
 

AIM  8/29 ‐ 9/3 

 
Review final draft 
 

PCTPA  9/3 ‐ 9/7 

 
Final revisions complete 
 

AIM  9/7 ‐ 9/14 

 
Distribution 
 

AIM  9/18 
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Website Plan 
 
PCTPA.NET 
Analytics 

 Analytic tracking codes will be added to each page within the site to track number of views and 
viewer locations.   

 Google site search can also be added to measure what page viewers are searching for.  
Projects Page 

 Suggest that projects listed be reordered according to activity; remove/hide dormant projects.  
 Specific edits to project pages are listed below: 

o LINCOLN BYPASS 
 AIM will maintain the Lincoln Bypass website and post updates as they become 

available.  
 FAQ will be updated with additional information.  

o FIX PLACER TRAFFIC 
 Since this page is no longer active, it can be made “dormant” so that the page is 

not visible on the PCTPA website, but content and web search ratings will 
remain until it becomes active again.   

o NEVADA STATION 
 AIM will work with PCTPA staff to update the look and layout of this website as 

well as adding more current photos.  
o SOUTH PLACER REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 

 AIM will review with PCTPA staff to determine updates 
o  PLACER PARKWAY 

 AIM will contact County/Consultant to determine any necessary updates 
o I‐80/SR 65 INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENT 

 As the outreach consultant for this project, AIM will maintain with current 
information 

o TAHOE GATEWAY COUNTIES ITS 
 Project does not have current updates and will be moved to the bottom of the 

projects page 
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Speakers Bureau Plan 
 
Standing Speaking Engagements: 
 

January  February  March  April  May  June 
3rd Thursday 
Roseville 

Chamber of 
Commerce 
Leadership 
Program 

 

3rd Thursday 
Rocklin Chamber 
of Commerce 
Leadership 
Program 

3rd Thursday
Sacramento 

Metro Chamber 
Leadership 
Program 

July  August  September  October  November  December 
 
 
 
 
 

     

 
 
Other Potential Audiences: 
Business and Community Organizations 
Auburn: 

 Auburn Chamber of Commerce 
 Auburn Host Lions Club 
 Auburn Rotary Club 
 Old Town Auburn Business Association 

Colfax:  
 Colfax Area Chamber of Commerce 
 Lions Club of Colfax 
 Colfax Public Library  

Foresthill: 
 Foresthill Chamber of Commerce 
 Lions Club of Foresthill 
 Foresthill Public Library 

Lincoln: 
 Lincoln Chamber of Commerce 
 Lincoln Hills Lions Club 
 Second Cup of Coffee (Sun City Lincoln) 
 Twelve Bridges Library‐Lincoln 

Loomis: 
 Loomis Basin Chamber of Commerce 

Newcastle: 
 Newcastle Golden Spike Lions Club 

Roseville: 
 Roseville Chamber of Commerce 
 Rotary Club of Roseville 
 Roseville Host Lions Club 
 Roseville Public Library 
 Sun City Roseville  

Rocklin:  
 Rocklin Chamber of Commerce 
 Rocklin Public Library  
 Rotary Club of South Placer 
 South Placer Women’s Leadership Group 

Other: 
 Women’s Transportation Seminar (WTS) 
 American Public Works Association 
 Institute of Transportation Engineers 
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Issues Database  
 

Traffic Congestion & Growth 

Publication  Date  Highlights  Link 
Auburn Journal  9/3/2007  Maybe the only thing all can agree on is that regional traffic will continue to 

worsen if nothing is done.  A national study by the Texas Traffic Institute 
showed Sacramento metro area drivers sit in traffic an average of 41 hours 
a year ‐ far less than friends on Bay Area and Los Angeles freeways, but 
nearly a three‐fold increase from 20 years ago. 

http://www.auburnjournal.com/detai
l/59411.html?content_source=archiv
e 

Rocklin & Roseville Today  
Atherton PR 

2007  Placer County is an ideal place to live.  However, its popularity has come 
with a price: congestion.  Traffic issues are predicted to worsen as Placer 
County's population continues to grow.  (2006) 
The PCTPA, consisting of local elected officials representing cities, the 
county and general public, is the organization working to plan and pay for 
congestion relief projects. 
Placer County will receive slightly more than $120M in state bond money to 
fix two of the region's biggest traffic headaches.  (2007) 

http://www.rocklintoday.com/news/r
osevilletoday.asp?a=2988&print=yes 
 
http://www.rocklintoday.com/news/t
emplates/community_news.asp?artic
leid=4879&zoneid=4  

KXTV ABC Channel 10  3/14/2010 
11/1/ 2011 

State Route 65 Interchange Project opened Sunday afternoon…hoped to 
alleviate traffic congestion dramatically.  (2010)   
 
I‐80 Commuters Receive Long Awaited Traffic Relief‐ Roseville, CA.  (2011) 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.news10.net/news/article
/77251/29/Placer‐County‐Highway‐
65‐interchange‐project‐opens‐
Sunday‐ahead‐of‐schedule 
 
http://roseville.news10.net/news/ne
ws/86819‐i‐80‐commuters‐receive‐
long‐awaited‐traffic‐relief 
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Publication  Date  Highlights  Link 

Sacramento Business Journal 
Celia McAdam 

11/27/2005  Nowhere else in the Sacramento region is traffic congestion more of an 
issue than in Placer County.  The new California gold rush has nothing to do 
with precious metal, but rather a desire to live, work and raise a family in 
places like Auburn, Rocklin, Lincoln, Granite Bay, Loomis, and Roseville. 

http://www.bizjournals.com/sacrame
nto/stories/2005/11/28/editorial3.ht
ml?page=all 

CNN 
Beth Braverman 

7/28/2008  Construction teams are working hard to keep up with housing demand in 
Placer County, which spans from the capital of Sacramento, through Lake 
Tahoe to the edge of Nevada. 

http://money.cnn.com/galleries/2008
/moneymag/0807/gallery.bplive_jobg
rowth.moneymag/18.html  

Uncertainty of Transportation Funding 
Auburn Journal  9/3/2007  Placer County is facing a transportation crisis.  That's not news to anyone 

traveling the county, Celia McAdam, told county supervisors this week.The 
half‐cent increase would drive Placer's sales tax to 7.75 percent, raising the 
lion's share of the $5 billion needed for county transportation during the 
next 30 years.  The money would offset state and federal funding swings, 
and provide regional control over road and transit needs that now get in 
line with counties around the state.   

http://www.auburnjournal.com/detai
l/59411.html?content_source=archiv
e 

Comstock's 
Christine Calvin  

5/01/10 
 

When the president announced his federal stimulus plan, jurisdictions 
across the nation crossed their fingers for funding, and Placer County got in 
line.  Because of forecasted population growth, Placer transportation 
agencies are trying to act fast to update and expand infrastructure, but the 
problem is available funding. 
Despite its efforts to spend more than $42 billion to improve regional 
infrastructure over the next three decades, road congestion is still expected 
to increase by 58 percent in the next 15 years. 
 

http://www.comstocksmag.com/Artic
les/0510_F_Every‐Road‐Has‐Its‐
Thorns.aspx  
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KTXL Fox 40 
Andria Borba 

5/14/2012  "Things are actually slated to be even tougher this year," said Lincoln Mayor 
Spencer Short.  The city is staring down another $2 million budget shortfall.  
"We've depleted most of our reserves and we'll probably deplete the rest of 
our reserves this year.”  (2012) 
“For now, hope lies in the completion of the Highway 65 bypass and the 
business opportunities that could bring, similar to Roseville's growth 15 
years ago.  The new Highway 65 is due to open this year."(2012) 

http://www.fox40.com/news/headlin
es/ktxl‐financial‐troubles‐continue‐
for‐city‐of‐lincoln‐
20120514,0,705495.story 

Sacramento Bee 
Whitney Mountain 

6/29/2011  "The agency was lucky to find funding for the latest phase," McAdam said.   
“The state's discretionary money could have gone anywhere in Northern 
California, and it was a tough competition," McAdam said.  "These days, 
transportation money is so scarce, so when you can get some, it's worth 
celebrating." 
The third phase has not received funding but is expected to cost $30 
million.  Like the second phase, it includes relatively minor construction, 
such as pavement.  (2012) 

http://www.sacbee.com/2011/06/28
/3732115/lincoln‐bypass‐wins‐more‐
funding.html 

Sacramento Business 
JournalCelia McAdam 

11/27/2005  The core of the problem is simple: Placer County is at risk because we do 
not have enough money to ensure that we can deliver basic traffic 
improvements vital to the local economy and quality of life.  We're going to 
need a local source of money: The Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency is working to plan and pay for congestion relief projects.  The 
agency understands that Placer residents will not stand for bureaucracy, 
reckless spending, or excuses, and prides itself on being extremely efficient 
and allocating funds carefully to make sure taxpayers are protected.   
 
 
 

http://www.bizjournals.com/sacrame
nto/stories/2005/11/28/editorial3.ht
ml?page=all 
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Publication  Date  Highlights  Link 
Sacramento Bee 
Joel R. Reynolds 

10/2/2011  But environmental democracy takes time, costs money, and has regulatory 
teeth, so CEQA has also become the law that developers love to hate. 

http://www.sacbee.com/2011/10/02
/v‐wireless/3951723/handle‐ceqa‐
with‐care‐it‐safeguards.html  
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Media Coverage Report 
 

Project / 
Topic  Date  Publication  Summary  Highlights  Link 

Lincoln 
Bypass 

7/18/2012  Willits News 
Linda Williams 

DeSilva Gates Construction is the presumptive 
low‐bidder for phase one of a Highway 101 
bypass around Willits.  They are just concluding 
the Highway 65 bypass project around the city 
of Lincoln with Flatiron West.   

President Rich Gates is cited as source, states 
he works well with local governments, and 
their work with the City of Lincoln is proof to 
that.  "We work well with local government," 
says Gates citing the nearly complete $165 
million bypass around the city of Lincoln.  
"Many in Lincoln also had some trepidation 
and I think we now have excellent rapport 
with the local government." 

http://www.willits
news.com/ci_2110
1931/meet‐
desilva‐gates‐
construction‐
presumptive‐low‐
bidder‐willits 

Lincoln 
Bypass 

7/16/2012  Lincoln  
E‐Newsletter 
City of Lincoln 

On Monday, July 16th, the currently closed 
lanes on Ferrari Ranch Road between 
Groveland Lane and Caledon Circle will be open 
to traffic to prepare for the next phase of 
construction; also a concrete barrier will be 
placed to the right shoulder of Ferrari Ranch 
Road to construct ramp connections.  Also 
eastbound Ferari Ranch Road sidewalk will be 
closed and pedestrian traffic will be re‐directed.   

Gilbert Mohtes‐Chan of Caltrans was cited and 
email was given for any questions or requests 
for more information.   

(Sent via email)  

Lincoln 
Bypass 

7/11/2012  Insight Radio 
Beth Ruyak 

Interview to cover the soon to be open Lincoln 
Bypass project.   

Cites Tom Cosgrove as interviewee   http://www.capra
dio.org/news/insig
ht/2012/07/11/ins
ight‐heat‐wave‐‐
highway‐65‐
lincoln‐bypass‐‐
billy‐mills‐‐
kushman‐by‐the‐
bottle‐summer‐
whites 
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Lincoln 
Bypass 

7/9/2012  Appeal 
Democrat 
Ben van der 
Meer 

Alerts readers about the rerouting of traffic 
around Sheridan for the final leg of 
construction of the Lincoln Bypass.  Rerouting 
will allow builders to connect the bypass to 
existing Highway 65.  Once the bypass opens in 
the late fall, drivers will see a better flow of 
traffic and save time.  However once the bypass 
is open, construction is not over.  Phase 2 will 
open 4 more lanes and be completed next 
summer.   

Cites Gilbert Mohtes‐Chan and Carl Berexa as 
their sources from Caltrans.  Includes quote 
from a local resident, Dawn Johnson, on her 
opinions on construction.  "When I first 
started it two years ago, it wasn't too bad," 
said Johnson, the marketing director at Yuba 
Sutter Mall.  "Now the traffic is horrible.”  She 
is very excited for the traffic to be over, but 
pointed out one negative: "I'll have to 
remember to fill up in Roseville," she said.  
"I've got to think the Lincoln merchants don't 
like it." 

http://www.appea
l‐
democrat.com/ne
ws/bypass‐
117705‐lincoln‐
county.html  

Lincoln 
Bypass 

7/6/2012  Auburn 
Journal 
Gus Thompson 

Article about mayor wanting to 
re‐locate the county fair, cites 
new bypass as an aid to his proposal. 

Quote from Mayor, “We have 
the sewer, water and now the transportation 
(with the soon‐to‐open Highway 65 bypass 
around Lincoln).” 

http://auburnjour
nal.com/detail/21
2725.html?content
_source=&categor
y_id=2&search_filt
er=&user_id=&eve
nt_mode=&event_
ts_from=&event_t
s_to=&list_type=&
order_by=&order_
sort=&content_cla
ss=1&sub_type=&t
own_id=  

Lincoln 
Bypass 

7/6/2012  From  
The Capitol 
  

Announces that temporary traffic shift for SR 
65 north of Sheridan has been postponed and 
expected to open on July 16th.  Advises readers 
to slow speed to 45mph and explains necessity 
of shift for construction reasons.   

Cites Caltrans as their source.  Mentions 
Caltrans, the City of Lincoln, and PCTPA as 
partners in this project.  Promotes safety and 
caution in the project area.   

http://www.fromt
hecapitol.com/tem
porary‐traffic‐
shift‐rescheduled‐
for‐highway‐65‐
near‐sheridan‐
3081 
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Lincoln 
Bypass 

6/28/2012  Sacramento 
Bee 
Whitney 
Mountain 

Lincoln Bypass project wins $20M dollars to 
complete phase 2.  It was a tough competition 
as the money could have gone anywhere in 
Northern California, transportation money is so 
scarce so this is worth celebrating.  Project will 
be awarded to a construction company in Feb. 
and phase 2 should be completed by early 
2014.  Entire project will be done 2 years after 
funding is secured for third and final phase.   

"A 12‐mile‐long new road is huge" ‐ Celia 
McAdam, cited as main source.  "The agency 
was lucky to find funding for the latest phase," 
McAdam said.  “The state's discretionary 
money could have gone anywhere in Northern 
California, and it was a tough 
competition...These days, transportation 
money is so scarce, so when you can get 
some, it's worth celebrating.'" 

http://www.sacbe
e.com/2011/06/28
/3732115/lincoln‐
bypass‐wins‐more‐
funding.html 

 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  August 15, 2012
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: CAP-AND-TRADE TRANSPORTATION COALITION PRINCIPLES 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Support the principles of the Transportation Coalition regarding cap-and-trade as outlined in 
Attachment 1 and direct staff to work with the Coalition to direct revenues towards 
transportation improvements. 
 
BACKGROUND 
AB 32, the Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, calls for the reduction of greenhouse gases to 
1990 levels by the year 2020.   As part of the legislation, the California Air Resources Board 
(CARB) is authorized to create a regulatory process for a cap-and-trade program to address 
greenhouse gas emissions statewide.   
 
Producers of approximately 80 percent of the state’s greenhouse gases are subject to an 
approximately 20 percent reduction on emissions, known as a cap.   These producers would be 
able to purchase some of the allowances that will be sold by CARB.  The 66 million allowances 
CARB plans to sell in FY 2012-13 are expected to generate $660M to $3.3B, depending on a 
price between $10 and $50 per ton.  These allowances will ramp up significantly in 2015 when 
motor fuels become subject to regulation, with an estimated revenue generation of $17B to $67B 
annually before the program sunsets in 2020. 
 
DISCUSSION 
A number of transportation interests, including Transportation California, the California Alliance 
for Jobs, California Transit Association, the League of California Cities, and California State 
Association of Counties, have formed a coalition to advocate that cap-and-trade revenues be used 
for transportation purposes.  Specifically, revenue derived from capping of emissions from 
transportation sources should go to efforts to reduce those emissions and address transportation 
problems. 
 
Staff would like to note that these principles do not address whether there should be a cap-and-
trade program in the first place. Instead, they provide advocacy and guidance for a cap-and-trade 
program assuming it goes forward as set out in current law. 
 
The recommendations from the Transportation Coalition include: 

• Dedicate revenues related to motor vehicle fuels to transportation purposes; 
• Invest revenues into transportation infrastructure, operations, and maintenance; 
• Structure integrated transportation investments, rather than inefficient, uncoordinated 

investments; 
• Provide incentives and assistance to local governments for SB 375/Sustainable 

Communities Strategies (SCS) implementation; 
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• Allow regions and local governments flexibility to develop the most effective ways to 
reduce greenhouse gases and keep costs low; and 

• Improve modeling and verification systems to ensure greenhouse gas emissions and cost 
effectiveness. 

 
Other endorsers of the Coalition principles include the California Association of Councils of 
Government (CALCOG), the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, and San Diego 
Association of Governments.  SACOG is expected to endorse these principles at their August 16 
Board meeting. 
 
CM:ss 



July 24, 2012 

Re: Transportation Funding Coalition for Cap and Trade Auction Revenues 

The California Alliance for Jobs, Transportation California, California Transit Association, and more 
recently local and regional government associations have been exploring ways to invest cap and trade 
revenue to address both the greenhouse gas reduction goals of AB 32 and critical transportation system 
maintenance and operation needs identified in the California Transportation Commission's Statewide 
Transportation Needs Assessment over the next ten years. 

Our uniting principle is that auction revenues derived from vehicle fuels should be used to fund 
transportation system needs in a way that achieves AB 32 objectives and builds on the framework of SB 
375 and other GHG reduction strategies. We believe that by integrating investments in new mobility, new 
infrastructure, and new jobs we can create healthy communities and better quality of life for all- while 
measurably reducing greenhouse gas emissions consistent with AB 32 and legal requirements for 
spending allocation revenues. 

By targeting revenues and incentives toward local governments in support of regional planning goals we 
can leverage a cost effective investment portfolio across both transportation infrastructure and efficiency 
measures to yield the greatest GHG reductions associated with the transportation sector. Allocating 
funding to promote combining strategies will maximize GHG reduction while reinforcing SB 375, regional 
blueprints, other regional plans and local innovation. 

Implementing SB 375 and other GHG-reducing regional plans outside of metropolitan planning 
organizations (MPOs) requires rebuilding aging infrastructure within urban infill and rural areas targeted 
for more intense development. This includes the maintenance and operation needs of local roads and 
transit systems, as well as active transportation infrastructure for walking and bicycling. By investing in an 
integrated transportation system, cost effective GHG reductions can also be achieved from approaches 
like rural resource infrastructure, intercity rail, and roadway management strategies. All of these 
transportation investments can yield even greater GHG reductions when combined with supporting land 
use strategies. 

All of these investments are consistent with AB 32 and with meeting California's transportation 
infrastructure needs. These investments will create jobs, improve the movement of goods and enhance 
the economic performance of the state. Overall, we think this program should: 

Create cost-effective greenhouse gas reduction investments 
Leverage infrastructure investments across transportation and related land use strategies 
Foster collaboration and performance measurement 
Promote innovation in GHG reduction beyond AB 32 regulations 
Invest in existing communities by offsetting the high cost of infill development 
Support co-benefits/goals related to health, equity, energy, jobs, water, and agriculture 

Attachment A



We want to work with CARS to craft an effective strategy to achieve maximum GHG reductions and long 
term co-benefits under AB 32 by investing a major portion of revenues related to fuels in integrated 
transportation and land use strategies consistent with the SB 375, the California Regional Blueprint plans 
and other regional planning processes. As a starting point, we want to suggest a few concepts for 
consideration in the development of your investment strategy: 

1. Dedicate the allocation revenues related to fuels to transportation investments. 
This is consistent with the longstanding policy of the state to dedicate revenues related to motor 
vehicle fuels to transportation. It also assures a political and legal nexus between the costs and 
benefits of the program. 

2. Invest a major portion of fuels related revenues to implement the AB 32 regulatory 
program by reducing GHG emissions from transportation. Dedicate revenues directly into 
transit and road operations and maintenance, as well as transit and complete streets 
infrastructure within existing urban infill and rural communities. These funds must be invested in a 
way that implements AB 32 using, where applicable, the SB 375 regional strategies. In regions 
not with in an MPO where SB 375 does not apply, other measurable greenhouse gas reduction 
strategies can be developed within regional transportation plans. 

3. Structure the investments to favor integrated transportation and land use strategies. 
Funds should be allocated regionally by population, recognizing that different strategies are 
needed to achieve GHG reductions in different areas of the state. To maximize cost effective 
GHG reduction, additional incentives for regions with Sustainable Community Strategies that 
exceed GHG reduction targets, or equivalent Blueprint Plans or other regional plans. Within each 
region, funding should be allocated primarily through a competitive grant program based on cost 
effectiveness of GHG emission reductions from combined land use and transportation 
infrastructure and operations investments. 

4. Improve modeling and verification systems to evaluate GHG reduction potential. Funding 
should be allocated to the development of performance measurement tools for local and regional 
actions that w ill allow evaluation and prediction of the GHG reduction and cost effectiveness of 
investment and land use strategies. 

5. Allow flexibility at the regional and local/eve/ to develop the most cost effective ways to 
meet GHG reduction goals through transportation and land use investments. 

6. Provide the incentives and assistance that local governments need to make SB 375 work. 

7. Project-funding determinations should be done at the regional/eve/ under established 
statewide criteria to encourage local innovation and flexibility. 

We hope you will give us the opportunity to work with you to refine these concepts and take advantage of 
this opportunity to make AB 32 a key component of California's transportation investment program. 

Sincerely, 

California Alliance for Jobs 
California Transit Association 
Transportation California 
California State Association of Counties 
League of California Cities 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 

July 10, 2012 
 
 

ATTENDANCE: Rich Moorehead, Placer County Public Works 
Angel Green, Placer County Air Pollution Control District 
Rhon Herndon, City of Roseville 
Gary Arnold, Caltrans 
Dianira Soto, Caltrans 
Isam Tabshouri, Caltrans 
 
Celia McAdam, PCTPA 
Luke McNeel-Caird, PCTPA 
Sue Sholtis, PCTPA 

 
 
Caltrans Project Study Report/Project Development Support (PSR/PDS) Presentation: 
SR 65 Widening 
Isam Tabshouri stated Caltrans had worked on the PSR/PDS for this project previously but was 
instructed to discontinue those efforts due to budgetary constraints.  Due to the new, streamlining 
process to minimize duplication of efforts, Caltrans has resumed efforts on this document.  
Tabshouri outlined the alternatives which will improve mobility and congestion.  The first three 
alternatives are basically the same.   
 
The rough construction cost estimate for Alternatives 1, 2 or 3 is $35M.  Alternative 4 would be 
$55M with $4.2M (note:  this figure was later corrected – actual cost is $4200) for right of way.  
30-35% needs to be added for support costs.  Phasing will be looked at for the PA&ED.  The 
draft document should be ready to be sent out next week for review and staff is hoping that it 
will be signed by the end of August.   
 
Celia McAdam inquired why there are only southbound auxiliary lanes and no northbound aux 
lanes.  Tabshouri responded there are some aux lanes currently in place and these alternatives 
were based on recommendations from Caltrans’ Traffic Division.  Tabshouri will check with 
staff regarding this inquiry.  McAdam wants aux lanes in both directions.   
 
Rhon Herndon inquired whether right of way was needed in the southbound direction for the aux 
lanes.  Tabshouri responded right of way was needed and will obtain additional information from 
staff regarding this issue.   
 
McAdam stated if there are assumptions that the aux lanes connecting at I-80 will be part of the 
I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements Project that needs to be articulated in the project 
description and coordinated with Caltrans to mitigate impacts. 
 
McAdam mentioned we need review the Purpose and Need section of the draft document.  
Herndon asked if the 80/65 traffic studies will be used in this project.  McAdam noted the study 
was extended to include this area and will be used in the PA&ED. 
 
Angel Green inquired whether this document will include the environmental analysis.  McAdam 
replied that work will be done in the PA&ED.  Tabshouri noted this report will include a 
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preliminary environmental analysis.  Green stated the Air District would like to have an 
opportunity to comment on this document.  The Air District has compiled some standard plans 
and they would like to see those plans incorporated into the study.  Herndon suggested that Air 
District staff attend preconstruction meetings.  Green noted there is currently no relationship in 
place with Caltrans.   
 
McAdam is looking forward to receiving the draft document from Caltrans. 
 
Federal Transportation Reauthorization Overview 
Celia McAdam indicated the Federal bill was reauthorized which is very similar to an extension 
of SAFETEA-LU.  The new MAP-21 law is a two-year bill covering October 1, 2013 to 
September 30, 2015.     
 
Most programs will stay the same but it does not resolve the problems with the Highway Trust 
Fund not having enough money.  There are no earmarks or High Priority Projects but it does 
allow for Projects of National and Regional Significance which meet requirements.  The good 
news is it keeps money flowing for the next couple of years.  McAdam will update TAC 
members with updates regarding specifics of this reauthorization. 
 
Lincoln Bypass Phase 1 Construction Change Order 
Celia McAdam reported the California Transportation Commission (CTC) will be approving a 
change order from the bid savings from Phase 2A of the Lincoln Bypass project.  Since the July 
CTC meeting has been cancelled, this change order will go before the Commission at their 
August meeting.  Caltrans is negotiating with the contractor. 
 
Other Issues/Upcoming Deadlines 
Celia McAdam mentioned we are not planning on having a July Board meeting.  Our Board 
Chair has been contacted about combining our regularly scheduled July and August meetings 
since they conflict with the CTC meetings. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 3:37 p.m. 
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 PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 

August 7, 2012 
 
 

ATTENDANCE: Bernie Schroeder, City of Auburn 
Alan Mitchell, Ponticello Enterprises, City of Colfax 
Andrew Gaber, Placer County Public Works 
Will Garner, Placer County Public Works 
Ken Grehm, Placer County Public Works 
Dave Palmer, City of Rocklin 
Rhon Herndon, City of Roseville 
Dianira Soto, Caltrans 
 
Celia McAdam, PCTPA 
Scott Aaron, PCTPA 
Luke McNeel-Caird, PCTPA 
David Melko, PCTPA 
Sue Sholtis, PCTPA 
 

 
MAP21 Overview – What We Know, What We Don’t, and Potential Changes 
Celia McAdam stated Congress passed a $105B federal transportation bill which will go into 
effect FFY October 1, 2012 for two years.  This bill is very similar to SAFETEA-LU and the 
feds are trying to maintain the status quo – Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ), for 
example, stays the same.  McAdam summarized the changes and noted there are a lot of details 
to work out.  One question is whether or not state legislation is needed to implement the bill.  
McAdam will update TAC members as she receives additional information. 
 
Ken Grehm asked McAdam to carry the message that Placer County is in favor of maintaining 
the status of the bridge program. 
 
2010 Census Sacramento Urbanized Area 
Celia McAdam provided two maps pertaining to the 2010 census to TAC members.  The biggest 
change is that Lincoln is now an urbanized area and Auburn is not.  Auburn will be able to 
exchange RSTP money while Lincoln will not. 
 
Luke McNeel-Caird clarified that an urbanized cluster is an area with population between 2,500 
and 50,000 which is considered rural.  McAdam noted SACOG is the census data center and 
members should contact them to obtain additional information regarding the census. 
 
2014/15 & 2015/16 Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) Apportionments 
Luke McNeel-Caird provided front load and straight line distribution RSTP handouts to TAC 
members which outlined distributions to each jurisdiction.  The 2015/16 total from Caltrans is 
estimated at $6.5M.  The big change is the color of money for Auburn and Lincoln.  Auburn will 
receive State dollars and Lincoln will receive Federal. 
 
McNeel-Caird summarized the handouts noting the front load distribution outlines Colfax’s 
amount combined which has typically been TAC’s recommendation to aid Colfax.  McNeel-
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Caird asked TAC members which distribution should go to the Board for approval at our August 
Board meeting.  TAC members agreed to move forward with the front load distribution scenario. 
 
2014/15 & 2015/16 CMAQ Call for Projects 
Celia McAdam noted CMAQ funds were carved out to provide funding for the environmental 
work for the SR 65 widening project per Board direction.  Luke McNeel-Caird provided 
handouts to TAC members reflecting Board guidelines adopted at our June Board meeting.  
Estimates for Colfax, Loomis and Lincoln hold constant while Placer County, Lincoln, Rocklin 
and Roseville will be funding the SR 65 environmental process.  Population projections have 
been updated.   
 
McNeel-Caird provided a call for projects memo to TAC members which reflects a deadline of 
November 1 for submittal of projects.  After TAC recommendation of these projects, they will 
go before the Board at our December Board meeting.  TAC concurred with this course of action.  
McNeel-Caird will email a formal Call for Projects memo to TAC members. 
 
Celia McAdam added the numbers could change slightly as a result of MAP21. 
 
FY 2012/13 Final LTF and STA Apportionments 
David Melko reported he has not received the STA apportionment from the State Controller’s 
office.  If we do receive the estimate before our Board meeting, Melko will email out the 
apportionment, which is formula based. 
 
Melko summarized the $41.3M Final LTF Apportionment and Carryover handout with TAC 
members.  This item will go before the Board at our August Board meeting.  It was noted that the 
receipts were higher than anticipated in FY 2011/12, which increases the apportionments over 
the estimate adopted in February. 
 
PCTPA Communications and Outreach Plan 
Celia McAdam provided TAC members with a Draft Communications Plan for FY 2012/13 
prepared by AIM Consulting, our new Communications and Outreach consultant.  McAdam 
noted this plan contains more meat in deliverables with better reporting in the overall schedule.  
Gladys Cornell of AIM will present this plan at our August 29 Board meeting.  McAdam asked 
TAC members to call her with any comments to this draft plan. 
 
McAdam noted there is not a firm date for the Lincoln Bypass opening.  We are expecting the 
opening to be in the end of September or early October.  McAdam will update TAC members 
when a final date has been determined. 
 
TDA Triennial Performance Audit 
David Melko indicated as required under the TDA Act we will go out this week with a Request 
for Proposal (RFP) for our Triennial Performance Audit for FY 2009/10, 2010/11 and 2011/12.  
The jurisdictions’ transit operators will be contacted to obtain data for this audit which will go to 
our Board in June for acceptance. 
 
Melko noted two new tasks were added, the first being an update for fare recovery ratios as a 
result of the 2010 census, as well as a brief comparative analysis of Health Express service costs 
and Dial-A-Ride service costs. 
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Other Issues/Upcoming Deadlines 
Celia McAdam noted we just received the signed contract from Caltrans for the update of the 
Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan.  Staff will be preparing a Notice to Proceed 
with consultant Mead & Hunt.  Those jurisdictions with airports will be involved in developing 
the plan.  The kick off presentation for this project is planned for our September Board meeting. 
 
McAdam added the Cap and Trade issue under AB32 could generate money from polluters and 
is looked at as the last great frontier for transportation funding.  McAdam will work to ensure we 
will receive our fair share of any pertinent funds.  McAdam will update TAC members as 
information is gleaned – most likely in six months. 
 
Staff is currently working with Caltrans and FHWA regarding the I-80/SR 65 restriping issue.  
Traffic information is forthcoming. 
 
Since we typically combine our November and December TAC and Board meetings, staff 
proposed November 27 as our TAC meeting date to avoid Thanksgiving week.  TAC concurred. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 3:40 p.m. 
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299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  August 14, 2012
  
FROM: Scott Aaron, Associate Planner  
 Luke McNeel-Caird, Senior Planner/Engineer 
 Solvi Sabol, Alternative Transportation Manager & Freeway Service Patrol  
                                 Coordinator 
  
SUBJECT: STATUS REPORT 
 
 
1. TDM & Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) Report 

Summer alternative transportation programs including the Summer Youth Pass and Spare 
the Air for Bucks are currently being implemented.  While funding constraints and 
leveraging priorities have precluded the implementation of the Spare the Air Free Fare 
program this summer, these programs provide an incentive to use alternative modes of 
transportation during the summer months when air pollution can be particularly bad.  To 
date there have been a total of five Spare the Air days called in the region.  
 
The Commuter Club is now being utilized as an outreach tool to for programs in Placer 
County.  This region-wide website now offers a ride-matching tool where commuters are 
able to input their home and work destination and find others in their general home/work 
location that are interested in carpooling.  Additionally the site offers services such as the 
Emergency Ride Home Service and promotional programs like the Spare the Air for 
Bucks program to employers and commuters to encourage and promote alternative 
transportation.  Currently there are approximately 5,000 registered commuters throughout 
the six county region in the database. Expanding registrants and participation is a 
program goal.   
 
The Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Task Force is working on streamlining 
the fall promotion, October Low Car Challenge. Due to the success of the May is Bike 
Month (MIBM) promotion the intent is to model the October Low Car Challenge after 
MIBM.  Program details are still being worked out and PCTPA, as an outreach partner, 
will be participating in this fall promotion. 
 

2. I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements Project – PA&ED Phase 
Focused traffic meetings were held on July 30th with Caltrans staff and on August 7th 
with FHWA staff to review comments on traffic forecasts for the I-80/SR 65 interchange. 
Next steps in the Project Approval & Environmental Document (PA&ED) phase include 
completion of the traffic operations analysis, development of the preliminary design and 
cost estimates, and release of the environmental Notice of Preparation (NOP). 
 
The consultant team led by CH2MHILL will evaluate restriping northbound SR 65 
between I-80 and Galleria Boulevard and adding an auxiliary lane on westbound I-80 
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between Douglas Boulevard and Riverside Boulevard during the traffic operations 
analysis and preliminary design. 
 

3. Placer Parkway Phase 1 (SR 65 to Foothills Boulevard) 
On July 11, PCTPA staff attended the Project Development Team (PDT) meeting for the 
first segment of Placer Parkway from State Route 65 (Whitney Ranch Parkway) to 
Foothills Boulevard.  Placer County is the lead agency for this phase of Placer Parkway. 
The Project Study Report-Project Development Study (PSR-PDS) was approved on June 
11, 2012.  The completion of the PSR-PDS allows Placer County to move on to the 
Project Approval & Environmental Document (PA&ED) phase. The project schedule 
anticipates completion of the PA&ED phase in 2014. Meeting topics included proposed 
improvements, design and environmental issues, and schedule. 
 

4. Transit Operations Quarterly Ridership Report 
The table below shows the total ridership counts for the various transit operators and their 
respective transit services in Placer County between the first quarter of Fiscal Year 
2010/11 and the fourth quarter of Fiscal Year 2011/12 (past two years).  In an effort to 
keep the Board apprised of ridership trends among transit operations in Placer County, 
staff will provide this report once per quarter. 
 

1st 
Quarter
(Jul-Sep)

2nd 
Quarter
(Oct-Dec)

3rd 
Quarter
(Jan-Mar)

4th 
Quarter
(Apr-Jun)

1st 
Quarter
(Jul-Sep)

2nd 
Quarter
(Oct-Dec)

3rd 
Quarter
(Jan-Mar)

4th 
Quarter
(Apr-Jun)

Total (all services) 12,997 14,085 14,220 12,199 11,675 12,825 11,543 12,332 -9.6%

Fixed Route 10,775 11,906 13,545 12,165 11,430 16,352 17,202 13,504 20.9%
Dial-A-Ride 1,963 2,001 1,968 2,259 1,780 1,593 1,778 1,592 -17.7%

Total (all services) 12,738 13,907 15,513 14,424 13,210 17,945 18,980 15,096 15.3%

Fixed Route 77,424 70,201 74,368 74,601 79,867 81,335 82,989 79,955 9.3%
Dial-A-Ride 9,021 8,827 9,648 9,407 8,551 8,574 8,690 8,869 -6.0%
Vanpool 8,359 7,182 7,602 8,142 8,442 7,787 8,189 8,134 4.0%
Commuter 20,507 18,638 20,253 20,608 20,297 18,701 21,558 22,466 3.8%
Total (all services) 115,311 104,848 111,871 112,758 117,157 116,397 121,426 119,424 6.7%

Total (all services) 92,347 73,444 138,902 65,951 94,248 66,778 129,985 66,817 -3.5%

Fixed Route 55,203 51,313 52,113 52,104 55,068 50,796 51,432 53,044 -0.2%
Dial-A-Ride 8,000 7,505 7,685 7,685 7,595 6,871 7,104 7,264 -6.6%
Commuter 31,331 29,151 33,502 33,502 33,403 30,245 33,054 32,122 1.0%
Total (all services) 94,534 87,969 93,300 93,291 96,066 87,912 91,590 92,430 -0.3%

Non-emergency Medical 2,042 1,958 2,210 2,466 2,398 2,122 2,202 1,932 -0.3%
Volunteer Transportation 1,572 1,233 1,387 1,632 1,869 1,611 1,718 1,490 14.8%

Quarterly Ridership Trends by Transit Operator

Transit Operator

Roseville Transit

FY 10/11

Western Placer CTSA

TART

FY 11/12

Lincoln Transit

Auburn Transit

Placer County Transit

1-Year
Change

 



 
 
 
MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  Celia McAdam 
  
FROM: Randle Communications    
 
DATE:  July 6, 2012  
 
RE:  May 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 May 2012.  
 
Randle worked with Executive Director Celia McAdam (McAdam), Caltrans, 
contractor teams and the City of Lincoln to continue planning the grand 
opening event for Phase 1 of the Lincoln Bypass (Bypass), the largest and most 
significant project phase. 
 
Randle also worked with Caltrans and the City of Lincoln to draft and distribute 
a construction activity advisory informing residents of work being performed on 
and around the Bypass.  
 
Additionally, Randle worked with McAdam to draft content for the June edition 
of Planning Ahead, PCTPA’s e-newsletter for stakeholders and residents. The 
newsletter will be distributed in early June. 
 
Following is a capsule summary of activities:  
 

Media Relations  
 
Lincoln Bypass Information Outreach  
 
Randle worked with Caltrans staff to draft and distribute the following 
construction advisory announcing work to be performed for the Lincoln Bypass: 
 

• “Lane Closures Planned for Ferrari Ranch Road,” was drafted and 
distributed May 14, 2012, alerting residents to the three-month long lane 
closures needed for center median reconstruction work. 
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• Randle distributed the advisory to applicable Gold Country Media 
publications and the City of Lincoln to ensure residents received timely 
information regarding Bypass construction. Randle was able to secure 
coverage in the daily City of Lincoln e-newsletter and in email 
notifications sent to Lincoln Crossing Home Owners Association members.  

 
• Randle also updated the Lincoln Bypass website with the construction 

advisory.  
 
Media Coverage 
 

• Lincoln News Messenger – Published the article, “Lane closure planned for 
Ferrari Ranch Road” on May 14, 2012, detailing the lane closures and work 
being performed on the center median.  
Circulation: 6,500 

 
Lincoln Bypass Phase 1 Grand Opening Planning 
 
The Randle team participated in the first Lincoln Bypass Phase 1 Grand Opening 
event planning group meeting, consisting of the public information teams from 
Placer County, Caltrans, the City of Lincoln and various representatives from 
DaSilva Gates Construction. Randle and McAdam presented discussed 
possibilities for conducting a press conference and vehicle parade on the 
Bypass prior to its official opening. The group will meet again in July to further 
develop the opening event plans based off of construction progress at that 
time. 
 
Randle attended the second Phase 1 opening committee meeting and further 
discussed the desired grand opening events with the group. The committee 
further discussed event logistics, timing and attendance by stakeholders and 
elected officials.  
 

Planning Ahead 
 
Randle drafted content and formatted the June edition of Planning Ahead, 
PCTPA’s e-newsletter for community members and stakeholders. This edition of 
the newsletter includes a section on the proposed northbound SR-65 re-striping 
project, its potential positive impacts on traffic flow and estimated timelines and 
costs. Also included is an update on the current federal transportation 
reauthorization legislation, a Lincoln Bypass Phase 2a update announcing the 
awarding of the contract to DaSilva Gates and a recap of PCTPA’s May is Bike 
Month activities.  
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The newsletter is scheduled for distribution in early June. 
 

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:  July 6, 2012  
 
RE:  June 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 June 2012.  
 
Randle worked with Executive Director Celia McAdam (McAdam) and the City 
of Lincoln to continue planning the grand opening event for Phase 1 of the 
Lincoln Bypass (Bypass), the largest and most significant project phase. 
 
Randle also worked with Caltrans and the City of Lincoln to draft and distribute 
a construction activity advisory informing residents of work being performed on 
and around the Bypass.  
 
Additionally, Randle worked with McAdam to finalize content for the June 
edition of Planning Ahead, PCTPA’s e-newsletter for stakeholders and residents. 
The newsletter was distributed on June 7, 2012. 
 
Following is a capsule summary of activities:  
 

Media Relations  
 
Lincoln Bypass Information Outreach  
 
During the month of June, Randle worked with Caltrans staff to draft and 
distribute the following construction advisory: 
 

• “Overnight Lane Closures Planned for State Route 65,” was drafted and 
distributed June 11, 2012, alerting residents to overnight lane closures 
needed for installing concrete barriers.  
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• Randle distributed the advisory to applicable Gold Country Media 
publications and the City of Lincoln to ensure residents received timely 
information regarding Bypass construction.  

 
• Randle also updated the Lincoln Bypass website with the construction 

advisory.  
 
Lincoln Bypass Phase 1 Grand Opening Planning 
 
Randle attended the first on-site visit for the Lincoln Bypass Phase 1 Grand 
Opening event. Randle, with McAdam and City of Lincoln Public Information 
Officer, Jill Thompson, toured potential roadway locations to serve as the main 
event location with optimal visual backdrops for a press conference. Also, 
Randle toured potential start and end locations for a celebratory parade, 
featuring a ribbon cutting for the first car across the Bypass.  
 

Planning Ahead 
 
Randle finalized content and formatted the June edition of Planning Ahead, 
PCTPA’s e-newsletter for stakeholders. The June edition of the newsletter 
included discussion regarding the proposed northbound SR-65 re-striping 
project, an update on the current federal transportation reauthorization 
legislation, a Lincoln Bypass Phase 2a update and a recap of PCTPA’s May is 
Bike Month activities.  
 
The newsletter was distributed on June 7, 2012 and received an open rate of 
41.7 percent, well above the industry standard. 
 

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 

 
July 31, 2012 
 
To: Celia McAdam 
From: Federal Advocates 
Subject: July 2012 Monthly Report 
 
Highway Bill 
 
On July 6, the President signed into law (P.L.112-141) the “Moving Ahead for Progress in the 
21st Century” (MAP-21). Attached please find a summary of the new law. Note the inclusion of 
funding for projects of national and regional significance, TIFIA, and increased state 
apportionments, for which we strongly advocated, notwithstanding the efforts by the House 
Republicans to oppose all and which offer the best opportunities for transportation funding for 
governmental entities. In addition, we advocated for a short-term bill so as to provide an 
opportunity in a better environment to revisit the program. The bill is basically two years in 
duration – the House wanted five years. 
 
TIGER V 
 
On April 18, the Senate Appropriations Committee approved a $53.4 billion transportation 
appropriations bill that includes $500 million (with $120 million reserved for projects in rural 
communities) for a Tiger V program. 
 
While there is a good chance that this funding will be approved by the full Senate, it’s not clear 
when that will happen. Most observers predict that Congress will punt the 2013 bill into a post-
election lame duck session. Under that scenario, USDOT funding would be extended into the 
2013 fiscal year (which begins October 1), likely at current year funding levels. 
 
The House has opposed continuation of the TIGER program but the Senate, as was the case with 
respect to TIGER’s I-III, was able to prevail and keep the program in the 2012 appropriations 
process. 
 
The proposed FY13 $500M in the Senate bill will come as good news to many communities and 
public agencies that have applied for and not received a TIGER grant in the past. The first four 



TIGER programs received nearly 2500 applications requesting more than $100 billion; USDOT 
awarded 214 projects to split the $3.1 billion approved by Congress. 
 
FY13 Transportation Appropriations Bill 
 
On June 19, the full House Appropriations Committee approved the FY'13 DOT Appropriations 
bill. This follows action by the Senate Appropriations Committee on April 19. Neither bill 
includes any project earmarks.  Floor action is pending for both bills.  
 
Program FY'12 Enacted House FY'13 

Comte Passed 
Senate FY'13 Comte 
Passed 

FHWA Ob Limit $39.14B $39.14B $39.14B 
Transit - New Starts/SS $1.95B $1.82B $2.04B 
Transit- Formula & Bus $8.36B $8.36B $8.36B 
Amtrak - Capital and 
Debt Service 

$952M $1.45B includes $500M 
for tunnels & bridges 

$1.05B 

Amtrak - Operating $466M $350M $400M 
High Speed Rail $0 $100M $0 
Airport Improvement 
Program 

$3.35B $3.35B $3.35B 

TIGER Grants $500M $0 $500M 
National Infrastructure 
Bank 

$0 $0 $0 

 
Federal Grants 
 
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. 



 
 

Moving Ahead for Progress 
in the 21st Century Act 

(MAP-21) 
 

A Summary of Highway Provisions 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Federal Highway Administration 
Office of Policy and Governmental Affairs 
July 17, 2012  



Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act 
 

Overview 
 

On July 6, 2012, President Obama signed into law P.L. 112-141, the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 
21st Century Act (MAP-21).  Funding surface transportation programs at over $105 billion for fiscal years 
(FY) 2013 and 2014, MAP-21 is the first long-term highway authorization enacted since 2005.  MAP-21 
represents a milestone for the U.S. economy – it provides needed funds and, more importantly, it 
transforms the policy and programmatic framework for investments to guide the growth and development 
of the country’s vital transportation infrastructure.   
 
MAP-21 creates a streamlined, performance-based, and multimodal program to address the many 
challenges facing the U.S. transportation system.  These challenges include improving safety, maintaining 
infrastructure condition, reducing traffic congestion, improving efficiency of the system and freight 
movement, protecting the environment, and reducing delays in project delivery.   
 
MAP-21 builds on and refines many of the highway, transit, bike, and pedestrian programs and policies 
established in 1991. This summary reviews the policies and programs administered by the Federal 
Highway Administration. The Department will continue to make progress on transportation options, 
which it has focused on in the past three years, working closely with stakeholders to ensure that local 
communities are able to build multimodal, sustainable projects ranging from passenger rail and transit to 
bicycle and pedestrian paths.     
 
Setting the course for transportation investment in highways, MAP-21 –   

• Strengthens America’s highways  
MAP-21 expands the National Highway System (NHS) to incorporate principal arterials not 
previously included.  Investment targets the enhanced NHS, with more than half of highway 
funding going to the new program devoted to preserving and improving the most important 
highways -- the National Highway Performance Program.   
 

• Establishes a performance-based program. 
Under MAP-21, performance management will transform Federal highway programs and provide 
a means to more efficient investment of Federal transportation funds by focusing on national 
transportation goals, increasing the accountability and transparency of the Federal highway 
programs, and improving transportation investment decisionmaking through performance-based 
planning and programming.   
 

• Creates jobs and supports economic growth   
MAP-21 authorizes $82 billion in Federal funding for FYs 2013 and 2014 for road, bridge, 
bicycling, and walking improvements.  In addition, MAP-21enhances innovative financing and 
encourages private sector investment through a substantial increase in funding for the TIFIA 
program.  It also includes a number of provisions designed to improve freight movement in 
support of national goals.  
 

• Supports the Department of Transportation’s (DOT) aggressive safety agenda 
MAP-21 continues the successful Highway Safety Improvement Program, doubling funding for 
infrastructure safety, strengthening the linkage among modal safety programs, and creating a 
positive agenda to make significant progress in reducing highway fatalities.  It also continues to 
build on other aggressive safety efforts, including the Department’s fight against distracted 
driving and its push to improve transit and motor carrier safety.   



 
• Streamlines Federal highway transportation programs. 

The complex array of existing programs is simplified, substantially consolidating the program 
structure into a smaller number of broader core programs.  Many smaller programs are 
eliminated, including most discretionary programs, with the eligibilities generally continuing 
under core programs.   
 

• Accelerates project delivery and promotes innovation. 
MAP-21 incorporates a host of changes aimed at ensuring the timely delivery of transportation 
projects.  Changes will improve innovation and efficiency in the development of projects, through 
the planning and environmental review process, to project delivery. 

 
Following are brief descriptions of many of the MAP-21 highway provisions.  The appropriate section of 
the Act is noted in brackets.   
   

Program Restructuring 
 
MAP-21 restructures core highway formula programs.  Activities carried out under some existing formula 
programs – the National Highway System Program, the Interstate Maintenance Program, the Highway 
Bridge Program, and the Appalachian Development Highway System Program – are incorporated into the 
following new core formula program structure: 

 National Highway Performance Program (NHPP)  
 Surface Transportation Program (STP)   
 Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program (CMAQ) 
 Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) 
 Railway-Highway Crossings  (set-aside from HSIP) 
 Metropolitan Planning  

 
It creates two new formula programs: 

 Construction of Ferry Boats and Ferry Terminal Facilities – replaces a similarly purposed 
discretionary program. 

 Transportation Alternatives (TA) – a new program, with funding derived from the NHPP, STP, 
HSIP, CMAQ and Metropolitan Planning programs, encompassing most activities funded under 
the Transportation Enhancements, Recreational Trails, and Safe Routes to School programs under 
SAFETEA-LU. 

 
MAP-21 creates a new discretionary program – Tribal High Priority Projects (THPP) – and continues the 
following current discretionary programs: 

• Projects of National and Regional Significance (PNRS) 
• On-the-Job Training Supportive Services  
• Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Supportive Services  
• Highway Use Tax Evasion (Intergovernmental enforcement projects) 
• Work Zone Safety Grants 

 
It also eliminates most current discretionary programs, but many of the eligibilities are covered in other 
programs: 

 Delta Region Transportation Development  
 Ferry Boats Discretionary 
 Highways for LIFE Demonstration Program  
 Innovative Bridge Research and Deployment 



 Interstate Maintenance Discretionary 
 National Historic Covered Bridge Preservation  
 National Scenic Byways 
 Public Lands Highway Discretionary 
 Railway-Highway Crossing Hazard Elimination in High Speed Rail Corridors 
 Transportation, Community, and System Preservation  
 Truck Parking Pilot Program 
 Value Pricing Pilot Program (no additional funding, but authority remains) 

 
Investment 

 
Authorizations  [1101] 
MAP-21 extends current law (SAFETEA-LU) for the remainder of FY 2012, with new provisions for FY 
2013 and beyond taking effect on October 1, 2012.  Funding levels are maintained at FY 2012 levels, plus 
minor adjustments for inflation – $40.4 billion from the Highway Trust Fund (HTF) for FY 2013, and 
$41.0 billion for FY 2014.   
 
Administrative expenses [1105] 
FHWA administrative expenses associated with the Federal-aid highway program, Appalachian Regional 
Commission administration of the Appalachian Development Highway System (ADHS), and Office of 
the Inspector General audit costs are provided as a separate authorization of $454 million for FY 2013 
and $440 million for FY 2014.  However, more than $30 million of the administrative funds are 
designated for other purposes each year, as follows: 

• On-the-job training supportive services ($10 million annually) [1109] 
• DBE supportive services ($10 million annually) [1109] 
• Highway use tax evasion projects ($10 million annually) [1110] 
• Combined amount for Work Zone Safety Grants, safety clearinghouses, and Operation Lifesaver 

($3  million annually) [1519] 
• Air quality and congestion mitigation measures outcomes assessment study (up to $1 million in 

FY 2013 only) [1113] 
 
Obligation limitation [1102] 
MAP-21 establishes an annual obligation limitation of $39.699 billion for FY 2013 and $40.256 billion 
for FY 2014 for the purpose of limiting highway spending each year.  Distribution of the limitation is 
similar to current law.  The current requirement to annually recover unused obligation limitation and 
distribute it as formula limitation to States that can use it before the end of the fiscal year is also 
continued.  Funding for the following programs is exempt from the limitation: 

• Emergency Relief 
• Demonstration projects from ISTEA and earlier authorization acts (specified) 
• Minimum Allocation (pre TEA-21) 
• $639 million per year of  TEA-21 Minimum Guarantee 
• $639 million per year of SAFETEA-LU (and extensions) Equity Bonus 
• $639 million per year of National Highway Performance Program funds (MAP-21) 

 
New approach to formulas [1105] 
Prior to MAP-21, each apportioned program had its own formula for distribution, and each State’s total 
was the sum of the amount it received for each program. 
 
MAP-21’s new approach to distribution of formula funds is now based on the amount of formula funds 
each State received under SAFETEA-LU. 



• Step one – authorize lump sum 
A single amount (approximately $38 billion/year) is authorized to fund the core programs— National 
Highway Performance Program (NHPP), Surface Transportation Program (STP), Highway Safety 
Improvement Program, including Rail-Highway Crossings, (HSIP), Congestion Mitigation and Air 
Quality Improvement Program (CMAQ), and Metropolitan Planning.  Note:  These new core 
programs are outlined below. 
 
• Step two – calculate each State’s share of the total 
For FY 2013, each State receives virtually the same total apportionment as in FY 2012.  In FY 2014, 
the total amount available for distribution will be divided proportionally among the States based on 
the share of apportionments each State received for FY 2012, adjusted, if necessary, to ensure that no 
State receives less than 95 cents of every dollar it contributed to the Highway Account of the HTF.   

 
• Step three – for each State, divide the total amount up among programs 
Once each State’s total Federal-aid apportionment is calculated, amounts are set aside for 
Metropolitan Planning and CMAQ via a calculation based on the relative size of the State’s FY 2009 
apportionment of those programs.  The remainder is then divided among the rest of the formula 
programs as follows:  NHPP (63.7%), STP (29.3%), and HSIP (7%).  An amount is set aside from 
HSIP to fund the Rail-Highway Crossings program, and amounts are set aside proportionally from 
each State’s NHPP, STP, HSIP, CMAQ, and Metropolitan Planning apportionments to fund the 
State’s Transportation Alternatives program.  

 
To enhance flexibility, a State may transfer up to 50% of any apportionment to another formula program, 
except no transfers are permitted of Metropolitan Planning funds or funds suballocated to areas based on 
population (STP and TA). [1509] 
 
TIFIA [2002] 
The Transportation Infrastructure Financing and Innovation Act (TIFIA) program provides Federal credit 
assistance to eligible surface transportation projects.  MAP-21 dramatically increases funding available 
for TIFIA, authorizing $750 million in FY 2013 and $1 billion in FY 2014 to pay the subsidy cost 
(similar to a commercial bank’s loan reserve requirement) of supporting Federal credit.  A $1 billion 
TIFIA authorization will support about $10 billion in actual lending capacity.  MAP-21 also calls for a 
number of significant program reforms, to include:  a 10 percent set-aside for rural projects; an increase in 
the share of eligible project costs that TIFIA may support; and a rolling application process.   
 
Tolling [1512] 
MAP-21 makes changes to the statutory provisions governing tolling on highways that are constructed or 
improved with Federal funds (23 USC 129).  One significant change is the removal of the requirement for 
an agreement to be executed with the U.S. DOT prior to tolling under the mainstream tolling programs 
(though such agreements will continue to be required under the toll pilot programs).  Other changes 
include the mainstreaming of tolling new Interstates and added lanes on existing Interstates, which was 
previously allowed only under the Interstate System Construction Toll Pilot Program and the Express 
Lanes Demonstration Program. The Value Pricing Pilot Program, which allows congestion pricing, is 
continued (but without discretionary grants), as is the Interstate System Reconstruction and Rehabilitation 
Pilot Program, which allows tolling of all lanes on an existing Interstate highway when required for 
reconstruction or rehabilitation.  MAP-21 also requires that all Federal-aid highway toll facilities 
implement technologies or business practices that provide for the interoperability of electronic toll 
collection by October 1, 2016 (four years after the enactment of MAP-21’s new tolling requirements). 

 



Highway Trust Fund 
 

Operation of the Highway Trust Fund 
The Highway Trust Fund (HTF) is the source of funding for most of the programs in the Act.  The HTF is 
comprised of the Highway Account, which funds highway and intermodal programs, and the Mass 
Transit Account.  Federal motor fuel taxes are the major source of income into the HTF. Although MAP-
21 achieves dramatic policy and programmatic changes, reform of the way highway programs are funded 
remains a challenge for the future.  Additional funds are provided to maintain solvency of the HTF – 
transfers from the General Fund and from the Leaking Underground Storage Tank Trust Fund (a separate 
trust fund set up for certain environmental cleanup purposes, which is financed with a small portion of 
motor fuel taxes).  Revenue raisers are included that will offset the transfers made to the HTF. 
 
MAP-21 extends the imposition of the highway-user taxes, generally at the rates that were in place when 
the legislation was enacted, through September 30, 2016.  It also extended provisions for full or partial 
exemption from highway-user taxes.  In addition, it extends provision for deposit of almost all of the 
highway-user taxes into the HTF through September 30, 2016.   
 
Federal law regulates not only the imposition of the taxes, but also their deposit into and expenditure from 
the HTF.  For the Highway Account, authority to expend from the HTF for programs under the Act and 
previous authorization acts is provided through September 30, 2014.  For the Mass Transit Account, 
expenditures are authorized through September 30, 2014.  Beginning on October 1, 2014, expenditures 
may be made only to liquidate obligations made prior to the September 30, 2014 deadline.   
 
Highway tax compliance [1110] 
Traditionally, the highway programs of the Federal government and most States depend on highway-user 
tax receipts as the principal source of funding.  MAP-21 continues the Highway Use Tax Evasion 
program to reduce motor fuel tax evasion, funded at up to $10 million per year from FHWA 
administrative funds.  Funds may be allocated to the Internal Revenue Service (for efforts including the 
development, operation, and maintenance of databases to support tax compliance) and the States at the 
discretion of the Secretary, except that $2 million per year must be used for inter-governmental 
enforcement efforts, including research and training.  States may also elect to use 0.25 percent of their 
STP funding for fuel tax evasion activities.   
 

Transportation Planning  
[1201 and 1202] 

 
In MAP-21, the metropolitan and statewide transportation planning processes are continued and enhanced 
to incorporate performance goals, measures, and targets into the process of identifying needed 
transportation improvements and project selection.  Public involvement remains a hallmark of the 
planning process.   
 
Requirements for a long-range plan and a short-term transportation improvement plan (TIP) continue, 
with the long-range plan to incorporate performance plans required by the Act for specific programs.  The 
long-range plan must describe the performance measures and targets used in assessing system 
performance and progress in achieving the performance targets.  The TIP must also be developed to make 
progress toward established performance targets and include a description of the anticipated 
achievements.  In the statewide and nonmetropolitan planning process, selection of projects in 
nonmetropolitan areas, except projects on the NHS or funded with funds remaining from the discontinued 
Highway Bridge Program, must be made in cooperation with affected nonmetropolitan officials or any 
regional transportation planning organization. 
 



The Secretary is required to establish criteria for the evaluation of the new performance-based planning 
processes.  The process will consider whether States developed appropriate performance targets and made 
progress toward achieving the targets.  Five years after enactment of MAP-21, the Secretary is to provide 
to the Congress reports evaluating the overall effectiveness of performance-based planning and the 
effectiveness of the process in each State and for each MPO. 
 

Performance Management  
[1203] 

 
The cornerstone of MAP-21’s highway program transformation is the transition to a performance and 
outcome-based program.  States will invest resources in projects to achieve individual targets that 
collectively will make progress toward national goals. 
 
MAP-21 establishes national performance goals for Federal highway programs: 

• Safety—To achieve a significant reduction in traffic fatalities and serious injuries on all public 
roads. 

• Infrastructure condition—To maintain the highway infrastructure asset system in a state of 
good repair. 

• Congestion reduction—To achieve a significant reduction in congestion on the NHS. 
• System reliability—To improve the efficiency of the surface transportation system. 
• Freight movement and economic vitality—To improve the national freight network, strengthen 

the ability of rural communities to access national and international trade markets, and support 
regional economic development. 

• Environmental sustainability—To enhance the performance of the transportation system while 
protecting and enhancing the natural environment. 

• Reduced project delivery delays—To reduce project costs, promote jobs and the economy, and 
expedite the movement of people and goods by accelerating project completion through 
eliminating delays in the project development and delivery process, including reducing regulatory 
burdens and improving agencies’ work practices. 
 

The Secretary, in consultation with States, MPOs, and other stakeholders, will establish performance 
measures for pavement conditions and performance for the Interstate and NHS, bridge conditions, injuries 
and fatalities, traffic congestion, on-road mobile source emissions, and freight movement on the Interstate 
System.  States (and MPOs, where applicable) will set performance targets in support of those measures, 
and State and metropolitan plans will describe how program and project selection will help achieve the 
targets.   
 
States and MPOs will report to DOT on progress in achieving targets.  If a State’s report shows 
inadequate progress in some areas – most notably the condition of the NHS or key safety measures – the 
State must undertake corrective actions, such as the following: 

• NHPP: If no significant progress is made toward targets for NHS pavement and bridge condition, 
the State must document in its next report the actions it will take to achieve the targets. 

• HSIP: If no significant progress is made toward targets for fatalities or serious injuries, the State 
must dedicate a specified amount of obligation limitation to safety projects and prepare an annual 
implementation plan. 

 
In addition, due to the critical focus on infrastructure condition, MAP-21 requires that each State maintain 
minimum standards for Interstate pavement and NHS bridge conditions.  If a State falls below either 
standard, that State must spend a specified portion of its funds for that purpose until the minimum 
standard is exceeded.   



Accelerating Project Delivery 
[1301-1323] 

 
MAP-21 provides an array of provisions designed to increase innovation and improve efficiency, 
effectiveness, and accountability in the planning, design, engineering, construction and financing of 
transportation projects.  Building on FHWA’s “Every Day Counts” initiative, MAP-21 changes will speed 
up the project delivery process, saving time and money for individuals and businesses, and yielding broad 
benefits nationwide. 
 
Some MAP-21 provisions are designed to improve efficiency in project delivery, broadening the ability 
for States to acquire or preserve right-of-way for a transportation facility prior to completion of the review 
process required under the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), providing for a 
demonstration program to streamline the relocation process by permitting a lump sum payment for the 
acquisition and relocation if elected by the displaced person, enhancing contracting efficiencies, and 
encouraging the use of innovative technologies and practices.  Other changes target the environmental 
review process, providing for earlier coordination, greater linkage between the planning and 
environmental review processes, using a programmatic approach where possible, and consolidating 
environmental documents.  MAP-21 establishes a framework for setting deadlines for decisionmaking in 
the environmental review process, with a process for issue resolution and referral, and penalties for 
agencies that fail to make a decision.  Projects stalled in the environmental review process can get 
technical assistance to speed completion within four years. 
 
One area in particular that MAP-21 focuses on to speed up project delivery is expanded authority for use 
of categorical exclusions (CEs).  “Categorical exclusion” describes a category of actions that do not 
typically result in individual or cumulative significant environmental impacts.  CEs, when appropriate, 
allow Federal agencies to expedite the environmental review process for proposals that typically do not 
require more resource-intensive Environmental Assessments (EAs) or Environmental Impact Statements 
(EISs).  In addition to those currently allowed, MAP-21 expands the usage of CEs to a variety of other 
types of projects, including multi-modal projects, projects to repair roads damaged in a declared disaster, 
projects within existing operational right-of-way, and projects receiving limited Federal assistance.  To 
assess the impact of the above changes, the Secretary will compare completion times of CEs, EAs and 
EISs before and after implementation. 
 

Programs 
 
National Highway Performance Program (NHPP) [1106] 
Under MAP-21, the enhanced National Highway System (NHS) is composed of approximately 220,000 
miles of rural and urban roads serving major population centers, international border crossings, 
intermodal transportation facilities, and major travel destinations.  It includes the Interstate System, all 
principal arterials (including some not previously designated as part of the NHS) and border crossings on 
those routes, highways that provide motor vehicle access between the NHS and major intermodal 
transportation facilities, and the network of highways important to U.S. strategic defense (STRAHNET) 
and its connectors to major military installations.   
 
The NHPP is authorized at an average of $21.8 billion per year to support the condition and performance 
of the NHS, for the construction of new facilities on the NHS, and to ensure that investments of Federal-
aid funds in highway construction are directed to support progress toward the achievement of 
performance targets established in an asset management plan of a State for the NHS.  
 



MAP-21 establishes a performance basis for maintaining and improving the NHS.     
• States are required to develop a risk- and performance-based asset management plan for the NHS 

to improve or preserve asset condition and system performance; plan development process must 
be reviewed and recertified at least every four years.  The penalty for failure to implement this 
requirement is a reduced Federal share for NHPP projects in that year (65 percent instead of the 
usual 80 percent).   

• The Secretary will establish performance measures for Interstate and NHS pavements, NHS 
bridge conditions, and Interstate and NHS system performance.  States will establish targets for 
these measures, to be periodically updated.   

• MAP-21 also requires minimum standards for conditions of Interstate pavements and NHS 
bridges by requiring a State to devote resources to improve the conditions until the established 
minimum is exceeded.  The Secretary will establish the minimum standard for Interstate 
pavement conditions, which may vary by geographic region.  If Interstate conditions in a State 
fall below the minimum set by the Secretary, the State must devote resources (a specified portion 
of NHPP and STP funds) to improve conditions.  MAP-21 establishes the minimum standard for 
NHS bridge conditions – if more than 10 percent of the total deck area of NHS bridges in a State 
is on structurally deficient bridges, the State must devote a portion of NHPP funds to improve 
conditions. 

 
Surface Transportation Program (STP) [1108] 
MAP-21 continues the STP, providing an annual average of $10 billion in flexible funding that may be 
used by States and localities for projects to preserve or improve conditions and performance on any 
Federal-aid highway, bridge projects on any public road, facilities for nonmotorized transportation, transit 
capital projects and public bus terminals and facilities.   
 
Most current STP eligibilities are continued, with some additions and clarifications.  Activities of some 
programs that are no longer separately funded are incorporated, including transportation enhancements 
(replaced by “transportation alternatives” which encompasses many transportation enhancement activities 
and some new activities), recreational trails, ferry boats, truck parking facilities, and Appalachian 
Development Highway System projects (including local access roads). Explicit eligibilities are added for 
electric vehicle charging infrastructure added to existing or included in new fringe and corridor parking 
facilities, and projects and strategies that support congestion pricing, including electronic toll collection 
and travel demand management strategies and programs. 
 
Fifty percent of a State’s STP funds are to be distributed to areas based on population (suballocated), with 
the remainder to be used in any area of the State.  Consultation with rural planning organizations, if any, 
is required.  Also, a portion of its STP funds (equal to 15 percent of the State’s FY 2009 Highway Bridge 
Program apportionment) is to be set aside for bridges not on Federal-aid highways (off-system bridges), 
unless the Secretary determines the State has insufficient needs to justify this amount.  A special rule is 
provided to allow a portion of funds reserved for rural areas to be spent on rural minor collectors, unless 
the Secretary determines this authority is being used excessively.    
 
Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) [1112] 
Safety throughout all transportation programs remains DOT’s number one priority.  MAP-21 continues 
the successful HSIP, with average annual funding of $2.4 billion, including $220 million per year for the 
Rail-Highway Crossings program.  
 
The HSIP emphasizes a data-driven, strategic approach to improving highway safety on all public roads 
that focuses on performance.  The foundation for this approach is a safety data system, which each State 
is required to have to identify key safety problems, establish their relative severity, and then adopt 
strategic and performance-based goals to maximize safety.  Every State is required to develop a Strategic 



Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) that lays out strategies to address these key safety problems.  Every State 
now has an SHSP in place, and MAP-21 ensures ongoing progress toward achieving safety targets by 
requiring regular plan updates and defining a clear linkage between behavioral (NHTSA funded) State 
safety programs and the SHSP.  A State that fails to have an approved updated plan will not be eligible to 
receive additional obligation limitation during the overall redistribution of unused obligation limitation 
that takes place during the last part of the fiscal year.  The SHSP remains a statewide coordinated plan 
developed in cooperation with a broad range of multidisciplinary stakeholders.   
 
Safety Performance 

• States will set targets for the number of serious injuries and fatalities and the number per vehicle 
mile of travel.  If a State fails to make progress toward its safety targets, it will have to devote a 
certain portion of its formula obligation limitation to the safety program and submit an annual 
implementation plan on how the State will make progress to meet performance targets. 

• Although MAP-21 eliminates the requirement for every State to set aside funds for High Risk 
Rural Roads, a State is required to obligate funds for this purpose if the fatality rate on such roads 
increases.   

• The Secretary is required to carry out a study of High Risk Rural Road “best practices.”    
• States are required to incorporate strategies focused on older drivers and pedestrians if fatalities 

and injuries per capita for those groups increase. 
 
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program (CMAQ) [1113] 
The CMAQ program, continued in MAP-21 at an average annual funding level of $3.3 billion, provides a 
flexible funding source to State and local governments for transportation projects and programs to help 
meet the requirements of the Clean Air Act.  Funding is available to reduce congestion and improve air 
quality for areas that do not meet the National Ambient Air Quality Standards for ozone, carbon 
monoxide, or particulate matter (nonattainment areas) as well as former nonattainment areas that are now 
in compliance (maintenance areas).  States with no nonattainment or maintenance areas may use their 
CMAQ funds for any CMAQ- or STP-eligible project.    
 
Under MAP-21, a State with PM 2.5 (fine particulate matter) areas must use a portion of its funds to 
address PM 2.5 emissions in such areas; eligible projects to mitigate PM 2.5 include diesel retrofits.  
Highlighted CMAQ eligibilities include transit operating assistance and facilities serving electric or 
natural gas-fueled vehicles (except where this conflicts with prohibition on rest area commercialization). 
 
The CMAQ program also has new performance-based features.  The Secretary will establish measures for 
States to use to assess traffic congestion and on-road mobile source emissions.  Each Metropolitan 
Planning Organization (MPO) with a transportation management area of more than one million in 
population representing a nonattainment or maintenance area is required to develop and update biennially 
a performance plan to achieve air quality and  congestion reduction targets.  A CMAQ outcomes 
assessment study for the program is also required. 
 
Transportation Alternatives (TA) [1122] 
MAP-21 establishes a new program to provide for a variety of alternative transportation projects that were 
previously eligible activities under separately funded programs.  This program is funded at a level equal 
to two percent of the total of all MAP-21 authorized Federal-aid highway and highway research funds, 
with the amount for each State set aside from the State’s formula apportionments).  Unless a State opts 
out, it must use a specified portion of its TA funds for recreational trails projects.  Eligible activities 
include: 

• Transportation alternatives (new definition incorporates many transportation enhancement 
activities and several new activities) 



• Recreational trails program (program remains unchanged) 
• Safe routes to schools program 
• Planning, designing, or constructing roadways within the right-of way of former Interstate routes 

or other divided highways.   
Fifty percent of TA funds are distributed to areas based on population (suballocated), similar to the STP.  
States and MPOs for urbanized areas with more than 200,000 people will conduct a competitive 
application process for use of the suballocated funds; eligible applicants include tribal governments, local 
governments, transit agencies, and school districts.  Options are included to allow States flexibility in use 
of these funds.   
 
Federal Lands and Tribal Transportation Programs [1119] 
MAP-21 continues to acknowledge the importance of access to federal and tribal lands.  Recognizing the 
need for all public Federal and tribal transportation facilities to be treated under uniform policies similar 
to the policies that apply to Federal-aid highways and other public transportation facilities, MAP-21 
creates a unified program for Federal lands transportation facilities, Federal lands access transportation 
facilities, and tribal transportation facilities. 

• The Federal Lands Transportation Program provides $300 million annually for projects that 
improve access within the Federal estate, such as national forests and national recreation areas, on 
infrastructure owned by the Federal government.  This program combines the former Park Roads 
and Refuge Roads programs, and adds three new Federal land management agency (FLMA) 
partners.  A portion of the funds will support traditional partner agencies at current funding 
levels, with new partners competing for a modest portion.  All FLMA partners will administer the 
program using a new performance management model. 
 

• The Federal Lands Access Program provides $250 million annually for projects that improve 
access to the Federal estate on infrastructure owned by States and local governments.  Replacing 
and expanding the Forest Highways program, projects providing access to any Federal lands are 
eligible for this new comprehensive program.  Funds are distributed by formula based on 
recreational visitation, Federal land area, Federal public road mileage, and the number of Federal 
public bridges.  Eighty percent of funds go to States with large areas of public land.  States are 
required to provide a non-Federal match for program funds (which has not been the case 
historically for Federal lands highway funding).  Programming decisions will be made locally 
using a tri-party model in each State comprised of representatives from FHWA, State DOT, and 
local government, in consultation with applicable FLMAs.   
 

• The Tribal Transportation Program provides $450 million annually for projects that improve 
access to and within Tribal lands.  This program generally continues the existing Indian 
Reservation Roads program, while adding new setasides for tribal bridge projects (in lieu of the 
existing Indian Reservation Road Bridge program) and tribal safety projects.  It continues to 
provide setasides for program management and oversight and tribal transportation planning.  A 
new statutory formula for distributing funds among tribes, based on tribal population, road 
mileage, and average funding under SAFETEA-LU, plus an equity provision, is to be phased in 
over a 4 year period.   

 
MAP-21 also authorizes the Tribal High Priority Projects Program, a discretionary program modeled on 
an earlier program that was funded by setaside from the Indian Reservation Roads Program.  MAP-21 
provides $30 million per year from the General fund (subject to appropriation) for this new program. 
[1123] 
 



Emergency Relief [1107] 
The Emergency Relief (ER) program assists Federal, State, tribal and local governments with the expense 
of repairing serious damage to Federal-aid, tribal, and Federal Lands highways resulting from natural 
disasters or catastrophic failures.  Unlike other highway programs, ER is funded by a permanent 
authorization of $100 million per year.   
 
MAP-21 continues the ER program, with some changes in requirements:  

• State must apply and provide a complete list of project sites and costs within two years of the 
event; cost may not exceed the cost to repair or reconstruct a comparable facility. 

• For emergency repairs, a 100 percent Federal share is allowed during the first 180 days following 
a disaster.  MAP-21 allows the Secretary to extend the time period if access to damaged areas is 
limited.   

• Debris removal for major disasters declared under the Stafford Act will be funded by FEMA. 
• Maintenance and operation of additional ferryboats or transit is eligible as a temporary substitute 

service. 
 
Workforce Development and DBE [1109] 
MAP-21 continues current law goals for use of small business concerns owned and controlled by socially 
and economically disadvantaged individuals.  On-the-Job Training and DBE Supportive Services 
programs are continued without change.  States may continue to use apportioned funds (except 
Metropolitan Planning or Ferry Program) for surface transportation workforce development, training, 
education, and small business capacity building. 
 
Bridge and Tunnel Inspection [1111] 
To provide for continued improvement to bridge and tunnel conditions essential to protect the safety of 
the traveling public and allow for the efficient movement of people and goods on which the U.S. 
economy relies, MAP-21 requires inspection and inventory of highway bridges and tunnels on public 
roads.  No dedicated funds are provided for inspections, but it is an eligible use of NHPP, STP, HSIP, 
FHWA administrative, Tribal Transportation, and Research funds.   
 
Territorial and Puerto Rico Highway Program [1114] 
MAP-21 continues funding for the Puerto Rico Highway program ($150 million annually) and the 
Territorial Highway program ($40 million annually). 
 
Projects of National and Regional Significance [1120] 
MAP-21 authorizes $500 million from the General Fund (subject to appropriation) in FY 2013 only, to 
fund critical high-cost surface transportation capital projects that will accomplish national goals, such as 
generating national/regional economic benefits and improving safety, and that are difficult to complete 
with existing Federal, State, local, and private funds.  States, tribes, transit agencies, and multi-State or 
multi-jurisdictional groups of these entities are eligible to apply for competitive grant funding. 
 
Construction of Ferry Boats and Ferry Terminal Facilities [1121] 
It provides $67 million annually to construct ferry boats and ferry terminal facilities, to be distributed by 
formula.  Unlike the former ferry boat discretionary program, there are no set-asides for specific States.   
 
Appalachian Development Highway System (ADHS) [1528] 
The ADHS program is continued, but without separate funding.  Portions that are on the NHS are eligible 
for NHPP funding, and ADHS routes, including local access roads, are eligible for STP funding.  To 
encourage the completion of the ADHS, States are required to submit plans for completion of the system 
and an increased Federal share is provided. 



 
Research, Technology Deployment, Training and Education 

 
MAP-21 establishes the principles and practices for a flexible, nationally-coordinated research and 
technology program that addresses fundamental, long-term highway research needs, significant research 
gaps, emerging issues with national implications, and research related to policy and planning.  The 
Secretary provides leadership for the national coordination of research and technology transfer activities, 
conducting and coordinating research projects, and partnering with State highway agencies and other 
stakeholders.  All research activities are to include a component of performance measurement and 
evaluation, should be outcome-based, and must be consistent with the research and technology 
development strategic plan.  MAP-21 provides new authority for the Secretary to use up to one percent of 
funds authorized for research and education for a program to competitively award cash prizes to stimulate 
innovation that has the potential for application to the national transportation system.  
 
MAP-21 authorizes $400 million per year for the following six programs: Highway Research and 
Development, Technology and Innovation Deployment, Training and Education, Intelligent 
Transportation Systems, University Transportation Research, and the Bureau of Transportation Statistics.   
 
Following is a description of the programs that are administered by FHWA. 
 
Research and Technology Development and Deployment  

• MAP-21 provides $115 million per year for the Highway Research and Development program.  
Research areas include highway safety, infrastructure integrity, planning and environment, 
highway operations, exploratory advanced research, and the Turner-Fairbank Highway Research 
Center. [52003] 

 
• Separate funding is provided for the Technology Innovation and Deployment Program ($62.5 

million per year) to accelerate implementation and delivery of new innovations and technologies 
that result from highway research and development to benefit all aspects of highway 
transportation.  At least $12 million per year of these funds must be used to accelerate the 
deployment and implementation of pavement technology. [52003] 
 

• The technology deployment program would also fund implementation of Future Strategic 
Highway Research Program (F-SHRP) results, but with an opportunity to supplement from State 
Planning and Research funds, if 75 percent of States agree to a percentage for this use. [52005] 
 

Three specific programs are repealed: the International Outreach Program [52006], the Surface 
Transportation Environment Cooperative Research Program [52007], and the National Cooperative 
Freight Research Program [52008].  However, the authority for international collaboration remains, and 
environmental and freight research and development activities are incorporated into Highway Research 
and Development.  
 
Training and Education [52004]  
MAP-21 authorizes $24 million per year for continuation of training and education programs, including 
the National Highway Institute, the Local Technical Assistance Program (LTAP), the Tribal Technical 
Assistance Program (TTAP), the Dwight D. Eisenhower Transportation Fellowships, the Garrett A. 
Morgan Technology and Transportation Education Program, the Transportation Education Development 
Program, and the Freight Capacity Building Program.  Also funded from the Training and Education 
funds are the competitively-selected centers for transportation excellence in the areas of the environment, 
surface transportation safety, rural safety, and project finance.  The Federal share for LTAP and TTAP 
centers remains at 50 percent and 100 percent respectively.  



 
MAP-21 continues the authority for States to use apportioned funds for training and other educational 
activities; this applies to the NHPP, STP, HSIP, and CMAQ.  The Federal share for funds used in this 
manner is 100 percent, except that when funds are used for the LTAP centers, the Federal share is 50 
percent.  
 
State Planning and Research (SP&R) [52005] 
MAP-21 continues the SP&R, as a two percent takedown of four core programs: National Highway 
Performance Program, Surface Transportation Program, Congestion Mitigation Air Quality program, and 
Highway Safety Improvement Program.  At least 25 percent of these funds have to be used for research 
purposes.  States are required to agree on what portion of their share of their SP&R funds they make 
available to the Secretary to implement the results of the F-SHRP program.  
 
Transportation Research and Development (R&D) Strategic Planning [52012] 
The Secretary is directed to develop a 5-year research and development strategic plan within 1 year of 
enactment, to be reviewed by the National Research Council, and report to Congress annually on R&D 
spending.  The plan must address the following purposes:  promoting safety, reducing congestion and 
improving mobility, preserving the environment, preserving the existing transportation system, improving 
the durability and extending the life of transportation infrastructure, and improving goods movement.  
MAP-21 offers the opportunity to conduct a nationally-coordinated, flexible, and strategically-targeted 
Research, Technology, and Education program.   
 
 

Other Provisions of Interest  
 
Freight [1115-1118] 
MAP-21includes a number of provisions designed to enhance freight movement in support of national 
goals.  MAP-21 firmly establishes national leadership in improving the condition and performance of a 
National Freight Network by identifying the components of the network, which will be designated by the 
Secretary.  It includes incentives to prioritize projects that advance freight performance targets.  DOT, in 
consultation with partners and stakeholders, will develop a national freight strategic plan.  States are 
encouraged to develop individual freight plans and establish freight advisory committees.   
 
Truck Size and Weight Study [32801] 
No changes to current truck size and weight provisions are included in MAP-21, but a new study and 
inventory of current State laws is required.   
 
 

For More Information  
 
Additional information related to MAP-21 is available on the Federal Highway Administration website at 
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/map21. 
 
As implementation of the new law progresses, more material will be added. 
 
 

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/map21
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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% 54.7% $2,436,386 $2,436,386 88
November-11 150,511 151,427 94.0% 49.3% $2,640,202 $2,640,202 92
December-11 137,377 136,561 94.5% 44.8% $2,353,652 $2,353,652 91
January-12 139,768 138,630 94.1% 52.0% $2,294,248 $2,294,248 96

February-12 138,516 137,829 93.9% 57.2% $2,256,407 $2,256,407 90

Revenues

State Perfomance Standards (a) Other Performance Measures

March-12 152,514 156,988 93.3% 56.7% $2,500,509 $2,500,509 89

April-12 153,788 161,959 92.5% 54.0% $2,556,396 $2,590,947 92

May-12 158,896 161,281 93.6% 54.5% $2,632,598 $2,668,622 93

June-12 144,598 154,434 93.9% 47.4% $2,518,730 $2,584,719

July-12 158,369 94.2% $2,712,740

August-12 154,906 $2,648,297
September-12 148,812 $2,512,660

Total YTD 1,329,870 1,344,341 93.8% 51% $22,189,126 $22,325,692 91
Previous YTD 1,267,872 - - 95.1% 49% $19,980,949 - - 90
YTD Change 4.9% -1.1% -1.3% 2.7% 11.1% -0.6% 1.1%

Annual Standard/Measure 1,806,428 90% 51% $30,199,389 91

b)  This standard measures total revenues (farebox and other operating credits) divided by total operating expenses adjusted against the fixed price operating contract.
a)  Standard developed by CCJPA in annual business plan update and approved by Business Transportation and Housing Agency  



Cummulative FFY Year-to-Date: June 2012

Monthly Station Ridership Activity

Capitol Corridor Train Service

FFY 2012 - 2012

Station Boardings Alightings Total

Boardings/ 

day

Alightings/ 

day Boardings Alightings

% Change from last FFY

FFY 2012 - 2012

Total/ day

Weighted 

Boardings

Weighted 

Alightings

Weighted 

Total

ARN 1175 1211 2386 39.17 40.37 -8.1% -5.8%79.53 39.17 40.37 79.53

RLN 1403 1375 2778 46.77 45.83 -10.6% -13.9%92.60 46.77 45.83 92.60

RSV 2098 2104 4202 69.93 70.13 -17.8% -20.6%140.07 69.93 70.13 140.07

SAC 38787 38480 77267 1292.90 1282.67 -5.3% -4.1%2575.57 116.48 115.56 232.03

DAV 17171 16794 33965 572.37 559.80 0.1% 1.7%1132.17 51.56 50.43 102.00

SUI 8355 8329 16684 278.50 277.63 0.6% -3.4%556.13 25.09 25.01 50.10

MTZ 13380 14088 27468 446.00 469.60 4.2% 4.2%915.60 40.18 42.31 82.49

RIC 8744 8915 17659 291.47 297.17 -1.2% -3.3%588.63 26.26 26.77 53.03

BKY 6129 5928 12057 204.30 197.60 8.1% 2.0%401.90 18.41 17.80 36.21

EMY 15118 15323 30441 503.93 510.77 -3.6% -1.8%1014.70 45.40 46.02 91.41

OKJ 12830 13074 25904 427.67 435.80 8.5% 6.6%863.47 38.53 39.26 77.79

OAC 1028 1201 2229 34.27 40.03 16.3% 18.3%74.30 5.27 6.16 11.43

HAY 1448 1588 3036 48.27 52.93 14.6% 12.6%101.20 10.48 11.49 21.98

FMT 1735 1725 3460 57.83 57.50 -9.8% -14.1%115.33 12.56 12.49 25.05

GAC 5052 5146 10198 168.40 171.53 0.2% 1.7%339.93 36.57 37.25 73.82

SJC 7868 7040 14908 262.27 234.67 0.6% 1.4%496.93 56.95 50.96 107.91

FFY Total 

or Average
142321 142321 284642 4744.03 4744.03 9488.07
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Rail service to BayAreawill accelerate
 
Improvements for regional service are included in new 'funding for state high-speed rail system 
MELANIE TURNER 1STAFF WRITER	 build a series of track improve Sacramento to get to San Jose," 

ments between Oakland and San Kutrosky said. 
California's high-speed rail ser Jose, increasingservice to 11 week Capitol Corridor carried 1.7 mil

vice won't begin for years, but $8 day round trips, from seven. That lion passengers in fiscal year 2011, 
billionapprovedlastweekwill help would bring the total investment up 8percentfrom the previousyear. 
launch relatively rapid improve intheprojecttonearly$248million, Revenue was $27.2 million. 
ments to regional rail service in with federal and other funds. Gopan Madathil, founder of 
the Sacramento area - including The improvement would mean technology networking group 
hourly trains to Silicon Valley and hourly service between Sacramen TechCoire and a regular transit 
a lQ-foldincreaseinservice to Plac to and the SiliconValleyby2017, up user, said more frequent service 
erCounty. from serviceaboutevery twohours, to San Jose could increase rider

Legislation signed by Gov. Jerry said David Kutrosky, managing di ship among local "non-early-rise 
Brown includes more than $1 bil rector for Capitol Corridor. One of commuters." 
lion to help payforimprovements to the nation's busiest passenger rail But he suspects any increase in 
Northern California regional tran routes, CapitolCorridor already op ridership from Sacramento would 
sit systems that eventuallywill link erates 16 round trips on weekdays, "probablybe only marginal," since 
to the statewidehigh-speedrail line. and 11 on weekends, between Oak there's not muchfreeway traffic to 

Senate Bill 1029 provides more land and Sacramento. contend with later in the day. 
than $60 million for Capitol Corri "That would mean more oppor
dor, including $46.5 million to help	 tunities for people coming from RAIL IPAGE 30 

Tne project has been slow to start in
FROM PAGE I part because of competing interests. 

Union Pacific owns the track and movesIn addition to increased service to the 
freight cars in and out of the RosevilleBay Area, Capitol Corridor will be able 
railyard, where the city-owned passento better serve Placer County. A long
ger train station is located. Both Capitolawaited construction project calls for 
Corridor and the railroad company areexpanding service between Sacramento 
challenged by heavy congestion enteringand Roseville to 10 round trips per day, 
the yard, but the two parties have had difup from one, and an additional three trips 
ferent ideas about how to fix the problem.to Auburn. A few years ago, Union Pacific askedThe project "provides early funding, 
the city of Roseville to move the station.which is huge," said Celia McAdam, ex
In turn, Placer County and city officialsecutive director for the Placer County 
want the railway to make more room onTransportation Planning Agency.	 . . its tracks for passenger trains. UnionA two-year environmental analysIs IS 
Pacific and Roseville officials are stillunder way, and funding has been secured 
meeting on the issue, said Luna Salaver,for design work. While $15.6 million is 
a spokeswoman for Capitol Corridor.now available to begin construction, any 

Meanwhile, local, state and federal railallocation has to wait until the environ
mental review is complete. 

no freight trains, Kutrosky said. Highsaid. A trip to Bakersfield would take 4.25agencies are working to figure out how to speed rail would travel 200 mph.hours, an hour faster than today, acco~densure travelers see an immediate bene
ing to estimates from a Rail Authonty MELANIE TURNER covers energy,fit when, in 2018, the initial 130-mile sec
working group.	 medical/biotechnology, agriculture,tion of high-speed track is complete. 

Amtrak trains operate at 79 mph, but. transportation and manufacturing.Sacramento residents could see speed
could travel faster than 120 mph on theier service on Amtrak's SanJoaquin line	 melanieturner@bizjournals.com 1916-558-7859130-mile section of track where there arewithin six years, for example, Kutrosky 
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Compromises 
lead to adeal 
on highwaybill 
By AsHLEY HALSEY III Leader Harry Reid, D-Nev., 
Washingmn Post ordered conference commit-

WASHINGTON - Con- tee members back to the ta
gress has reached agreement ble after talks appeared to fal- . 
on a transportation bill for ter last week. 
.the first time since· 2005, While the details of the 
averting a crisis that could . conference· committee bill 
have disrupted the nation's will take several days to 
high'Yay projects in· the emerge, the .legislation 
height of the construction woUfd streamline a federal 
season. system that expanded its net

In the final hours, Republi-·· work of agencies and pro
cans dropped their demands· grams in .ap;:ttchwork !ash
to piggyback onto the bill ap- ion to meet immediate 
proval for the Keystone oil needs, producing a cumber
pipeline and relaxation of . some bureaucracy that 

· proposed restrictions on coal smothered state transporta

ash produced by power tion projects.
 
plants; . 'We speed up project deliv-


In return, Democrats gave ery, cut red tape and do it 
up on $1.4 billion for conser- without jeopardizing envi
vation and agreed to allow ronmentallaws," Boxer said. 
states more leeway in the The agreement is a nota
way they use money that ble achievement for lawmak
once was mandatedfor land- ers, who have earned public 
scaping, bike improvements disdain for their inability to 

· and pedestrian walkways. agree on much. B.ut long be-
While Republicans pri- fore partisan politics came to 

vately declared victory, the infuse every issue, Congress 
bill's chiefarchitect andadvo- had proved itself incapable 
cate was more diplomatic. of resolving the nation's 

"1 am so glad that House transportapon needs. 
Republicans met Democrats. It last approved a long
halfway, as Senate Republi- term plan in 2005 andhas ex

·cans did months ago," said tended funding at those lev

Sen. Barbara Boxer, D-ealif. els nine times since that mea

'The bill is funded at current sure expired almost three
 
levels~ and it will protect arid years ago. Democrats con

create 3 million jobs." trolled both the House and
 

A top House Republican the Senate during' the first 
aide expressed a different seVeral extensions. 

. view of the weeks of confer- No one pretends that the 
· ence committee negotia- new bill will provide sound 
lions. long-term footing for the na

"At the end ofthe day, Sen- tional transportation system. 
ate Democrats foughtfor red Itwill expire next year, and it 
tape, while House Republi- draws on several other pools 
cans fought for jobs - and got ofmoIiey to supplement the 
some important wins," said longtime source of federal 
the aide, who spoke on the transportation funding,the . 

· condition ofanonymitysohe Highway Trust Fund. 
could talk candidly. A deal reached between 

The deal was struck in the Senate leaders to freeze stu
shadow of a Saturday dead- dent loan rates for a year will 
line, when federal highway also likely be packaged with 
funding was scheduled to ex- the transportation measure, 
pire. It came after H<mse speeding expected passage 
Speaker JohnBoehnef,R- through both chambers be
Ohio, and Senate Majority fore the end of the week. 
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Questions, concerns about bypass 
I think it would be a good time to have an article in The Lincoln News Messenger to update the status of the Highway 
65 bypass. 

Most people I talk to would like to know the estimated date it will be completed and open. 

Also, a map showing the northbound and southbound traffic flow through the southern interchange in Lincoln. 

Specifically, will the southbound traffic still have to slow to 20 mph and make the hard left turn under the overpass or 
is the plan to activate the traffic light at that point? 

Also, will the northbound flow go directly into Lincoln or have to turn left, go through a traffic signal and then turn 
right to enter Lincoln? I hope not. 

Opinion: If the plan is to use traffic lights in both directions, it seems a poor choice. Seems it will unnecessarily slow 
traffic and create huge backups. Especially during peak time periods. 

A better option would be direct flow in both directions. 

I understand it is probably much too late to make changes at this late date. Still, looking forward to completion. Been 
a long time coming and a good plan. 

Ralph Pease, Lincoln 

Planning agency's answer 
First off, we don't have a firm date on the opening yet. There is a significant amount of paving and associated work 
yet to be done this summer and we don't want to publicize a date until we're sure it's right. 

That said, we expect the opening date to be in late September/early October. As soon as that date is firmed up by the 
construction folks - likely in mid August - we will be publicizing it along with a grand opening celebration event. 

We are at work now preparing the outreach materials that detail how the existing detour will be transitioned into the 
permanent bypass alignment. It's a somewhat complicated process to remove the detour, change the lane 
configurations, and still stay open to traffic so there will be a major effort to let the public know what to expect as the 
transition gets closer. We are working closely with our partners at Caltrans and the city of Lincoln to make sure this 
information gets out well ahead of the bypass opening. 

As for the final configuration, once the Lincoln Bypass is open, State Road 65 will no longer go through downtown 
Lincoln. Through traffic will use the State Road 65 Lincoln Bypass and the access to downtown Lincoln will be via the 
Lincoln Blvd/Industrial Ave interchange. 

The traffic signals are for on- and off-ramps between Lincoln Blvd.! Industrial Ave. and State Road 65 and will be fully 
activated by the time the bypass is open. I have attached a map of the interchange configuration that may help clarify. 

Celia McAdam, executive director, Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
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