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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 

February 7, 2012 
 
 

ATTENDANCE: Megan Siren, City of Auburn 
Bruce Burnworth, City of Lincoln 
Brian Fragiao, Town of Loomis 
Will Garner, Placer County Public Works 
Ken Grehm, Placer County Public Works 
Angel Green, Placer County Air Pollution Control District 
Dave Palmer, City of Rocklin 
Scott Gandler, City of Roseville 
Rhon Herndon, City of Roseville 
Mike Wixon, City of Roseville 
 
Celia McAdam, PCTPA 
Scott Aaron, PCTPA 
David Melko, PCTPA 
Steve Propst, PCTPA 
Sue Sholtis, PCTPA 

 
FY 2011/12 Unmet Transit Needs Draft Report 
David Melko provided copies of the Draft Unmet Transit Needs Report to TAC members.  This 
report will go before the PCTPA Board at its February 22 meeting for consideration.  Melko 
indicated the Social Service Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) met, provided comments 
and approved the draft report with the understanding their comments would be incorporated in 
the final report.  Their recommended finding is that there are no new unmet transit needs for FY 
2011/12.  There is a conditional unmet transit need from FY 2004/05 for year-round service on 
SR 267. 
 
Melko noted the report includes recommendations with respect to planning studies and that there 
are opportunities for applying for planning grants which could fund these studies.  Will Garner 
suggested that PCTPA should partner with jurisdictions to seek funding to pursue this rural and 
community transit plan.  Garner added the recommendation to develop service plans and 
implementation schedules could be very costly for any one operator and would like to see this be 
listed as a regional need.  Cost benefit analysis/feasibility should also be considered as Placer 
County Transit has a fare box revenue to meet.  It was suggested to add the wording, “evaluate 
the feasibility of providing service.”  Melko indicated he will work with Garner to wordsmith 
this item, adding a financial component.   
 
Melko indicated all comments received would be incorporated in the final report.  TAC members 
supported this report. 
 
FY 2011/12 Overall Work Program and Budget – Amendment #2 
Celia McAdam noted the budget for Amendment 2 of PCTPA’s Overall Work Program (OWP) 
balances.  McAdam summarized the changes in this amendment.  There were no questions, 
comments or concerns raised by TAC members.  TAC recommended this go before the Board at 
the February 22 meeting for approval.   
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FY 2012/13 Preliminary Local Transportation Fund (LTF) Apportionment 
David Melko provided TAC members with the Local Transportation Fund (LTF) preliminary 
apportionment for FY 2011/12 and summarized the handout.  The final apportionment is 
scheduled to come out in August.  This item will go before the PCTPA Board at its February 22 
meeting for approval. 
 
FY 2012/13 State Transit Assistance (STA) Preliminary Fund Allocation 
David Melko provided copies of the State Transit Assistance (STA) Preliminary Fund Allocation 
for their review.  This preliminary fund allocation assumes 4% to CTSA and the balance is 
distributed to jurisdictions.  The final allocation should come out in July. 
 
I-80/SR 65 Interchange Phasing:  Potential Early Project for Auxiliary Lane on SR 65 
At our January Board meeting there was a presentation on the I-80/SR 65 Interchange 
Improvements Project.  The Board asked about the feasibility of an early first phase which would 
restripe the viaduct portion over Antelope Creek to somehow fit in an auxiliary lane to alleviate 
traffic backup.  Staff was directed to investigate and report back.   
 
In a very preliminary look, staff has found the 38’ viaduct width is adequate for substandard 
lanes and minimal shoulders.  To move forward, the project would require design exceptions and 
we would still be required to do an environmental document and other project development.   
 
McAdam asked for TAC input.  Issues discussed included whether this should be a separate 
project or as part of the larger 80/65 interchange improvements, the pros and cons of using our 
existing Federal earmark funding, and whether the proposed auxiliary lane could result in new 
and different weaving patterns and safety issues. 
 
Consultants are currently doing traffic counts and finalizing the model for the overall interchange 
project.  Angel Green suggested including a hot spot analysis to see about reduction of carbon 
monoxide emissions and this project potentially mitigating those emissions.  Green noted a 
NEPA document would be required if using federal funds. 
 
McAdam summarized the discussion with a recommendation to the Board that we investigate the 
project feasibility further, including some traffic modeling to make sure the project will have the 
intended improvements without unintended consequences, then work with Caltrans management 
to make sure we have key support to implement the project as an interim solution.  TAC 
supported this plan.   
 
State Legislative Issues 
Celia McAdam noted AB 441 would extend the Health in All Policies program to regional 
transportation plans by including health assessments of transportation.  This bill has been 
amended to make this assessment voluntary.  McAdam will recommend that our Board oppose 
this bill.  TAC members support this opposition.  Angel Green suggested the health benefit of 
this proposed bill are not the issue, but that there are other mechanisms to address public health 
issues, including those by the California Air Resources Board, making AB 441 redundant. 
 
SB 95 provides a mechanism for internal borrowing for cash flow purposes.  The resultant 
continuous apportionments are a benefit.  McAdam will double-check on the progress of this bill, 
as it may have already been acted on this week. 
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There is a proposal from the State Legislative Analyst’s office that if Caltrans’ supports costs 
exceed budgeted amounts, Caltrans can bill the project sponsors.  Currently Caltrans absorbs 
those costs.   
 
Senator Perea is proposing a bill which would require the voting requirements for a 
transportation sales tax be 55%.  Currently the requirement is a two-thirds vote.  McAdam asked 
TAC for their thoughts in supporting this bill.  TAC agreed it is premature to talk to the Board 
about this bill at this time since it is not yet in print.  McAdam noted the Board has supported the 
55% threshold for transportation sales tax in the past as has directed staff to keep apprised of the 
possibility of pursuing a transportation sales tax in the future. 
 
Other Issues/Upcoming Deadlines 
Celia McAdam mentioned at last month’s TAC meeting Colfax inquired about exchanging their 
CMAQ money for local funds.  McAdam suggested trading these funds out for TDA bike 
money.  After discussion about the pros and cons of various approaches, no project was 
identified to utilize and trade these funds.  McAdam pledged to talk to SACOG and continue to 
pursue ideas that might work.   
 
David Melko encouraged TAC members to submit project RFAs for SACOG’s Delivery Plan.  
Melko provided TAC members with a draft Local Agency Invoice Review Changes handout 
from a Rural County Task Force Meeting. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 4:25 p.m. 


