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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
MINUTES 

FEBRUARY 27, 2013 
 
The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency met on Wednesday, February 27, 2013 at 
9:00 a.m. at the Board of Supervisors Chambers, 175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, California. 
 
 ATTENDANCE: Sandra Calvert    Celia McAdam 
    Jack Duran    Shirley LeBlanc 

Bonnie Gore    Luke McNeel-Caird 
    Tony Hesch    David Melko 
    Jim Holmes    Solvi Sabol 
    Stan Nader (arrived 9:10 a.m.) Sue Sholtis 

Keith Nesbitt 
    Diana Ruslin 
    Ron Treabess    
 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Upon motion by Ruslin and second by Nesbitt, the minutes of the January 30, 2013 PCTPA 
Board meeting were approved as submitted, with Duran and Gore abstaining. 
 
AGENDA REVIEW 
None. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
None. 
 
CONSENT CALENDAR 
Chair Calvert stated Items 3, 4 and 7 are being pulled from the Consent Calendar.  Upon motion 
by Holmes and second by Duran, the Board unanimously approved Consent Calendar Items 1, 2, 
5, 6, 8 and 9. 
 
Celia McAdam noted Items 3 and 4 were pulled since we received updated information from the 
State that the dollar amount for this Proposition 1B funding was higher than the information 
contained in the original Board packet.  The updated Item 3 was provided to Board Members in 
pink and updated Item 4 was reflected in blue which delineate the correct amounts of funding.  
Upon motion by Holmes and second by Duran, the Board unanimously approved Items 3 and 4 
of the Consent Calendar. 
 
McAdam stated an updated Consent Calendar Item 7 was emailed to Board Members on 
February 21 reflecting in strike-out version additional Caltrans’ comments on the Cooperative 
Agreement for the State Route 65 Capacity and Operational Improvements Project.  McAdam 
summarized the primary change from the agreement sent in the original Board packet was that 
any side agreements or subsequent agreements will be complied with.  Jack Duran inquired 
whether legal counsel has reviewed these changes, to which McAdam responded that due to the 
minor nature of the changes they had not been asked to.  Duran suggested tabling this item until 
after legal counsel has reviewed these changes.  Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Duran, 
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the Board unanimously agreed to table this item until legal counsel has reviewed the Cooperative 
Agreement. 
 
FY 2012/13 UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS ANALYSIS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
FINAL REPORT FOR FY 2013/14 
David Melko asked the Board to adopt Resolution 13-06 to make findings and recommendations 
regarding unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet as required by the Transportation 
Development Act (TDA).  Melko summarized the annual unmet transit needs process according 
to TDA.  The annual process commences with a schedule of events provided to the Board and 
the public in September, a public hearing was held in October, workshops were held in 
jurisdictions, including a workshop in the Tahoe area in conjunction with Tahoe Regional 
Planning Agency (TRPA) and the Nevada County Transportation Commission (NCTC), with the 
public comment period ending in November.  Comments were analyzed, meetings were held 
with the Social Service Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) and the Transit Operators 
Working Group (TOWG), with the recommendations being approved by our Technical Advisory 
Committee (TAC). 
 
Melko noted receipt of 39 comments this year, down from previous years, with a consistent 
theme of people wanting more service, more direct routes, more consistent service, more 
frequent service and more weekend service.  Many comments were pertaining to the Tahoe area.  
Based on analysis of these comments, staff found there are no new unmet transit needs that are 
considered reasonable to meet for Fiscal Year 2012/13, with the exception that there is a 
continuing unmet transit need the Board found in 2004/05 that pertains to year-round service on 
State Route 267.  Melko added the State Route 267 finding has been included in each Unmet 
Transit Need finding adopted since 2004/05, and parties are working to pursue a 
multijurisdictional funding plan for that service. 
 
Tony Hesch inquired whether a calendar of workshop and meeting events was provided.  Melko 
responded workshops are not mandatory and are scheduled with the jurisdictions.  The list of 
workshops and public hearing was brought to the Board in September; Colfax declined the 
request from PCTPA to hold a workshop.   
 
Ron Treabess asked for clarity about PCTPA’s involvement to pursue year round service on 
State Route 267 since it is a well-known issue.  Melko responded PCTPA is in the middle, with 
areas of State Route 267 outside of our jurisdiction.  A visioning effort has commenced in the 
Tahoe area to pursue funding for this service.   
 
Will Garner, Placer County Public Works, stated they run Tahoe Area Regional Transit which is 
the service provider for transit in that area.  Garner noted several improvements have been made 
since this unmet transit need finding was made in 2004.  In 2007 Truckee to Northstar to Kings 
Beach service was added during the wintertime and in 2010, the route between Northstar and 
Kings Beach was implemented during summertime.  The barrier is funding from outside of 
PCTPA’s jurisdiction, mostly from the town of Truckee, which spends all of their transit funds 
on their existing transit service.  Placer County will continue to work with the town of Truckee in 
attempt to get this route running year-round. 
 
Tink Miller, Executive Director of Placer Independent Resource Services, noted she is a member 
of the Social Service Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) for PCTPA and was involved in 
the review of the unmet transit needs report and the resulting analysis.  Miller expressed her 
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support of the report and stressed the importance of the finding for service on SR 267 and wants 
that to remain as a finding on the annual report.   
 
Miller noted when operational issues arise during this annual process the transit operators 
respond to those concerns even though they are not found to be an unmet transit need under this 
process.  Miller suggested reviewing these comments when we are preparing or updating our 
strategic plans such as Short and Long Range Transit Plans and not let the comments be 
forgotten.   
 
Upon motion by Holmes and second by Duran, the Board unanimously adopted Resolution No. 
13-06 making findings and recommendations regarding unmet transit needs that are reasonable 
to meet as required by the Transportation Development Act (TDA).   
 
FY 2013/14 PRELIMINARY FINDINGS OF APPORTIONMENT FOR LOCAL 
TRANSPORTATION FUND (LTF) AND PRELIMINARY STATE TRANSIT 
ASSISTANCE (STA) FUND ALLOCATION 
David Melko asked the Board to approve the preliminary findings of apportionment for both the 
Local Transportation Fund and the preliminary fund allocation for the State Transit Assistance 
fund.  Melko reviewed PCTPA’s role in the administration of the Transportation Development 
Act (TDA) funds, and reviewed the Local Transportation Fund (LTF) and the State Transit 
Assistance (STA) fund programs and as well as the findings of apportionments for LTF and 
STA.  A final version of the LTF and STA apportionments will be brought to the Board in 
August, at which time jurisdictions can submit claims for these funds.   
 
Upon motion by Treabess and second by Ruslin, the Board unanimously approved the attached 
preliminary findings of apportionment for the FY 2013/14 Local Transportation Fund (LTF) and 
the preliminary State Transit Assistance (STA) fund allocation for transmittal to local agencies 
and transit operators. 
 
PRELIMINARY DRAFT FY 2013/14 OVERALL WORK PROGRAM (OWP) AND 
BUDGET 
Celia McAdam noted this is a preliminary draft of next fiscal year’s Overall Work Program and 
Budget.  We will receive comments on this draft over the next few months and a final version 
will be brought to the Board for approval in May.  McAdam stated the budget balances and 
summarized the document, noting the major change from last year’s program is the addition of 
the environmental work for the widening of Highway 65 between I-80 and Lincoln.  McAdam 
also noted we are submitting several discretionary grants which, if approved, will need to be 
incorporated into the work program and budget at a later date. 
 
Upon motion by Holmes and second by Ruslin, the Board authorized the Executive Director to 
submit the preliminary draft FY 2013/14 Overall Work Program (OWP) and Budget to Caltrans. 
 
CRITERIA FOR PRIORITIZING TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS FOR 
DISCRETIONARY FUNDING 
Celia McAdam noted this has been a topic at the Board level for the last couple of months in 
looking strategically at the projects we are pursuing and ensuring that economic development 
comes in to play in terms of that prioritization.  The discussion from last month’s Board meeting 
was captured in the attachment to this staff report.  McAdam noted there are some funding 
sources that these criteria can very easily be applied to – those that we have discretion over.  
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However, we do not have control over the largest funding sources and that comes into play in 
terms of developing the criteria and staff recommendations for guiding principles.   
 
McAdam reviewed the criteria outlined which included guiding principles, economic 
development considerations, transportation considerations, funding considerations and additional 
considerations, noting this criterion does not have numbers associated with them – they are a 
sliding scale.  McAdam noted these criteria have not been applied to in our federal legislative 
program since they have not been approved.   
 
McAdam noted that we have recently received information regarding savings from the I-80 
Bottleneck Project, which would come to the Board for reprogramming since it is a federal 
earmark assigned to PCTPA.  We could redesignate these funds to a project in the Bottleneck 
area utilizing these criteria.  McAdam added our Technical Advisory Committee reviewed these 
criteria and has recommended them for Board approval. 
 
Upon motion by Holmes and second by Ruslin, the Board unanimously adopted Criteria for 
Prioritizing Transportation Projects for Discretionary Funding. 
 
FEDERAL LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM FOR 2013 
Celia McAdam noted the proposed Federal Legislative Program for 2013 was based on previous 
direction although these priorities do mesh with the criteria summarized from last month’s Board 
meeting.  McAdam provided background regarding transportation funding and asked the Board 
to adopt the outlined Federal Legislative Program for 2013, noting our top priorities are the 
Placer Parkway and the I-80/SR 65 Interchange Projects.   
 
Keith Nesbitt noted that Placer County lobbies in Washington DC a couple months before Cap to 
Cap.  Nesbitt suggested taking a small contingent to Washington DC focusing on Placer County 
in lieu of attending Cap to Cap in the future, hopefully gaining more impact for our projects.   
Jim Holmes stated he has attended Cap to Cap twice, but felt the separate Placer County effort 
was more effective, noting he just attended high level meetings with Supervisors Montgomery 
and Weygandt and the Assistant Secretary of the Department of Transportation, Federal 
Highway Administration, Boxer’s and Feinstein’s office.  Holmes addressed transportation 
issues in those meetings, explaining collaborative projects completed through PCTPA such as 
Sierra College Blvd., Douglas Blvd., I-80 Widening and the Lincoln Bypass, which led into the 
importance of the Placer Parkway project.  Holmes also mentioned Supervisor Montgomery 
represented the Tahoe area very well, attending a meeting with Congressman McClintock and 
she expressed how important transportation was for the Tahoe area. 
 
Nesbitt felt the one-on-one meetings scheduled by our Federal advocate, Sante Esposito, had 
more impact than the group meetings with Cap to Cap attendees.  Jack Duran mentioned he 
travels to DC three to four times a year representing clients, commenting at those meetings you 
can actually target the decision makers or those close to them. 
 
McAdam stated she has been attending ongoing planning meetings ensuring Placer’s interests are 
represented on the Transportation Committee for Cap to Cap and suggested that staff continue to 
participate and represent our priorities with the Transportation Committee, even if the Board 
does not attend.   
 
Nesbitt suggested attending Cap to Cap as planned this year and perhaps the Executive Director 
and the current Board Chair travel to DC before Cap to Cap in the future.  Holmes reminded all 
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to be cognizant of our regional partners as well and ensure we don’t step on any toes regionally.  
Tony Hesch commented he believes this is the most intelligent approach to Cap to Cap he has 
ever heard. 
 
Upon motion by Holmes and second by Ruslin, the Board unanimously adopted the Federal 
Legislative Program for 2013 and directed staff and federal advocates to represent these 
positions, including participation in the Sacramento Metropolitan Chamber of Commerce’s Cap-
to-Cap federal advocacy trip in April. 
 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
Celia McAdam reported staff is suggesting we combine our March and April Board meetings to 
April 10.  Chair Calvert has concurred with this and staff will poll Board Members to check their 
availability for April 10. 
 
Stan Nader reported effects from the opening of the Lincoln Bypass include an increase in some 
of the businesses and an increase in foot traffic downtown, and expressed his appreciation from 
the support of neighboring jurisdictions for this project.  There is still a lot of traffic on Lincoln 
Boulevard (Old SR 65), but fewer trucks traveling, thus reducing the noise.  The Bypass has had 
a positive effect in their community and Nader thanked the Board for their involvement in this 
project. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 10:09 a.m. 
 
 
 
_________________________________  ____________________________________ 
Celia McAdam     Sandra Calvert, Chair 
Executive Director 


