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C. Approval of Minutes:  January 30, 2013 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. 8 

 1. FY 2013 Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 5311 
Program of Projects 

Pg. 10 

 2. FY 2013/14 South Placer County Transportation Call Center 
Budget 

Pg. 13 

 3. FY 2012/13 Town of Loomis Funding Agreement for Projects 
Using Proposition 1B – Transit System Safety, Security, and 
Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) Funds 

Pg. 14 

 4. FY 2012/13 City of Rocklin Funding Agreement for Projects 
Using Proposition 1B – Transit System Safety, Security, and 
Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) Funds 

Pg. 20 

 5. FY 2012/13 City of Roseville Claims for Local Transportation 
Funds (LTF) - $5,484,565 

Pg. 27 

 6. FY 2012/13 City of Roseville Claim for State Transit Assistance 
(STA) Funds - $670,801 

Pg. 32 

 7. Cooperative Agreement with Caltrans for State Route 65 
Capacity and Operational Improvements Project (Galleria 
Boulevard/Stanford Ranch Road to Lincoln Boulevard) 

Pg. 42 

 8. Letter of Task Agreement and Master Agreement for Public 
Survey/Polling Services – Fairbank, Maslin, Maullin, Metz, & 
Associates 
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 9. TDA Financial Audit  
    

G. FY 2012/13 Unmet Transit Needs Analysis and Recommendations 
Final Report for FY 2013/14 
 

Action 
Pg. 61 

   
H. FY 2013/14 Preliminary Findings of Apportionment for Local 

Transportation Fund (LTF) and Preliminary State Transit 
Assistance (STA) Fund Allocation  

Action 
Pg. 65 

   
I. Preliminary Draft FY 2013/14 Overall Work Program (OWP) and 

Budget 
Action 
Pg. 69 

   
J. Criteria for Prioritizing Transportation Projects for Discretionary 

Funding 
Action 
Pg. 71 

   
L. Federal Legislative Program for 2013 Action 

Pg. 75 
M. Executive Director’s Report  
   
N. Board Direction to Staff  
   
O. Informational Items Info 
 1. Revenues and Expenditures for January (under separate cover)  
 2. PCTPA and WPCTSA December Quarterly Financial 

Statements (under separate cover) 
 

 3. TAC Minutes Pg. 80 
 4. Status Reports  
  a. PCTPA Pg. 83 
  b. AIM Consulting Pg. 86 
  c. Federal Advocates, Inc. Pg. 88 
  d. Capitol Corridor  Pg. 90 
 5. Newspaper Articles Pg. 94 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
MINUTES 

JANUARY 30, 2013 
 
The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency met on Wednesday, January 30, 2013 at 
9:00 a.m. at the Board of Supervisors Chambers, 175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, California. 
 
 ATTENDANCE: Tony Hesch    Celia McAdam 
    Jim Holmes    Scott Aaron 

Stan Nader (arrived 9:05 a.m.) Shirley LeBlanc 
    Keith Nesbitt    Luke McNeel-Caird 
    Susan Rohan    David Melko  
    Diana Ruslin    Susan Sholtis 
    Ron Treabess 
    Kirk Uhler    
 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Treabess, the minutes of the November 28, 2012 PCTPA 
Board meeting were approved as submitted, with Rohan and Ruslin abstaining. 
 
AGENDA REVIEW 
None. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
None. 
 
CONSENT CALENDAR 
Upon motion by Uhler and second by Treabess, the Board unanimously approved the Consent 
Calendar as submitted.   
 
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT FACTORS AS A CONSIDERATION IN PRIORITIZING 
TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS 
Celia McAdam welcomed new Board Members, noting this subject was suggested as an agenda 
item by a Board Member late last year.  Staff is seeking Board direction on how to move forward 
with utilizing economic development factors as a consideration in prioritizing transportation 
projects.  McAdam provided an issue paper in this staff report, emphasizing the potential 
considerations in economic development as well as transportation, equity, and aligning projects 
with funding eligibility.  She noted that the Agency does not have a much money to move 
forward with any projects, thus the reestablishment of the Regional Transportation Funding 
Strategy which met last Monday.   
 
McAdam provided a synopsis of previously used transportation funding sources, most of which 
are now dried up.  Potential criterion for adding economic development as a consideration in 
prioritizing transportation projects were enumerated, including employment, community growth, 
visitor/recreation travel and goods movement.  McAdam asked for Board direction for 
prioritizing transportation projects. 
 
Kirk Uhler stated the kinds of projects he thinks of when he thinks of spurring economic 
development are those that specifically are able to identify owners and users of adjacent 
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properties that need the increased capacity brought by expansion of roadways and creation of 
interchanges, in order for them to be able to move forward.  The Sierra College Blvd. 
Interchange is a great example of this concept.  Other pertinent projects include the proposed 
Whitney Ranch Blvd. extension to Highway 65; that interchange being the start of the Placer 
Parkway which opens up the industrial area and concurrently allowing for the Placer County 
Water Agency (PCWA) to extend their water line.  Uhler feels we should look to transportation 
project that further the plans of the private sector to construct specific projects that then add to 
our economic base by virtue of sales tax, transient occupancy tax and job opportunities.  Uhler 
discounts construction jobs; he is looking at what dollar can be spent today that helps to 
exponentially grow that economic base in the future and create a long-term, sustainable 
economic base by virtue of that improvement.  Uhler suggested an outreach effort to large 
property holders and commercial developers to ascertain what their plans are, what is hampering 
those development efforts, and what can we do to help move those plans forward. 
 
Keith Nesbitt commented since he has served on this Board most projects have dealt with 
congestion mitigation.  As these projects - such as the Lincoln Bypass and Placer Parkway - are 
developed, it creates more unbridled linear development along those new lines.  Nesbitt 
wondered at what point do we reach equilibrium with supporting our infrastructure, reducing 
congestion, and building bypasses and parkways which leads to future congestion.  McAdam 
responded that is an ongoing challenge in terms of our long-range plans since we need to provide 
for the anticipated population and job growth; we are constantly behind on this effort.  If we 
were able to construct the necessary infrastructure and programs improvements ahead of the 
projected growth we would not have congestion.   
 
Jim Holmes stated this Agency, Placer County and our cities have been proactive in addressing 
these kinds of concerns and trying to find that balance - which is a difficult endeavor. 
 
Ron Treabess asked for clarification if transit is included in transportation.  McAdam responded 
yes.  Treabess feels this discussion is beneficial and mentioned the Eastern Placer County area is 
looking at similar issues from a planning standpoint of having an ongoing revenue source to 
commence their efforts for economic development, deciding on their capital investments, transit, 
maintenance and operations as well as infrastructure for special events. This is a timely and 
beneficial discussion.  Treabess noted when we are talking about the potential criteria for 
employment related to improvement of access to workforce training, development, or education 
that will increase employability this will not only create employment but make it a more 
attractive place to be employed. 
 
Susan Rohan asked for clarification regarding Kirk Uhler’s suggestion regarding the proposal 
that PCTPA be more engaged with the private sector to ascertain what proposals are in play.  
Rohan has reviewed PCTPA Board packets for years, always reviewing the Technical Advisory 
Committee (TAC) meeting minutes which summarizes coordination efforts with the local 
governments and PCTPA staff.  Rohan feels PCTPA has been very proactive and helpful in 
identifying transportation funding opportunities for the various projects in their jurisdiction and 
ultimately those decisions are reflected in the projects that are ultimately funded.  Rohan 
inquired what more could be discussed than what staff is already doing.   
 
McAdam confirmed that is an accurate assessment of the TAC, adding any large landowner with 
a proposed project is a focus of the Public Works and Planning TAC members who contribute to 
the recommendations to the Board.  Regarding Uhler’s comment, McAdam feels we could also 
look at the economic development plans of each of the jurisdictions.   
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Uhler commented when you combine Lincoln’s and Roseville’s adopted General Plans and 
Placer County’s planning effort on the Placer County Conservation Plan, development is mapped 
out and we have hopefully reached parity.  
 
Rohan recapped Uhler was suggesting that PCTPA be more actively engaged in seeking out the 
private sectors players while McAdam suggested working in concert with the local jurisdictions.  
This is a policy that needs clarification, and Rohan feels the jurisdictions have to be included.  
Uhler concurred, noting that PCTPA has no land use planning authority.  McAdam clarified that   
PCTPA staff works in concert with the jurisdictions on projects such as working with the City of 
Rocklin staff to obtain State authorizations required to move forward on the Whitney Ranch 
Interchange project.   
 
Tony Hesch commented that the City of Colfax has a very aggressive I-80 Corridor 
Improvement Program which is directly impacted by Caltrans and I-80.  Colfax’s planning 
consultant contends Colfax’s exit ramps need to be modified to adjust to Caltrans’ requirements, 
which is a huge financial impact.  Hesch asked for assistance with this preliminary management 
team presence to not misspend funds on wasted consulting fees.  Hesch asked if they have 
money for a project in an independent funding stream that maybe those monies could be 
considered somehow matching, raising Colfax’s ability to seek funds to develop their program. 
 
Stan Nader stated access is key to economic development.  There has been a lot of discussion 
between commercial brokers and the City of Lincoln which could benefit the Lincoln as well as 
the Placer County region.  There has been an economic development component created by the 
Lincoln Bypass which could create impacts sooner rather than later. 
 
McAdam will provide a summary of this discussion at our next Board meeting. 
 
I-80/SR 65 INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT – NOTICE OF 
PREPARATION (NOP) 
Luke McNeel-Caird introduced Leo Heuston from our consultant CH2M HILL who will be 
assisting in the presentation on the I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements Project Notice of 
Preparation (NOP).  The NOP was released on January 2 and comments are due by January 30.  
We have notified Federal, State and local agencies that we are about to prepare the 
environmental document for this project.   
 
McNeel-Caird outlined the robust public outreach process including a stakeholder meeting, 
community workshop, and noted we are seeking additional comments from the Board and the 
public today.  All comments received will be used to scope the environmental studies of the five 
identified project alternatives. 
 
McNeel-Caird presented a project overview, goals and objectives of the project, and the draft 
purpose and need was outlined.   In 2011 there were 20 concepts which were reviewed.  Seven of 
these concepts emerged from the review process, which were presented to this Board in January 
of 2012.  Since then two additional concepts are being proposed to be eliminated, the Taylor 
Road Access Shifted Alternative and the Antelope Creek Connection concept.  The remaining 
five project alternatives proposed to move forward in environmental studies were presented by 
Leo Heuston, project manager.  Common benefits and concerns of the alternatives were 
reviewed.   
 
McNeel-Caird reported that we have received 55 comments to date from community members.  
Comments received thus far convey that the benefit of diamond-shaped Alternative 1 is 



  Page 4 

 

additional access to businesses and the impact is the southbound to eastbound ramp from SR 65 
to I-80 will encroach toward Secret Ravine.  The benefit of trumpet-shaped Alternative 2 is that 
it would not encroach into Secret Ravine as far.  The impact for Alternative 2 was that people 
didn’t feel the trumpet-shaped interchange was as desirable as the diamond-shaped alternative; it 
is less direct.  The Taylor Road Eliminated Alternative benefit would be improved traffic 
operations on I-80 with a significant negative impact on local businesses.  The benefit for TSM 
Alternative 4 is alternative modes of transportation.  McNeel-Caird noted components of the 
Transportation Systems Management (TSM) Alternative can be incorporated into the other 
alternatives.  The impact of TSM Alternative 4 is it is not a long-term solution because it is not 
capacity increasing.  Comments received from the Department of Fish & Wildlife, the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers and Central Valley Regional Water Control Board have been standard 
NOP comment letters. 
 
Comments will be received through January 30 and used to scope the environmental technical 
studies which will be worked on throughout the remainder of 2013.  In 2014 and 2015 we will 
conduct more stakeholder and community workshop meetings to solicit additional input.  In 2015 
we hope to finish up the environmental document and the project approval report which will go 
to Caltrans for approval.  McNeel-Caird asked the Board to concur with the five alternatives 
presented to move forward with the environmental technical studies.   
 
Kirk Uhler asked if Alternatives 1 and 2 also include the elimination of the Taylor Road 
Interchange.  Celia McAdam responded the interchange would be relocated in those alternatives.  
McNeel-Caird clarified that Alternative 3 eliminates the Taylor Road Interchange but I-80 and 
SR65 would still be widened.  All three alternatives will widen I-80 and SR65 and the difference 
between the alternatives is how we deal with Taylor Road.  Uhler expressed his frustration that 
we are looking at a 5-year process to get us to the possibility of hopefully starting to build 
something, while in 1956 President Eisenhower signed the Federal Highway Act that funded the 
construction of I-80 in California and by 1964, 200 miles of I-80 were completed.   
 
Susan Rohan stated Alternative 3 is very unpleasant for that area and if that interchange is 
eliminated there will be a lot of people upset.  Rohan expressed her support to move forward 
with the alternatives outlined.   
 
Diana Ruslin stated Alternative 3, the elimination of Taylor Road Interchange, is devastating.  It 
eliminates community access on Taylor Road.  Ruslin asked would all the agencies have to be in 
agreement to move forward with any alternative. McAdam confirmed that is correct.  A question 
posed on January 9 was whether the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) could move 
forward with this if they were going to fund the entire project.  McAdam stated they would have 
to deal with the Purpose and Need Statement for the project and would have to address the local 
access aspect.  Ruslin supports Alternatives 1 and 2 but Alternative 3 would be devastating. 
 
Keith Nesbitt noted it seems contradictory that Taylor Road could be completely cut off when 
we are discussing economic development as it relates to transportation.   
 
Ron Treabess commented a new, acceptable alternative could emerge from this planning and 
review process.  Treabess questioned whether we need to review all five alternatives or can we 
combine aspects of these alternatives to a new alternative?  McAdam stated Alternatives 4 and 5 
are required and Alternative 3 has been put on the table and with the data garnered thus far 
cannot be eliminated and ultimately we will need permits to move forward on this project.  We 
need concurrence from FHWA and we need to address their questions. 
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Uhler questioned if Alternative 1 is pursued and the existing loop is abandoned, can the area 
between the eastbound I-80 onto northbound SR 65 be reclaimed for any type of freeway 
commercial opportunity.  McNeel-Caird responded that Alternative 1 makes that a possibility 
and a potential benefit of that alternative.   
 
Rhon Herndon, Director of Public Works with the City of Roseville, stated the City supports 
Alternatives 1, 2 and 4.  They do not support Alternative 3 and view it as being harmful to the 
businesses along Taylor Road.  Alternatives 1 and 2 improve access to Taylor Road.  Alternative 
3 would adversely impact the existing interchanges at Eureka, Rocklin Road and Galleria and 
those interchanges are already impacted.  Roseville understands why Alternative 3 needs to be 
included in the document. 
 
Stan Nader asked whether it was mentioned that there are multi levels of structures and the 
highest is 100 feet so the aesthetics of the area will be significantly changed.  McNeel-Caird 
noted the preliminary design shows the highest structure is between 65 and 100 feet.   
 
Uhler noted the potential for the opening of an area to the southwest of the project which could 
provide a tremendous opportunity for a transit center, as it would have great bus access on and 
off the freeway as well as freeway commercial opportunities would be opened up. 
 
Rohan inquired whether the NOP process could result in a changed project description since 
transit parking may be added to the area.  McAdam responded it would depend on whether we 
included that as part of the actual project or just reference it as a benefit or as a subsequent 
project.  Changing the project description takes us back a couple of steps which would cost time 
and money.  Referencing these as opportunities and designating them as separate projects will 
firm up our current timeframe.   
 
Uhler asked if there is a reason we really have to move forward with Alternative 3.  McNeel-
Caird stated Caltrans is very interested in knowing what the results of that alternative are and 
feels if we are going to gain a collaborative process we should study this alternative to show the 
results. 
 
Rohan mentioned she understands why that alternative needs to be in the document and wants 
that alternative studied for the environmental review process. 
 
McAdam reiterated that this is a collaborative process.  We need to have Caltrans and the 
Federal Highway Administration onboard and they have expressed the need to have this 
alternative studied.  We need to include this alternative to address their concerns so ultimately 
we come up with an alternative we all agree on. 
 
Upon motion by Rohan and second by Ruslin, the Board unanimously concurred with the five 
alternatives for the I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements Project shown in Attachment 1 to 
move forward for study in the required environmental documents.   
 
ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 
CONVENE AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 
SERVICES AGENCY 
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EXTENSION OF THE NON-EMERGENCY MEDICAL TRANSPORTATION SERVICE 
PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENT WITH SENIORS FIRST 
David Melko asked the Board to authorize the Executive Director to sign Partnership Agreement 
Addendum No. 2 with Seniors First to extend the existing Non-Emergency Medical 
Transportation service commonly known as Health Express on a month-to-month basis for a 
period of six months, commencing January 1, 2013 through July 1, 2013.  Melko provided 
background of the agreement for the Health Express service which necessitates being extended 
since we are entering into a joint procurement with Placer County Transit for their Dial-A-Ride 
service to achieve cost efficiencies.   
 
Susan Rohan inquired if there are any funding implications as a result of the extension of this 
contract.  Melko responded this extension is included in the budget. 
 
Upon motion by Uhler and second by Ruslin, the Board unanimously authorized the Executive 
Director to sign Partnership Agreement Addendum No. 2 with Seniors First to extend the 
existing Non-Emergency Medical Transportation service on a month-to-month basis for a period 
of up to six months, commencing January 1, 2013 through July 1, 2013. 
 
ADJOURN AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 
SERVICES AGENCY 
 
CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION SERVICES AGENCY 
 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
Celia McAdam reported we normally recognize our outgoing Board Members at our January 
meeting.  Both Steve Harvey and Scott Yuill respectfully declined to attend today’s Board 
meeting for this recognition, so we will be mailing the plaques to these outgoing Board 
Members.  McAdam noted Yuill remains as our alternate for the City of Rocklin so we may be 
seeing him in that capacity. 
 
McAdam reported 40 members of the 51 member Funding Strategy Steering Committee met this 
past Monday.  Committee members outlined their transportation priorities including 
capital/roadway projects as well as senior and disabled transit, and non-emergency medical 
transit.  Priorities garnered were economic development and how transportation works into other 
priorities of the group.  We will take these priorities and summarize what PCTPA has been 
accomplishing on those projects. i.e., Bus Rapid Transit efforts and how to address the needs 
outlined from this meeting. 
 
McAdam noted the new My Rides brochure was provided to Board Members and we will be 
distributing this brochure to the public.   This new program is the new volunteer driver program 
with mileage reimbursement which the Board approved last year.  This service now extends out 
to Sheridan as well as to the Weimar and Dutch Flat and Foresthill areas.   
 
Susan Rohan noted she read the minutes of the November 28 Board meeting where Scott Yuill 
inquired whether the drivers of the My Rides Program were in any way creating any liability for 
PCTPA or the jurisdictions.  Rohan asked whether staff had any additional information regarding 
this issue.  McAdam stated this issue was discussed with both our attorney as well as our 
insurance agent and we were assured there was no liability to PCTPA or any of the jurisdictions.  
Rohan asked whether drivers were contracting with PCTPA or an individual jurisdiction.  Melko 
noted there is no contract per se; it is a volunteer-based program which is administered by 



  Page 7 

 

Seniors First.  The volunteer driver’s personal automobile insurance is sufficient for coverage 
and there is no contract with the jurisdictions or PCTPA.  
 
Meeting adjourned at 10:39 a.m. 
 
 
 
_________________________________  ____________________________________ 
Celia McAdam     Sandra Calvert, Chair 
Executive Director 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  February 12, 2013
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
 
Below are the Consent Calendar items for the February 27, 2013 agenda for your review and action. 
 
1. FY 2013 Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 5311 Program of Projects 
 FTA Section 5311 funds provide operating or capital assistance for transit in rural areas.  

Placer County Transit and the City of Auburn are the only transit operators who provide 
service in the rural areas of PCTPA’s jurisdiction.  In past years these funds have been used 
for operating assistance. The proposed FY 2013 program of projects consists of $352,175 in 
operating assistance funding for rural transit services within the City of Auburn and 
unincorporated Placer County (including TART service in the North Lake Tahoe basin). 
Both jurisdictions agree to allocate available Section 5311 funds based on a formula of 
revenue vehicle hours, revenue vehicle miles and ridership.  The TAC concurred with this 
recommendation at its February 12, 2013 meeting.  Staff recommends approval. 

 
2. FY 2013/14 South Placer County Transportation Call Center Budget  
 The City of Roseville submitted a proposed FY 2013/14 budget for the South Placer County 

Transportation Call Center. The proposed budget is set at $357,473, of which TDA funds 
comprise $276,463. The level of TDA funding is consistent with the agreed upon cap of 
$300,000 for Local Transportation Funds (LTF) set by the Transit Operating Working 
Group (TOWG). The scope of services proposed for FY 2013/14 is consistent with the terms 
of the Memorandum of Agreement approved by the PCTPA Board on February 17, 2010. 
The TOWG concurred with this recommendation at its January 29, 2013 meeting. The TAC 
concurred with this recommendation at its February 12, 2013 meeting. Staff recommends 
approval. 

 
3. FY 2012/13 Town of Loomis Funding Agreement for Projects Using Proposition 1B – 

Transit System Safety, Security, and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) Funds 
On January 30, 2013 the PCTPA Board approved a jurisdiction allocation plan for $229,743 
in TSSSDRA regional funds for FY 2012/13. PCTPA is the grant recipient for these State 
bond funds. The Town of Loomis’ application is for $4,539, which will pass through 
PCTPA. A Funding Agreement is needed with the Town of Loomis to pass through the 
TSSSDRA funds.  PCTPA will work closely with the Town to ensure the smooth flow of the 
funds, completion of the project, and funding requirements are met. A copy of the Funding 
Agreement between PCTPA and the Town of Loomis is attached. Staff recommends Board 
approval. 
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4. FY 2012/13 City of Rocklin Funding Agreement for Projects Using Proposition 1B – Transit 

System Safety, Security, and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) Funds 
On January 30, 2013 the PCTPA Board approved a jurisdiction allocation plan for $229,743 
in TSSSDRA regional funds for FY 2012/13. PCTPA is the grant recipient for these State 
bond funds. The City of Rocklin’s application is for $40,705, which will pass through 
PCTPA. A Funding Agreement is needed with the City of Rocklin to pass through the 
TSSSDRA funds.  PCTPA will work closely with the City to ensure the smooth flow of the 
funds, completion of the project, and funding requirements are met. A copy of the Funding 
Agreement between PCTPA and the City of Rocklin is attached. Staff recommends Board 
approval. 
 

5. FY 2012/13 City of Roseville Claims for Local Transportation Funds (LTF) - $5,484,565 
The City of Roseville submitted claims for $5,484,565 in LTF funds for FY 2012/13 - 
$847,645 for streets and roads purposes and $4,636,920 for transit. The City’s claims are in 
compliance with the approved LTF apportionment, and all transit needs that are reasonable 
to meet are being provided. Staff recommends approval, subject to the requirement that the 
City submit a complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
2012, prior to issuance of instructions to the County Auditor to pay the claimant in full. 
 

6. FY 2012/13 City of Roseville Claim for State Transit Assistance (STA) Funds - $670,801 
The City of Roseville submitted a claim for $670,801 in STA funds for FY 2012/13 for 
transit purposes. The City’s claim is in compliance with the approved STA apportionment 
and with all applicable STA requirements.  Staff recommends approval. 
 

7. Cooperative Agreement with Caltrans for State Route 65 Capacity and Operational 
Improvements Project (Galleria Boulevard/Stanford Ranch Road to Lincoln Boulevard) 
Staff recommends approval of the attached cooperative agreement with Caltrans for the 
State Route (SR) 65 Capacity and Operational Improvements Project. The project limits 
extend from 0.5 miles north of Galleria Boulevard/Stanford Ranch Road to Lincoln 
Boulevard. Caltrans completed the Project Study Report-Project Development Support 
(PSR-PDS) document on January 3, 2013. A cooperative agreement is required for all 
projects on the state highway. The cooperative agreement covers the next project phase of 
environmental and preliminary engineering and specifies that Caltrans will cover its own 
staff time during the next phase. As approved at the November 2012 Board meeting, the 
environmental and preliminary engineering phase of the project is being funded by the 
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) federal program. 

 
8. Letter of Task Agreement and Master Agreement for Public Survey/Polling Services – 

Fairbank, Maslin, Maullin, Metz, & Associates 
Staff recommends approval of the attached Letter of Task Agreement and Master 
Agreement for Public Survey/Polling Services with Fairbank, Maslin, Maullin, Metz, & 
Associates as outlined in their January 28, 2013 Response to Request for Qualifications. 
 

9. TDA Financial Audit 
Staff recommends acceptance of Placer County Transportation Planning Agency’s TDA 
Financial Audit for fiscal year 2011/12. 

 



  

 

 
 

CCAALLIIFFOORRNNIIAA  DDEEPPAARRTTMMEENNTT  OOFF  TTRRAANNSSPPOORRTTAATTIIOONN    
DDIIVVIISSIIOONN  OOFF  MMAASSSS  TTRRAANNSSPPOORRTTAATTIIOONN  

RRuurraall  TTrraannssiitt  aanndd  IInntteerrcciittyy  BBuuss  BBrraanncchh 
 

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION (FTA) 
SECTION 5311 REGIONAL PROGRAM OF PROJECTS (*POP) 

(Regular 5311 and Job Access Reverse Commute - JARC 5311) 
 

FFEEDDEERRAALL  FFIISSCCAALL  YYEEAARR  22001133    

  

  
  

 
OOppeerraattiinngg  AApppplliiccaattiioonnss  aanndd  CCaappiittaall  AApppplliiccaattiioonnss  aarree  dduuee  ttoo  DDTTRR  bbyy  AApprriill  55,,  22001133..    HHoowweevveerr,,  iiff  tthheerree  aarree  
iissssuueess  mmeeeettiinngg  tthhee  ddeeaaddlliinneess,,  pplleeaassee  nnoottiiffyy  yyoouurr  DDTTRR  aanndd  HHQQ  lliiaaiissoonn  aass  ssoooonn  aass  ppoossssiibbllee..    IInn  oorrddeerr  ttoo  ssuubbmmiitt  tthhee  
ggrraanntt  rreeqquueesstt  ttoo  FFTTAA,,  aallll  ssuuppppoorrttiinngg  ddooccuummeennttss  mmuusstt  bbee  ssuubbmmiitttteedd  ttoo  tthhee  DDMMTT  bbyy  AApprriill  1155,,  22001133..  

 
Regional Program of Projects (POP) receives final approval from Department of Transportation’s Division of Mass 

Transportation (DMT).  The DTR will notify the subrecipient of approval of programming in this cycle. 



  

 
County/Region: Placer District: 03 
Original Submission Date: 2-27-2013 Revision No. - Revision Submission Date: - 

 

FFEEDDEERRAALL  FFIISSCCAALL  YYEEAARR  22001133 
Section 5311 Program of Projects (POP)  

             Regular 5311                    JARC 5311   
 

(A) Available Funding: 
Carryover: (+) $0  

Estimated Apportionment [FFY 2013]: (+) $352,175  
(A) TOTAL FUNDS AVAILABLE:  = $352,175  

 
((BB))  PPrrooggrraammmmiinngg  ((PPOOPP))::  CCoommpplleettee  PPaarrttss  II  aanndd  IIII  

Federal Share 
Part I.   Operating Assistance - Total:   (+) $352,175 

Part II.  Capital - Total:   (+) $0 
 (B) Total [Programmed]:   (=) $352,175 

 
((CC))  BBaallaannccee    

Federal Share 
(A) Total Funds Available:   (+) $352,175 

(B) Total [Programmed]:    (-) $352,175 

* Balance:   (=) $0 

 

*BALANCE – Regional Apportionment Funds ONLY: 
o Please Note - 

 funds must be programmed in subsequent year 
 final approval to be determined by the Department 

o Request/Letter to carryover funds should include -  
 justification for programming postponement 
 purpose and project plan 
 letter of support from local Transportation Planning Agency 

 
  
  
((DD))  FFlleexxiibbllee  FFuunnddss  ((CCMMAAQQ,,  SSTTPP  oorr  FFeeddeerraalliizzeedd  SSTTIIPP))::  CCoommpplleettee  PPaarrtt  IIIIII  ((FFoorr  rreeffeerreennccee  oonnllyy))..    

 Federal Share 
(D)  Part III.  Flex Fund - Total: $0 

 
 

  

FFUUNNDDIINNGG  SSUUMMMMAARRYY  
 Federal Share 

(B) Regional Apportioned - Total [Programmed]:   (+) $352,175 
(D) Flex Fund - Total:   (+) $0 

 GRAND TOTAL [Programmed]:  (=) $352,175 
 

Contact Person/Title: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner Date: 2/12/2013 
Phone Number: (530) 823-4090  E-mail:   dmelko@pctpa.net  

 

Request for transfer will be applied for directly through the District 
- Local Assistance District Engineer, and Headquarters’ Division 
of Local Assistance. Division of Mass Transportation will receive a 
conformation once the transfer is completed. 



  

Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) – 
All federal funds to be used for transit projects must be included in a federally approved STIP.  A Transportation Planning Agency (TPA) must ensure that Section 5311 
projects are included in the Department of Transportation’s (Department) Statewide Transportation Federal Improvement Program (FSTIP), which is jointly approved by 
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and FTA.   
 
A copy of the federally approved STIP Page must be attached for all projects to be programmed through the Section 5311 program.  The project description and 
associated dollar amounts must be consistent with the federally approved STIP information. 
 
Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) are responsible for programming projects within their jurisdiction. Upon receiving the POPs from the Districts, Rural 
Transit & Procurement staff will submit Non-MPO / Rural Transportation organizations projects directly to the Department’s Division of Transportation 
Programming for inclusion into the FSTIP. 
 
For further guidance see the Department’s Division of Transportation Programming website:  
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/transprog/fedpgm.htm 
 
PART I.  Regional Apportionment - Operating Assistance  
For all Operating Projects - a complete application MUST be submitted with this POP.  
 
 

Subrecipient Project Description 
Federal 
Share 

Local 
Share 

(Excluding 
Toll 

Credit) 

Toll 
Credit 

Amount 

Net 
Project 

Cost 

PROGRAM 
OF 

PROJECTS 
DOC YR 

PROGRAMMED 
DATE OR 

AMENDMENT #
Placer County 
DPW –  Placer 
County Transit Auburn/Colfax/Alta Route  $12,000 $143,000  $0 $155,000 

PCT10491 
MTIP 13-00 

Pending SACOG 
approval 

Placer County 
DPW – Tahoe 
Area Regional 
Transit Tahoe City/Truckee Route  $150,000 $690,000  $0 $840,000 

PCT10491 
MTIP 13-00 

Pending SACOG 
approval 

Placer County 
DPW – Tahoe 
Area Regional 
Transit SR 267 Route $129,197 $186,103 $0 $315,300 

PCT10491 
MTIP 13-00 

Pending SACOG 
approval 

City of Auburn 
– Auburn 
Transit  

Auburn Transit Operating 
Assistance  $60,978 $339,000  $0 $399,978 

PLA25547 
MTIP 13-04 
Admin 

Pending SACOG 
approval 

Operating Assistance 
Funds Total  $352,175   $1,358,103   $0 $1,710,278 



EXPENSE ITEMS
FY 2010/11 
BUDGET

FY 2010/11 
ACTUAL

FY 2011/12 
BUDGET

FY 2011/12 
ACTUAL

FY 2012/13 
BUDGET

FY 2012/13 
Projected 

FY 2013/14 
PROPOSED 

BUDGET
Start Up Costs (Center and Transit Operators) $29,769 $29,769 $12,000 $5,455 $0 $0 $0
IT Projects, Integration of Health Express FY13 $18,440 $5,000 $13,000
Contract Services - MV Transportation * ! $41,733 $39,466.10 $252,808 $265,735 $265,000 $265,000 $284,000
Advertising/Printing/Mailers $11,000 $3,119.61 $5,600 $2,979 $9,300 $3,500 $3,500
Telephone Services $60 $2,000 $5,360 $2,772 $3,700 $3,700 $3,700
Travel and Training $750 $1,250 $1,100 $500 $500
Misc Call Center remodel supplies, serves. $5,812
Grant Administration $1,250 $2,500

General Liability Insurance $565 $565 $300 $670 $775
Indirect Site Costs $1,250 $5,000 $4,072 $5,150 $9,717 $3,500
2010 Census Data to PCTPA for SRTP update $8,500 $8,500
Reserve Fund ($30,000 1st FY, 10% of annual 
operational costs thereafter) $30,000 $30,000 $30,882 $30,882 $31,010 $31,010 $32,498

Prior Year actual (over) expenditures $698 $698 $15,234 

REVENUE ITEMS
FY 2010/11 
BUDGET

FY 2010/11 
ACTUAL

FY 2011/12 
BUDGET

FY 2011/12 
ACTUAL

FY 2012/13 
BUDGET

FY 2012/13 
Projected 

FY 2013/14 
PROPOSED 

BUDGET
Carry Forward Resources  

(prior FY Reserve plus under Budget amounts )
$30,000 $30,882 $31,010

Section 5317 New Freedom Grant $11,432 $11,432

Section 5307 ($150,000) at $50,000/yr. thru FY14 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000

LTF Claim Amount $116,880 $116,880 $284,948 $284,948 $300,000 $269,449 $276,463

(Over) or Under Budget: ($698) ($15,234) $0

$350,000 $350,331 $357,473

$11,212 

TOTAL REVENUES: $128,312 $128,312 $334,948 $314,948

** Anticipate staff time will be less than budgeted in FY13, but greater in FY14 due to incorporation of HE and inter-city trips; anticipate staff costs will again decrease following FY14.

* FY14 increase Reservationist FTEs from 3.5 to 4.0 for incorporation of HE & scheduling of inter-city trips

$334,948

! FY 12 Contract Services includes $1,805 as 1/2 of single audit of CTSA account ($3,610 total)

$350,331

South Placer County Transportation Call Center Proposed Budgets
FY11, FY12, FY13 and FY14

as of January 10, 2013

$330,182 

$16,000$16,000

Alternative Transportation Staff (Alternative 
Transportation Manager, Transportation Analyst, 
Administrative Technician), and mobility 
management services**

$4,000 $18,285$16,155.28 

$357,473

$16,000

$350,000TOTAL OPERATIONAL COSTS: $128,312 $129,010 



PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

February 27, 2013 

Rick Angelocci, Town Manager 
Town of Loomis 
3665 Taylor Road 
Loomis, CA 95650 

KEITH NESBriT 
City of Auburn 

STEVE HARVEY 
City of Colfax 

TOM COSGROVE 
City of Lincoln 

SANDRA CALVERT 
Town of Loomis 

SCOlTYUILL 
City of Rocklin 

JOHN ALLARD 
City of Roseville 

JIM HOLMES 
KIRK UHLER 
Placer County 

RON TREABESS 
Citizen Representative 

CELIA McADAM 
Executive Director 

SUBJECT: FUNDING AGREEMENT 13-01 BETWEEN THE TOWN OF LOOMIS 
AND THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 
AGENCY (PCTPA) FOR THE TOWN OF LOOMIS DEPOT PARK & 
RIDE FACILITY SECURITY CAMERA SYSTEM 

Dear Mr. Angelocci: 

This letter, when countersigned, authorizes funding by the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency (PCTP A) for work to be performed by the Town of Loomis for the Depot Park 
& Ride Facility Security Camera System Project. 

1. Funding Agreement: This Funding Agreement is the statement of contract specific 
requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by the Town of Loomis for 
the Depot Park & Ride Facility Security Camera System Project. The Town of Loomis 
Depot Park & Ride Facility Security Camera System Project will be funded under the 
Transit System Safety Security and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) included in 
Proposition 1B, the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality and Port Security 
Bond Act, approved by California voters in November 2006. The Town of Loomis Depot 
Park & Ride Facility Security Camera System Project Transit System Safety Security and 
Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) grant application for FY 2012113 is incorporated 
in this Funding Agreement. 

2. Term: Town is to commence work immediately and shall be completed no later than 
June 30, 2016, according to the project schedule I milestones provided in the Transit 
System Safety Security and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) grant application for 
FY 2012113. 

3. Scope of Services: Town will perform the tasks I milestones to manage and install the 
Town of Loomis Depot Park & Ride Facility Security Camera System Project provided 
in the Transit System Safety Security and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) grant 
application for FY 2012113. 

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



Town of Loomis Funding Agreement #13-01 
February 27, 2013 
Page2 

4. Personnel: Town will provide its own personnel to perform the work specified in the 
Funding Agreement. Town will also provide administrative support, management, and 
overhead expenses. 

5. Compensation: For services rendered, the Town of Loomis will receive a sum not to 
exceed the amount of$3,939 (plus accrued interest) identified in the Town ofLoomis 
Depot Park & Ride Facility Security Camera System Project Transit System Safety 
Security and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) grant application for FY 2012/13. 
Upon completion of the project, the Town shall submit one invoice for reimbursement. 
The invoice for payment shall reference the work completed and the hours and cost 
associated with each task I milestone. 

Ifthis Funding Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy. You may 
retain a copy for your own records. Questions concerning this Funding Agreement should be 
directed to David Melko of my staff at (530) 823-4090. 

Celia McAdam, Executive Director Date 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

Rick Angelocci, Town Manager 
Town of Loomis 

Date 

Attachment: Town of Loomis Depot Park & Ride Facility Security Camera System Project FY 
2012113 TSSSDRA Grant Application 

C: Brian Fragiao, Director of Public Works, Town of Loomis 
Will Garner, Transit Manager, Placer County 
David Melko, PCTP A 



EDMUND G. BROWN JR. 
GOVERNOR 

January 25,2013 

Celia McAdam 
Executive Director 

~~~!,~:~ ~ MANAGEMENT AGENCY 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
299 Nevada Street 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Subject: NOTIFICATION OF PROJECT ELIGIDILITY -REVISED 
FY 2012-13 California Transit Security Grant Program (CTSGP) 
California Transit Assistance Fund (CTAF) 
Grant# 6561-0002, PIPS# 061-91059 
Project Performance Period Ends March 31,2016 

Dear Ms. McAdam, 

MARKS. GHILARDUCCJ 
SECRETARY 

RECEIVED 
FEB 11 2013 

PCTPA 

The California Emergency Management Agency (Cal EMA) has approved funding under the CTSGP
CTAF, as referenced above. After review, Cal EMA determined that the project submitted by the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency meets the program guidelines and is eligible for ProplB funding 
in the total amount of $45,244. The project funding is broken down as follows: 

• Town of Loomis Depot Park & Ride Facility Security Cameras- $4,539 
• Multimodal Bus Stop/ Train Station/ Railroad Safety and Security Improvements - $40,705 

For the application to be finalized you must complete and submit the Governing Body Resolution, 
Authorized Agent Form, Assurances, and Financial Management Forms Workbook to the address below 
within six weeks from the date on this notice. 

The sole purpose of this notification is to advise you that this project meets the pertinent eligibility criteria 
but your project will be subject to available bond funding. As you were previously notified, there are no 
state funds currently available to support this project or reimburse your organization for eligible 
expenditures incurred. Cal EMA will update you with new information as conditions warrant. 

For further assistance, please contact your Program Representative, Amber Lane, at (916) 845-8660 or 
amber.lane@calema.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

~c~ 
BRENDAN A. MURPHY 
Assistant Secretary 

3650SCHRIEVERAVENUE • MATHER,CA95655 
HOMELAND SECURITY, PROP lB, & EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT BRANCH 

(916) 845-8510 Phone • (916) 636-3780 Fax 



Investment Justification Template 

B. Contact lnfonnation 
Point of contact's (POC) name and title: 
Lead Agency: 
David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner 
PCTPA 
299 Nevada St. , Auburn, CA. 95603 
530-823-4030 
dmelko@pctpa.net 

Implementing Agency: 
David Palmer, Engineering/Building Manager 
City Of Rocklin 
3970 Rockin Road, Rocklin, CA.95677 
916-625-5118 
dave.palmer@rocklin.ca. us 

Also include the corresponding information 
for the single authorizing official for your 
organization-i.e., the individual authorized 
to sign a grant award: 

Authorizing Official (AA) name and title: 
Celia McAdam, Executive Director 
PCTPA 
299 Nevada Street, Auburn, CA 95603 
530-823-4030 
530-823-4036 
emcadam@pctpa.net 

****NOTE -Label each project alphabetically and provide the following questions per project. 



Agency Name and FIPS: Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) 061-91059 

Letter and Project Title: City of Rocklin Multimodal Bus Stop/Train Station/Railroad Safety and 
Security Improvements 

D. Provide a brief description for this investment. 

Previous programs have provided funding to improve safety and security at existing Placer 
County Transits stops in the City Of Rocklin by providing shelters, benches, lighting and 
signage. This project will focus on safety and security improvements at the Rocklin 
Multimodal Station by providing shelters, benches and lighting for bus and train passengers 
using the Capital Corridor Trains and Safety improvements at grade crossings and along the 
UP Railroad corridor. 

E. Describe how this investment specifically addresses capital projects or capital expenditures. 

This project will involve the construction of transit facilities at the Rocklin Multimodal 
Station including shelters, benches and lighting and Safety improvements such as medians at 
grade crossings and fencing. 

F. Describe how the investment will achieve the safety, security, or emergency response 
benefit. 

Currently the bus stop and train passenger platforms do not have shelters, benches or 
lighting. This requires transit and train passengers to wait in the dark at certain times. 
Because of the waiting time, this increases the safety and security risks for the transit 
passengers waiting to use the system. By providing a lighted bus and train passenger shelters, 
visibility of the area improves and increases the security comfort of the passengers. Visibility 
makes it less susceptible for criminal activity. Medians at grade crossings will prevent 
vehicles from going around crossing arms and fencing will prevent pedestrians from crossing 
railroad tracks. 

G. Describe how this investment specifically meets the useful life for capital assets specified in 
subdivision (a) of section 16727. 

The facilities installed under this program will have a useful life of at least 15 years. This 
includes bus/train passenger shelters, benches, lighting, signage medians and fencing. 



Agency Name and FIPS: Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) 061-91059 

Letter and Project Title: City of Rocklin Multimodal Bus Stop/Train Station/Railroad Safety and 
Security Improvements 

H. Provide a high-level timeline, milestones and dates, for the implementation of this 
investment. Possible areas for inclusion are: stakeholder engagement, planning, major 
acquisitions, purchases, training, exercises, and process/policy updates. Up to 10 
milestones may be provided. 

Milestone 1: February 2014- Develop plan/design improvements. 

Milestone 2: April2014- Bid project to install safety and security improvements. 

Milestone 3: June 2014- Construct/install various safety and security improvements. 



PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

February 27, 2013 

Rick Horst, City Manager 
City of Rocklin 
3970 Rocklin Road 
Rocklin, CA 95677 

KEITH NESBITT 
City of Auburn 

STEVE HARVEY 
City of Colfax 

TOM COSGROVE 
City of Lincoln 

SANDRA CALVERT 
Town of Loomis 

SCOTT YUILL 
City of Rocklin 

JOHN ALLARD 
City of Roseville 

JIM HOLMES 
KIRK UHLER 
Placer County 

RON lREABESS 
Citizen Representative 

CELIA McADAM 
Executive Director 

SUBJECT: FUNDING AGREEMENT 13-01 BETWEEN THE CITY OF ROCKLIN 
AND THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 
AGENCY (PCTPA) FOR THE CITY OF ROCKLIN MULTIMODAL BUS 
STOP/TRAIN STATION/RAILROAD SAFETY AND SECURITY 
IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT 

Dear Mr. Horst: 

This letter, when countersigned, authorizes funding by the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency (PCTP A) for work to be performed by the City of Rocklin for the Multimodal 
Bus Stop/Train Station/Railroad Safety and Security Improvements Project. 

1. Funding Agreement: This Funding Agreement is the statement of contract specific 
requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by the City of Rocklin for the 
Bus Stop/Train Station/Railroad Safety and Security Improvements Project. The City of 
Rocklin Bus Stop/Train Station/Railroad Safety and Security Improvements Project will 
be funded under the Transit System Safety Security and Disaster Response Account 
(TSSSDRA) included in Proposition 1B, the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air 
Quality and Port Security Bond Act, approved by California voters in November 2006. 
The City of Rocklin Bus Stop/Train Station/Railroad Safety and Security Improvements 
Project Transit System Safety Security and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) 
grant application for FY 2012/13 is incorporated in this Funding Agreement. 

2. Term: City is to commence work immediately and shall be completed no later than June 
30, 2016, according to the project schedule I milestones provided in the Transit System 
Safety Security and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) grant application for FY 
2012/13. 

3. Scope of Services: City will perform the tasks I milestones to manage and install the 
City of Rocklin Bus Stop/Train Station/Railroad Safety and Security Improvements 
Project provided in the Transit System Safety Security and Disaster Response Account 
(TSSSDRA) grant application for FY 2012113. 

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



City of Rocklin Funding Agreement #13-01 
February 27, 2013 
Page2 

4. Personnel: City will provide its own personnel to perform the work specified in the 
Funding Agreement. City will also provide administrative support, management, and 
overhead expenses. 

5. Compensation: For services rendered, the City of Rocklin will receive a sum not to 
exceed the amount of $40,705 (plus accrued interest) identified in the City of Rocklin 
Bus Stop/Train Station/Railroad Safety and Security Improvements Project Transit 
System Safety Security and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) grant application for 
2012/13. Upon completion of the project, the City shall submit one invoice for 
reimbursement. The invoice for payment shall reference the work completed and the 
hours and cost associated with each task I milestone. 

If this Funding Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy. You may 
retain a copy for your own records. Questions concerning this Funding Agreement should be 
directed to David Melko ofmy staff at (530) 823-4090. 

Celia McAdam, Executive Director Date 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

Rick Horst, City Manager 
City of Rocklin 

Attachment: City of Rocklin Bus Stop/Train Station/Railroad Safety and Security 
Improvements Project 2012/13 TSSSDRA Revised Grant Application 

C: Dave Palmer, City of Rocklin 
Will Garner, Placer County 
David Melko, PCTP A 

Date 



EDMUND G. BROWN JR. 
GOVERNOR 

January 25,2013 

Celia McAdam 
Executive Director 

~~~!.~:~ ~ MANAGEMENT AGENCY 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
299 Nevada Street 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Subject: NOTIFICATION OF PROJECT ELIGffiiLITY - REVISED 
FY 2012-13 California Transit Security Grant Program (CTSGP) 
California Transit Assistance Fund (CTAF) 
Grant# 6561-0002, PIPS# 061-91059 
Project Performance Period Ends March 31, 2016 

Dear Ms. McAdam, 

MARKS. GHILARDUCCI 
SECRETARY 

RECEIVED 
FEB 11 Z013 

PCTPA 

The California Emergency Management Agency (Cal EMA) has approved funding under the CTSGP
CTAF, as referenced above. After review, Cal EMA determined that the project submitted by the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency meets the program guidelines and is eligible for ProplB funding 
in the total amount of $45,244. The project funding is broken down as follows: 

• Town of Loomis Depot Park & Ride Facility Security Cameras- $4,539 f 

• Multimodal Bus Stop/ Train Station/ Railroad Safety and Security Improvements - $40,705 

For the application to be finalized you must complete and submit the Governing Body Resolution, 
Authorized Agent Form, Assurances, and Financial Management Forms Workbook to the address below 
within six weeks from the date on this notice. 

The sole purpose of this notification is to advise you that this project meets the pertinent eligibility criteria 
but your project will be subject to available bond funding. As you were previously notified, there are no 
state funds currently available to support this project or reimburse your organization for eligible 
expenditures incurred. Cal EMA will update you with new information as conditions warrant. 

For further assistance, please contact your Program Representative, Amber Lane, at (916) 845-8660 or 
amber.lane@calema.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

~c~ 
BRENDAN A. MURPHY 
Assistant Secretary 

3650 SCHRJEVER A VENUE o MATHER, CA 95655 
HOMELAND SECURITY, PROP lB, & EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT BRANCH 

(916) 845-8510 Phone o (916) 636-3780 Fax 



Investment Justification Template 

B. Contact Infonnation 
Point of contact's (POC) name and title: 
Lead Agency 
David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner, 
PCTPA 
POC's full mailing address;299 Nevada Street, 
Auburn, CA 95603 
POC's telephone number;530-823-4030 
POC 's fax number; 
POC's email address; dmelko@pctpa.net 

Implementing Agency: 
Town of Loomis 
Brian Fragiao, Director of Public Works 
3665 Taylor Road, Loomis, CA 95678 
916-652-1840 
bfragiao@loomis.ca.gov 

Also include the corresponding information 
for the single authorizing official for your 
organization-i.e., the individual authorized 
to sign a grant award 

Authorized Agent (AA) name and title: 
Celia McAdam, Executive Director, 
PCTPA 
299 Nevada Street, Auburn, CA 95603 
530-823-4030 
530-823-4036 
cmcadam@pctpa.net 

****NOTE -Label each project alphabetically and provide the following questions per project. 



Agency Name and FIPS: Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) 061-91059 

Letter and Project Title: Town of Loomis Depot Park & Ride Facility Security Cameras Phase 3 

D. Provide a brief description for this investment. 

This investment of $§,9j9 $4,539 is to improve safety and security at existing Placer 
County Transit stop at the Town of Loomis Depot Parking & Ride Facility. The funds will 
be used to provide eight additional security cameras that can cover the entire park & ride 
lot and the bus shelter and can be monitored by computer at Town hall and the Sheriff's 
Department Currently the system has eight cameras covering the parking facility. The 
system will be expanded to 16 cameras to allow better coverage of the new parking facility 
constructed in the fall of2011. 

E. Describe how this investment specifically addresses capital projects or capital expenditures. 

The installation of security camera system meets the intent of the first objective by 
increasing the safety and security of the transit system and its passengers. This project also 
meets the 6th objective by providing security enhancements of transit stops/facilities. We 
believe that providing additional security cameras monitoring at the Depot Park & Ride 
bus stop will help prevent crime by creating a safer location that the Sheriff can monitor. 
We also believe that security cameras will improve passenger perception regarding the 
security of the transit system, and further discourage any threats against the bus driver or 
passengers waiting for the bus at the stop. Information will also be available for 
passengers assisting them with reporting of any suspicious activities. Since the installation 
of the first 4 cameras, there has been no vehicle vandalism or damage to public facilities. 
Four cameras were installed as part of the Phase 1 and four additional cameras were 
installed during Phase 2 of the project and staff was able to find blind spots in the parking 
lot that will require eight additional surveillance cameras. 

F. Describe how the investment will achieve the safety, security, or emergency response 
benefit. 

The Placer County Transit (PCT) service in the Loomis area runs hourly, requmng a 
relatively long wait between bus routes. This increases safety and security risks for 
passengers waiting to use the system. Providing a security camera system at the Town's 
Depot park & ride facility and bus shelter will provide a visible monitoring location thereby 
increasing the security comfort of the passenger. The visibility of the bus stop makes it less 
susceptible for criminal activity. Also the perception of a "soft" system is lessened because 
it displays that there is a regional effort to improve the safety and security of the Placer 
County Transit system. 



Agency Name and FIPS: Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) 061-91059 

Letter and Project Title: Town of Loomis Depot Park & Ride Facility Security Cameras Phase 3 

G. Describe how this investment specifically meets the useful life for capital assets specified in 
subdivision (a) of section 16727. 

The Security Camera System equipment installed under this program will have a useful 
life of at least 25 years. 

H. Provide a high-level timeline, milestones and dates, for the implementation of this 
investment. Possible areas for inclusion are: stakeholder engagement, planning, major 
acquisitions, purchases, training, exercises, and process/policy updates. Up to 10 
milestones may be provided. 

With the first and second Phases of the project complete, all the necessary base hardware 
is installed. Adding eight additional cameras under this request will be reasonably easy. 
The installation should be completed within 30 days once the cameras are received. From 
previous timelines, the ordering of the cameras should take 30 days. Therefore the entire 
project will take roughly 60 days. 
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TO: 

FROM: 

The 

CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 
TRANSIT PURPOSES 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

CLAIMANT: City of Roseville 

ADDRESS: 401 Vernon Street 

Roseville, CA 95678 

CONTACT PERSON: Mike Wixon, Alternative Transportation Manager 

RECfJVED 
JAN 2 4 2013 

PCTPA 

Phone: 916-774-5480 Email: mwixon@roseville.ca.us 

City of Roseville hereby requests, in accordance with the State of 

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

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

Year ___ 2_0_12....:./_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: $ 4,636,920 

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: $ 

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

APPROVED: 

.APP t:I CANT 

BY: <0 ;&~~-----?:> 

e;ry \'J\ 0-M~t( 
(signature) 

TITLE: 

DATE: 

---B-Y: 

PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

(signature) 

TITLE: 

DATE: 



TO: 

FROM: 

The 

CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 
STREETS & ROADS PURPOSES 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

CLAIMANT: City of Roseville 

ADDRESS: 401 Vernon Street 

Roseville, CA 95678 

CONTACT PERSON: Mike Wixon, Alternative Transportation Manager 

RECEIVED 
JAN 2 4 2013 

PCTPA 

Phone: 916-774-5480 Email: mwixon@roseville.ca.us 

City of Roseville hereby requests, in accordance with the State of 

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

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

___ 2_0_1_2/_13 ___ , for street and road purposes (P.U.C. 99400a) in the amount of$ 847,645 

to be drawn from the Local Transportation F.und deposited with the Placer County Treasurer: 

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

APPROVED: 

APPLICANT 

BY: 

TITLE: 

DATE: Jw 111 'U) l?z 

PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: 

TITLE: 

DATE: 

(signature) 



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 moneys. Please show BOTH prior year TDA funds (if 
any) and current year TDA funds to be used, provide the total cost of each project, and indicate all 
other sources of funding associated with each project. For capital projects, the projects listed and their 
associated costs and funding sources should be consistent with the budget developed in the TDA Claim 
Worksheet completed for the submittal of this claim. The total project cost and total funding source(s) 
listed below should balance for each project. See attached sample plan for additional guidance. 

Claimant: ________ C_i--'ty_o_f_R_os_e_v_ill_e _______ _ 

Fiscal Year: _________ 2_0_12_1_20_1_3 ________ _ 

Brief Proiect Descrietion Proiect Cost Source of Funding & 
Amount 

TRANSIT OPERATIONS Fare Revenue 954,500 
Interest Earnings 57,542 
STA Transit 670,801 
L TF Article 4 (FY12/13) 3,230,636 

TOTAL: $4,913,479 TOTAL: $4,913,479 

MAJOR TRANSIT CAPITAL PROJECTS Capital projects 1,146,099 Grants 1,460,000 
Rolling Stock Purch/lmprov 73,351 Deferred Revenue 3,637,333 
Louis/Orlando TP Project 2,350,612 L TF Article 4 (FY12/13) 1,406,284 
Sierra Gardens TP Project 580,555 
Maintenance Facility 2,353,000 

TOTAL: $6,503,617 TOTAL: $6,503,617 

STREETS & ROADS TSM & Bikeway Programs 797,645 
Bikeway Maintenance 50,000 

TOTAL: $847,645 L TF Article 8 (FY12/13) $847,645 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency Revised August 20 7 2 



RESOLUTION NO. 13-08 

APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF THE 2012-2013 
TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT CLAIMS TO THE PLACER COUNTY 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

WHEREAS, the California Public Utilities Code, commencing with Section 99200, and 
Title 21 of the California Code of Regulations, commencing with Section 6600, authorize local 
transportation funding available through the Local Transportation Fund and State Transit 
Assistance Fund established by the Transportation Development Act; and 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency is responsible for 
reviewing and approving annual transportation claims, and for making allocations from the 
Local Transportation Fund and State Transit Assistance Funds; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of 
Roseville hereby authorizes and directs the City Manager to execute the 2012-2013 
Transportation Development Act Claims to the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
as follows: 

1. Local Transportation Funds for transit purposes as authorized by Article 4, 
commencing with Section 99260 of the California Public Utilities Code and for streets and 
roads purposes authorized by Article 8, commencing with Section 99400 of the California 
Public Utilities Code, in an aggregate amount not to exceed $5,484,565. 

2. State Transit Assistance Funds for transit operations, as authorized by Section 
99313 and Section 99314 of the California Public Utilities Code, Chapter 4, Article 6.5, in an 
aggregate amount not to exceed $670,801. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Roseville this 16th day of 
January , 2013, by the following vote on roll call: 

AYES COUNCILMEMBERS: Roccucci, Herman, Garcia, Gore, Rohan 

NOES COtJNCILMEwffiERS: None 

ABSENT COUNCILMEMBERS: None 

MAYOR 

ATTEST: 

~&~ 
City Clerk 



PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS TO THE 
CITY OF ROSEVILLE 

RESOLUTION NO. 13-07 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
at a regular meeting held February 27, 2013 by the following vote on roll call: 

Ayes: 

Noes: 

Absent: 

Signed and approved by me after its passage. 

Chair 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

Executive Director 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has been designated by the 
Secretary as the transportation planning agency for Placer County, excluding the Lake Tahoe 
Basin, in accordance with the Transportation Development Act, as amended; and 

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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Agency has reviewed the claim and has 
made the following allocations from the 2012/13 fiscal year funds. 

1. To the City of Roseville for projects conforming to 
Article 4 of the Act: 

2. To the City of Roseville for projects conforming to 
Article 8(a) of the Act 

$ 4,636,920 

$ 847,645 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that allocation instructions are hereby approved for the County 
Auditor to pay the claimants. Claimant must submit a complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 2012, prior to issuance of said instructions to the County Auditor 
to pay the claimant. 



TO: 

FROM: 

CLAIM FOR STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

CLAIMANT: City of Roseville 

ADDRESS: 401 Vernon Street 

Roseville, CA 95678 

CONTACT PERSON: Mike Wixon, Alternative Transportation Manager 

RECEIVED 
JAN 2 4 2013 

PCTPA 

Phone: 916-774-5480 Email: mwixon@roseville.ca.us 

The ________ C_it..:...y_o_fR_o_se_v_ill_e _______ 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 

$ 670,801 ------- for Fiscal Year ___ 2_0_1_2/_13 ___ , to be drawn from the State Transit Assistance 

fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer. 

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

APPROVED: 

APPLICANT 

BY: 

TITLE: 

DATE: 

PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: 

TITLE: 

DATE: 

(signature) 



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 moneys. Please show BOTH prior year TDA funds (if 
any) and current year TDA funds to be used, provide the total cost of each project, and indicate all 
other sources of funding associated with each project. For capital projects, the projects listed and their 
associated costs and funding sources should be consistent with the budget developed in the TDA Claim 
Worksheet completed for the submittal of this claim. The total project cost and total funding source(s) 
listed below should balance for each project. See attached sample plan for additional guidance. 

Claimant: ________ C_i-'-ty_o_f_Ro_s_e_vi_lle _______ _ 

Fiscal Year: _________ 2_0_12_1_20_1_3 ________ _ 

Brief Project Description Project Cost Source of Funding & 
Amount 

TRANSIT OPERATIONS Fare Revenue 954,500 
Interest Earnings 57,542 
STA Transit 670,801 
LTF Article 4 (FY12/13) 3,230,636 

TOTAL: $4,913,479 TOTAL: $4,913,479 

MAJOR TRANSIT CAPITAL PROJECTS Capital projects 1,146,099 Grants 1,460,000 
Rolling Stock Purch/lmprov 73,351 Deferred Revenue 3,637,333 
Louis/Orlando TP Project 2,350,612 L TF Article 4 (FY12/13) 1,406,284 
Sierra Gardens TP Project 580,555 
Maintenance Facility 2,353,000 

TOTAL: $6,503,617 TOTAL: $6,503,617 

STREETS & ROADS TSM & Bikeway Programs 797,645 
Bikeway Maintenance 50,000 

i 

TOTAL: $847,645 L TF Article 8 (FY12/13) $847,645 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency Revised August 20 7 2 



RESOLUTION NO. 13-08 

APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF THE 2012-2013 
TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT CLAIMS TO THE PLACER COUNTY 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

WHEREAS, the California Public Utilities Code, commencing with Section 99200, and 
Title 21 of the California Code of Regulations, commencing with Section 6600, authorize local 
transportation funding available through the Local Transportation Fund and State Transit 
Assistance Fund established by the Transportation Development Act; and 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency is responsible for 
reviewing and approving annual transportation claims, and for making allocations from the 
Local Transportation Fund and State Transit Assistance Funds; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of 
Roseville hereby authorizes and directs the City Manager to execute the 2012-2013 
Transportation Development Act Claims to the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
as follows: 

1. Local Transportation Funds for transit purposes as authorized by Article 4, 
commencing with Section 99260 of the California Public Utilities Code and for streets and 
roads purposes authorized by Article 8, commencing with Section 99400 of the California 
Public Utilities Code, in an aggregate amount not to exceed $5,484,565. 

2. State Transit Assistance Funds for transit operations, as authorized by Section 
99313 and Section 99314 of the California Public Utilities Code, Chapter 4, Article 6.5, in an 
aggregate amount not to exceed $670,801. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Roseville this 16th day of 
January , 2013, by the following vote on roll call: 

AYES 

NOES 

ABSENT 

ATTEST: 

COUNCILMEMBERS: 

COUNCILMEMBERS: 

COUNCILMEMBERS: 

~&~ 
City Clerk 

Roccucci, Herman, Garcia, Gore, Rohan 

None 

None 

MAYOR 



PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF 
STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS TO 
THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 

RESOLUTION NO. 13-08 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
at a regular meeting held February 27, 2013 by the following vote on roll call: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

Signed and approved by me after its passage. 

Chair 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

Executive Director 

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 



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 fmdings and allocations: 

1. The claimant's proposed expenditures are in conformity 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 fmding shall make specific reference to the improvements recommended and 
to the efforts made by the operator to implement them. 

b) For an allocation made to an operator for its operating cost, the operator is not 
precluded by any contract entered into on or after June 28, 1979, from 
employment of part-time drivers or from contracting with common carriers of 
persons operating under a franchise or 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 the City of Roseville of $670,801 in State Transit Assistance Funds (PUC 99313 
and PUC 99314) for transit purposes. 



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

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the claimant be notified of the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency's action on their claim. 
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COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT 
State Independent Quality Assurance (IQA) 

 
This Agreement, effective on ______________________________, is between the State of 
California, acting through its Department of Transportation, referred to as CALTRANS, and: 
 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency, a public corporation/entity, referred to 
hereinafter as PCTPA. 

 
RECITALS 

 
1. PARTNERS are authorized to enter into a cooperative agreement for improvements to the 

state highway system (SHS) per the California Streets and Highways Code sections 114 
and 130. 
 

2. For the purpose of this Agreement, capacity and operational improvements (HOV) in 
Placer County will be referred to hereinafter as PROJECT.  
 

3. All responsibilities assigned in this Agreement will be referred to hereinafter as 
OBLIGATIONS. 
 

4. This Agreement includes the following PROJECT COMPONENTS: 
 Project Approval and Environmental Document (PA&ED) 

 
5. This Agreement is separate from and does not modify or replace any other cooperative 

agreement or memorandum of understanding between PARTNERS regarding the 
PROJECT. 
 

6. No PROJECT deliverables have been completed prior to this Agreement.  
 

7. In this Agreement capitalized words represent defined terms and acronyms. 
 

8. PARTNERS hereby set forth the terms, covenants, and conditions of this Agreement, under 
which they will accomplish OBLIGATIONS. 
 
 

RESPONSIBILITIES 
 
9. PCTPA is SPONSOR for 100% of PROJECT. 

 
10. PCTPA is the only FUNDING PARTNER for this Agreement. 

 
11. PCTPA is the IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for: 

 Project Approval and Environmental Document (PA&ED) 
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12. CALTRANS is the CEQA lead agency for PROJECT.  
 

13. CALTRANS is the NEPA lead agency for PROJECT. 
 

14. PCTPA will prepare the environmental documentation for the PROJECT. 
 

15. CALTRANS will provide Independent Quality Assurance (IQA) for the portions of WORK 
within existing and proposed SHS right-of-way.  CALTRANS will perform its QC/QAP 
process review for environmental documentation. 
 
 

SCOPE 
 
Scope: General 
 
16. PCTPA will perform all OBLIGATIONS in accordance with federal and California laws, 

regulations, and standards; FHWA STANDARDS; and CALTRANS STANDARDS.  
 

17. CALTRANS retains the right to reject noncompliant WORK, protect public safety, 
preserve property rights, and ensure that all WORK is in the best interest of the SHS. 
 

18. PCTPA will ensure that personnel participating in OBLIGATIONS are appropriately 
qualified or licensed to perform the tasks assigned to them.  
 

19. PARTNERS will invite each other to participate in the selection of any consultants who 
participate in OBLIGATIONS. 
 

20. If WORK is done under contract (not completed by PCTPA's own employees) and is 
governed by the California Labor Code’s definition of “public works” (section 1720(a)), 
PCTPA will conform to sections 1720 – 1815 of the California Labor Code and all 
applicable regulations and coverage determinations issued by the Director of Industrial 
Relations. 
 

21. CALTRANS will issue, upon proper application, the encroachment permits required for 
WORK within SHS right-of-way.  Contractors and/or agents, and utility owners will not 
perform activities within the SHS right-of-way without an encroachment permit issued in 
their name. 
 

22. If PCTPA discovers unanticipated cultural, archaeological, paleontological, or other 
protected resources during WORK, all WORK in that area will stop and PCTPA will notify 
CALTRANS within 24 hours of discovery. WORK may only resume after a qualified 
professional has evaluated the nature and significance of the discovery and a plan is 
approved for its removal or protection.  
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23. PARTNERS will hold all administrative drafts and administrative final reports, studies, 
materials, and documentation relied upon, produced, created, or utilized for PROJECT in 
confidence to the extent permitted by law and where applicable, the provisions of 
California Government Code section 6254.5(e) shall protect the confidentiality of such 
documents in the event that said documents are shared between PARTNERS. 

 
PARTNERS will not distribute, release, or share said documents with anyone other than 
employees, agents, and consultants who require access to complete PROJECT without 
the written consent of the PARTNER authorized to release them, unless required or 
authorized to do so by law.  

 
24. If a PARTNER receives a public records request pertaining to OBLIGATIONS, that 

PARTNER will notify PARTNERS within five (5) working days of receipt and make 
PARTNERS aware of any disclosed public documents. PARTNERS will consult with each 
other prior to the release of any public documents related to the PROJECT. 
 

25. If HM-1 or HM-2 is found during any PROJECT COMPONENT, PCTPA will 
immediately notify CALTRANS. 
 

26. CALTRANS, independent of PROJECT, is responsible for any HM-1 found within the 
existing SHS right-of-way. CALTRANS will undertake HM MANAGEMENT 
ACTIVITIES related to HM-1 with minimum impact to PROJECT schedule.  
 

27. If HM-1 is found within PROJECT limits and outside the existing SHS right-of-way, 
responsibility for such HM-1 rests with the owner(s) of the parcel(s) on which the HM-1 is 
found. PCTPA, in concert with the local agency having land use jurisdiction over the 
parcel(s), will ensure that HM MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to HM-1 are 
undertaken with minimum impact to PROJECT schedule. 
 

28. If HM-2 is found within PROJECT limits, the public agency responsible for the 
advertisement, award, and administration (AAA) of the PROJECT construction contract 
will be responsible for HM MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to HM-2.  
 

29. CALTRANS’ acquisition or acceptance of title to any property on which any HM-1 or 
HM-2 is found will proceed in accordance with CALTRANS’ policy on such acquisition.  
 

30. PARTNERS will comply with all of the commitments and conditions set forth in the 
environmental documentation, environmental permits, approvals, and applicable 
agreements as those commitments and conditions apply to each PARTNER’s 
responsibilities in this Agreement. 
 

31. Upon OBLIGATION COMPLETION, ownership or title to all materials and equipment 
constructed or installed for the operations and/or maintenance of the SHS within SHS 
right-of-way as part of WORK become the property of CALTRANS. 

 
CALTRANS will not accept ownership or title to any materials or equipment constructed 
or installed outside SHS right-of-way. 
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32. PCTPA will accept, reject, compromise, settle, or litigate claims of any non-Agreement 
parties hired to do WORK in that component.  
 

33. If PCTPA funds any part of OBLIGATIONS with state or federal funds administered by 
CALTRANS then the following will apply to all funding types included in this Agreement: 

 
PCTPA will maintain, and will ensure that any party hired by PCTPA to participate in 
OBLIGATIONS will maintain, a financial management system that conforms to 
Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP), and that can properly accumulate 
and segregate incurred PROJECT costs and billings. 
 
PCTPA will comply and will ensure that any party hired to participate in 
OBLIGATIONS will comply with the federal cost principles of 2 CFR Part 225 and 
federal administrative requirements outlined in 49 CFR Part 18. 
 
PARTNERS will maintain and make available to each other all OBLIGATIONS-related 
documents, including financial data, during the term of this Agreement. 
 
PARTNERS have the right to audit each other in accordance with generally accepted 
governmental audit standards. 
 

CALTRANS, the state auditor, FHWA, (if PROJECT utilizes federal funds) and 
PCTPA will have access to all OBLIGATIONS-related records of each PARTNER, 
and any party hired by a PARTNER to participate in OBLIGATIONS, for audit, 
examination, excerpt, or transcription. 
 
The examination of any records will take place in the offices and locations where said 
records are generated and/or stored and will be accomplished during reasonable hours 
of operation. The auditing PARTNER will be permitted to make copies of any 
OBLIGATIONS-related records needed for the audit. 
 
The audited PARTNER will review the draft audit, findings, and recommendations, 
and provide written comments within 30 calendar days of receipt. 
 
Upon completion of the final audit, PARTNERS have 30 days to refund or invoice as 
necessary in order to satisfy the obligation of the audit. 
 
Any audit dispute not resolved by PARTNERS is subject to mediation.  Mediation 
will follow the process described in the General Conditions section of this 
Agreement. 
 

PCTPA will undergo an annual audit in accordance with the Single Audit Act of OMB 
Circular A-133. 
 
Any other party hired to participate in OBLIGATIONS will conduct a pre-award audit of 
that party in accordance with the Local Assistance Procedures Manual. 
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34. If WORK stops for any reason, PCTPA will place PROJECT right-of-way in a safe and 
operable condition acceptable to CALTRANS.  
 

35. If WORK stops for any reason, PCTPA will continue to implement all of its applicable 
commitments and conditions included in the PROJECT environmental documentation, 
permits, agreements, or approvals that are in effect at the time that WORK stops, as they 
apply to PCTPA's responsibilities in this Agreement, in order to keep PROJECT in 
environmental compliance until WORK resumes. 
 

36. PCTPA will furnish CALTRANS with all relevant deliverables and history files within one 
hundred eighty (180) days following the completion of each PROJECT COMPONENT. 
 
 

Scope: Environmental Permits, Approvals and Agreements 
 
37. Each PARTNER identified in the Environmental Permits table below accepts the 

responsibility to complete the assigned activities.  If PARTNERS later determine that an 
environmental permit, approval or agreement is necessary PARTNERS will amend this 
Agreement to ensure completion and implementation of all environmental permits, 
approvals, and agreements. 
 

ENVIRONMENTAL PERMITS 
PERMIT COORD. PREPARE OBTAIN IMPLEMENT RENEW AMEND 

404 USACOE PCTPA PCTPA PCTPA PCTPA PCTPA PCTPA 
NPDES SWRCB PCTPA PCTPA PCTPA PCTPA PCTPA PCTPA 
RWQCB State Waste Discharge 
Rqmts (Porter Cologne) 

PCTPA PCTPA PCTPA PCTPA PCTPA PCTPA 

FESA Section 10 USFWS PCTPA PCTPA PCTPA PCTPA PCTPA PCTPA 
1602 DFG PCTPA PCTPA PCTPA PCTPA PCTPA PCTPA 

 
 
Scope: Project Approval and Environmental Document (PA&ED) 
 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
 
38. CALTRANS will determine the type of environmental documentation required and will 

cause that documentation to be prepared.  
 

39. CEQA environmental documentation will follow the CALTRANS STANDARDS that 
apply to the CEQA process including, but not limited to, the guidance provided in the 
Standard Environmental Reference available at www.dot.ca.gov/ser.  
 

40. PCTPA will prepare the appropriate CEQA environmental documentation to meet CEQA 
requirements.  
 

41. Any portion of the CEQA environmental documentation prepared by PCTPA, including 
any studies and reports, will be submitted to the CALTRANS for review, comment, and 
approval at appropriate stages of development prior to public availability. 
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42. PCTPA will prepare, publicize, and circulate all CEQA-related public notices and will 
submit said notices to CALTRANS for review, comment, and approval prior to publication 
and circulation.  
 

43. PCTPA will plan, schedule, prepare materials for, and host all CEQA-related public 
meetings and will submit all materials to CALTRANS for review, comment, and approval 
at least 10 working days prior to the public meeting date.  
 

44. The CEQA lead agency will attend all CEQA-related public meetings.  
 

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
 
45. Pursuant to Chapter 3 of title 23, United States Code (23 U.S.C 326) and23 U.S.C 327, 

CALTRANS is the NEPA lead agency for the PROJECT and is responsible for NEPA 
compliance. 
 

46. Any NEPA environmental documentation prepared by PCTPA will follow FHWA and 
CALTRANS STANDARDS that apply to the NEPA process including, but not limited to, 
the guidance provided in the FHWA Environmental Guidebook (available at 
www.fhwa.dot.gov/hep/index.htm) and the Standard Environmental Reference (SER 
available at http://www.dot.ca.gov/ser/). 
 

47. PCTPA will prepare the appropriate NEPA environmental documentation to meet NEPA 
requirements.  
 

48. NEPA environmental documentation prepared by PCTPA (including, but not limited to, 
studies, reports, public notices, and public meeting materials, determinations, 
administrative drafts, and final environmental documents) will be submitted to 
CALTRANS for review, comment, and approval prior to public availability. 
 

49. PCTPA will prepare, publicize, and circulate all NEPA-related public notices, except 
Federal Register notices. PCTPA will submit all notices to CALTRANS for CALTRANS’ 
review, comment, and approval prior to publication and circulation. 

 
CALTRANS will work with the appropriate federal agency to publish notices in the 
Federal Register. 

 
 

50. The NEPA lead agency will attend all NEPA-related public meetings.  
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51. If PCTPA holds a public meeting about PROJECT, PCTPA must clearly state its role in 
PROJECT and identify the CEQA and NEPA lead agencies on all meeting publications. 
All meeting publications must also inform the attendees that public comments collected at 
the meetings are not part of the CEQA or NEPA public review process. 

 
PCTPA will submit all meeting advertisements, agendas, exhibits, handouts, and 
materials to the appropriate lead agency for review, comment, and approval at least 10 
working days prior to publication or use. If PCTPA makes any changes to the materials, 
it will allow the appropriate lead agency to review, comment on, and approve those 
changes at least three (3) working days prior to the public meeting date. 
 
CALTRANS maintains final editorial control with respect to text or graphics that could 
lead to public confusion over CEQA-related roles and responsibilities. CALTRANS has 
final approval authority with respect to text or graphics that could lead to public 
confusion over NEPA-related roles and responsibilities. 
 

52. Any PARTNER preparing environmental documentation, including the studies and reports, 
will ensure that qualified personnel remain available to help resolve environmental issues 
and perform any necessary work to ensure that PROJECT remains in environmental 
compliance. 
 

 
COST 

 
Cost: General 
 
53. All costs associated with completing the PROJECT, except where otherwise noted in this 

agreement, are the responsibility of PCTPA including, but not limited to: 
 Legal challenges, awards, judgments, settlements, fines, interest, and penalties. 
 Public meetings. 
 Environmental commitments and compliance. 
 Obtaining, implementing and renewing resource agency permits. 
 Preparing, publicizing, and circulating all CEQA and NEPA related public notices. 
 Planning, scheduling, and hosting all CEQA and NEPA related public hearings. 

 
54. CALTRANS, independent of PROJECT, will pay, or cause to be paid, all costs for HM 

MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to HM-1 found within the existing SHS right-of-
way.  
 

55. Independent of PROJECT, all costs for HM MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to 
HM-1 found within PROJECT limits and outside the existing SHS right-of-way will be the 
responsibility of the owner(s) of the parcel(s) where the HM-1 is located.    
 

56. Independent of OBLIGATIONS cost, CALTRANS will fund the cost of its own IQA for 
WORK done within existing or proposed future SHS right-of-way. 

 
Independent of OBLIGATIONS cost, CALTRANS will fund the cost of its QC/QAP 
process review for environmental documentation. 
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57. CALTRANS will provide encroachment permits to PARTNERS, their contractors, 

consultants and agents, at no cost.  
 
 

BILLING AND PAYMENT 
 

58. If the PROJECT uses CALTRANS administered funds then the following will apply: 
 
If an executed Program Supplement Agreement (PSA) or STIP Planning, Programming, 
and Monitoring Program Fund Transfer Agreement (PPM) exists for this PROJECT then 
PCTPA will abide by the billing and payment conditions detailed for the fund types 
identified in the PSA or PPM. 
 
If CALTRANS reimburses PCTPA for any costs later determined to be unallowable, 
PCTPA will reimburse those funds. 

 
 

SCHEDULE 
 

59. PCTPA will manage the schedule for OBLIGATIONS through the work plan included in the 
PROJECT MANAGEMENT PLAN. 
 
 

GENERAL CONDITIONS 
 

60. PARTNERS understand that this Agreement is in accordance with and governed by the 
Constitution and laws of the State of California. This Agreement will be enforceable in the 
State of California. Any PARTNER initiating legal action arising from this Agreement will 
file and maintain that legal action in the Superior Court of the county in which the 
CALTRANS district office that is signatory to this Agreement resides, or in the Superior 
Court of the county in which PROJECT is physically located. 
 

61. All OBLIGATIONS of CALTRANS under the terms of this Agreement are subject to the 
appropriation of resources by the Legislature, the State Budget Act authority, and the 
allocation of funds by the California Transportation Commission.  
 

62. When CALTRANS performs IQA activities it does so for its own benefit. No one can 
assign liability to CALTRANS due to its IQA activities.  
 

63. Neither PCTPA nor any officer or employee thereof is responsible for any injury, damage 
or liability occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by CALTRANS 
and/or its agents under or in connection with any work, authority, or jurisdiction conferred 
upon CALTRANS under this Agreement. 

 
It is understood and agreed that CALTRANS, to the extent permitted by law, will defend, 
indemnify, and save harmless PCTPA and all of its officers and employees from all 
claims, suits, or actions of every name, kind, and description brought forth under, but not 
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limited to, tortious, contractual, inverse condemnation, or other theories or assertions of 
liability occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by CALTRANS 
and/or its agents under this Agreement. 

 
64. Neither CALTRANS nor any officer or employee thereof is responsible for any injury, 

damage, or liability occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by PCTPA 
and/or its agents under or in connection with any work, authority, or jurisdiction conferred 
upon PCTPA under this Agreement.  

 
It is understood and agreed that PCTPA, to the extent permitted by law, will defend, 
indemnify, and save harmless CALTRANS and all of its officers and employees from all 
claims, suits, or actions of every name, kind, and description brought forth under, but not 
limited to, tortious, contractual, inverse condemnation, or other theories or assertions of 
liability occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by PCTPA and/or its 
agents under this Agreement. 

 
65. PARTNERS do not intend this Agreement to create a third party beneficiary or define 

duties, obligations, or rights in parties not signatory to this Agreement. PARTNERS do not 
intend this Agreement to affect their legal liability by imposing any standard of care for 
fulfilling OBLIGATIONS different from the standards imposed by law. 
 

66. PARTNERS will not assign or attempt to assign OBLIGATIONS to parties not signatory to 
this Agreement. 
 

67. PARTNERS will not interpret any ambiguity contained in this Agreement against each 
other. PARTNERS waive the provisions of California Civil Code section 1654. 
 

68. A waiver of a PARTNER’s performance under this Agreement will not constitute a 
continuous waiver of any other provision. An amendment made to any article or section of 
this Agreement does not constitute an amendment to or negate all other articles or sections 
of this Agreement. 
 

69. A delay or omission to exercise a right or power due to a default does not negate the use of 
that right or power in the future when deemed necessary. 
 

70. If any PARTNER defaults in its OBLIGATIONS, a non-defaulting PARTNER will request 
in writing that the default be remedied within 30 calendar days. If the defaulting 
PARTNER fails to do so, the non-defaulting PARTNER may initiate dispute resolution. 
 

71. PARTNERS will first attempt to resolve Agreement disputes at the PROJECT team level. 
If they cannot resolve the dispute themselves, the CALTRANS district director and the 
executive officer of PCTPA will attempt to negotiate a resolution. If PARTNERS do not 
reach a resolution, PARTNERS’ legal counsel will initiate mediation. PARTNERS agree to 
participate in mediation in good faith and will share equally in its costs. 
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72. Neither the dispute nor the mediation process relieves PARTNERS from full and timely 
performance of OBLIGATIONS in accordance with the terms of this Agreement. 
However, if any PARTNER stops fulfilling OBLIGATIONS, any other PARTNER may 
seek equitable relief to ensure that OBLIGATIONS continue. 

 
Except for equitable relief, no PARTNER may file a civil complaint until after mediation, 
or 45 calendar days after filing the written mediation request, whichever occurs first. 
 
PARTNERS will file any civil complaints in the Superior Court of the county in which 
the CALTRANS district office signatory to this Agreement resides or in the Superior 
Court of the county in which PROJECT is physically located. The prevailing PARTNER 
will be entitled to an award of all costs, fees, and expenses, including reasonable attorney 
fees as a result of litigating a dispute under this Agreement or to enforce the provisions of 
this article including equitable relief.  

 
73. PARTNERS maintain the ability to pursue alternative or additional dispute remedies if a 

previously selected remedy does not achieve resolution. 
 

74. If any provisions in this Agreement are found by a court of competent jurisdiction to be, or 
are in fact, illegal, inoperative, or unenforceable, those provisions do not render any or all 
other Agreement provisions invalid, inoperative, or unenforceable, and those provisions 
will be automatically severed from this Agreement.  
 

75. PARTNERS intend this Agreement to be their final expression and supersedes any oral 
understanding or writings pertaining to OBLIGATIONS. 
 

76. If during performance of WORK additional activities or environmental documentation is 
necessary to keep PROJECT in environmental compliance, PARTNERS will amend this 
Agreement to include completion of those additional tasks. 
 

77. Except as otherwise provided in the Agreement, PARTNERS will execute a formal written 
amendment if there are any changes to OBLIGATIONS.  

 
78. PARTNERS agree to sign a COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT CLOSURE STATEMENT 

to terminate this Agreement.  However, all indemnification, document retention, audit, 
claims, environmental commitment, legal challenge, maintenance and ownership articles 
will remain in effect until terminated or modified in writing by mutual agreement. 
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DEFINITIONS 
 
CALTRANS STANDARDS – CALTRANS policies and procedures, including, but not limited 

to, the guidance provided in the Guide to Capital Project Delivery Workplan Standards 
(previously known as WBS Guide) available at 
www.dot.ca.gov/hq/projmgmt/guidance.htm.  

 
CEQA (California Environmental Quality Act) – The act (California Public Resources Code, 

sections 21000 et seq.) that requires state and local agencies to identify the significant 
environmental impacts of their actions and to avoid or mitigate those significant impacts, if 
feasible.  

 
CFR (Code of Federal Regulations) – The general and permanent rules published in the 

Federal Register by the executive departments and agencies of the federal government  
 
CONSTRUCTION CAPITAL – See PROJECT COMPONENT.  
 
COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT CLOSURE STATEMENT – A document signed by 

PARTNERS that verifies the completion of all OBLIGATIONS included in this Agreement 
and in all amendments to this Agreement.  

 
FHWA – Federal Highway Administration  
 
FHWA STANDARDS – FHWA regulations, policies and procedures, including, but not limited 

to, the guidance provided at www.fhwa.dot.gov/topics.htm.  
 
FUNDING PARTNER – A PARTNER that commits a defined dollar amount to fulfill 

OBLIGATIONS. Each FUNDING PARTNER accepts responsibility to provide the funds it 
commits in this Agreement.  

 
FUNDING SUMMARY – A document separate from this Agreement that documents the details 

of funding and billing/payment arrangements. Details include, but are not limited to, fund 
source, fund type, payment method, invoice frequency, deposit amounts and PROJECT 
COMPONENT in which funds are to be spent.  Funds listed on the FUNDING 
SUMMARY are “not-to-exceed” amounts for each FUNDING PARTNER.    

 
GAAP (Generally Accepted Accounting Principles) – Uniform minimum standards and 

guidelines for financial accounting and reporting issued by the Federal Accounting 
Standards Advisory Board that serve to achieve some level of standardization. See 
http://www.fasab.gov/accepted.html.  

 
HM-1 – Hazardous material (including, but not limited to, hazardous waste) that may require 

removal and disposal pursuant to federal or state law whether it is disturbed by PROJECT 
or not.  

 
HM-2 – Hazardous material (including, but not limited to, hazardous waste) that may require 

removal and disposal pursuant to federal or state law only if disturbed by PROJECT.  
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HM MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES – Management activities related to either HM-1 or HM-2 
including, without limitation, any necessary manifest requirements and disposal facility 
designations.  

 
IMPLEMENTING AGENCY – The PARTNER is responsible for managing the scope, cost, 

and schedule of a PROJECT COMPONENT to ensure the completion of that component.  
 
IQA (Independent Quality Assurance) – Ensuring that the IMPLEMENTING AGENCY’s 

quality assurance activities result in WORK being developed in accordance with the 
applicable standards and within an established Quality Management Plan (QMP). IQA does 
not include any work necessary to actually develop or deliver WORK or any validation by 
verifying or rechecking work performed by another PARTNER. 

 
NEPA (National Environmental Policy Act of 1969) – This federal act establishes a national 

policy for the environment and a process to disclose the adverse impacts of projects with a 
federal nexus. 

 
OBLIGATION COMPLETION – PARTNERS have fulfilled all OBLIGATIONS included in 

this Agreement, and all amendments to this Agreement, and have signed a 
COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT CLOSURE STATEMENT.  

 
OBLIGATIONS – All responsibilities included in this Agreement.  
 
OMB (Office of Management and Budget) – This federal office oversees the preparation of the 

federal budget and supervises its administration in Executive Branch agencies. 
 
PA&ED (Project Approval and Environmental Document) – See PROJECT COMPONENT.  
 
PARTNER – Any individual signatory party to this Agreement.  
 
PARTNERS – The term that collectively references all of the signatory agencies to this 

Agreement. This term only describes the relationship between these agencies to work 
together to achieve a mutually beneficial goal. It is not used in the traditional legal sense in 
which one PARTNER’s individual actions legally bind the other PARTNER. 

 
PSA (Program Supplement Agreement) – The document executed for PROJECT between 

PCTPA and the Caltrans’ Division of Local Assistance that authorizes payment and billing 
to occur with locally sponsored state and federal funds.. 

 
PROJECT COMPONENT – A distinct portion of the planning and project development 

process of a capital project as outlined in California Government Code, section 14529(b). 
 PID (Project Initiation Document) – The activities required to deliver the project 

initiation document for PROJECT. 
 PA&ED (Project Approval and Environmental Document) – The activities required 

to deliver the project approval and environmental documentation for PROJECT.  
 PS&E (Plans, Specifications, and Estimate) – The activities required to deliver the 

plans, specifications, and estimate for PROJECT.  
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 R/W (Right-of-way) SUPPORT –The activities required to obtain all property 
interests for PROJECT.  

 R/W (Right-of-way) CAPITAL – The funds for acquisition of property rights for 
PROJECT. 

 CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT – The activities required for the administration, 
acceptance, and final documentation of the construction contract for PROJECT. 

 CONSTRUCTION CAPITAL – The funds for the construction contract.  
 
PROJECT MANAGEMENT PLAN – A group of documents used to guide a project’s 

execution and control throughout that project’s lifecycle.  
 
QMP (Quality Management Plan) – An integral part of the PROJECT MANAGEMENT 

PLAN that describes IMPLEMENTING AGENCY’s quality policy and how it will be 
used. 

 
QC/QAP (QUALITY CONTROL/QUALITY ASSURANCE PROGRAM) – Per NEPA 

assignment CALTRANS will review all environmental documents as described in the Jay 
Norvell Memos dated October 1, 2012 (available at 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/ser/memos.htm#LinkTarget_705). This also includes the 
independent judgment analysis and determination under CEQA that the environmental 
documentation meets CEQA statute and Guideline requirements. 

 
SHS (State Highway System) – All highways, right-of-way, and related facilities acquired, laid 

out, constructed, improved, or maintained as a state highway pursuant to constitutional or 
legislative authorization.  

 
SPONSOR – Any PARTNER that accepts the responsibility to establish scope of PROJECT and 

the obligation to secure financial resources to fund PROJECT. SPONSOR is responsible 
for adjusting the PROJECT scope to match committed funds or securing additional funds to 
fully fund the PROJECT scope. If a PROJECT has more than one SPONSOR, funding 
adjustments will be made by percentage (as outlined in Responsibilities). Scope 
adjustments must be developed through the project development process and must be 
approved by CALTRANS as the owner/operator of the SHS.  

 
WORK – All scope activities included in this Agreement.  
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CONTACT INFORMATION 
 

The information provided below indicates the primary contact information for each PARTNER 
to this Agreement. PARTNERS will notify each other in writing of any personnel or location 
changes. Contact information changes do not require an amendment to this Agreement.  
 
The primary Agreement contact person for CALTRANS is:  
Samuel Jordan, Project Manager 
703 B Street 
Marysville, CA 95901      
Office Phone: (530) 740-4920 
Mobile Phone: (916) 396-9494 
Email: Samuel_Jordan@dot.ca.gov  
 
The primary Agreement contact person for PCTPA is:  
Celia McAdam, Executive Director 
299 Nevada Street 
Auburn , CA 95603 
Office Phone: (530) 823-4035 
Email: cmcadam@pctpa.net  
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SIGNATURES 
 

 
PARTIES declare that: 

1. Each party is an authorized legal entity under California state law. 
2. Each party has the authority to enter into this Agreement. 
3. The people signing this Agreement have the authority to do so on behalf of their public 

agencies. 

 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
 
 
 
By:   

Thomas L. Brannon 
Deputy District Director, Program Project 
Management 

 
 
 
CERTIFIED AS TO FUNDS: 
 
 
 
By:   

Lynn Ference 
District Project Control Officer 

 
PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 
 
 
 
By:   

Celia Mcadam  
Executive Director 

 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
By:   

Name Tbd  
Title TBD 

 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM AND 
PROCEDURE: 
 
 
 
By:   

Name Tbd  
Title TBD 

 



Agreement 1F170 - 0535 
Project Number: 0300001103 

State IQA Agreement 2012_11_29  

CLOSURE STATEMENT 
 

 
If the following questions are ALL answered “YES” then this form may be used to terminate this 
Agreement. 
 
 

1. Did PARTNERS complete all scope, cost and schedule commitments included in   
this Agreement and any amendments to this Agreement? 
 
 
 

2. Did CALTRANS accept and approve all final deliverables submitted by PCTPA? 
 
 
 

3. Did the CALTRANS HQ Office of Accounting verify that all final accounting for this 
Agreement and any amendments to this Agreement were completed? 
 
 
 

4. If construction is involved, did the CALTRANS District Project Manager verify that all claims 
and third party billings (utilities, etc.) have been settled before termination of the Agreement? 
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CLOSURE STATEMENT 
 
PARTNERS agree that they have completed all scope, cost, and schedule commitments included in 
Cooperative Agreement 03-0535 and any amendments to this Agreement.  
 
The final signature date on this document terminates Cooperative Agreement 03-0535 except survival 
articles. 
 
All survival articles in Cooperative Agreement 03-0535 will remain in effect until expired by law, 
terminated or modified in writing by PARTNER’s mutual agreement, whichever occurs earlier. 
 
The people signing this Agreement have the authority to do so on behalf of their public agencies. 
 
 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
 
 
 
By:   

Name: 

Deputy District Director, Program 
Project Management 

 
Date:   
 
 
 
 
CERTIFIED AS TO ALL FINANCIAL 
OBLIGATIONS/TERMS AND POLICIES 
 
 
 
By:   

Name: 

 District Project Control Officer 

 
 
PCTPA 
 
 
 
By:   

Name: 

Executive Director 
 
Date:   
 



 
   
 
 
 
 
 
 
February 27, 2013 
 
 
Dave Metz, Partner 
Fairbank, Maslin, Maullin, Metz, & Associates 
1999 Harrison St, Suite 1290 
Oakland, CA 94612 
 
RE:  LETTER OF TASK AGREEMENT #13-01 BETWEEN  
 FAIRBANK, MASLIN, MAULLIN, METZ, & ASSOCIATES  
 AND THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY   
 
Dear Mr. Metz: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes work under the “Master Agreement between the Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) and Fairbank, Maslin, Maullin, Metz, & Associates” dated  
February 27, 2013. 
 

1. Incorporated Master Agreement:  This letter of task agreement is the statement of contract-specific 
requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by Fairbank, Maslin, Maullin, Metz, & 
Associates. 

 
2. Term:  Consultant services are to commence March 1, 2013 and shall be completed in such a sequence 

as to assure that timelines are met.  This contract shall end on June 30, 2014.  Extensions to this contract 
may be made with the agreement of both parties.  During the term of this contract, Consultant shall not 
engage in other work that would be deemed a conflict of interest with PCTPA interests. 

 
3. Scope of Services:  Consultant will perform technical services to assist PCTPA staff to develop and 

perform public surveys and polling services to provide the agency with information on transportation 
issues and funding in Placer County as specified in your January 28, 2013 Response to Request for 
Qualifications (RFQ), copy attached.  Celia McAdam, Executive Director, will act as Project Manager. 
Fairbank, Maslin, Maullin, Metz, & Associates’ Response to RFQ, dated January 28, 2013 is an integral 
part of this agreement and further clarifies the scope of services to be conducted and polling services 
objectives and procedures. 

 
4. Personnel:   Consultant will provide its own personnel to perform the work. Consultant will provide 

administrative support and overhead expenses. 
 

5. Compensation:  For services rendered, Consultant will receive compensation as outlined in the Fairbank, 
Maslin, Maullin, Metz, & Associates’ Response to RFQ, dated January 28, 2013.  Changes will not be 
made unless authorized in advance by PCTPA Executive Director Celia McAdam.  Other actual and 
necessary costs will also be reimbursed at cost as incurred and with proper invoice documentation.  
Consultant will invoice on a monthly basis for work completed.  Invoices will be paid within thirty (30) 
days of receipt. 
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If this letter of task agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy.  Questions concerning this 
agreement and the project in general should be directed to Celia McAdam at 530-823-4030. 
 
Sincerely,      Accepted by: 
 
 
 
______________________________________  _____________________________________ 
Celia McAdam,                        Date   Dave Metz   Date 
Executive Director     Partner 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency  Fairbank, Maslin, Maullin, Metz, & Associates 
 
 
CM/sl 
Encl. 
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299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  February 12, 2013
  
FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner  
  
SUBJECT: FY 2012/13 UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS ANALYSIS AND 

RECOMMENDATIONS FINAL REPORT FOR FY 2013/14 
 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Adopt 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). 
 
BACKGROUND 
As the Regional Transportation Planning Agency for Placer County, PCTPA is responsible for the 
administration of TDA funds.  This responsibility includes the annual unmet transit needs process, 
which has four key components:  

1) Soliciting testimony on unmet transit needs that may exist in Placer County;  
2) Analyzing transit needs in accordance with adopted definitions of “unmet transit needs” 

and “reasonable to meet;”  
3) Consultation with the Social Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC); and  
4) Adoption of a finding regarding unmet transit needs that may exist for implementation in 

the next fiscal year.   
 
Unmet transit needs may include establishing, contracting for, or expanding public transportation, 
in addition to services or measures required to comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act.  
If, based on the adopted definition and criteria, any unmet transit needs are determined to be 
reasonable to meet by the PCTPA Board; they must be funded in the next fiscal year prior to any 
TDA funds being allocated for non-transit purposes.   
 
DISCUSSION 
The FY 2012/13 Unmet Transit Needs Analysis and Recommendations Final Report for FY 
2013/14 is provided under separate cover.  The analysis was conducted in accordance with the 
definitions of “unmet transit needs” and “reasonable to meet” amended by the PCTPA Board of 
Directors in September 2006.  The analysis relied upon the recently approved Short Range Transit 
Plans (SRTPs), the Long Range Transit Master Plan, the South Placer Dial-a-Ride Study,  and 
SACOG’s Public Transit Human Services Transportation Coordinated Plan.  
 
This year PCTPA reviewed 39 comments submitted by the public as part of the FY 2012/2013 
unmet transit needs process; 15 comments lie outside of PCTPA’s jurisdiction (with the majority 
focused on improving and expanding transit services and specialized transportation within the 
North Lake Tahoe Basin and the Town of Truckee) and five comments are for requests that do not 
pertain to the unmet transit needs process. Of the remaining comments analyzed, there are no new 
unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet for implementation in FY 2013/14. 
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Of the comments addressing unmet transit needs, the list below summarizes the more prominent 
themes: 

 New service or service extensions. 
 More direct routes, with fewer transfers. 
 More consistent service hours among the different Placer transit operators to provide better 

connectivity. 
 More frequent service at 30-minute headways. 
 Later evening and night service consistent with employer work schedules, particularly in 

the North Lake Tahoe area. 
 More weekend service, with longer service hours. 

 
In accordance with TDA requirements, the SSTAC met on January 29, 2013 to review the draft 
report and had until February 12, 2013 to complete its review. At the January 29 meeting the 
SSTAC recommended approval of the draft report, inclusive of the comments presented at the 
meeting as well as those comments subsequently submitted by the February 12 deadline. The final 
report incorporates all SSTAC comments and is included in Appendix “F” of the Report. 
  
In addition, the draft report was reviewed by the Transit Operator’s Working Group (TOWG) on 
January 29, 2013 and PCTPA’s Technical Advisory Group (TAC) on February 13, 2013. These 
committees had no comments. The SSTAC, TOWG, and TAC concur with the recommended 
findings.  
 
Recommended Findings 
1) There are no new unmet transit needs in FY 2012/2013 that are reasonable to meet for 

implementation in FY 2013/2014. 
 

2) The following finding from FY 2004/05, as amended in FY 2009/2010, is considered a 
continuing unmet transit need on a conditional basis: 

Year-round service between Truckee and Kings Beach on SR 267 provided by 
TART via a new or combined route that connects Truckee, Northstar-at Tahoe 
and Kings Beach continues to be an unmet transit need that is reasonable to meet 
on a conditional basis due to adopted TART Systems (Short Range Transit) Plan 
recommendations. Implementation of year-round service is contingent upon 
development of a multi-year funding plan, which demonstrates a financial 
commitment toward the service by jurisdictions and partners, including those 
outside of PCTPA’s purview. 
 

3) That the FY 2012/13 Unmet Transit Needs Analysis and Recommendations Final Report for FY 
2013/14 is accepted as complete. 

 



 
 PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY  
 
 
 

IN THE MATTER OF:  A RESOLUTION   RESOLUTION NO. 13-06 
MAKING FINDINGS REGARDING UNMET 
TRANSIT NEEDS IN PLACER COUNTY 
THAT ARE REASONABLE TO MEET 
 
 
The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency at a 
regular meeting held February 27, 2013 by the following vote on roll call: 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
 
Signed and approved by me after its passage 
 
 
 
        
       _______________________________________ 
      Chair 
      Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Executive Director 
 
  
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, 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,  pursuant to Public Utilities Code, Section 99401.5(d), the PCTPA must adopt by 
resolution a finding on unmet transit needs prior to allocating Transportation Development Act 
(TDA) funds for non-transit purposes in the next fiscal year; and 
 
WHEREAS,  PCTPA has solicited testimony regarding unmet transit needs from social service 
agencies, transit users, and the general public through advertisements, flyers, press releases, the 
PCTPA web-page, e-mail distribution, public workshops, and a public hearing; and 
 
 



WHEREAS, each item of testimony received was analyzed and compared with the definitions of 
“unmet transit need” and “reasonable to meet” as adopted by the PCTPA in September 2006, and is 
documented in the FY 2012/13 Unmet Transit Needs Analysis and Recommendations Final Report 
for FY 2013/14; and  
 
WHEREAS, PCTPA consulted with the Social Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) 
on January 29, 2013 regarding unmet transit needs in accordance with Public Utilities Code, Section 
99238(c). 
 
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency: 
 
1) That there are no new unmet transit needs in FY 2012/13 that are reasonable to meet 
 for implementation in FY 2013/14. 
 
2) That the following finding from FY 2004/05, as amended in FY 2009/10, is considered 
 a continuing unmet transit need on a conditional basis: 

 Year-round service between Truckee and Kings Beach on SR 267 provided by 
TART via a new or combined route that connects Truckee, Northstar-at Tahoe and 
Kings Beach continues to be an unmet transit need that is reasonable to meet on a 
conditional basis due to adopted TART Systems (Short Range Transit) Plan 
recommendations. Implementation of year-round service is contingent upon 
development of a multi-year funding plan, which demonstrates a financial 
commitment toward the service by jurisdictions and partners, including those 
outside of PCTPA’s purview.  

 
3) That the FY 2012/13 Unmet Transit Needs Analysis and Recommendations Final  Report 
for FY 2013/14 is accepted as complete. 
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TO: Board of Directors DATE: February 12, 2013
  
FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner  
  
SUBJECT: FY 2013/14 PRELIMINARY FINDINGS OF APPORTIONMENT FOR 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUND (LTF) AND PRELIMINARY STATE 
TRANSIT ASSISTANCE (STA) FUND ALLOCATION 

 
ACTIONS REQUESTED 
Approve 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. 
 
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 programs called the Local Transportation Fund (LTF) and the State 
Transit Assistance (STA) fund. 
 
The Local Transportation Fund (LTF) program was established through the TDA in 1972. Funds 
are allocated for specific purposes in priority order before claims for public transportation or other 
claims, such as streets and roads. 
 
The State Transit Assistance (STA) program was established through the TDA in 1980 to provide 
support for local transit capital and operations. Unlike other programs under the TDA, funding for 
the STA is allocated through the state budget. 
 
The preliminary apportionments are typically approved by the Board of Directors in February, and 
the final apportionments are typically approved in August. It is the preliminary apportionments 
that are used by the cities and County in developing their transportation budgets for the upcoming 
fiscal year.   
 
DISCUSSION 
Attached is a table showing the preliminary findings of apportionment for the LTF for FY 
2013/14. A second table showing the preliminary allocation for STA funds is also attached. 
 
The preliminary apportionment for FY 2013/14 projects a modest carryover from FY 2012/13 and 
recommends a two percent growth in LTF revenue over the prior fiscal year, reflecting the 
continuing turnaround in the economic slowdown. The State Controller’s Office has released a 
preliminary estimate of funds available for STA claimants for FY 2013/14.  
 
Staff recommends that the Board approve the attached preliminary findings of LTF apportionment 
and the preliminary STA fund allocation for FY 2013/14. The PCTPA TAC concurred with this 
recommendation at its February 13, 2013 meeting.  



FY 2012/2013 FY 2013/2014 FY 2013/2014
Fund Balance Revenue Apportionment
Subtotal (1) Subtotal Total

$299,765 $17,805,000 $18,104,765

2.9826% $531,051 $531,051
$9,071 $9,071

TRPA TOTAL $531,051 $540,122
$215 $215

$539,907

97.0174% $17,273,949 $17,273,949
$290,694 $290,694

PCTPA TOTAL $17,273,949 $17,564,643
$6,995 $6,995

$425,000 $425,000
$5,814 $336,839 $342,653

$11,395 $660,205 $671,600
$0 $276,463 $276,463

$273,485 $15,568,447 $15,841,932

PLACER COUNTY 98,858 28.68% $4,542,981 
AUBURN 13,468 3.91% $618,917 
COLFAX 1,977 0.57% $90,852 
LINCOLN 43,572 12.64% $2,002,334 
LOOMIS 6,500 1.89% $298,705 
ROCKLIN 58,295 16.91% $2,678,924 
ROSEVILLE 122,060 35.41% $5,609,219 
TOTAL 344,730 100.00% $15,841,932 

PLACER COUNTY $4,542,981 ($181,719) $4,361,261 
AUBURN $618,917 ($24,757) $594,160 
COLFAX $90,852 ($3,634) $87,218 
LINCOLN $2,002,334 ($80,093) $1,922,241 
LOOMIS $298,705 ($11,948) $286,757 
ROCKLIN $2,678,924 ($107,157) $2,571,767 
ROSEVILLE $5,609,219 ($224,369) $5,384,851 
TOTAL $15,841,932 ($633,677) $15,208,255 

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

BALANCE AVAILABLE FOR APPORTIONMENT BY PCTPA

 Revenue 
Apportionment (7)

Apportioned to PCTPA per Section 7.1 PCTPA Rules & Bylaws for FY 2013/2014 Preliminary Overall Work Program and Budget, 

PCTPA receives 4% of apportionment for regional planning purposes and implementation of MAP-21 C21planning requirements.

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

 January 1, 2012 DOF Population Estimates

PRELIMINARY FINDINGS OF APPORTIONMENT FOR FY 2013/2014 LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUND (LTF) 

South Placer Transportation Call Center - FY 2009/10 Unmet Transit Need (6)

May 2012.

FY 2013/2014 cost estimate to operate the Call Center for PCTPA Board approval scheduled for February 27, 2013.
FY 2012/2013 carryover apportionment (see next page) uses May 2012 DOF population estimates.

Population            
January 1, 2012

Community Transit Service Article 4.5 Allocation (5)

February 2013

County Auditor Administrative Costs

PCTPA Revenue Estimate

BALANCE AVAILABLE FOR APPORTIONMENT BY TRPA

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%.

FY 2012/2013 LTF Balance based on January 31, 2013 revised final fund balance estimate provided by Placer County Auditor.

Apportionment of FY 2013/2014 PCTPA LTF Revenue Estimate by Jurisdiction

Planning       
Contribution (8)

Apportionment of FY 2013/2014 PCTPA LTF Revenue Estimate Available to Claimant

Available to    
Claimant 

 Revenue Apportionment Jurisdiction

Percent (%)Jurisdiction

PCTPA LTF Fund Balance

TRPA LTF Fund Balance

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)

County Auditor Administrative Costs

Printed:2/21/2013 



Amount of FY 2012/2013 Carryover:

JURISDICTION 01-Jan-12 PERCENT ALLOCATION

PLACER COUNTY 98,858 28.68% $83,362 
AUBURN 13,468 3.91% $11,357 
COLFAX 1,977 0.57% $1,667 
LINCOLN 43,572 12.64% $36,742 
LOOMIS 6,500 1.89% $5,481 
ROCKLIN 58,295 16.91% $49,157 
ROSEVILLE 122,060 35.41% $102,927 
TOTAL 344,730 100.00% $290,694

    by the Placer County Auditor.

1-Feb-13

2. FY 2012/2013 LTF Balance based on January 31, 2013 preliminary fund balance estimate provided 

Calculation of FY 2012/13 PCTPA LTF Carryover                              
Using 2012 Population - Western Slope

$290,694
POPULATION

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

Printed:2/21/2013  ^



$1,477,759
$271,924

$1,749,683

$59,110

Total PUC 99313 Allocation Available to Jurisdictions $1,418,649

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

Population Percent Allocation Allocation Allocation

Placer County 98,858 28.68% $406,825 $209,034 $615,859
Auburn 13,468 3.91% $55,424 $1,666 $57,090
Colfax 1,977 0.57% $8,136 $0 $8,136
Lincoln 43,572 12.64% $179,309 $2,505 $181,814
Loomis 6,500 1.89% $26,749 $0 $26,749
Rocklin 58,295 16.91% $239,898 $0 $239,898
Roseville 122,060 35.41% $502,307 $58,719 $561,026
TOTAL 344,730 100.00% $1,418,649 $271,924 $1,690,573

Notes:

 PUC = Public Utilities Code

TRPA Population 10,598 2.98260%

PCTPA Population 344,730 97.01740%

TOTAL 355,328                      100.00%

1/31/2013

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY

February 2013
 FY 2013/2014 STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE (STA) PRELIMINARY FUND ALLOCATION (EXCLUDING TAHOE BASIN)

Total STA Allocation

FY 2013/2014 Jurisdiction STA Preliminary Fund Allocation 

January 1, 2012 DOF Population

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

4 Percent  Allocation to WPCTSA (1)

Source: 2013/2014State Transit Assistance Allocation  Preliminary Estimate, California State Controller Division of Accounting and Reporting, January 25, 2013.

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

PUC 99313 Allocation
PUC 99314 Allocation 
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299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.org 

TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  February 12, 2013
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: PRELIMINARY DRAFT FY 2013/14 OVERALL WORK PROGRAM 

(OWP) AND BUDGET 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Authorize the Executive Director to submit the attached preliminary draft FY 2013/14 Overall 
Work Program (OWP) and Budget to Caltrans. 
 
BACKGROUND 
Each Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) must submit a draft OWP to Caltrans no 
later than March 1 of each year.   
 
The OWP should provide a description of the activities to be undertaken by the agency in the 
coming year, along with detailed budget information.  The attached draft OWP and Budget has 
been developed in compliance with these requirements and has been reviewed by the Technical 
Advisory Committee and Caltrans staff.  The draft will undergo continued refinement, as staff 
receives comments from the Board, Caltrans, and jurisdictions, and as information on grant 
awards and state budget allocations becomes available.  A final FY 2013/14 OWP will be 
presented for Board approval at your May meeting. 
 
DISCUSSION 
Work Program 
Overall, the Work Program reflects a strong focus on core Agency activities, such as 
Transportation Development Act (TDA) administration, project programming and 
implementation such as the I-80/SR 65 Interchange and Capitol Corridor rail improvements, 
Placer Parkway, Freeway Service Patrol, and management of various Joint Powers Authorities 
(JPAs) including the South Placer Regional Transportation Authority (SPRTA) and the Western 
Placer Consolidated Transit Services Agency (CTSA).   The Regional Transportation Funding 
Strategy (WE 60) is also a continuing item from FY 2012/13 as we work with stakeholders to 
develop ideas to fund needed transportation improvements, assessing current public attitudes 
about transportation needs and funding shortfalls.  
 
The major addition to the FY 2013/14 work program is the SR 65 Widening Project (WE 42).  
This implements the Board’s allocation in November 2012 of discretionary Congestion 
Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funding to do the environmental work for improvements to 
SR 65 between I-80 and Lincoln Boulevard.   
 
Staff is also working on several discretionary grants for FY 2013/14, including one to develop a 
methodology to reimburse transit operators for Health Express eligible dial-a-ride trips, and one 
to partner with Caltrans and the jurisdictions to strategize the phasing of multiple projects on the 
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I-80 and SR 65 corridors.  Should those projects move forward, they will be included in the Final 
FY 2013/14 OWP and Budget to be submitted for Board consideration in May. 
 
There are a few items of note included in the preliminary draft OWP.  These are: 
 
Ongoing Work Elements 
 The update of the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) is continuing, with a final 

document expected to be on the Board’s December 2013 agenda.   
 Transit Schedule Coordination (WE 76) has now been completed.  Printing of updates to the 

consolidated schedule will now be under Congestion Management Program (WE 30); 
 With the next iteration of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) due in 2015, staff will 

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

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

 Bikeway planning (WE 33) will include printing of updated countywide bikeway maps. 
 
Staffing 
Staffing levels remain the same as in FY 2012/13 with 6.9 full time equivalent staff.   
 
Budget 
Just as many of our jurisdictions, PCTPA has gone through some budget challenges over the past 
few years.  These issues have been stabilized with emphasis on reimbursed work revenues, 
grants, and other resources comprising more than half the Agency budget.  More importantly, 
this budget allows us to increase our reserve funds.  As a result, staff is pleased to provide the 
Board with a balanced budget.   
 
The preliminary budget for FY 2013/14 is $3,840,052, up nearly 15% overall from FY 2012/13.   
This includes approximately 59.4% ($2,281,075) of reimbursed work such as SPRTA 
administration, CTSA administration, I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements, SR 65 Widening, 
building management, Congestion Management Program, and Freeway Service Patrol.   
 
CM:ss 
Attachment 
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TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  February 13, 2013
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: CRITERIA FOR PRIORITIZING TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS FOR 

DISCRETIONARY FUNDING 
 
ACTION REQUESTED  
Adopt Criteria for Prioritizing Transportation Projects for Discretionary Funding as shown in 
Attachment 1. 
 
BACKGROUND 
Economic vitality of the Placer region is a major interest of member jurisdictions, and 
infrastructure has the potential to play a key role in the improvement of the local and regional 
economic climate.  There has been interest expressed by Boardmembers to formalize that 
relationship by establishing criteria for economic development factors as a consideration in 
prioritizing transportation projects.     
 
DISCUSSION 
Based on the discussions held by the Board at your January meeting, staff has developed a series 
of factors for consideration and analysis in determining priorities for discretionary funding 
programs, as shown in Attachment 1. 
 
These criteria and considerations are fairly easily applied in those cases where PCTPA has sole 
discretion over the distribution of the funds.  The Regional Transportation Improvement Program 
(RTIP) would normally be the largest program under this discretion, but previous borrowing 
against future allocations means it will be another 15 years before new funding is available for 
programming.  As for other funding sources like the Regional Surface Transportation Program 
(RSTP), Congestion Management and Air Quality (CMAQ), certain transit bond funds, and 
Transportation Development Act (TDA, current and longstanding Board policies have directed 
those funds to be distributed to the member jurisdictions by formula for use under applicable 
fund requirements.  The Board may have discretion to change some of these policies and 
increase the local competition if it so desires. 
 
This means that the prioritization criteria as considered by the Board would largely be to identify 
projects for whatever competitive funding programs might become available on the State or 
Federal level, such as the Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP) or Federal 
stimulus grants. 
 
One of the reasons PCTPA has been so successful in obtaining discretionary funds for our 
regional projects is the ability to tailor nominated projects to the requirement of the funding 
source and interests of the selecting agency.  This context is reflected in several of the factors 
listed in Funding Considerations and Additional Considerations in Attachment 1. 
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First, and most critical, is the recognition that a project selected as PCTPA’s top priority may not 
be eligible or competitive for the funding source under consideration, while an otherwise lower 
priority may compete successfully.  Similarly, some funding processes require the support of 
outside bodies, such as Caltrans or the Metro Chamber, to be successful, and those entities may 
have their own prioritization system that must be considered.   
 
The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) has reviewed these criteria and recommends 
adoption.  
 
Timing of this effort is somewhat challenging, as we are concurrently considering project 
priorities for our Federal Legislative Program, as well as submitting advocacy priorities for the 
regional Cap to Cap trip led by the Sacramento Metropolitan Chamber of Commerce.   As a 
result, the projects identified in the draft Federal Legislative Program for 2013 and shown 
elsewhere in this Board agenda have not specifically been screened under these draft criteria.  
 
 
CM:ss 
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CRITERIA FOR PRIORITIZING TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS FOR 
DISCRETIONARY FUNDING 

 
DRAFT 

February 2013 
 
Guiding Principles: 
 Transportation projects should emphasize support of improved economic activity. 

 
 Eligibility and competitiveness for the discretionary funding source must be a 

consideration in project selection. 
 
Economic Development Considerations: 
1) How timely is the economic development associated with the transportation project?  

The closer the timing proximity of the transportation project to the economic 
development, the better. 
 

2) Is the economic development associated with the transportation project long term and 
sustainable?  The greater the projected longevity of the economic base, the better. 
 

3) How pivotal is the transportation project to the viability of the economic development?  
The more closely associated the improvement is to the economic development, the 
better. 

 
4) What is the proportion of the economic development benefit to the cost of the 

transportation project?  The greater the magnitude and timeline of the impact for the 
project cost, the better. 

 
5) Does the transportation project support the adopted economic development plans for 

the jurisdiction/area?  The greater the correlation to adopted plans, the better. 
 

Transportation Considerations: 
6) What is the user benefit, as expressed in traffic counts, ridership, or similar measure, 

provided by the transportation project?   The greater the benefit to the transportation 
system, the better. 
 

7) Does the project improve safety, security, or otherwise enhance the practical 
use/enjoyment of the transportation system?  The greater the benefit, the better. 

 
Funding Considerations: 
8) Is the transportation project eligible/competitive for the available funding source?  The 

closer aligned the project with the funding source, the better. 
 

9) Can a usable segment/portion of the project be accomplished for the funding available?  
The closer aligned the funding with usable segments/portions of the project, the better. 
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10) Are there matching funds – particularly private sector generated – to support the 
project?  The more matching funds, the better. 

 
Additional Considerations: 
11) Does the implementation of the transportation project create additional issues (i.e. 

enhanced commuter bus service impacting parking availability for carpools; property 
needed for a key access project requires an eminent domain taking process; increased 
truck traffic creates road maintenance impacts;)  The fewer ancillary issues, the better. 

 
12) Are there other entities involved?  What are their priorities? Is there opposition?  The 

more unified the support available, the better. 
 

13) Will the improvement meet State/Federal standards (as applicable) or can permissions 
be obtained for it to do so?  The better the project conforms to existing requirements, 
the better.  

 
14) Does this project, in the context of overall project lists, support geographic balance?  

The greater the equity, the better.   
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TO: Board of Directors DATE:  February 13, 2013
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: FEDERAL LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM FOR 2013 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 

1) Adopt the Federal Legislative Program for 2013 as shown in Attachment 1. 
2) Direct 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. 

 
BACKGROUND 
Federal transportation bills fund a number of transportation programs here in California and in 
Placer County, including Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ), Regional Surface 
Transportation Program (RSTP), and most all of the funding for maintaining and addressing 
safety on the state and federal highway system.  The most recent Federal transportation bill 
known as the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP 21) was passed in July 2012 
to continue transportation programs through September 30, 2014.  While this latest bill did not 
provide any new funding nor provide earmarks, it did attempt to move towards greater flexibility 
by combining certain funding pots.   
 
DISCUSSION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt the policies and priorities as shown in the Federal Legislative 
Program for 2013, shown in Attachment 1.  It should be noted that the Board is considering 
transportation prioritization factors elsewhere on this February Board agenda; depending on the 
direction of that discussion, the Board may want to consider updating this Legislative Program at 
a future date. 
 
Federal Discretionary Programs 
It is clear that traditional earmarks are not likely, but discretionary funding programs remain in 
the mix.  This creates the opportunity for important regional projects with ample transportation 
justification of need and strong support to attract money. 
 
There are two discretionary funding programs in MAP 21 under which projects can be 
designated.   The Projects of National and Regional Significance program typically funds larger, 
multi-jurisdictional projects with larger dollar amounts; this was the source of the Federal 
funding for the I-80 Bottleneck project.   The Transportation Investment Generating Economic 
Recovery (TIGER) program is targeted towards construction projects that will break ground 
within a year of award, focusing on projects of national significance, with emphasis on long-term 
outcomes and job creation, as well as innovation and strong partnerships.   
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Notably, no funding for Projects of National and Regional Significance was included in MAP 21.  
Likewise, TIGER funding is in Cycle V, although no funding has been allocated since Cycle III 
in 2011.   
 
Staff recommends that PCTPA first support the allocation of $500 million for both of these 
programs.  Staff further recommends the Board reaffirm last year’s direction to join with our 
member agencies and continue efforts to sponsor a request for $25 million in Projects of 
National and Regional Significance funding for the Placer Parkway, including the Placer 
Parkway/Whitney Ranch Road/SR 65 interchange.  
 
TIGER V is somewhat more challenging; currently, the only project that could be construction 
ready in the one year program requirements would be the Lincoln Bypass Phase 2b, which would 
complete the four lane segment of SR 65 from .9 miles north of West Wise Road to Sheridan.  
However, this project is not likely to be competitive nationally unless it qualifies under the small 
rural area set-aside.   The TIGER program timeframes are uncertain, so as other projects move 
forward towards construction, there may be other candidates that may be a higher priority for the 
Board and more competitive.  Staff recommends that PCTPA continue to monitor the TIGER 
program and defer selection of a project priority until or unless a Call for Projects is issued by 
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).  
 
The annual transportation appropriations bill may also provide an opportunity for funding, 
through directed spending on critical transportation projects.  Should there be opportunity for 
additional funds, staff recommends the Board request $4M to further progress on the I-80/SR 65 
Interchange Improvements project. 
 
Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) Request 
The Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority (CCJPA) continues to be well poised to take 
advantage of legislation that passed Congress to significantly expand rail funding.  Moreover, 
with the future of high speed rail in question, there may be opportunities for different rail 
improvements to be funded.  Staff recommends the Board’s support for CCJPA request for FRA 
funding through the Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing (RRIF) and/or the Rail 
Line Relocation and Improvement Capital Grant Program (RLR) for track improvements on the 
Union Pacific Railroad east of Sacramento to expand passenger rail to Placer County.   
 
Local Projects 
Member jurisdictions often have more localized transportation priorities that would benefit from 
PCTPA’s assistance in Federal advocacy, such as obtaining Federal approvals or supporting their 
requests for funding.  Staff recommends the Board support projects from the City of Roseville’s 
Federal legislative program, including the expansion of the Andorra rail undercrossing of 
Washington Blvd, the Dry Creek Bike Trail, the Louis/Orlando bus transfer station, and bus 
acquisitions, as well as a funding request from the Town of Truckee for the expansion of the 
undercrossing of SR 89 under the Union Pacific railroad tracks, also known as the Mousehole, 
for pedestrians and bicycles. 
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Reauthorization 
PCTPA has long been part of ongoing statewide coalition of transportation interests developing 
and advocating a set of principles for Federal transportation bill reauthorization.  These 
principles include stabilized funding, increased local control, and streamlined approval 
processes, and have been a key to PCTPA’s Federal Legislative Priorities for many years.  While 
MAP 21 was passed less than one year ago, it is a short term bill and reauthorization discussions 
are already starting.  Staff recommends these principles be reaffirmed as part of the 2013 
Legislative Priorities. 
 
Advocacy 
Staff recommends these positions be forwarded to Sante Esposito of Federal Advocates to 
represent the agency’s interests in Washington DC.  Staff further recommends that the Board 
Chair Sandra Calvert represent these positions as part of the Sacramento Metro Chamber of 
Commerce’s annual Cap to Cap Advocacy trip in April.   
 
The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) has reviewed this program and expressed support. 
 
CM:ss 



 
 

Federal Legislative Program for 2013 
 

 Support funding of $500M in the FY13 Transportation Appropriations Bill for Projects of 
National and Regional Significance; 
 

o Seek new FY13 Federal funding through Projects of National and Regional 
Significance for the Placer Parkway ‐ $25 million. 

 

 Support Federal funding opportunities in the FY14 Transportation Appropriations Bill to 
support PCTPA projects; 
 

o Seek new FY14 Federal funding via the FY14 Transportation Appropriations Bill 
for I‐80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements ‐ $4 million. 

 

 Seek/support new Federal rail funding via the Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement 
Financing program (RRIF) and/or the Rail Line Relocation and Improvement Capital 
Grant Program (RLR) for track improvements east of Sacramento regarding expansion of 
Capitol Corridor Rail Service; 
 

 Support funding of $500M in the FY13 Transportation Appropriations Bill for TIGER V; 
 

 Pursue efforts via reauthorization of MAP21 for various funding opportunities to 
support PCTPA projects including: 
 

o Placer Parkway ‐ $25 million 
o I‐80/SR 65 Interchange ‐ $4 million 

 

 Continue to support the California Consensus Principles for MAP‐21 reauthorization, 
including: 

o Ensuring the integrity of the Highway Trust Fund 
o Rebuilding and maintaining transportation infrastructure in a state of good 

repair 
o Establishing goods movement as a national economic priority 
o Enhancing mobility through congestion relief within and between metropolitan 

areas 
o Strengthening the Federal commitment to safety and security 
o Strengthening comprehensive environmental stewardship 
o Streamlining project delivery 

 



 Seek relief from Federal regulations on projects to improve the highway system that do 
not have Federal funding support 
 

 Support member jurisdiction efforts to obtain Federal funding and/or approvals for the 
following projects: 

o Expansion of undercrossing of Washington Blvd under the Union Pacific tracks, 
also known as Washington/Andorra (City of Roseville) 

o Expansion of the undercrossing of SR 89 under the Union Pacific railroad tracks, 
also known as the Mousehole, for pedestrians and bicycles (Town of Truckee) 

o Construction of the Louis/Orlando regional transit transfer center near Riverside 
Avenue and I‐80 (City of Roseville). 

o Construction of the Dry Creek Greenway Multi Use Trail 4.8 mile segment of 
Class I bikeway (City of Roseville). 

o Roseville Transit Bus Replacement – 4 buses (City of Roseville).  
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 

February 13, 2013 
 
 

ATTENDANCE: Megan Siren, City of Auburn 
Ray Leftwich, City of Lincoln 
Angel Green, Placer County Air Pollution Control District 
Rhon Herndon, City of Roseville 
Mike Wixon, City of Roseville 
Josh Pulverman, Caltrans 
Alan Mitchell, Ponticello Enterprises, City of Colfax 
Will Garner, Placer County Public Works 
 
Celia McAdam, PCTPA 
Luke McNeel-Caird, PCTPA 
David Melko, PCTPA 
Shirley LeBlanc, PCTPA 
 

FY 2013/14 Preliminary LTF Apportionment and Preliminary State Transit Assistance 
Allocation 
David Melko provided TAC members with the Local Transportation Fund (LTF) preliminary 
apportionment and State Transit Assistance (STA) Preliminary Fund allocation for FY 2013/14 
and summarized the handout.  The final LTF apportionment is scheduled to come out in August.  
This item will go before the PCTPA Board at its February 27 meeting for approval. This 
preliminary STA fund allocation assumes 4% to CTSA and the balance is distributed to 
jurisdictions.  The final allocation should come out in July.  The TAC concurred with both the 
preliminary apportionment and allocation. 
 
FY 2013 Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 5311 Program of Projects 
David Melko presented the FTA Section 5311 Program of Projects which was developed with 
the City of Auburn and Placer County.  TAC members supported the four projects as outlined in 
the Program of Projects. 
 
FY 2013/14 Preliminary OWP and Budget 
Celia McAdam noted the preliminary draft of the Overall Work Program (OWP) and Budget 
balances and covers all requirements of the Agency.  McAdam highlighted portions of the OWP 
and Budget which includes continuation of work for the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan 
and Regional Transportation Plan.  McAdam noted the major addition to the FY 2013/14 work 
program is the SR 65 Widening Project (WE 42).  This implements the Board’s allocation in 
November 2012 of discretionary Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funding to do 
the environmental work for improvements to SR 65 between I-80 and Lincoln Boulevard.   
  
McAdam urged TAC members to contact her with any questions, issues or problems after review 
of this document.  Subsequent changes can be included in the final version which will go before 
the Board in May.   
 
FY 2012/13 Unmet Transit Needs Final 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 27 meeting for consideration.  Melko 
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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 
2012/13.  There is a conditional unmet transit need from FY 2004/05 for year-round service on 
SR 267.  Melko indicated all comments received were incorporated in the final report.  TAC 
members supported this documented. 
 
Economic Development Factors in Prioritizing Transportation Projects  
Celia McAdam reviewed the Economic Development Factors in Prioritizing Transportation 
Projects for Discretionary Funding that was developed based on the discussion by the PCTPA 
Board at the January meeting. McAdam discussed the development of guiding principles which 
emphasize that transportation improvements should improve economic activity and that 
transportation projects which are eligible and competitive for funding be considered with the 
highest priority.  The TAC reviewed the factors to consider – economic development, 
transportation, funding – when measuring the priority of the projects to move forward.  McAdam 
emphasized that aligning priorities to funding program requirements is a major consideration and 
to be aware that transportation projects do not necessarily operate in a vacuum. 
 
Legislative Priorities 
Celia McAdam reviewed PCTPA’s federal legislative program for 2013 which was developed in 
tandem with the prioritization of transportation projects and economic development factors 
discussed previously.  The two main projects that the Board have identified for federal funding 
opportunities include Placer Parkway and the I-80/SR 65 Interchange. 
 
Mike Wixon and Will Garner agreed with one of the program’s position to “support of member 
jurisdiction efforts to obtain federal funding” and suggested various projects to include on the 
program list.  McAdam asked TAC members to forward their specific projects by February 14th 
for inclusion on the federal legislative priorities list. 
 
I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvement Project Update  
Luke McNeel-Caird gave an update on the I-80/SR65 Interchange Improvements Project. The 
PCTPA Board approved moving forward with the five proposed project alternatives for the 
environmental studies. EPA has suggested the project as a potential POAQC (Project of Air 
Quality Concern), which will be further evaluated with updated information from the draft traffic 
report. A focused design meeting with Caltrans District 3 staff is occurring tomorrow to discuss 
the proposed five project alternatives and a focused meeting will be held in late February to go 
over the draft traffic report.  
 
Other Issues/Upcoming Deadlines 
Transportation Planning Grants 
Celia McAdam discussed upcoming transportation planning grants that PCTPA would be 
pursuing.  The first is a Partnership Planning Grant to study the coordination of project phasing 
along the I-80/SR 65 corridor.  The second is a Transit Planning grant, developed by the TOWG 
to develop a mechanism to calculate reimbursement for non-emergency medical trips handled by 
local transit operators.  Luke McNeel stated that Colfax may also prepare an application. 
 
Public Survey/Polling Contract 
Celia McAdam shared the result of the recent Public Survey/Polling Service RFQ.  McAdam 
will be recommending the Board enter into an Agreement with Fairbank, Maslin, Maullin, Metz 
& Associates at the February meeting.  Fairbank et al. is highly-respected in the transportation 
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community and submitted a strong proposal and a fair price.  TAC members supported the 
recommendation. 
 
March/April Board & TAC Meetings 
Pending confirmation of the PCTPA Board Chair, the March and April meetings will be 
combined with a tentative date on Wednesday, April 10th.  The TAC meeting has been scheduled 
for Tuesday, March 19th.  McAdam will follow up once the meeting date has been confirmed. 
 
FY 2013/14 South Placer County Transportation Call Center Budget 
David Melko presented the South Placer County Transportation Call Center proposed budget for 
FY 2013/14 that will be included at the February meeting.  TAC concurred with the budget as 
presented. 
 
Proposition 1B Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and Service 
Enhancement (PTMISEA) Account Funds 
David Melko requested Roseville, Rocklin and Placer County complete their PTMISEA progress 
reports by their February 15th deadline. 
 
Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) 
Luke McNeel-Caird noted that the TAC should have received information on the upcoming 
HSIP Call for Projects.  The deadline for the applications will be due in late March. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 4:07 p.m. 
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299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 

TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  February 12, 2013
  
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/My Rides Update 

PCTPA is currently accepting applications for the Bucks for Bikes program through 
March 8.  This program was presented to several large Roseville employers at a 
Transportation Systems Management (TSM) meeting on January 30.  Additionally, 
jurisdictions, local bike shops, and commuter clubs members were notified about the 
program.   

 As part of the 2012/13 joint marketing agreement, PCTPA and the Capitol Corridor are 
 launching a Google AdWords campaign mid-February.  When people search Google 
 using keywords, i.e., “train”, within a 15 mile radius of the Auburn, Rocklin, or Roseville 
 train stations a Capitol Corridor ad may appear on their screen.  This serves to advertise 
 to an audience that is already interested in what you have to offer.  Additionally, we are 
 running a radio ad on KAHI mid-February through the end of March.  Both campaigns 
 will highlight Capitol  Corridor’s 50% off on weekends promotion.  In May/June, KAHI 
 will air additional promotional spots with a call in to win prize of an all inclusive trip for 
 18 on the Capitol Corridor to a luxury box suite at the Oakland Coliseum to see an A’s 
 game. 

 The My Rides website is live at myridesplacer.org.  We have finalized the  funding 
 agreement with First 5 which provides funding under the My Rides program for those 
 clients who do not have the financial means to get to nonemergency medical and public 
 assistance appointments as well as essential needs transportation.  Seniors First has 
 provided information and marketing materials to the Alta and Sheridan communities.  
 Staff has also provided information and materials to participants at the Truckee North 
 Tahoe Transportation  Management Association (TNT/TMA) and the Transit Operators 
 Working Group (TOWG). 

 A service or “Adam” truck was added to Placer County’s Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) 
 PM shift (3:00 PM – 6:30 PM) on February 1 through June 30.  The Adam truck does not 
 have tow capabilities but can make quick fix repairs such as providing a gallon of gas and 
 fixing a flat tire which is the reason for most assists.  The Adam truck will also provide 
 additional assistance, such as traffic control, to the two FSP tow trucks that are currently 
 in service.   
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2. State Route 65 Capacity and Operational Improvements 

Caltrans prepared the State Route (SR) 65 Capacity and Operational Improvements 
Project Study Report-Project Development Support (PSR-PDS) document. The project 
limits extend from 0.5 miles north of Galleria Boulevard to Lincoln Boulevard (Lincoln 
Bypass). Four project alternatives were identified by Caltrans including widening SR 65 
to include high occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes, mixed flow lanes, and auxiliary lanes. 
The Draft PSR-PDS was reviewed and discussed at the October 9, 2012 SPRTA TAC 
meeting. PCTPA staff reviewed and submitted comments to Caltrans on the Draft PSR-
PDS. The revised Draft PSR-PDS was reviewed electronically by SPRTA TAC members 
between December 3, 2012 and December 17, 2012, with no additional revisions 
requested. The Final SR 65 PSR-PDS was approved and signed by Caltrans District 
Director Jody Jones on January 3, 2013.  
 
PCTPA staff is currently working on initiating the environmental process for the SR 65 
Capacity and Operational Improvements project, which is the next project step using 
federal Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funding.  
 

3. Placer Parkway Segment 1 – PA&ED Phase 
On January 24, 2013, 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 segment of 
Placer Parkway. Meeting topics included project description, proposed improvements, 
environmental issues, and schedule. The preliminary traffic analysis was presented along 
with information required by Caltrans to evaluate roundabouts at the State Route 
65/Placer Parkway interchange. An updated roadway alignment was presented within the 
500-foot Tier 1 corridor buffer, which the roadway alignment may need to be shifted 
depending on discussions with contacts at the Rio Bravo plant.  

 
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 third quarter of Fiscal Year 
2011/12 and the second quarter of Fiscal Year 2012/13 (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. 
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3rd 
Quarter
(Jan-Mar)

4th 
Quarter
(Apr-Jun)

1st 
Quarter
(Jul-Sep)

2nd 
Quarter
(Oct-Dec)

3rd 
Quarter
(Jan-Mar)

4th 
Quarter
(Apr-Jun)

1st 
Quarter
(Jul-Sep)

2nd 
Quarter
(Oct-Dec)

Total (all services) 14,220 12,199 11,675 12,825 11,543 12,332 12,868 13,139 -2.0%

Fixed Route 13,545 12,165 11,430 16,352 17,202 13,504 9,847 14,316 2.6%
Dial-A-Ride 1,968 2,259 1,780 1,593 1,778 1,592 1,782 1,320 -14.8%

Total (all services) 15,513 14,424 13,210 17,945 18,980 15,096 11,629 15,636 0.4%

Fixed Route 74,368 74,601 79,867 81,335 82,989 79,955 82,947 83,527 6.2%
Dial-A-Ride 9,648 9,407 8,551 8,574 8,690 8,869 8,086 8,501 -5.6%
Vanpool 7,602 8,142 8,442 7,787 8,189 8,134 7,743 8,233 1.0%
Commuter 20,253 20,608 20,297 18,701 21,558 22,466 18,959 19,841 3.7%

Total (all services) 111,871 112,758 117,157 116,397 121,426 119,424 117,735 120,102 4.5%

Total (all services) 138,902 65,951 94,248 66,778 129,985 66,817 80,244 72,555 -4.4%

Fixed Route 52,113 52,104 55,068 50,796 51,432 53,044 51,927 53,422 -0.1%
Dial-A-Ride 7,685 7,685 7,595 6,871 7,104 7,264 6,647 6,349 -8.3%
Commuter 33,502 33,502 33,403 30,245 33,054 32,122 31,350 31,733 -1.8%

Total (all services) 93,300 93,291 96,066 87,912 91,590 92,430 89,924 91,504 -1.4%

Non-emergency Medical 2,210 2,466 2,398 2,122 2,202 1,932 1,842 1,980 -13.5%
Volunteer Transportation 1,387 1,632 1,869 1,611 1,718 1,490 1,489 1,430 -5.7%

Lincoln Transit

Auburn Transit

Placer County Transit

1-Year
Change

Quarterly Ridership Trends by Transit Operator

Transit Operator

Roseville Transit

FY 10/11

Western Placer CTSA

TART

FY 11/12 FY 12/13

 
 



 
 
 
MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  Celia McAdam 
  
FROM: AIM Consulting   
 
DATE:  February 12, 2013  
 
RE:  January 2013 Monthly Report  
  
 
The following is a summary of public information work performed by AIM Consulting 
(AIM) on behalf of Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) in the month 
of January. 
 
AIM attended meetings and worked with McAdam on the Regional Transportation 
Funding initiative.     
 
Additionally, AIM began planning for the next edition of PCTPA’s e-newsletter for 
stakeholders and residents.   
 
Following is a capsule summary of activities:  
 

Strategy 
 
AIM attended strategy meetings and worked with McAdam on the Regional 
Transportation Funding initiative.     
 

Planning Ahead 
 
AIM worked with PCTPA staff to clean out old or non-functioning emails from the 
PCTPA e-newsletter distribution list.  AIM also began developing content for the 
March/April edition of the PCTPA e-newsletter.   
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PCTPA.net 
 
AIM worked with PCTPA staff to install Google Analytics on the PCTPA.net website.  
Google Analytics will show how many people visit the PCTPA.net website, what region 
visitors are from, as well as what pages are looked at most frequently.  This information 
will help measure the effectiveness of the website and modify content if necessary.   
 

Media Monitoring 
 
AIM 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 
 
January 31, 2013 
 
To: Celia McAdam 
From: Sante and Michael Esposito 
Subject: January Monthly Report  
 
Note: this report is somewhat abbreviated given that the new Congress is just underway; some of 
the committee assignments have not been finalized; committee 2013 legislative agendas are still 
being developed; and, the fiscal cliff issues (debt limit, sequestration, and the FY13 and FY14 
appropriations) are still looming. 
 
MAP21 Reauthorization 
 
Met with Chairman Shuster, the new chair of the House Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure (this was our second face-to-face meeting with the Chairman), and staff of Senator 
Boxer, returning chair of the Senate Environment and Public Works Committee to discuss 
reauthorization plans, schedules, priorities, etc. Took those opportunities to brief them on the I-
80/SR65 Interchange Improvement Project and the Place Parkway – their importance, needs and 
benefits, supporters, and past efforts of the Agency to secure funding for the Projects. It is hoped 
that MAP21 reauthorization will provide that opportunity. Hearings are expected on the 
reauthorization effort this year. In addition, we met with staff of Congressman McClintock and 
provided the same information. We also said that the Agency would be providing its overall 
Federal Legislative Program for 2013 as soon as possible.  
 
 
TIGER V 
 
We continue to advocate for inclusion of $500M in the FY13 Transportation Appropriations Bill 
to provide an opportunity for the Agency to pursue TIGER funding if it so chooses. 
 
To review, 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.  The House Republicans have opposed 



continuation of the TIGER program but the Senate, as was the case with respect to TIGER’s I-
III, has been able to prevail to keep the program in the appropriations process. 
 
The proposed FY13 $500M in the Senate bill will be addressed in the context of the fiscal cliff 
and how decisions related to it impact the FY13 and FY14 appropriations processes. 
 
Projects of National and Regional Significance 
 
MAP21 authorized $500M for new projects of national and regional significance. Funding for 
this is also contingent on inclusion in the FY13 Transportation Appropriations Bill. We continue 
to advocate on behalf of the program, again as another possible option for Agency project 
funding. It was in this category that the SAgency was able to secure funding for the I-80 project 
in SAFETEA-LU (2005). 
 
DC Visit 
 
In mid-April, electeds and staff of the City will be visiting DC for meetings with key 
congressional Members and staff. 
 
 
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 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. 
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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-12 153,461 157,696 95.5% 56.4% $2,566,290 $2,522,109 84

November-12 147,845 154,221 94.0% 49.8% $2,750,105 $2,742,793 95

December-12 128,798 140,764 91.8% 46.1% $2,442,657 $2,585,162

January-13 131,000 143,214 92.9% 48.1% $2,220,498 $2,427,530

February 13 141 931 $2 396 003

Revenues

State Perfomance Standards (a) Other Performance Measures

February-13 141,931 $2,396,003

March-13 156,274 $2,616,688

April-13 157,579 $2,742,793

May-13 162,813 $2,774,320

June-13 148,163 $2,679,741

July-13 140,733 $2,742,793

August-13 149,837 $2,679,741

September-13 136,225 $2,616,688

Total YTD 561,104 595,895 93.6% 50% $9,979,550 $10,277,594 92
Previous YTD 581,558  - - 94.1% 50% $9,724,488  - - 90
YTD Change -3.5% -5.8% -0.5% -0.3% 2.6% -2.9% 2.2%

Annual Standard/Measure 1,789,450 90% 52% $31,526,361 92

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: December 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 5067 5301 10368 55.08 57.62 30.2% 31.7%112.70 55.08 57.62 112.70

RLN 3921 3841 7762 42.62 41.75 -6.3% -8.8%84.37 42.62 41.75 84.37

RSV 5597 5564 11161 60.84 60.48 -24.0% -24.1%121.32 60.84 60.48 121.32

SAC 110641 110315 220956 1202.62 1199.08 -6.5% -6.8%2401.70 108.34 108.02 216.37

DAV 53315 50902 104217 579.51 553.28 -5.2% -3.9%1132.79 52.21 49.85 102.05

SUI 23523 24248 47771 255.68 263.57 -3.7% -2.0%519.25 23.03 23.74 46.78

MTZ 38265 39796 78061 415.92 432.57 -5.3% -5.4%848.49 37.47 38.97 76.44

RIC 27827 29154 56981 302.47 316.89 -0.8% -0.1%619.36 27.25 28.55 55.80

BKY 19180 18875 38055 208.48 205.16 2.9% 1.0%413.64 18.78 18.48 37.26

EMY 46065 45799 91864 500.71 497.82 -1.3% -2.6%998.52 45.11 44.85 89.96

OKJ 36181 37495 73676 393.27 407.55 -4.8% -3.4%800.83 35.43 36.72 72.15

OAC 4122 4453 8575 44.80 48.40 8.5% 1.7%93.21 6.89 7.45 14.34

HAY 4104 4254 8358 44.61 46.24 -0.5% -4.4%90.85 9.69 10.04 19.73

FMT 5012 5058 10070 54.48 54.98 -8.4% -9.0%109.46 11.83 11.94 23.77

GAC 13823 13979 27802 150.25 151.95 -6.5% -4.2%302.20 32.63 33.00 65.62

SCC 1050 1123 2173 11.41 12.21 n/a n/a23.62 #Error #Error #Error

SJC 26706 24242 50948 290.28 263.50 6.7% 5.8%553.78 63.04 57.22 120.26

FFY Total 

or Average
424399 424399 848798 4613.03 4613.03 9226.07
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Interchange 
BY PENNE USHER 
PRESS TRIBUNE CORRESPONDENT 

•$· 

About 20 area residents 
turned out for a meeting 
last week at the MaJdu 
Community Center in 
Roseville to hear plans for 
the Interstate 80/State 
Route 65 Interchange 
improvements project. 

The Placer County 
Transportation Planning 
Agency hosted the scoping 
meeting Jan. 15 to inform 
apd hear from the public 
on its plan as it moves for
ward with the beginning 
stages of a project that will 
be designed to ease con
gestion and increase safety 
in the area of Highway 65 
and Interstate 80. 

Gladys Cornell, a con
sultant on the project, said 
many who drive the route 
from Roseville toward Lin
coln are faced with traffic 
congestion on a daily basis. 

"It's heavily impacted 

and there needs to be 
some modifications to that 
area," she said. "We are 
looking at a larger area 
than just the interchange, 
we are looking at how to 
improve and make the 
flow· of traffic better 
between 80 and 65." 

The . scoping meeting 
was an opportunity for the 
public to learn about the 
project and provide any 
comments or concerns. 

Keith Pattison is a resi
dent of Roseville. He 
attended the meeting and 
said he agrees that some
thing needs to be done to 

ease congestion. 
"The Taylor Road exit 

should be eliminated," he 
said. "Ifs a nuisance to 
have so many off ramps 
too close together." 

Tom Tracy, of Rocklin, 
has been commuting from 
Sacramento for the past 
four years. He said that 
safety is his biggest con
cern. 

"In the evening that 
(merging) traffic can be· 
scary," Tracy said. "Hope
fully they can move to alle
viate some of it" 

There are currently four 
options being considered 
that either include adding 
roadways and off-ramps or 
offering more simplistic 
traffic control options. 

The improvements will 
likely be ~ompleted in 
phases when money is 
available, meaning con
struction could take 20 
years or more. 
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