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TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  January 13, 2013
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT FACTORS AS A CONSIDERATION IN 

PRIORITIZING TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS 
 
ACTION REQUESTED  
Discuss economic development factors and issues for prioritizing transportation projects as 
outlined on Attachment 1 and provide direction to staff for development of formal criteria. 
 
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 
To begin the discussion, staff has developed an issue paper on economic development factors 
that could be considered in prioritizing transportation projects, which is shown in Attachment 1.  
These issues focus not only on the factors themselves, but on how they might fit into the overall 
picture of how we consider transportation priorities. 
 
The issue paper is divided into three sections.  First is citing the overall goal of economic 
development considerations.  The second section, Potential Criteria, provides the Board with 
some specific metrics that could be used to compare various projects’ economic impacts.  The 
third section, Potential Considerations, provides some “food for thought” on how these 
considerations might fit into the overall scheme of transportation priorities. 
 
Underlying this discussion is a harsh reality that transportation funding sources, particularly 
those which we have discretion over, are largely dried up.   

 Placer’s share of the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) is committed to 
repay our advance to construct the SR 65 Lincoln Bypass.  Under current projections, it is 
unlikely we will see new programming capacity until around 2030.   

 Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds are required to go to transit projects, with 
the remainder committed to local jurisdictions’ road rehabilitation projects.   

 PCTPA policy passes through 100% of the Federal Regional Surface Transportation 
Program (RSTP) by formula to the jurisdictions’ discretion, and 75% of the Federal 
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program (CMAQ) is passed through.   

 Regional developer impact fee programs, including those imposed by the South Placer 
Regional Transportation Authority (SPRTA), are already committed to the projects and 
dollar amounts adopted in the fee program. 
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 Federal and state earmarks are no longer being considered by the State Legislature or 
Congress.  
 

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. 
 
At the same time, there may be opportunity.  The Agency has reestablished the Regional 
Transportation Funding Strategy Steering Committee, which is set to have its first meeting on 
January 28, 2013.  This group, which includes 51 members representing a wide variety of 
geographically-balanced business, community, government, environmental, recreational and 
other interests, is tasked to look at the universe of transportation priorities facing Placer and 
funding available.  The goal is for the Steering Committee to advise the Board on a funding 
strategy to address the transportation needs for Placer, both now and in the future.  The 
communication of specific economic development criteria of interest to the Board in project 
prioritization can be of great help to the Steering Committee in putting together the meaningful 
recommendations.     
  
Next Steps 
Based on Board discussion and direction, staff will work with member jurisdictions to further 
develop economic development criteria and how it can factor into transportation project 
prioritization.  This will be brought to the Board for further consideration and adoption at your 
March or April meeting.   
 
CM:ss 
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Guiding Principles: 
 Add economic development as a consideration in prioritizing transportation projects 
 
Potential Criteria: 
 Employment: 

o Direct jobs created by the construction of the project 
o Improvement of access to workforce training, development, or education that 

will increase employability 
o Improved facility will facilitate construction and operation of employment 

center(s), particularly of targeted industries 
 

 Community Growth 
o Improved facility will facilitate construction of residential areas 
o Improved facility will facilitate construction of retail/commercial areas 

 
 Visitor/Recreational Travel 

o Improved access to existing and planned recreational and visitor amenities 
o Project itself enhances the destination and attracts visitors to the region 

 
 Goods Movement 

o Improves viability of businesses by enhancing speed and reliability and/or 
reducing cost to transport local goods to consumers 

o Improves viability of businesses by enhancing speed and reliability and/or 
reducing cost to transport supplies and raw materials from suppliers 

 
Potential Considerations: 
 Geographic equity 
 Magnitude of benefit versus project cost (cost/benefit) 
 Local commitment, which could be demonstrated via adopted economic development 

plan, funding commitment, or other local action 
 Level of detail needed to demonstrate a project meets the criteria, and cost of obtaining 

it 
 Balancing of economic development with other criteria (i.e.  increased truck traffic for 

a new industrial facility that provides economic growth would also increase local road 
maintenance costs) 

 Eligibility of project for funding source 


