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

www.pctpa.net 

Wednesday, October 23, 2013 - 9:00 AM 
Board of Supervisors Chambers 

175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, CA  95603 
 

 
A. Flag Salute  

   
B. Roll Call  

   
C. Approval of Minutes:  September 25, 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.  5 

 1. FY 2013/14 Placer County Claims for Local Transportation 
Funds (LTF) - $4,624,018 

Pg.  6 

    
G. 9:15 A.M. – TIMED ITEM:  Annual Unmet Transit Needs Public 

Hearing 
Action 
Pg.  12 

   
H. SR 65 Capacity And Operational Improvements Project Contract 

Award  
Action 
Pg.  14 

   
I. I-80 Auxiliary Lanes in South Placer County Cooperative 

Agreement and Request For Proposals Process 
Action
Pg.  15 

   
J. 2014 Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) 

Adoption 
Action 
Pg.  16 

   
ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
   
CONVENE AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
AGENCY 
   



 
Board of Directors Meeting Agenda 
PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
October 23, 2013 
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K. FY 2013/14 Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services 

Agency Budget Amendment #1 
Action 
Pg.  20 

   
ADJOURN AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
AGENCY 
   
CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
   
L. Executive Director’s Report  
   
M. Board Direction to Staff  
   
N. Informational Items Info 
 1. Revenues and Expenditures for September (under separate 

cover) 
 

 2. TAC Minutes Pg.  23 
 3. Status Reports  
  a. PCTPA Pg.  25 
  b. AIM Consulting Pg.  27 
  c. Federal Advocates, Inc. Pg.  29 
 4. Newspaper Articles Pg.  31 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
MINUTES 

SEPTEMBER 25, 2013 
 
The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency met on Wednesday, September 25, 2013 at 
9:00 a.m. at the Board of Supervisors Chambers, 175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, California. 
 
 ATTENDANCE: Jim Holmes  Celia McAdam 
    Paul Joiner  Shirley LeBlanc 

Keith Nesbitt  Luke McNeel-Caird 
    Susan Rohan  David Melko 

Diana Ruslin  Solvi Sabol 
    Ron Treabess  Sue Sholtis 
    Kirk Uhler    
 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Upon motion by Rohan and second by Ruslin, the minutes of the August 28, 2013 PCTPA Board 
meeting were approved as submitted, with Joiner abstaining. 
 
AGENDA REVIEW 
None. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
None. 
 
CONSENT CALENDAR 
Upon motion by Joiner and second by Ruslin, the Board unanimously approved the Consent 
Calendar as submitted.   
 
ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 
CONVENE AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 
SERVICES AGENCY 
 
CONSENT CALENDAR 
Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Treabess, the Board unanimously approved the Consent 
Calendar as submitted.   
 
ADJOURN AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 
SERVICES AGENCY 
 
CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 
FY 2013/14 OVERALL WORK PROGRAM (OWP) AND BUDGET – AMENDMENT #1 
Celia McAdam noted this amendment to our Overall Work Program and Budget for the current 
fiscal year reflects some major changes that have occurred in the last few months and includes 
three new work elements.  The first new work element is as a result of a Partnership Planning 
Grant which was awarded to study how to best sequence improvements on I-80 and SR 65, 
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including those on the I-80/SR 65 Interchange.  The second new work element is as a result of a 
Transit Planning Grant awarded to evaluate community transit in Rocklin and make 
recommendations on how the system might best serve the public in a cost effective way.  The 
third work element is to implement the Board action to reprogram funds to the preconstruction of 
the I-80 auxiliary lanes.  
 
McAdam noted a change to the work element for the Regional Transportation Funding Strategy 
which reflects budgeting approximately $115,000 towards a targeted, aggressive outreach effort 
to inform the public of Placer County’s transportation needs, how transportation funding works 
and how that connects to the quality of life and economic vitality.   
 
The budget reflects new revenues from our new grants, revenue from the reprogramming of the 
Federal earmark for the auxiliary lanes as well as increased Local Transportation Fund (LTF) 
funding.  Staff is also recommending adding $5,000 towards the reserves on the Nevada Station 
building to allow for expenses related to potential refinancing later this year.   
 
Keith Nesbitt inquired whether people really don’t understand transportation needs or people see 
a potential tax and tune it out before really hearing the message.  McAdam responded that it 
seems many people don’t see the connection.  They see there has been a lot of roadwork in the 
last couple years including the I-80 Bottleneck, Lincoln Bypass, repaving on I-80 and they don’t 
understand those projects are the result of efforts originating ten or more years ago.  They don’t 
realize we need to take action now to keep up with our increasing transportation needs.  Nesbitt 
added he would be happy to help with efforts to refinance the Nevada Station building.   
 
Ron Treabess agreed that the message to the public isn’t either understood or heard and when 
there are discussions about funding needs; there is a glaze without understanding the purpose of 
the funding needs.  Treabess feels it is important to convey not only what is needed in the 
outreach efforts but also what has been accomplished.  What is the approach to determine 
whether we will expend $115,000, not $50 and not $200,000 for the outreach efforts?  McAdam 
responded this is partially based on our experience from our previous outreach efforts conducted 
in 2004 through 2006, and partially on what we can afford.  We will go out for a Request for 
Qualification and obtain bids for these efforts and we are expecting this to be a multi-year effort 
and budgeting money in future fiscal years. 
 
Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Rohan, the Board unanimously adopted the FY 2013/14 
Overall Work Program (OWP) and Budget – Amendment #1 and authorized the Executive 
Director to submit it to Caltrans.   
 
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDING STRATEGY 
Celia McAdam noted the Board has been involved in presentations and information on how key 
transportation is to economic vitality and the continued quality of life in Placer County.  The 
general public is not aware of our transportation needs and, as discussed in the previous item, we 
are looking at hiring an outreach consultant to get the word out effectively.   
 
The Tahoe Transportation District (TTD) received a large grant to implement the Trans-Sierra 
Transportation Vision and Business Case to improve prospects for moving our transportation 
projects and services forward by coming together in a common voice.  PCTPA has been invited 
to be part of this a multi-county, two-state effort which includes all of Placer County.  A benefit 
from this effort is the economic data generated which could aid our efforts with our Funding 
Strategy Steering Committee.   
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Keith Nesbitt reflected during previous efforts we cited specific terms i.e., “this project will 
increase your speed on this section of roadway from 37 to 52 MPH” or “if you want to drive 15 
MPH faster it will cost you $15 more a year” which had a positive impact with the motoring 
public.  Nesbitt suggested we convey the message in very specific terms, such as “if we don’t 
pass a funding strategy we are all going to be down to 17 MPH by 2025.” 
 
Upon motion by Uhler and second by Ruslin, the Board unanimously authorized the Executive 
Director to issue a Request for Qualifications (RFQ) for consulting services needed to strategize 
and implement the focused outreach effort and formally agreed to membership in the Trans-
Sierra Transportation Coalition.   
 
“WAY TO GO WEEK” DESIGNATION 
Solvi Sabol asked the Board to adopt Resolution #13-19 designating the week of October 7 as 
Placer County’s Way to Go week.  PCTPA has partnered with the City of Auburn and Safe Kids 
Placer County to implement this program to reduce traffic congestion in and around schools by 
encouraging alternative modes of transportation to get to school.   
 
Sabol has scheduled five different school events, meeting away from traffic congestion and then 
supervising students walking to school.  Staff hopes to reduce the numbers of cars in and around 
school zones which improves air quality and increases safety for the students. 
 
Keith Nesbitt thanked Sabol for her efforts, commenting this is a great annual effort. 
 
Upon motion by Ruslin and second by Nesbitt, the Board unanimously adopted Resolution #13-
19 declaring October 7-11, 2013 as Placer County’s Way to Go week. 
 
UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS 2013 PUBLIC HEARING SCHEDULE 
David Melko stated as part of our responsibilities in administering the Transportation 
Development Act we are required to conduct the annual unmet transit needs process.  This 
process necessitates a public hearing to obtain comments regarding unmet transit needs.   
 
The schedule for the public hearing and public workshops was provided in the Board agenda.  
The public hearing will be held during our October 23 Board meeting and workshops will be 
conducted in all of the jurisdictions, including Colfax.  Times of the workshops have been 
altered to maximize attendance, and accommodate commuters utilizing the bus system.  There 
will also be a focused workshop during Placer Collaborative Network’s (PCN) retreat.  PCN 
includes 40 social service organizations.  Melko is also working towards scheduling a transit 
workshop at Sierra College. 
 
Commenters can convey their comments in a variety of ways including via mail, phone, fax, e-
mail and through our web page.  The comment period commences in October, running through 
the end of November.   
 
Kirk Uhler observed that the workshops, with the exception of the Tahoe City workshop, are 
scheduled within incorporated cities.  Uhler suggested conducting a workshop in unincorporated 
areas in Placer County such as Foresthill or Sheridan.  Melko will contact the MACs to schedule 
workshops in those areas.   
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Keith Nesbitt inquired whether comment cards will be provided in the buses to accommodate 
commuters who are unable to attend these workshops.  Melko indicated we provide 
informational flyers on the buses which outlines the various ways to provide their comments.  
We could look into providing comment cards on buses.   
 
Ron Treabess noted the Second Annual Transportation Summit of North Lake Tahoe is 
scheduled for November 7, the same day that the Tahoe City unmet transit needs workshop is 
scheduled.  Melko responded staff will cover both events. 
 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
Celia McAdam reported since our regularly-scheduled November and December Board meetings 
conflict with the Thanksgiving and Christmas holidays, we are recommending combining those 
meetings to Wednesday, December 4.  Staff will contact Board Members to check their 
availability to attend a combined meeting. 
 
BOARD DIRECTION TO STAFF 
Susan Rohan commented the recent CCJPA Board meeting included an agenda item discussing 
the Third Track project and information regarding outreach in Placer County is commencing this 
fall.  This agenda item was not covered during the meeting so Rohan wanted to inform Board 
Members of these upcoming meetings, suggesting staff could provide information regarding 
these outreach efforts to Board Members.   
 
Celia McAdam indicated HDR has been retained to perform the outreach and environmental 
work on this Third Track project.  This project was programmed in our Regional Transportation 
Improvement Program back in 2002.  Staff has been working with Capitol Corridor and Union 
Pacific on this project, and meetings with key elected officials are being scheduled.   Briefings 
can be scheduled for any interested Board member or City Council member on this project.  
Supervisor Holmes indicated he would like to be included in the briefing with either Supervisor 
Uhler or Mayor Rohan.   
 
Meeting adjourned at 9:35 a.m. 
 
 
 
_________________________________  ____________________________________ 
Celia McAdam     Jim Holmes, Vice 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:  October 8, 2013
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
Below are the Consent Calendar items for the October 23, 2013 agenda for your review and 
action. 
 
1. FY 2013/14 Placer County Claims for Local Transportation Funds (LTF) - $4,624,018 

Placer County submitted claims for $4,624,018 in LTF funds for FY 2013/14 - 
$2,960,500 for transit and $1,663,518 for streets and roads. The County’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 County submit a complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 2013, prior to issuance of instructions to the County Auditor 
to pay the claimant in full.  

 
 



TO: 

FROM: 

CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 
STREETS & ROADS PURPOSES 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

CLAIMANT: Placer County 

ADDRESS: 3091 County Center Drive, Suite 220 

Auburn, CA 95603 

CONTACT PERSON: Cynthia Taylor 

RECEIVED 
OCT fnr 2013 

PCTPA 

Phone: 530-745-3599 Email: ctaylor@placer.ca.gov 

The ________ c;;..:o....:;u.:..:.nt::.!...y....:.o;;..:fP....:.Ia;;..:c:..::.er=---------- 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_13....:./_14 ___ , for street and road purposes (P.U.C. 99400a) in the amount of$ 1,663,518 

to be drawn from the Local Transportation 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. Claimant must submit a 
complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit for the prior fiscal year prior t9 issuance of instructions to the County Auditor to pay the 
claimant. 

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: 

TITLE: 
Chairman, PaPA 

DATE: 

APPLICANT 

BY: 
(signature) (signature) 

TITLE: 

DATE: 



TO: 

CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 
TRANSIT PURPOSES 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

RECEiVED 
ocr ff7 2o13 

PCTPA 
FROM: CLAIMANT: Placer County 

ADDRESS: 3091 County Center Drive, Suite 220 

Auburn, CA 95603 

CONTACT PERSON: Cynthia Taylor 

Phone: 530-745-3599 Email: ctaylor@placer.ca.gov 

The County of Placer 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_13_1_14 ___ , 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: $ 2,960,500 

P.U.C. 99275, Article 4.5, Community Transit Services: $ _____ _ 

P.U.C. 99400c, Article Be, Contracted Transit Services: $ _____ _ 

C.C.R. 664B, Capital Reserve: $ _____ _ 

P.U.C. 99400e, Article Be, Capital for Contracted Services: $ _____ _ 

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

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: 

TITLE: 
Chairman, PCTPA 

DATE: 

APPLICANT 

BY: 
(signature) (signature) 

TITLE: 
Chair, Board of Supervisors 

DATE: 



TRP A LTF ANNUAL CLAIM FORM 

PROJECT AND FINANCIAL PLAN 

Briefly describe all proposed projects and indicate proposed expenditures by your agency for the ensuring fiscal 
year for purposes related to public transportation, pedestrian and bicycle facilities, and streets and roads. 
Provide each project a title and number. (Use additional forms as necessary) 

Claimant PLACER COUNTY 

Fiscal Year 2013-14 

Placer County Transit Salaries & Benefits $2,234,275 LTF $2,435,500 
Operations 2013/2014 Services & Supplies $3,112,934 STA $520,361 

Other $168,000 Fares $752,700 
Contingency $32,000 FTA $565,000 

Other Agency $988,448 
Other Funds $68,000 
Interest $40,000 
Reserves $177,200 

TOTAL TOTAL 
Placer County Transit Capital 

3 Buses FTA $3,083,700 2013/2014 
$3,060,000 PROP1B $960,700 
On-Board Reserves $67,000 
CCTV $58,000 
CNGPhase 3 $576,900 
Passenger Info A VL $168,700 
On Board Surveillance $150,300 
Two way Radios $97,500 
TOTAL TOTAL 

Tahoe Area Regional Transit Salaries & Benefits $1,655,909 LTF- TRPA $646,408 
Operations 2013/2014 Services & Supplies $1,668,702 LTF-PCTPA $525,000 

Other $92,833 STA-TRPA $172,186 
STA-PCTPA $85,569 
FTA 5311 $540,000 
Fares $444,100 
Other $1,004,181 

TOTAL TOTAL 

TOTAL TRANSIT 
Miscellaneous roadway $16,973,947 L TF -Article Sa $ 1,663,518 
maintenance activities Other Revenue $15,310,429 

TOTAL 7 
TOTAL STREETS AND ROADS $16,973,947 $16,973,947 

TOTALLTF . $4,624,018 



Before the Board ·of Supervisors 
County of Placer, State of California 

In the matter of: 
A RESOLUTION APPROVING 
AND AUTHORIZING THE CHAIR OF THE 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS TO EXECUTE 
AND SIGN CLAIMS FOR A TOTAL AMOUNT 
OF $4,624,018 FOR FY 2013-14 LOCAL 
TRANSPORTATIO FUNDS (LTF) AND 
SUBMIT TO THE PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

2013-212 
Resol. No:------

ll!E FOREGOING INSTIWMENT IS A CORRECT 
COPV OF THE ORIGINAl ON FILE IN THlS OffiCE 
ATTEST 

The following Resolution was duly passed by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Placer 

at a regular meeting held on September 24' 2013 by the following vote on roll call: 

Ayes: WEYGANDT, .M()N']X;(ME:Ry, HOlMES 

Noes: NONE 

Absent: D~ 

Abstain: UHLER 
Signed and approved by me after its passage. 

WHEREAS, the County of Placer is eligible to apply for and receive funds from the Local 
Transportation Fund (L TF) for transit capital, transit operating, and road/maintenance 
assistance; and 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTP A) includes an allocation in the 
amount of $2,435,500 for operating and capital assistance for Placer County Transit for Fiscal Year 2013-
14;and 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTP A) includes an allocation in the 
amount of $525,000 for operating and capital assistance for Tahoe Area Regional Transit for. Fiscal Year 
2013-14; and 



Resolution No. __ 
Pagel 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTP A) includes an allocation in the 
amount of $1,663,518 for annual street/road maintenance for Placer County for Fiscal Year 2013-14. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the BOARD of Supervisors of the County of 
Placer, State of California, that the Chair of the Board of Supervisors is authorized and directed to 
execute the attached 2013-14 Local Transportation Fund Claim to the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency in the amount of $2,960,500 TDA Article 4: Transit Operations and Capital and 
$1,663,518 TDA Article 8(a): Streets and Roads Maintenance. 



PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS TO THE 
COUNTY OF PLACER 

RESOLUTION NO. 13-22 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency at a regular meeting held October 23, 2013 by the following vote on roll call: 

Ayes: 

Noes: 

Absent: 

Signed and approved by me after its passage. 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
Chair 

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 claims and has 
made the following allocations from the 2013/14 fiscal year funds. 

1. 

2. 

To the County of Placer for projects conforming to 
Article 8(a) of the Act: 

To the County of Placer for projects conforming to 
Article 4 of the Act 

$1,663,518 

$2,960,500 

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, 2013, prior to issuance of said instructions to the County 
Auditor to pay the claimant. 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  October 2, 2013
  
FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner  
  
SUBJECT: 9:15 A.M. – TIMED ITEM:  ANNUAL UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS PUBLIC 

HEARING 
 

ACTION REQUESTED 
Conduct a public hearing to obtain public testimony on unmet transit needs that may exist in 
Placer County. 
 
BACKGROUND 
One of the key responsibilities for Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs) such as 
PCTPA is the unmet transit needs process. PCTPA must annually hold at least one public 
hearing to obtain comments on the unmet transit needs that exist within Placer jurisdictions 
(excluding that portion that is within the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) area) and 
that might be reasonable to meet. 
   
PCTPA focuses on those services that meet the adopted definition of an “unmet transit need” and 
are consistent with the criteria for being considered “reasonable to meet.” Services may include 
establishing, contracting for, or expanding transportation services. The definition was amended 
by the Board of Directors on September 27, 2006, and is shown in Attachment 1.   
 
DISCUSSION 
In addition to the public hearing the Board is holding as part of today’s meeting, public 
workshops have been held in Auburn, Lincoln, Loomis, Rocklin, and Roseville prior to the 
public hearing. Staff will summarize the input received at the workshops at the public hearing. A 
workshop with social service agencies will be held in collaboration with the Placer Collaborative 
Network (PCN) on October 24. A Tahoe City workshop will be held on November 7.  
Presentations before various Municipal Advisory Councils (MACs) have been similarly 
scheduled. 
 
Each of the public workshops and the public hearing were advertised in local newspapers, along 
with flyers in English and Spanish distributed by the transit operators.  The public comment 
period for this year’s unmet transit needs process will conclude on November 30, 2013.  
Public comments can be submitted at the October 23 public hearing, or via phone, fax, mail,  
e-mail, or through PCTPA’s web site.   
 
PCTPA will summarize and analyze all of the testimony. Staff will review the draft report with 
the Social Services Transportation Advisory Committee (SSTAC) and the TAC in January and 
return to the Board in February 2014 with the final report. If, based on the adopted definition and 
criteria any unmet transit needs are determined to be reasonable to meet by the Board of 
Directors, they must be funded in the next fiscal year prior to any TDA funds being allocated for 
streets and roads purposes.   



PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 

TDA DEFINITIONS 
Pursuant to PUC Section 99401.5(c) 

Adopted 11/8/92 
Amended 3/23/94 
Amended 9/22/99 
Amended 9/27/06 

 
Unmet Transit Need 
 

  An unmet transit need is an expressed or identified need, which is not currently being 
met through the existing system of public transportation services.  Unmet transit needs 
are also those needs required to comply with the requirements of the Americans with 
Disabilities Act. 

 
Reasonable To Meet 
 
Unmet transit needs may be found to be "reasonable to meet" if all of the following  criteria 
prevail: 
 
1)  Service, which if implemented or funded, would result in the responsible service 

meeting the farebox recovery requirement specified in California Code of Regulations 
Sections 6633.2 and 6633.5, and Public Utilities Code 99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, and 
99268.5. 
 

2) Notwithstanding Criterion 1) above, an exemption to the required farebox recovery 
requirement is available to the claimant for extension of public transportation services, 
as defined by California Code of Regulations Section 6633.8, and Public Utilities Code 
99268.8. 

 
3) Service, which if implemented or funded, would not cause the responsible operator to 

incur expenditures in excess of the maximum amount of Local Transportation Funds, 
State Transit Assistance Funds, Federal Transit Administration Funds, and fare 
revenues and local support, as defined by Sections 6611.2 and 6611.3 of the California 
Administrative Code, which may be available to the claimant. 

 
4) Community support exists for the public subsidy of transit services designed to address 

the unmet transit need, including but not limited to, support from community groups, 
community leaders, and community meetings reflecting a commitment to public transit. 

 
5) The need should be in conformance with the goals included in the Regional 

Transportation Plan. 
 
6) The need is consistent with the intent of the goals of the adopted Short Range Transit 

Plan for the applicable jurisdiction. 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  October 8, 2013
  
FROM: Luke McNeel-Caird, Senior Planner/Engineer  
  
SUBJECT: SR 65 CAPACITY AND OPERATIONAL IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT 

CONTRACT AWARD 
 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate and sign a consultant contract with Mark Thomas 
& Company for services to complete the SR 65 Capacity and Operational Improvements Project 
Approval and Environmental Document (PA&ED) services. 
 
BACKGROUND 
At the November 2012 meeting, the Board approved Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 
(CMAQ) funding for SR 65 Capacity and Operational Improvements PA&ED services. The 
proposed project would result in widening six miles of the existing four-lane freeway from north 
of Galleria Boulevard/Stanford Ranch Road to Lincoln Boulevard. The PA&ED work will 
provide Federal and State environmental clearances and Caltrans approval for the overall project. 
 
DISCUSSION 
Consultant Selection Process 
The request for proposals (RFP) was mailed to over 70 consulting firms in June 2013.  Six 
consultant teams submitted proposals which were reviewed by an evaluation committee 
consisting of representatives from Lincoln, Rocklin, Roseville, Placer County, and PCTPA.  As a 
result, three teams were invited for interviews. 
 
After detailed interviews with the three top teams, the evaluation committee ranked the team led 
by Mark Thomas & Company in first place based on: 

 Project Understanding – solid understanding of project, extensive experience and 
knowledge of the SR 65 corridor 

 Engineering Expertise – strong technical ability of team, excellent experience working 
with Caltrans 

 Project Management – Dynamic project manager, understanding of environmental and 
Caltrans requirements. 

 
Staff is currently in negotiation with Mark Thomas & Company on budget and contract details 
and is optimistic that we will come to terms.  However, if a contract cannot be successfully 
completed with the Mark Thomas & Company team, staff would then begin negotiations with 
the second-ranked team lead by Parsons Brinkerhoff. 
 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  October 8, 2013
  
FROM: Luke McNeel-Caird, Senior Planner/Engineer  
  
SUBJECT: I-80 AUXILIARY LANES IN SOUTH PLACER COUNTY 

COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT AND REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 
PROCESS 

 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 

1) Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate and sign a Cooperative Agreement with 
Caltrans for the I-80 Auxiliary Lanes in South Placer County for the Project Approval 
and Environmental Document (PA&ED); and  

2) Direct staff to begin the process to solicit Request for Proposals (RFP). 
 
BACKGROUND 
At the August 2013 meeting, the Board approved reprogramming the Federal earmark savings on 
the I-80 Capacity and Operational Improvements in Roseville (“the Bottleneck”).  In addition to 
providing funds for design of Phase 1 of the I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements, the Board 
designated funding for PA&ED for:   

 I-80 Auxiliary Lane Eastbound between SR 65 and Rocklin Road 
 I-80 Auxiliary Lane Westbound between Douglas Boulevard and Riverside Avenue 

Staff proposes to package the two I-80 auxiliary lane projects into a single project to create 
efficiencies and cost savings. The PA&ED work will provide Federal and State environmental 
clearance and Caltrans approval for the project. 
 
DISCUSSION 
Cooperative Agreement 
A cooperative agreement with Caltrans is required for all projects on the state highway before 
PA&ED services can begin, and specifies the responsibilities of each party. The cooperative 
agreement for PA&ED on the I-80 Auxiliary Lanes will be similar to the recently Board 
approved cooperative agreement for the SR 65 Capacity and Operational Improvements project, 
which outlines that PCTPA will fund the required environmental and engineering, and Caltrans 
will fund its own staff time to provide required oversight. Staff is requesting Board approval to 
negotiate and sign the cooperative agreement with Caltrans. 
 
Consultant Selection Process 
Once a cooperative agreement is finalized, staff can solicit proposals from consulting firms to 
complete the I-80 Auxiliary Lanes PA&ED services. The Request for Proposals (RFP) would be 
released later this year and an evaluation selection committee, including PCTPA and local 
agency representatives, would be formed to evaluate the proposals received. Once interviews are 
completed, staff will return to the Board for approval to contract with the top ranked consulting 
firm. Staff is requesting Board approval to proceed with the I-80 Auxiliary Lanes RFP for 
PA&ED services. 
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TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  October 8, 2013
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: 2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

(RTIP) ADOPTION 
 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Adopt Resolution 13-21, adopting the 2014 Regional Transportation Improvement Program 
(RTIP) for Placer County.  
 
BACKGROUND 
The State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) is made up of two components: 75% 
comes from the Regional Transportation Improvement Programs (RTIPs) provided by each of 
the 58 counties, and 25% comes from Caltrans’ Interregional Transportation Improvement 
Program (ITIP).   Each STIP cycle, the California Transportation Commission (CTC) adopts a 
Fund Estimate of transportation money available over the following five years.  This is then 
broken down by formula to specify a target “county share” amount for each Regional 
Transportation Planning Agency, such as Placer, to program their RTIP.  
 
The current STIP covers FY 2012/13 through 2016/17.  The 2014 STIP adds two years, FY 
2017/18 and FY 2018/19, to the current program. 
 
In previous RTIP cycles, PCTPA has provided funding for the SR 49 operational improvements 
in Auburn, the I-80/Sierra College Boulevard Interchange, and the I-80/Douglas Boulevard 
Interchange.  In addition, the RTIP has provided seed money for the Placer Parkway and I-80 
Bottleneck environmental documents, and annual funding for PCTPA to plan, program, and 
monitor these projects.   All of these projects have received their programmed allocations and 
have completed construction. 
 
In 2002, the Board took a bold move to request a $78 million advance of Placer’s county shares 
to match a large commitment of Caltrans discretionary ITIP dollars to fully fund Phase 1 of the 
Lincoln Bypass.  Had the Board not taken this daring approach, the Lincoln Bypass would likely 
be a dead project.  Now, along with subsequent commitments of Corridor Mobility Improvement 
Account (CMIA) funding from the Proposition 1B infrastructure bonds, local development 
impact fees, and federal earmarks, the $291 million Phase 1 of Lincoln Bypass opened to traffic 
in October 2012.     
 
DISCUSSION 
The economic crisis, coupled with lackluster gas tax receipts and flattened Federal transportation 
revenues, translate to only modest capacity for regions to program any new projects in the 2014 
RTIP.    
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Highway Program 
The STIP situation does not affect our overall approach, as we have long recognized our advance 
would take a long time to repay.  The CTC currently estimates this interest-free advance balance 
to be down to approximately $33.8M by FY 2019/20.   Meanwhile, the residents, visitors, and 
businesses of Placer County are already enjoying the use of the Lincoln Bypass.  
 
Rail/Transit Program 
Placer has one rail/transit capital project in the current STIP, the Track Capacity Improvements 
between Sacramento and Roseville, designed to support our long-standing efforts to bring 
additional passenger rail capacity to Placer County.   The specific goal is to provide the 
enhancements Union Pacific will need to allow the Capitol Corridor to bring 10 round trips daily 
to Roseville and 2 round trips to Auburn, while still supporting their freight operations.  The 
STIP funding not only provides some of those improvements, but would also be counted as 
leverage for funding opportunities in Federal rail grant programs, as well as Proposition 1A 
(High Speed Rail) bond funding. 
 
The environmental and preliminary design phase of this project is currently underway, funded by 
an allocation of statewide discretionary ITIP funds.   PCTPA’s $3 million in RTIP funding is 
programmed for the next phase, which is design, in FY 2014/15.   
 
While PCTPA has an advance of funds, the CTC still allows us to program funds to support the 
Agency’s requirements to plan, program, and monitor regional transportation projects.  Staff 
therefore recommends the following as our 2014 RTIP submittal: 
 

 Track Capacity Improvements between Sacramento and Roseville - $3 million RTIP 
No changes to current programming. 
 

 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring (PPM) - $0.835 million RTIP 
These funds cover the Agency’s costs to plan, program, and monitor the projects 
contained in the RTIP and ITIP, to ensure that projects are within the scope and costs 
programmed, assuring that projects move as quickly as possible to construction, and that 
the timely use of funds requirements are met.  While the Agency has $284,000 
programmed in the current RTIP, the CTC is allowing us $551,000 in capacity for FY 
2016/17 through 2018/19.  As this is the Agency’s opportunity to program funds for FY 
2016/17 through FY 2018/19, these are added to the draft 2014 RTIP submittal.   
 
Staff is recommending that the maximum amount of funds allowable be programmed in 
PPM as an offset of administrative funding from the Transportation Development Act 
(TDA)’s Local Transportation Fund (LTF).  Staff is recommending the additional 
$551,000 be spread over the new RTIP period, with $184,000 in FY 2016/17 through FY 
2017/18, then programming $183,000 in FY 2018/19.   
 

 Transportation Enhancements (TE) 
Programming of Transportation Enhancements (TE) no longer occurs within the STIP. 
These projects will now be funded through the new Active Transportation Program, with 
guidelines yet to be determined. 



 
PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY  

 
 
 

IN THE MATTER OF: THE 2014 REGIONAL   RESOLUTION NO. 13-21 
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM (RTIP) 
 
 
The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning  
Agency at a regular meeting held October 23, 2013 by the following vote on roll call: 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
 
 
Signed and approved by me after its passage 

 
 
 
        
     _______________________________________ 
    Vice Chair  
    Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
 
 

_________________________________ 
Executive Director 
 
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to California Government Code, Title 7.91, Section 67910, the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency (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 29532.1c identifies PCTPA as the 
designated regional transportation planning agency for Placer County, exclusive of the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; and 
 
WHEREAS, it is the intent and policy of PCTPA to improve and maximize the efficiency of 
transportation services in Placer County; and 
 
WHEREAS, the PCTPA has reviewed funding policies and considered comment received 
from its member jurisdictions on their transportation needs and priority projects; and 
 
 
 



 
WHEREAS, PCTPA places the highest emphasis on delivering needed projects as quickly and 
cost effectively as possible; and 
 
WHEREAS, State law requires the adoption of a Regional Transportation Improvement 
Program (RTIP) by each regional transportation planning agency every two years, to be 
adopted by the California Transportation Commission (CTC) into the State Transportation 
Improvement Program (STIP);  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency hereby submits the following projects and recommendations for the Placer 
County 2014 Regional Transportation Improvement Program to the California Transportation 
Commission. 
 
Regional Transportation Improvement Program 
 
Rail Corridor Track Capacity Improvements – Sacramento to Roseville (PPNO #9879) 
No change to current programming of $3,000,000 for PS&E (design) in FY 2014/15. 
 
Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 
The PCTPA requests the CTC program Regional Choice funds to PCTPA for planning, programming, and 
monitoring of the county’s RTIP program as follows: 
FY 2014/15 - $142,000 
FY 2015/16 - $142,000 
FY 2016/17 - $184,000 
FY 2017/18 - $184,000 
FY 2018/19 - $183,000 
 
Interregional Transportation Improvement Program 
 
I-80 Auxiliary Lanes in South Placer County 
The PCTPA strongly supports and recommends the CTC program ITIP funding in the amount 
of $3.9 million for construction (CON) in FFY 2016/17 to match $7 million in Federal earmark 
dollars for the I-80 Auxiliary Lanes project (03-PLA-80 PM 0.5/2.0 / 03-PLA-80 PM 4.5/5.9). 
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TO: WPCTSA Board of Directors DATE: October 1, 2013
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director 

David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner 
 

  
SUBJECT: FY 2013/14 WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 

SERVICES AGENCY BUDGET AMENDMENT #1 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Adopt the FY 2013/14 Budget Amendment #1 for the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation 
Services Agency (WPCTSA). 
 
BACKGROUND 
As a government entity, WPCTSA must adopt an annual budget for income and expenditures, based 
on projections for the coming year.  As the actual income and expenses are finalized as each fiscal 
year progresses, refinements will be necessary.  For that reason, amendments to the budget are 
normally proposed during the fiscal year. 
 
DISCUSSION 
Attachment 1 provides the operating and capital budget summary for the WPCTSA for FY 2013/14 
as provided in Amendment #1. The FY 2013/14 operating budget is consistent with the adopted 
WPCTSA Short Range Transit Plan. Proposed budgetary changes are highlighted in the specific cell 
for ease of reference. 
 
The major budget change for this budget amendment is a reduction of State Transit Assistance 
(STA) revenues from the State. This represents a less than 1% compared to the adopted budget 
revenues and now total $1,415,350.  The funding difference is reflected in a projected end of the 
year operating budget surplus of $133,313, which is intended to be carried over into FY 2014/15. 
 
There is also a minor change to the operating expenditures to line up with the administrative 
contract budget shown in PCTPA’s adopted budget.  This represents a less than 0.2% increase 
compared to the adopted budget. 
 
Attachment 1 also includes the capital budget summary, which is unchanged from that adopted by 
the Board in June 2013. 



FY 2013/14 Difference
Proposed FY 2013/14 Amendment #1

Amendment #1 Adopted vs. Proposed
PCTPA Staff Administration MOU - Per PCTPA OWP WE #23 (1) 128,090$          126,268$          1,822$              
Legal Services 7,500$              7,500$              -$                 
Placer Collaborative Network (PCN) Membership 125$                 125$                 -$                 
WPCTSA / Seniors First Board Member Annual Contribution 300$                 300$                 -$                 
Accounting Services 500$                 500$                 -$                 
Fiscal Auditors (TDA) 5,300$              5,300$              -$                 
Marketing (2) -$                 -$                 -$                 
Direct Expenses (3) 2,500$              2,500$              -$                 

Subtotal  PCTPA Administration 144,315$          142,493$          1,822$              
Programs -$                 
Seniors First - Health Express / NEMT 453,000$          453,000$          -$                 
Seniors First - Health Express Program Management (4) 135,000$          135,000$          -$                 
Seniors First - My Rides (5) 162,500$          162,500$          -$                 
Transit Ambassador Program 30,000$            30,000$            -$                 
Transit Planning (6) 57,500$            57,500$            -$                 
Dial-a-Ride CTSA Trips Reimbursement 82,500$            82,500$            -$                 
Bus Pass Subsidy Program 50,000$            50,000$            -$                 

Subtotal Existing & New Programs 970,500$          970,500$          -$                 
-$                 

Subtotal Operating Expenditures 1,114,815$       1,112,993$       1,822$              
-$                 

Operating Reserve (7) 167,222$          166,949$          273$                 

Total Operating Expenditures 1,282,037$       1,279,942$       2,095$              

FY 2013/14 FY 2013/14
Proposed Proposed Difference

FY 2013/14 LTF Article 4.5 (8) 671,600$          671,600$          -$                 
FY 20132/14 State Transit Assistance (8) 48,630$            59,110$            (10,480)$          
Prior Year Deferred Revenue (9) 347,120$          347,120$          -$                 
Interest Income 3,000$              3,000$              -$                 
Seniors First match toward Health Express - Hospital Funds (10) 125,000$          125,000$          -$                 
Seniors First match toward Volunteer Door-to-Door Program - A4AA Funds (10) 55,000$            55,000$            -$                 
First 5 Placer Commission match toward Mileage Reimbursement Program (10) 15,000$            15,000$            -$                 
FTA 5317 Urban New Freedom Grant (SACOG) (11) 150,000$          150,000$          -$                 
FTA 5317 Rural New Freedom Grant (Caltrans) -$                     -$                     -$                 

Total Operating 1,415,350$       1,425,830$       (10,480)$          

FY 2013/14 
Proposed

FY 2012/13 
Amendment #3 Difference

Fund Balance 133,313$         145,888$          (12,575)$          

2. Marketing activities will be funded under the PCTPA Coordinated Transit Marketing Program.

3. Direct expenses include auto, advertising, meeting, conference & training, postage, printing, and travel.

9. Estimate as of May 29, 2013. Actual will be available in July 2013.

11. Reflects funds programmed in SACOG MTIP 13-01 on January 22, 2013 for FFY 2013.

1. Staff Administration includes indirect cost allocation per Caltrans audit recommendations. Per PCTPA OWP & Budget FY 2013/14 Amendment #1.

7. The Government Finance Officers Association recommends an operating reserve of up to 15%.  

Notes

8. WPCTSA final allocation for FY 2013/14 approved at 4.0 percent by PCTPA in August 2013.

5. My Rides consists of prior year Volunteer Door-to-Door, Voucher and Rural  Mileage Reimbursement programs.

6. Reflects funds set aside for transit planning consultant work associated with CTSA reimbursement of dial-a-ride providing non-emergency medical trips 

    and administration of the Bus Pass Subsidy program through the South Placer Transit Information Center (Call Center).

4. Program Management expenditures include one-time transition cost of $10,000 for FY 2013/14 only.

10. Reflects revenue attributable to non-profit match for programs.

Attachment 2: Western Placer CTSA Proposed Operating Budget Summary
FY 2013/14 Draft Amendment #1

 Operating Revenue 

Operating Expenditures

October 2013



 Capital Revenue (Allocations) FY 2013/14 Proposed FY 2012/13 Approved 

 Prior Year Prop 1B Allocations (1)  $                                          -  $                               217,212 
Prop 1B PTMISEA (2) -$                                           15,000$                                 
Prop 1B TSSSDRA (2) -$                                           8,356$                                   

Total Capital Revenue -$                                           240,568$                               

Capital Expenditures FY 2013/14 Proposed
 FY 2011/12 Final 
Amendment #2 

Prior Year Prop 1B Applications (1)  $                                          -  $                               217,212 
Vehicle Tracking -$                                           
Community Transit Enhancement Projects -$                                           -$                                           

Total Capital Expenses -$                                           217,212$                               

Capital Revenue to Capital Expenditure 
Comparison FY 2013/14 Proposed

 FY 2011/12 Final 
Amendment #2 

Fund Balance -$                                           23,356$                                 

Allocation amounts for FY 12/13 have not yet been released by the State Controller and may added in future amendment.
2. The WPCTSA SRTP recommends zero allocation of Prop 1B capital funds for this fiscal year due to fund source expiration.  
1. Applications have been submitted for entire allocation amounts shown.

Notes

Western Placer CTSA Capital Budget Summary
FY 2013/14

June 2013
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 

October 8, 2013 
 
 

ATTENDANCE: Megan Siren, City of Auburn 
Amber Conboy, Placer County Public Works 
Rich Moorehead, Placer County Public Works 
Scott Gandler, City of Roseville 
Rhon Herndon, City of Roseville 
Jeff Morneau, Caltrans 
 
Celia McAdam, PCTPA 
Luke McNeel-Caird, PCTPA 
David Melko, PCTPA 
Sue Sholtis, PCTPA 
 

 
FY 2013/14 WPCTSA Budget Amendment #1 
David Melko provided copies of CTSA’s Budget Amendment #1 to TAC members, noting the 
changes from the budget adopted by the CTSA Board in June are highlighted.   
 
Rhon Herndon asked how CTSA’s 4% apportionment is handled if the August final 
apportionment is higher than the February preliminary apportionment.  Celia McAdam indicated 
that 4% of the increase would go to the CTSA, and assuming the budget remains the same, the 
overage goes into CTSA’s reserve.  Herndon indicated the City of Roseville would like to see 
any increase from the preliminary and final apportionment distributed to the jurisdictions.  Melko 
noted that the Short Range Transit Plan projects that the CTSA budget will need to increase over 
time, eliminating the reserves and potentially requiring an allocation increase to 4.5 or 5% by 
2017.  One of the reasons there is a reserve is the use of Federal Access to Jobs funds to defray 
costs, but those monies are no longer available under MAP-21.  Herndon then agreed the current 
approach is reasonable. 
 
TAC approved this budget amendment which will go before the CTSA Board at its October 
meeting. 
 
2014 Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) 
Celia McAdam stated the Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) is due to the 
California Transportation Commission (CTC) on December 15.  We will be bringing this item to 
the Board at our October Board meeting.  She reminded the group of the large advance we 
received for the Lincoln Bypass back in 2002, noting that by 2020 we are still projected to owe 
$33M. 
 
We are allowed to continue to program Planning, Programming and Monitoring (PPM) as well 
as make recommendations on Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP) 
programming.  McAdam noted staff met with Caltrans Headquarters staff regarding our proposal 
to match our investment with ITIP dollars for the I-80 Auxiliary Lanes in South Placer County, 
and that Jody Jones was in attendance.  They were not very optimistic about our proposal since 
the ITIP is oversubscribed.  We remain hopeful that something may be able to be worked out 
since the request is only $4M.  Caltrans did mention that this project is a perfect candidate for the 
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competitive SHOPP funding, if that comes available.  Staff also met with CTC staff regarding 
our proposal. 
 
TAC members concurred with staff’s approach for the RTIP funding proposal. 
 
SR 65 Capacity and Operational Improvements PA&ED Contract Award 
Luke McNeel-Caird indicated this project is on SR 65 from Galleria Blvd. to Lincoln Blvd. 
which will widen SR 65 to six or eight lanes.  We received six proposals for this project.  
Representatives from Lincoln, Rocklin, Roseville, Placer County and PCTPA interviewed three 
consultant teams.  The top ranked team we are currently negotiating with is Mark Thomas & 
Company.  We will ask the Board at our October meeting to continue negotiations and obtain 
authorization to sign the contract for this project. 
 
Refinancing Nevada Street Station Building 
Celia McAdam commented she is looking into refinancing the bonds for the Nevada Station 
Building in hopes of saving money.  This item will go before both PCTPA and SPRTA Boards 
when refinancing options have been determined. 
 
Other Issues/Upcoming Deadlines 
Celia McAdam indicated our November and December Board meetings have been combined to 
December 4 since our regularly-scheduled meetings conflict with both the Thanksgiving and 
Christmas holidays.  A schedule of upcoming TAC and Board meetings was provided to TAC 
members. 
 
Jeff Morneau provided TAC members information regarding Caltrans’ California Transportation 
Plan (CTP).  Morneau stated Caltrans is currently working on this statewide plan which provides 
a long-range policy framework to meet future mobility needs and reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions.  Morneau noted the contact person for this project is Gabriel Corley.  There is a 
webpage which delineates outreach activities. 
 
Rhon Herndon inquired whether this plan includes an assumption of High Speed Rail.  Morneau 
responded the plan includes a rail element which incorporates High Speed Rail.  Celia McAdam 
mentioned this plan incorporates RTP’s and MTP’s and utilizes those land use assumptions, and 
did not expect this would be a controversial plan. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 3:34 p.m. 
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TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  October 8, 2013
  
FROM: Luke McNeel-Caird, Senior Planner/Engineer 
  Solvi Sabol, Associate Planner – Alternative Transportation and Motorist 
                                Aid Programs 
  
SUBJECT: STATUS REPORT 
 
 
1. TDM & Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) Report 

The week of October 7, 2013, designated as Way to Go Week by the PCTPA Board in 
September, is being celebrated with five Walk to 
School events.  At this writing two schools have 
participated with approximately 100 students per 
school walking in to school.   
 

These events were coordinated by PCTPA, City 
of Auburn, Safe Kids Placer County with help 
from Auburn Police Department, Placer County 
Sheriff, FedEx, Auburn Fire cadets, CalFire, 
principals, teachers and volunteer parents.  
 

Participating students were given reflective wrist 
bands, taught the importance about being seen 
and how to walk safely to school.  While 
walking was the primary focus of these events, 
the Way to Go program encourages all 
alternative ways to travel to school to help 
relieve traffic congestion and improve air quality 
in and around schools.   
 

 Outreach partners in the Sacramento region which include PCTPA and the City of 
 Roseville are asking people to take the low car challenge and drive less in October.  
 Participate by registering or logging into the Sacramento Region Commuter Club, then 
 log all trips in the Trip Diary beginning October 1st. For every low-car trip a person logs 
 (walk, bicycle, carpool/vanpool, transit, telecommute, Amtrak or motorcycle) in the Trip 
 Diary during October, they’ll earn bonus credits in the monthly Prize Raffle. If they try a 
 new mode of transportation in October, they’ll be entered into bonus drawings for prizes.   
 Commute, errand, or work/meeting trips all count.  Every time a low-car travel mode is 
 chosen, our region's air quality is improved, traffic congestion is reduced, and a savings is 
 realized on money on gas and parking.    

 
 
 
 

Skyridge & Rock Creek Elementary School 
(Auburn) students participate in their Walk to School 
Day, October 7, 2013. 
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2. I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements Project – PA&ED Phase 

The project team completed several traffic sensitivity tests to address Caltrans and 
FHWA concerns with future vehicle weaving on Interstate 80 between Eureka Road, 
Taylor Road, and State Route 65. A focused traffic meeting was held on September 11th, 
resulting in buy off from Caltrans on the traffic analysis assumptions being used for the 
project alternatives. The updated project alternatives, including the new Collector-
Distributor concept, were presented to Caltrans at a meeting on October 1, 2013. The 
updated alternatives focus on addressing design and safety concerns raised by Caltrans 
and were presented to the Project Development Team on October 8th.  A focused meeting 
is anticipated in November to present additional traffic and design information to 
Caltrans and FHWA. Staff will be presenting the updated alternatives for consideration 
by the Board at the December 2013 meeting. 

 
 
 



 
 
 
MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  Celia McAdam 
  
FROM: AIM Consulting   
 
DATE:  October 10, 2013  
 
RE:  September 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 September. 
 
AIM attended meetings and worked with McAdam on the Regional 
Transportation Funding initiative.     
 
Additionally, AIM continued implementing a Social Media strategy for PCTPA 
and updating the PCTPA website. 
 
AIM also assisted with media relations and public information for alternative 
transportation programs.  
 
Following is a capsule summary of activities:  
 
Strategy 
 
AIM attended strategy meetings and worked with McAdam on the Regional 
Transportation Funding initiative.     
 
PCTPA.net 
 
AIM continued to monitor 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.   
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AIM continued working with PCTPA staff to implement revisions to the PCTPA 
website including updating the home page and navigation structure.  In 
addition, AIM continued working on a Social Media presence for PCTPA 
including a Facebook and Twitter page.        
 
Media Relations 
 
AIM developed talking points for Loomis Council member Sandra Calvert for the 
“Get Across 80” Construction Completion Celebration. 
 
In addition, AIM worked with PCTPA staff to develop an informational brochure 
for the changes to the Health Express fare structure.    
 
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 
 
September 27, 2013 
 
To: PCTPA 
From: Sante and Michael Esposito 
Subject: September Monthly Report  
 
 
MAP21 Reauthorization 
 
In the House, the Transportation and Infrastructure Committee’s current plans are to hold a 
hearing in October and then over the next two months to develop principles for the new bill with 
bill drafting to commence in January. The Senate Environment and Public Works Committee 
held its kickoff hearings on September 18 on “Implementing MAP-21’s Provisions to Accelerate 
Project Delivery” and on September 25 on the “Solvency of the Highway Trust Fund.” It is 
important not to “miss the boat” on reauthorization knowing, based on past experience, that we 
will need to gear up regarding project identification, white paper, strategy, etc. Federal 
Advocates will follow-up with PCTPA. 
 
Appropriations Situation In General 
 
This week Congress focused on passing a short term funding bill to either November 15 or 
December 15. Last week the House passed a short term funding bill with a provision to defund 
the health care act. This weekend the Senate will  likely strip out that provision and send the 
funding bill back to the House thereby putting  House Republican leaders in a tight spot. They'd 
have a shorter window to act on one of two choices: vote on the revised bill, which a number of 
Republicans will oppose and which would require significant Democratic votes; or attach 
another Republican priority (such as a Keystone pipeline policy) to attract enough conservative 
Republican votes  and put the funding bill ball back in the Senate's court with a short time to act. 
The funding bill must be enacted by October 1 or much of the government will shut down. Also 
this weekend or next week the House is likely to pass a one-year extension of the federal debt 
limit. Republicans will again likely attach provisions to defund the health care act and/or 
advance the Keystone pipeline.  



 
FY14 Transportation Appropriations Bill 
 

As the two FY14 Transportation Appropriations Bills currently stand, it is unclear if they will 
ever be reconciled because of the over $10B difference in the two bills' funding levels and the 
close to $100B difference in the overall House and Senate FY'14 budget allocations for 
government-wide discretionary spending. 
 
Program FY 2013 Enacted FY 2014 House FY 2014 Senate 

Core Highway Program $39.7B $40.3B $40.3B 

  

Supplemental Bridge Program $0 $0 $0.5 B 

  

Transit Formula Programs 
(including Bus and Bus Facilities) 

$8.5B $8.6B $8.6B 

  

Transit Capital Grants (New 
Starts/Small Starts) 

$1.85B $1.8B $1.94B 

  

Airport Improvement Program 
(AIP) Grants 

$3.1B $3.35B $3.35B 

  

Amtrak - Total $1.5B $0.95B $1.45B 

  

TIGER $0.474B $0 $0.55B 

 
 
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 the specific grant request. 



Transportation money may not keep up with region's growth 
BEN VAN DEl MEER I STAFF WRITER 

As growth resumes, transportation re
sources critical for supporting it are in 
danger of falling behind, industry experts 
say. 

With state transportation bonds run
ning out and federal dollars harder to 
come by than ever, transportation advo
cates and transit agency executives say 
they are scrambling to pay for roads, bus
es and other methods of serving a grow
ing population. 

"We're going to be literally at the brink 
of a fiscal cliff in money that's available 
for transportation," said Will Kempton, a 
former executive director of the California 
Depatment of Transportation and now ex
ecutive director with Transportation Cali
fornia, an industry-based advocacy group. 

Kempton said a combination of fac
tors created the situation, including cut
backs at the federal level in transportation 
spending and little appetite among voters 
statewide for new transportation bonds 
that would have to be paid back. 

In the Sacramento region, the local sales 
tax to pay for transportation, which voters 
renewed in 2004, provides a local source for 
funding. But with less money from other 
sources, the local funding doesn't go as far 
as it used to as a local match, said Mike Wi
ley, general manager and chief executive 
officer at Sacramento Regional Transit. 

"You used to get discretionary dollars 
with an 80-percentfederal match," he said. 
"Now you can't get that, and at best it's a 
50-50 match." 

At stake, Wiley said, is almost every 
project on his agency's drawing board 
beyond the current light-rail extension 
down Cosumnes River Boulevard to 

NOEL NEUBURGER I SACRAMENTO BUSINESS JOURNAL 

Light rail's extension in Elk Grove is one of the region's last fully-funded transit projects. 

serve Elk Grqve. That includes a long
discussed light-rail extension north to 
Natomas and eventually the airport, and 
additional rail service to Folsom. A pro
posed streetcar line to link Sacramento 
and West Sacramento also has no identi
fied funding .. 

But it's not just transit in largely de
veloped areas that's lacking. The pro
posed Capital SouthEast Connector be
tween Elk Grove and western ElDorado 
County also is well short of the necessary 
funding, said project spokesman Gene 
Endicott. 

Voter renewal of Measure A nine years 

ago was partially sold on the connector, a 
35-mile parkway, being built with sales
tax dollars. Endicott said that means $118 
mil.Upn,~but totalbuildout of the corinec~ 
tor, more thah a decade away, is now es
timated at $456 million. 

"Obviously, it's providing only a portion 
of what we need," he said. "We'll contin
ue to look for, and at some point need to 
secure, another source of funding. When 
you're discussing the lack of transporta
tion dollars out there, this project is poten
tially affected just like any other." 

Both at the state and local level, transpor
tation experts like Kempton said they're 

trying to figure out possible solutions. 
If bonds are out, Kempton said, his group 

will make a push legislatively, or even at 
the ballot box, next year to create a new 
source of transportation funding. Among 
them could be lowering the threshold of 
voter approval for approving new dedicat
ed taxes, or consideration of changing the 
current gas tax to one based on miles of 
travel, though he said the latter is likely to 
be a tough sell with the public. 

In the longer term, the state may need 
to look at raising the vehicle-license 
fee, or recapturing fees based on truck 
weights, he said. 

"There's really a menu of potential 
ways to proceed, but I suspect what we're 
talking about in the next couple years is 
an incremental solution," Kempton said. 

Wiley said the Sacramento region 
could be seeing a more direct way to ad
dress the issue as soon as next November, 
in the form of a ballot measure for addi
tionallocal tax revenues to be applied to 
transportation projects. So far, though, 
the idea is only at the discussion level. 

If any of those concepts move forward, 
Kempton and Wiley said, getting busi
ness support will play a major role. De
grading infrastructure adds to business 
costs, and traffic-impact fees paid by de
velopers can't do it all. 

"I think business is, ultimately, going to 
take a step back and look, and when they 
do, they're going to be a big supporter of 
finding adequate funding for our transpor
tation network," Kempton said. 

BEN VAN HR MEER covers 
real estate, planning, construction, 
transportation and agriculture. 

bvandermeer@bizjournals.com 1916-558-7861 
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THE SACRAMENI'O BEE 

Caltrans entirely rebuilds I-80 from Auburn to 
Nevada state line 
tbizjak@sacbee.com 

Published Wednesday, Oct. 02, 2013 

A half-dozen years ago, then-Caltrans Director Will Kempton says he was so embarrassed by the cracks 
and ruts while driving Interstate 80 that he wanted to pull over and cover the Caltrans logo on his car. 

Wednesday, Kempton, now head of a coalition of companies that worked on the road, joined government 
officials at the Donner Summit rest area to celebrate what they call the biggest freeway renovation project 
in California in years. 

It took 15 years, $820million and countless lane closures and traffic slowdowns, but as of later this month, 
officials of the state Department of Transportaion say they will have finished rebuilding I-80, often from 
scratch, from Auburn and the Nevada state line - 423 miles worth of lanes. Travelers will still have to deal 
with a handful of lane closures in both directions over the next two weeks as crews scramble to finish work 
on both flanks of Donner Summit before snow sets in. 

The renovation project has speeded travel for the estimated 170,000 commercial trucks, recreation 
travelers and other drivers who use the interstate east of Sacramento daily. I-80, which runs from San 
Francisco to the New York area, is one of the busiest commercial corridors in the country. An estimated 
$4. 7million worth of consumer goods crosses the summit each hour, Caltrans officials said. 

Nearly a third of the overall project's funds - coming from state and federal transportation accounts and 
California voter-approved bonds- went toward rebuilding the high mountain sections of the freeway, 
where during a half-century of winters, cars and especially big rigs gouged the pavement with snow chains, 
creating what Truckee Mayor Sandra Calvert, a history buff, called "wagon ruts." 

The original I-80 was built between 1957 and 1964 as part of the Federal Highway Act. State officials timed 
the portion of the project from Sacramento to Truckee in the late 1950s to finish in time for the 1960 
Winter Olympics at Squaw Valley, so fans would not have to drive single file in winter up winding old 
Highway 40. 

But even as dignitaries lit a symbolic Olympic torch at the summit Wednesday and posed for pictures on a 
victory stand, evidence already was forming a few yards away on 1-80 that time -and truck travel- will 
leave their marks again. The far-right truck lanes leading to the summit, which were rebuilt a couple years 
ago, already show slight indentations where truck tires pass. 

"We're never really going to prevent rutting," said Dave Catania, Caltrans construction manager, driving his 
SUV on a tour of the mountaintop final work areas Wednesday. This time around, though, highway officials 
say they feel they have built a longer life into the new freeway. The old roadway was topped with 10-inch 
concrete slabs. The new one has slabs that are 12 inches thick in key high-mountain sections. That will 
give crews, in the years ahead, several extra inches of concrete to grind flat when ruts get deep. 

The department also installed slabs of different lengths on key sections of the freeway, in hopes of 
reducing the rhythmic bouncing that happens to trucks when crossing from slab to slab. Instead of same
length slabs, the new concrete sections are built in a sequence of 10, 12, 14 and 16 feet. Catania said that 
should reduce truck up-and-down movement. 
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"There's nothing worse for pavement than trucks bouncing," he said. "It just tears it up." 

The series of renovation projects started in the late 1990s after highway officials decided the freeway had 
outlived its functional life. Early on, Caltrans built a bypass route around Truckee. Since then, work crews 
have jumped from spot to spot along the highway east of Auburn. An estimated 3,000 workers 
participated, mainly from May to October each year. 

In some places, the entire freeway was removed and replaced. At several spots, the old freeway's concrete 
was ground up and reused in the base of the new freeway. At other spots, workers left the old freeway in 
place, and glued a new concrete slab on top. 

"These 15 projects have brought 1-80 back to its original glory while updating it to modern standards," said 
Rick Land, a Caltrans chief deputy director. 

Upgrades include numerous water run-off detention ponds and sediment basins so that freeway water is 
filtered before flowing to adjacent creeks. The agency put new traffic sensors in the pavement and better 
lighting at exit and entrance ramps. Workers replaced old post and cable barriers with concrete in potential 
crash areas, and in spots where snow removal equipment sometimes hits the barriers. Caltrans replaced 
bridge roadways and topped them with a "sacrificial layer" of polyester concrete that can be replaced every 
seven to 12 years without having to dig into the main road surface. 

Several state and private transportation experts lauded the project, but said the state still faces tough 
times with much more infrastructure work to do on roads as well as transit. 

"Funding from these (bond) programs is exhausted and the traditional sources of transportation funding 
cannot keep up with the needs of a growing state," Kempton said. "Our economy, our quality of life and the 
future of our state depend on that investment." 

Driving along the last work zones near Donner Lake, Caltrans construction manager Catania said he and 
workers have a sense of accomplishment. 

"This was a big push for years," he said. "It was something exciting, something to have on your resume." 
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I-80now 
$82IM 
smoother 
Massive Caltrans 
project eases drive from 
Auburn to state line 
BY GUS THOMSON 
JOURNAL STAFF WRITER 

A massive road-smoothing 
project that spans 90 miles of 
Interstate 80 from Auburn to the 
Nevada state line and cost $821 
million is now complete. 

Caltrans' District 3 office in 
Marysville made the announce
ment Wednesday, ending a 
marathon series of improve
ments that covered 15 years. 

The project leaves the route 
over Donner Summit in the Sier
ra with a smooth road surface 
and some high-tech accou
trements. 

"In years past, people visiting 
our state were greeted with a 
rough, worn-out roadway," Cal
trans Director Malcolm 
Dougherty said. "We now have a 
smooth, safe, world-class high
way that will benefit our resi
dents, our businesses and mil
lions of tourists who visit Cali
fornia." 

Dubbed "Get Across 80" by 
state transportation officials, the 
project comprised 15 separate 
stages that featured a wide range 
of improvements. 

In addition to rebuilding the 
· _..,highway, which in many areas 

was a bone-jarring vestige of the 
road constructed to bring traffic 
to Squaw Valley for the 1960 
Winter Olympic Games: 

• Caltrans rebuilt seven 
bridges and the Donner Summit 
and Gold Run rest areas. The 
Gold Run rest area was closed 
for a year and reopened in the 

summer of 2009 after a 
$3.4 million revamp. The 
rest stop was more than 
40 years old. 

• New freeway cameras 
were installed, allowing 
Cal trans to monitor traffic 
and weather conditions. 

• New electronic high
way message signs on 1-
80 will provide motorists 
real-time traffic and 
weather information. 

• Lighting was boosted 
at key interchanges to 
enhance motorist safety. 

• Drainage systems 
were improved and high
way shoulders were 
widened to modern stan
dards. 

The repairs were not 
without their inconven
iences. For seven months 
in 2009, nighttime 
detours took RVs, trucks 
and buses along Highway 
20 and Highway 49 to 
avoid work along an 11-
mile stretch of I -80 
between Colfax and Alta. 

Andy Chapman, North 
Lake Tahoe ResortAssoci
ation chief marketing offi
cer, said the high-country 
business and tourism 
group is happy that con
struction is coming to an 
end. 

"But we also under
stand that improvements 
are important and need 
to be done," Chapman 
said. 

Chapman said the 
roadbed before the Cal
trans project was some
thing that could be felt 
when traveling. 

"It wasn't necessarily a 
smooth road and it was 
good to see Caltrans put
ting resources into their 
capital investment," 
Chapman said. 

Chapman said that Cal
trans' "Get Across 80" 

information campaign to 
alert motorists to con
struction areas and 
potential delays worked 
well. 

"I think they did a good 
job during the construc
tion period on letting 
drivers know how to get 
around and the best times 
to travel," he said. 
"Impacts were fairly min
imal." 

The completion of work 
is taking place as North 
Lake Tahoe anticipates a 
record summer in 
tourism occupancy tax 
collections- a good busi
ness barometer of activity 
in and around Lake Tahoe 
in Placer County. The tax 
is collected on hotel 
accommodations. 

''All of the indicators for 
the July to ;September 
qu~er are th;lt it will be 
above the record (sum
mer season) collections of 
last year," Chapman said. 
"And occupancy forecasts 
going into the winter are 
stacking up well. We're 
anxious to see some 
snowfall to put that extra 
pressure on demand." 


