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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

MINUTES 

July 23, 2014 

 
The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency met on Wednesday, July 23 at 9:00 a.m. at the 

Board of Supervisors Chambers, 175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, California. 

 

ROLL CALL: Jim Holmes  Celia McAdam  

 Paul Joiner  Aaron Hoyt  

 Keith Nesbitt  Shirley LeBlanc  

 Susan Rohan  Luke McNeel-Caird  

 Diana Ruslin  David Melko  

 Ron Treabess  Solvi Sabol 

 Miguel Ucovich  

 Kirk Uhler  

  

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Ucovich the minutes of the June 18, 2014 PCTPA Board 

meeting were approved by the following roll call vote: 

 

AYES:   Holmes, Nesbitt, Ruslin, Treabess, Ucovich, Uhler  

NOES:   None     

ABSTAIN: Joiner, Rohan, Uhler 

 

AGENDA REVIEW 

None. 

 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

Keith Nesbitt asked that Item 4, TDA Financial Audit – City of Auburn, be removed from the 

Consent Calendar.   

 

Upon motion by Ucovich and second by Ruslin, Items 1 – 3 of the Consent were unanimously 

approved as submitted by the following vote roll call vote: 

 

AYES:   Holmes, Joiner, Nesbitt, Rohan, Ruslin, Treabess, Ucovich, Uhler  

NOES:   None     

ABSTAIN: None 

 

TDA FINANCIAL AUDIT – CITY OF AUBURN 

Keith Nesbitt acknowledged that Auburn Transit’s farebox ratio has been declining and is currently 

under 10%.  Nesbitt asked what impact this will have on future allocations.  Celia McAdam 

explained that if a jurisdiction does not make farebox recovery for a certain number of years, 

PCTPA is required to start assessing a fine that would be returned to the jurisdiction once 

adjustments can be made to costs and/or routes and the 10% farebox ratio is met.  Nesbitt followed 

up by asking if the fines factor into the farebox recovery ratio with McAdam responding that the 

fines are not part of that calculation. 

ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

 

CONVENE AS THE PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION  
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PUBLIC HEARING: PROPOSED SHERIDAN COMMUNITY PLAN UPDATE AND 

CONSISTENCY DETERMINATION WITH AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBILITY 

PLAN  

David Melko stated that staff is asking the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) to: 1) conduct a 

public hearing for the proposed Community Plan Update for Sheridan and its consistency with the 

Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP); 2) find that the Community Plan 

Update is consistent with the ALUCP, and approve the proposed policy for consideration. 

 

David Melko provided background noting that the updated PCALUCP was adopted by the 

Commission in February 2014. Melko explained that actions taken by local agencies, such as 

adoption of general plans, general plan amendments, and rezones that are within the influence area 

of the ALUC require Commission review. 

 

David Melko said that the Lincoln Regional Airport influence area extends into the Sheridan 

community plan referencing the two maps provided to the Commission: 1) Sheridan Community 

Plan Proposed Land Use and Lincoln Regional Airport Compatibility Zones and 2) Sheridan 

Community Plan Proposed Zoning and Lincoln Regional Airport Compatibility Zones. In order for 

the ALUC to review and act upon a consistency determination, it’s required that notice be provided 

and a public hearing be conducted.  Melko recounted the public outreach efforts made as part of this 

public hearing process and noted that Crystal Jacobson from Placer County was available for 

questions specific to the Sheridan Community Plan Update. Melko explained that once the 

Community Plan Update is submitted to the ALUC, the Commission has 60 days upon which to find 

it: 1) consistent with the ALUCP; 2) consistent with the ALUCP subject to conditions; or 3) 

inconsistent with the ALUCP based on specific conflicts. 

 

Because there is new development within ALUC Compatibility Zones C1, C2, and D, David Melko 

stated and agreed that the County’s new development policy criteria as referenced in the memo to 

the Commission addressed this development. Lastly, Melko stated that the Technical Advisory 

Committee (TAC) was provided information regarding this item and received no feedback.  Jim 

Holmes opened the public hearing, and the following comments were received: 

 

 Lee Bastien, Sheridan Municipal Advisory Committee (MAC), recommended the 

Commission find the Community Plan consistent and concurred with the development policy 

recommended by ALUC staff.   

 Crystal Jacobsen, Placer County Planning Services Division, appreciated the Commissions’ 

consideration of the Plan and said that she was available should the Commission have any 

questions.  Keith Nesbitt asked Jacobsen what the difference was between the proposed 

zoning and land use and what is existing.  Jacobsen explained that there were no major 

changes to land use, and there were only minor changes to the town site that expands the 

Sheridan Community Plan to recognize the Municipal Advisory Council (MAC) boundaries. 

Jacobsen also noted there were changes within the town site to allow for mixed uses based on 

the need for services within the town. 

 

With no further comments received, Jim Holmes closed the public hearing at 9:16 a.m. 
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Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Joiner the Commission found Placer County’s proposed 

Sheridan Community Plan Update to be consistent with the Placer County ALUCP and included the 

policy as submitted for County consideration by the following roll call vote  

 

AYES:   Holmes, Joiner, Nesbitt, Rohan, Ruslin, Treabess, Ucovich, Uhler  

NOES:   None     

ABSTAIN: None 

 

ADJOUR AS THE PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 
 

CONVENE AS THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT  

Celia McAdam reported that two public workshops to obtain input on the scope for the 

environmental document on the Sacramento - Roseville Third Track Project were conducted within 

the past week.  This project will enable the Capitol Corridor rail service to expand to ten roundtrips a 

day between Roseville and the Bay Area.  McAdam noted that this project also lends itself as a good 

candidate for cap and trade dollars. 

 

Celia McAdam announced that a public workshop to kick off the environmental process for the SR 

65 Widening Project is taking place on June 24 in the City of Lincoln City Hall Community Room.   

 

Celia McAdam stated that the preliminary polling results indicated strong public support for funding 

transportation improvements.  A full presentation on these results will be brought to the Board in 

August. 

 

Lastly, Celia McAdam reported that the Women’s Transportation Seminar (WTS) are having their 

annual ‘Cruising the Catwalk’ event on August 14th, and Board member Susan Rohan will be one of 

the models featured at this fun event.  All were encouraged to attend. 

 

Miguel Ucovich asked if electric charging stations would be something the agency could consider 

pursuing.  Celia McAdam stated that this type of project could be eligible for Congestion Mitigation 

and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds and that a CMAQ call for projects will happen this fall.  To that end, 

McAdam reported that there has been a push for state control of the selection of CMAQ, Regional 

Surface Transportation Program (RSTP), and State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) 

projects.  Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPAs) are pushing back at this proposal.   

 

Miguel Ucovich said that there is a kickoff being planned for the Raise 80 project in Loomis. 

 

Jim Holmes announced that the next PCTPA Board meeting is August 27, 2014 and adjourned the 

meeting at 9:25 a.m. 

 

 

 

_________________________________  ____________________________________ 

Celia McAdam     Jim Holmes, 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:  August 12, 2014 

  

FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  

  

SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 

 

Below are the Consent Calendar items for the August 27, 2014 agenda for your review and 

action. 

 

1. Authorizing Execution of Master Agreements, Program Supplements or Fund Transfer 

Agreements with the State of California for Federal-Aid Transportation Programs and 

Projects 

Resolution No. 00-19 currently provides a blanket authorization for the Executive 

Director to enter into Master Agreements, Program Supplements or Fund Transfer 

Agreements with Caltrans for federal-aid transportation programs and projects. These 

agreements are essentially form contracts, containing standardized clauses. Resolution 

No. 00-19 contains several dated references and is need of updating. Staff recommends 

that the Board adopt a Resolution No. 14-26 and rescind Resolution No.00-19. Caltrans 

requires a Board resolution authorizing the Executive Director to enter into these 

agreements. Continuing to delegate the responsibility to the Executive Director to sign 

these agreements has proven efficient.  

 

2. Quarterly Status Report on State and Federal Funded Projects 

The attached Quarterly Status Report summarizes currently programmed projects that are 

regionally significant and/or funded with state and federal funds. The report provides 

project descriptions, project costs, and key schedule information. 

 

3. Reprogram Placer County Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality (CMAQ) Funds from 

Roseville Changeable Message Signs (CMS) Installation Project - Blue Oaks & Pleasant 

Grove to Pedestrian Facilities Improvement Project 

On November 28, 2012, the PCTPA Board approved CMAQ project funding 

recommendations for FY 2014/15 through FY 2015/16. The City of Roseville is 

requesting PCTPA approval to reprogram $100,000 CMAQ funds approved for 

construction of Changeable Message Signs on Blue Oaks Boulevard and Pleasant Grove 

Boulevard to construction funding for the Pedestrian Facilities Improvements Project 

(ADA improvements on various roadways). The request will allow the City to move 

forward with construction in 2014/2015. Staff recommends Board approval. 

 

4. FY 2014/15 Final Finding of Apportionment for Local Transportation Fund (LTF) 

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. 
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The LTF program was established through the TDA in 1972 and consists of a ¼ cent of the 

general sales tax collected statewide. Funds are allocated for specific purposes in priority 

order and are intended for public transportation before other claims, such as streets and 

roads are approved.  

 

The final finding of apportionment for LTF for FY 2014/15 projects a rather robust 

carryover of approximately $1.2 million from FY 2014/15 and recommends a three 

percent growth in revenue over the prior fiscal year.  Staff recommends that the Board 

approve the attached final finding of LTF apportionment for FY 2014/15.  The PCTPA 

TAC concurred with this recommendation at its August 12, 2014 meeting. 

 

5. Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) Apportionments 

In January 1999, the PCTPA Board of Directors approved an allocation formula for 

Regional Surface Transportation Funds (RSTP) based on population as well as 

maintained road miles for each jurisdiction in Placer County. The approved formula 

pools both urban and exchange RSTP funds and then calculates the apportionment 

formula based on an average of the latest population data and maintained road miles. 

 

Estimated RSTP funding levels are based on current funding under MAP-21, which are 

anticipated to continue under the next federal transportation reauthorization bill. These 

estimates are prepared by Caltrans Division of Transportation Programming and are 

provided to the jurisdictions for purpose of programming their projects in SACOG’s 

MTIP. The attachment provides the RSTP apportionment by jurisdiction for 2017 

through 2019. 

 

6. FY 2014/15 PCTPA Claim for Local Transportation Funds (LTF) - $755,070 

Staff recommends approval of the attached PCTPA LTF claim for FY 2014/15 in the 

amount of $755,070 per the FY 2014/15 Final Apportionment of Local Transportation 

Funds pending approval at this August 2014 Board meeting. PCTPA previously claimed 

the $425,000 Administration allocation at the July 2014 Board meeting. 

 

7. FY 2014/15 Western Placer CTSA Claim for Local Transportation Funds (LTF) - $799,031 

Western Placer CTSA is submitting a claim for $799,031 in LTF funds for FY 2014/15 

for transit purposes. The Western Placer CTSA claim is in compliance with the approved 

LTF apportionment, and all transit needs that are reasonable to meet are being provided. 

Staff recommends conditional approval, subject to the Western Placer CTSA 

authorization to submit said LTF claim. 



 PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 

 

IN THE MATTER OF:  AUTHORIZING   RESOLUTION NO.  14-26 

EXECUTION OF MASTER AGREEMENTS,  

PROGRAM SUPPLEMENTS OR FUND  

TRANSFER AGREEMENTS WITH THE  

STATE OF CALIFORNIA FOR FEDERAL  

AID TRANSPORTATION PROGRAMS AND  

PROJECTS  

 

 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency at a 

regular meeting held August 27, 2014 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, Congress of the United States enacted the Intermodal Surface Transportation 

Efficiency Act (ISTEA) of 1991 and subsequent transportation authorization bills to fund 

transportation programs under Title 23 U.S.C. (Highways) and Title 49 U.S.C. (Transportation) or as 

established under other federal law; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Legislature of the State of California enacted legislation by which certain federal-

aid transportation funds may be made available for use by public entities qualified to act as recipients 

of federal-aid transportation funds in accordance with federal law; and 

 

WHEREAS, 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, pursuant to California 

Government Code, Title 7.91, Section 67910; and  

 

WHEREAS, PCTPA is designated as the regional transportation planning agency for Placer County, 

exclusive of the Lake Tahoe Basin, pursuant to California Government Code Section 29532.1(c); and 



WHEREAS, PCTPA is eligible to receive certain federal-aid transportation funds through the 

California Department of Transportation local assistance program; and 

 

WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation is tasked to apportion federal-aid 

transportation funds in accordance with amounts approved in the Metropolitan Transportation 

Improvement Program adopted by the Sacramento Area Council of Governments; and 

 

WHEREAS, PCTPA and the California Department of Transportation are required to enter into 

Master Agreements, Program Supplements or Fund Transfer Agreements as a condition to receive 

federal-aid transportation funds for specific programs and projects; and 

 

WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation requires a Board resolution authorizing 

PCTPA to enter into Master Agreements, Program Supplements or Fund Transfer Agreements; and 

 

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 00-19 currently provides a blanket authorization for the Executive 

Director to enter into agreements with the California Department of Transportation for federal-aid 

transportation programs and projects; and 

 

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 00-19 contains several dated references and is need of updating. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT Resolution No. 00-19 is rescinded. 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Executive Director is hereby authorized for and on 

behalf of the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency to: 

1. Execute all Master Agreements, Program Supplements or Fund Transfer Agreements; and 

2. File any and all other documents and applications as may be required for purposes of 

receiving federal-aid transportation funds and implementing federal-aid transportation 

programs and/or projects through the California Department of Transportation local assistance 

program. 

 

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Executive Director is hereby authorized: 

3. To take any and all other actions necessary and proper to effectuate the processing of the 

submissions herein authorized. 

  



Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
August 2014

 Lead Agency  MTIP ID Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete 1st Yr PA&ED 1st Yr ROW 1st Yr CON
Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8 Column 9 Column 10

Caltrans District 3 CAL18828 I‐80 Vertical Clearance Improvements

Placer County, I‐80, in and near Loomis at various locations 
from Brace Road to Magra Road ‐ Improve vertical 
clearance (PM 8.1/37.8) [CTIPS ID 107‐0000‐0757; EFIS ID 
0300000473] (Toll Credits) 

 SHOPP Bridge AC $36,045,000 2016 2013 2013 2013

Caltrans District 3 CAL20389 SR 193 Curve Correction

Near Lincoln, SR 193, from 0.1 mile west to 0.9 mile east of 
Clark Tunnel Road ‐ Curve improvements and widening 
(SHOPP Lump Sum ‐ Collision Reduction) (PM 4.4/5.4) 
[CTIPS ID 107‐0000‐0798; EFIS ID 0300000725] (Toll 
Credits)

 SHOPP Collision AC $17,393,000 2017 2015 2015 2015

Caltrans District 3 CAL20424 I‐80 3‐Mile Truck Climbing Lane

Near Colfax on Route 80, from the Long Ravine UP to east 
of Magra Road OC ‐ Construct eastbound truck climbing 
lane and related improvements (PM 35.1/38.0) (Toll 
Credits for PE, ROW, CON) [EFIS ID 0300020420]  

 IM, SHOPP Mobility 
AC

$49,050,337 2019 2010 2011 2015

Caltrans District 3 CAL20459 Rattlesnake Bar Rd. Turn Pocket
Near Auburn, at the Rattlesnake Bar Road intersection ‐ 
Construct left‐turn channelization (PM R31.1) [CTIPS ID 107‐
0000‐0865] (Toll Credits)

 SHOPP Collision AC $2,020,000 2015 2014 2014 2014

Caltrans District 3 CAL20483 Bridge Seismic Retrofit (Info Only)

In Nevada and Placer Counties on SR 20, I‐80, SR 89 and SR 
174 at various locations: Seismic retrofit 11 bridges. SR 20 
& SR 89: Bridges #17‐0079S, #17‐0078; I‐80 & SR 174: 
Bridges #19‐0079, #19‐0101, #19‐0103, #19‐0045, #19‐
0087, #19‐0088, #19‐0124L, #19‐0119L, #19‐0055, [EFIS ID 
0312000064; CTIPS ID 130‐0000‐2485]Project Cost: 
$22,275,000FOR INFORMATION AND REFERENCE ONLY. 
Actual project programming is shown in the Rural Non‐
MPO FSTIP.

$0 2017

Caltrans District 3 CAL20486
Shoulder and Centerline Rumble Strips 
(Safety) at Various Locations

In Butte, Colusa, El Dorado, Nevada, Placer, Sacramento, 
Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties at various locations ‐ Install 
shoulder and centerline rumble strips [CTIPS ID 102‐0000‐
0174]

 SHOPP Collision AC $3,470,000 2015 2014 2014 2014

Caltrans District 3 CAL20494 SR 267 Pavement Rehab
In Placer County, on SR 267 near Truckee, from Nevada 
County line to Brockway Summit ‐ Pavement overlay (PM 
0.0/6.8) [Toll Credits]

 SHOPP Roadway 
Pres AC

$5,101,000 2015 2014 2014 2014

Caltrans District 3 CAL20497 Alpine Meadows Road Traffic Signal

Placer County, about 9.3 miles south of Truckee at Alpine 
Meadows Road ‐ Construct signalized intersection at SR 89 
[FCO Only] (Pla‐89‐12.1/12.5) [SHOPP Minor A 201.310] 
(Toll Credits for CON)

 CT Minor SHOPP AC $974,000 2015 2014

Caltrans District 3 CAL20511 Gold Run SRRA Water System Upgrades

On I‐80 in Placer County, near Gold Run, at the Gold Run 
Safety Roadside Rest Area ‐ Replace water distribution 
system (PM 41.4/42.2) [EFIS ID 0313000017; CTIPS ID 107‐
0000‐0960] [Total Project Cost $2,700,000 in 16/17 FY] 
(Toll credits for PE)

 SHOPP Collision AC $2,700,000 2018 2016 2017 2017
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
August 2014

 Lead Agency  MTIP ID Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete 1st Yr PA&ED 1st Yr ROW 1st Yr CON
Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8 Column 9 Column 10

Caltrans District 3 CAL20516
Upgrade Pedestrian Facilities @ Various 
Locations

In Yuba, Sacramento, Placer, El Dorado and Butte counties 
on Various Routes at Various Locations ‐ Upgrade 
pedestrian facilities [EFIS ID 0312000071; CTIPS ID 107‐
0000‐0974] [Total Project Cost $3,482,000 in 17/18 FY] 
(Toll Credits for PE, ROW, CON)

 SHOPP ‐ Mandates 
(SHOPP AC)

$3,482,000 2019 2016 2018 2018

Caltrans District 3 CAL20518 CCTV Cameras at Various Locations

In El Dorado, Nevada, Placer, Sacramento and Yolo 
counties on Routes 5, 50, 51, 80, 89, 99 and 267 at Various 
Locations ‐ Upgrade closed caption televisions (CCTV) [EFIS 
ID 0313000197; CTIPS ID 107‐0000‐0966] (Toll Credits for 
PE, ROW, CON)

 SHOPP Mobility AC $2,698,000 2020 2016 2016 2016

Caltrans District 3 CAL20519 Upgrade Traffic Monitoring Stations

In Sacramento, Placer, Yolo and Yuba counties, on Routes 
5, 50, 51, 65, 70, 80, 99 and 113, at Various Locations ‐ 
Upgrade Traffic Monitoring Stations (TMS) [EFIS ID 
0313000198; CTIPS ID 107‐0000‐0967] (Toll Credits for PE, 
ROW, CON)

 SHOPP Mobility AC $5,226,000 2018 2016 2017 2017

Caltrans District 3 CAL20521 I‐80 Culvert Rehabilitation

In and near Colfax on Pla‐80, from 0.3 mile south of 
Weimar overhead to 0.3 mile south of Illinoistown 
overcrossing ‐ Rehabilitate culvert (PM 28.5/31.5) [EFIS ID 
0300020597; CTIPS ID 107‐0000‐0959] (Toll Credits for PE, 
ROW, CON)

 SHOPP Roadway 
Pres AC

$1,918,000 2018 2016 2018 2018

Caltrans District 3 CAL20531 SR 65 Pavement Rehab

On SR 65, in and near Roseville, from I‐80 to Twelve Bridges 
Drive ‐ Pavement rehabilitation (PM 4.8/12.5) [EFIS ID 
0314000010; CTIPS ID 107‐0000‐0991] (Toll Credits for PE, 
ROW, CON)

 SHOPP Roadway 
Pres AC

$1,429,217 2016 2015 2015 2015

Capitol Corridor Joint Powers 
Authority

CAL18320 Roseville Third Track

On the UP mainline, from Elvas Tower in Sacramento 
County to Roseville Station in Placer County: Construct 
third track. Project involves: extension of freight lead track; 
construction of track and signal improvements; 
construction of satellite maintenance facility and other 
associated improvements; and possible relocation of the 
Roseville rail station to address conflicting train 
movements that affect capacity. Project improvements will 
permit service capacity increases for Capitol Corridor in 
Placer County, with up to ten round trips to Roseville and 
four round trips to Auburn.

 IIP ‐ Public 
Transportation 

Account, Local, Prop 
1A High Speed Rail, 

RIP PTA

$250,800,000 2021 2001 2013

City of Auburn Dept. of Public 
Works

PLA25353
Auburn Multi Modal Station ‐ Rail 
Platform Extension

At the existing Auburn Multi Modal Station: Obtain right‐of‐
way and install rail platform extension . (Emission Benefits 
in kg/day: 0.93 ROG, 1.18 NOx, 0.43 PM10)

 CMAQ, Local $1,416,480 2016 2011 2015 2016
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
August 2014

 Lead Agency  MTIP ID Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete 1st Yr PA&ED 1st Yr ROW 1st Yr CON
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City of Auburn Dept. of Public 
Works

PLA25471
Nevada Street Pedestrian & Bicycle 
Facilities

Class 2 bike lane and adjacent sidewalks along Nevada St 
from Placer St to Fulweiler Ave to allow for continuous 
pedestrian and bicycle access from Old Town Auburn to the 
Auburn Station and EV Cain Middle School. (Emission 
reductions in kg/day: ROG 0.01, NOx 0.01.)

 CMAQ, Local $1,648,000 2016 2013 2016

City of Auburn Dept. of Public 
Works

PLA25547
City of Auburn Non‐Urbanized Transit 
Operations

For the ongoing operation of transit within the non‐
urbanized area of Auburn and a portion of non‐urbanized 
Placer County.

 FTA 5311, Local $2,414,890 2018 2013

City of Auburn Dept. of Public 
Works

PLA25569 Auburn Transit Bus Replacement Replace one bus.  FTA 5311, Local $384,119 2015 2015

City of Colfax Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25439
Grass Valley Street Railroad Crossing 
Bike/Ped Improvements

On Grass Valley Street, construction of pedestrian 
improvements across UP railroad tracks to improve 
pedestrian safety, road rehabilitation from S Auburn to 
Main, and installation of Class II bike lanes or Class III bike 
route signage. (Emission Benefits in kg/day: 0.01 ROG, 0.01 
NOx)

 CMAQ, Local, Prop 
1B PTMISEA, RSTP 

Exchange
$402,000 2015 2014 2015

City of Lincoln Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25464 Lincoln Blvd. Streetscape ‐ Phase 1

In Lincoln: Between 7th Street and McBean Park Drive; 
construct various pedestrian, bicycle, NEV, and ITS 
improvements along Lincoln Boulevard (old Highway 65 / G 
Street).  Improvements will consist of gap sidewalk 
construction, pedestrian improvements to railroad 
crossings, pedestrian crossings along Lincoln Boulevard, 
bicycle and NEV lanes, connection to the existing trail along 
Auburn Ravine east of Highway 65, roadway narrowing 
through the construction of landscape medians and 
frontage improvements where appropriate, and traffic 
signal interconnection and coordination along the corridor. 
(Emission Benefits in kg/day: ROG 0.58, NOx 0.41, PM10 
0.08)

 CMAQ, Local $3,278,812 2015 2010 2014 2014

City of Lincoln Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25509
Nelson Ln/Markham Ravine Bridge 
Replacement

Nelson Ln, over Markham Ravine, 0.25 mi south of Nicolaus 
Rd. Replace existing functionally obsolete 2 lane bridge 
with a new 4 lane bridge.

 HBP, Local $9,447,179 2017 2011 2015

City of Lincoln Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25515
East Ave. and East Joiner Pkwy. 
Sidewalks (SRTS)

East side East Ave. between SR 93 (McBean Park Dr.) and 
12th St.; east side E. Joiner Pkwy. between 12 Bridges Dr. 
and Westview Dr.: Construct sidewalk, curb and gutter, 
curb ramps; install bike lanes. SRTS3‐03‐005

 SRTS $519,600 2015 2012

City of Lincoln Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25531 Lincoln Blvd. Signal Upgrade and Lighting
Lincoln Blvd. (SR 65) between Sterling Pkwy. and 7th St.: 
Upgrade traffic signals; install safety lighting and bike lanes. 
(HSIP5‐03‐006)

 HSIP, Local $1,080,000 2015 2013
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City of Lincoln Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25540 McBean Park Bridge Rehabilitation
McBean Park Dr. over Auburn Ravine, east of East Ave.: 
Rehabilitate existing 2 lane bridge. No added lane capacity.

 HBP, Local $8,083,000 2020 2013

City of Lincoln Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25550 Lincoln Transit Operating Assistance

Operating assistance and preventive maintenance for 
transit services within the City of Lincoln.  Sacramento 
Urbanized Area.FFY 2014 operating assistance: 
$149,108FFY 2014 preventive maintenance: $12,281

 FTA 5307 *, FTA 
5307 ‐ E.S., Local

$1,616,076 2016 2013

City of Lincoln Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25553
Twelve Bridges Drive & Joiner Parkway 
rehabilitation

In Lincoln, street rehabilitation of (1) Twelve Bridges Drive 
from Industrial Avenue east to Sierra College Boulevard 
and (2) Joiner Parkway from the southern city limits to First 
Street. (Toll Credits for CON)

 RSTP, RSTP Exchange $1,332,655 2016 2014 2015

City of Lincoln Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25554 Lincoln Blvd. Streetscape ‐ Phase 2

Lincoln Blvd, First Street to McBean Park Drive: Provide a 
more pedestrian, bicycle and Neighborhood Electric 
Vehicle (NEV) friendly environment along the main street 
through the city. Pedestrian improvements include wider 
sidewalks, bulb‐outs at intersections and crosswalks. 
Bicycle and NEV improvements include Class 2 lanes on 
each side of the street. (Emission Benefits in kg/day: ROG 
0.16, NOx 0.11, PM10 0.06) (Toll Credits for PE and CON)

 CMAQ $1,019,639 2015 2013 2015

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA19400 Rocklin Rd. Widening
In Rocklin, Rocklin Road: widen to 6 lanes from Granite 
Drive to westbound I‐80 ramps.

 Local $1,320,000 2017 2014 2016

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA25025 Whitney Ranch Parkway
In Rocklin, Whitney Ranch Parkway: construct four‐lane 
facility from SR 65 to east of Wildcat Boulevard.

 Local $1,730,000 2015 2012 2014

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA25268 University Avenue Phase 1

University Avenue: Construct new four lane roadway from 
the intersection of Whitney Ranch Parkway north to the 
extension of West Ranch View Drive. One or more phases 
of this project may require federal permitting.

 Local $2,500,000 2017 2013 2017

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA25345 Rocklin Road/I‐80 Interchange
In Rocklin: from Rocklin Rd. onto both WB and EB I‐80; 
construct roundabouts at ramp EB/WB ramp terminus.

 Local $26,150,000 2018 2011 2015 2018

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA25521
Whitney Ranch Parkway Interchange 
Phase 1A

At SR 65 and Whitney Ranch Parkway: Construct Phase 1A 
of the Whitney Ranch Interchange by constructing NB on‐ 
and off‐ramps, overcrossing structure, and southbound 
loop on‐ramp.

 Local $3,800,000 2015 2012 2014

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA25551 Sunset Blvd Reconstruction
Reconstuct Sunset Blvd from Fairway Drive to Stanford 
Ranch Road. (Toll credits for CON.)

 Local, RSTP $875,000 2016 2015 2016
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City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA25552
Pacific Street‐Bikeway/Neighborhood 
Electric Vehicle Expansion Project

Construct & add striped median ,striping, pavement 
markings and signage on both NB and SB lanes of Pacific 
Street. The project will also construct a Class II bike path on 
the northwest portion of Pacific Street from Town of 
Loomis border to Del Mar Ave.(Emission Benefits in kg/day: 
ROG 0.16; NOx 0.13; PM10 0.08)

 CMAQ, Local $1,020,485 2016 2014 2016

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA25566 Bridge Preventive Maintenance Program
Bridge Preventive Maintenance Program, various locations 
in City of Rocklin. See Caltrans Local Assistance HBP web 
site for backup list of bridges.

 HBP, Local $600,000 2017 2014

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA15100 Baseline Road
In Roseville, Baseline Road from Fiddyment Road to Sierra 
Vista Western edge west of Watt Avenue: widen from 2 to 
6 lanes.

 Local $7,852,055 2018 2013 2015 2016

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA15660 Baseline Rd. Widening
In Roseville, Baseline Rd., from Brady Lane to Fiddyment 
Road: widen from 3 to 4 lanes.

 Local $6,106,889 2020 2017 2018 2019

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA15850 Roseville Road Widening
Widen Roseville Rd. from 2 to 4 lanes Between Cirby Way 
and southern city limit.

 Local $2,500,000 2020 2018 2018 2019

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA19910 Dry Creek Greenway Trail
In Roseville, along Dry Creek, Cirby Creek and Linda Creek, 
construct class 1 bike trail. (Emission Benefits in kg/day: 
0.14 ROG, 0.10 NOx, 0.07 PM10)

 CMAQ, Local $1,946,629 2017 2011 2014 2016

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25214 Roseville Transit ITS Project

To purchase and install electronic fareboxes, software, 
probes, software, automatic vehicle location devices, 
mobile data computers, video security cameras and 
software, and digital readerboard equipment for transfer 
points. [Project replaces PCT10430 and PCT10420]

 FTA 5307 *, Local $1,100,000 2016 2008

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25323 Sierra Gardens Transfer Point

Improve Sierra Gardens Transfer Point. Improvements may 
include new bus turnouts, shelters, restrooms, landscaping, 
lighting, crosswalks, sidewalks, and other pedestrian 
improvements such as bulb‐outs. (Emission benefits in 
kg/day: 63 ROG, 63 Nox, 25 PM10.)

 CMAQ, FTA 5307 *, 
Local

$1,012,151 2016 2007 2016

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25377 Market St.
City of Roseville, Market St., from approx. 800 feet north of 
Baseline Road to Pleasant Grove: Extend 2 lanes.

 Local $8,500,000 2017 2013 2015 2016

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25378 Santucci Blvd. Extension
City of Roseville, Santucci Blvd. (North Watt Ave.): Extend 
four lanes from Vista Grande Blvd.to Blue Oaks Boulevard.

 Local $6,500,000 2020 2017 2018 2019
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City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25386
I‐80 To Royer Park Bikeway Phase 2 ‐ 
Segment 3

Roseville, Harding Blvd @ Dry Creek, I‐80 to Royer Park: 
Construct class 1 bikeway in 2 phases.  Phase 1 from I‐80 to 
Harding Blvd completed in 2004 (PLA20870).  Phase 2 
construction is separated into 3 segments: Segment 3 is 
located from Folsom Road to Lincoln Street/Royer Park. 
(Emission benefits in kg/day: 0.25 ROG, 0.2 NOx 0.09 
PM10)

 CMAQ, Local $870,909 2016 2016 2011 2016

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25416 South Placer Call Center
Operating cost contribution towards ADA complementary 
paratransit services provided for the South Placer Call 
Center.

 FTA 5307 *, Local $187,500 2015 2010

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25465
Downtown Roseville Transportation 
Enhancement Project

In Roseville, conduct Washington Blvd pedestrian/bike 
undercrossing study, Improve Civic Center transit transfer 
facility and/or construct other transit/bicycle/pedestrian 
related improvements, including bicycle and pedestrian 
bridges.

 FTA 5307 *, Local $3,493,750 2015 2011 2014

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25469
Oak Street Extension of Miners Ravine 
Trail

In Roseville, extend class 1 trail from Lincoln Street to 
Royer Park, including relocation and safety upgrades to 
existing bridge. Emission reduction benefits (kg/day): ROG 
0.13, NOx 0.09, PM10 0.04

 CMAQ, Local $854,770 2015 2011 2015

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25498
Roseville Transit Preventive 
Maintenance and ADA Operations 2011‐
2016

Maintenance of transit fleet and operating ADA transit 
services.2013 Preventive Maintenance = $0;  2013 ADA 
Operations = $260,000;2014 Operating Assistance = 
$1,322,938; 2014 ADA Operations = $20,6952015 
Preventive Maintenance = $200,000;2016 Preventive 
Maintenance = $200,000;

 FTA 5307 *, FTA 
5307 ‐ E.S., Local

$5,036,745 2016 2011

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25500
Pedestrian Facilities Improvement 
Project

In Roseville, construct sidewalks along various arterial and 
collector roadways.  (Emission Benefits in kg/day: (0.45 
ROG, 0.27 NOx, 0.05 PM10)

 CMAQ, Local $618,777 2015 2015

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25501
Washington Blvd/Andora Undercrossing 
Improvement Project

In Roseville, widen Washington Blvd from 2 to 4 lanes, 
including widening the Andora Underpass under the UPRR 
tracks, between Sawtell Rd and just south of Pleasant 
Grove Blvd. and construct bicycle and pedestrian 
improvements adjacent to roadway. (CMAQ funds are for 
bicycle and pedestrian improvements only. Emission 
Benefits in kg/day: 0.9 ROG, 0.51 NOx, 0.16 PM10)

 Local $16,091,643 2018 2016

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25507
Industrial Ave/Pleasant Grove Creek 
Bridge Replacement

Industrial Ave, over Pleasant Grove Creek, 0.7 mi S Placer 
Blvd. Replace the existing 2 lane functionally obsolete 
bridge with a new 2 lane bridge.

 HBP, Local $4,960,000 2016 2015

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25508
Oak Ridge Dr/Linda Creek Bridge 
Replacement

Oak Ridge Dr, over Linda Creek, 0.2 mi N Cirby Way. 
Replace the existing functionally obsolete 2 lane bridge 
with a new 2 lane bridge. 11/8/2010: (Toll Credits 
programmed for PE, ROW, and & CON.)

 HBP $3,250,000 2017 2016
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City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25516 SRTS Toolkit Expansion
Multiple Schools in the Roseville City School District: 
Expand Safe Routes to School (SRTS) toolkit. SRTS3‐03‐006

 SRTS $295,000 2017 2014

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25527 Pleasant Grove Blvd. Extension
In Roseville, extend 4 lanes of Pleasant Grove from 1500 
feet west of Market St to Santucci Blvd (Watt Ave).

 Local $5,300,000 2016 2014

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25528 Blue Oaks Blvd Extension ‐ Phase 1
In Roseville, Extend 2 lanes of Blue Oaks Blvd from Hayden 
Parkway to Westside Dr., Including south half of a 6‐lane 
bridge over Kaseberg Creek.

 Local $6,000,000 2018 2016 2016 2017

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25534 Roseville Rd. Realignment
Roseville Rd. from Cirby Way to the city limits: Realign 
roadway. (HSIP5‐03‐017)

 HSIP, Local $3,539,500 2016 2015

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25538 Vista Grande Arterial
In Roseville, from Fiddyment Rd west to Westbrook Blvd, 
construct new 4‐lane arterial.

 Local $2,500,000 2015 2015

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25539 Blue Oaks Blvd. Extension Phase 2
In Roseville, Blue Oaks Blvd., from Westbrook  Dr. to 
Santucci Blvd. (formerly Watt Ave.), extend 2 lanes.

 Local $6,350,000 2019 2016 2017 2018

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25545
Roseville CMS Installation Project ‐ Blue 
Oaks & Pleasant Grove

In Roseville, install Changeable Message Signs (CMS's) on 
SW/B Pleasant Grove Blvd. approaching Roseville Pkwy. 
and on E/B Blue Oaks Blvd. approaching Foothills Blvd. to 
reduce traffic congestion by improving traffic information 
dissemination per the ITS Master Plan.  (Qualitative 
Emission Benefits on File.)

 CMAQ, Local $200,000 2015 2015

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25546
Washington Blvd. Bonded Wearing 
Course

In Roseville, on Washington Blvd. from Diamond Oaks Rd. 
to Blue Oaks Blvd., apply 1‐inch bonded wearing course to 
existing street surface. (Toll credits for CON)

 Local, RSTP $2,129,947 2016 2014

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25570 Santucci Boulevard South
In Roseville, Santucci Boulevard South (Watt Ave.) from 
Baseline Road north to Vista Grande Boulevard: Construct 
4‐lane road.

 Local $1,000,000 2017 2017

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25571 Market Street South
In Roseville, Market Street South, from Baseline Road to 
approx. 800 feet north: construct 2‐lane road.

 Local $500,000 2015 2015

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25572
Roseville Bridge Preventive Maintenance 
Program

Bridge Preventive Maintenance Program (BPMP) for 
various bridges in the City of Roseville. See Caltrans Local 
Assistance HBP website for backup list of projects.

 HBP, Local $817,000 2018 2015

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

REG17928
Louis/Orlando Transfer Point 
Improvements

In Roseville, on Louis Blvd at Orlando Ave.: Develop and 
construct an improved transfer point and intermodal 
facility with a 35‐space park and ride facility. (Includes 
previously programmed PLA16080.)

 FTA 5307 *, FTA 
5307 ‐ Discr., FTA 
5339 ‐ Discr., Local, 

RIP PTA

$4,738,000 2017 2011 2011 2014

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA15080 Auburn‐Folsom Rd Widening
From Placer / Sacramento County line to Douglas Blvd, : 
Widen to 4 lanes. Install signal at Auburn‐Folsom Blvd and 
Fuller Dr.

 Local, Other Fed ‐ 
ARRA‐RSTP, Prop 1B 

SLPP
$28,300,000 2015 2001 2006 2007
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Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA15105
Baseline Road Widening Phase 1 (West 
Portion)

Baseline Rd. from Watt Avenue to future 16th street: 
Widen from 2 to 4 lanes.

 Local $19,200,000 2018 2012 2013 2014

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA15420 Walerga Road
Walerga Rd: Widen and realign from 2 to 4 lanes from 
Baseline Rd. to Placer / Sacramento County line.

 Local $13,781,700 2019 1998 1999 2014

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA18490 PFE Rd. Widening
PFE Rd, from Watt Ave. to Walerga Rd: Widen from 2 to 4 
lanes and realign.

 Local $13,085,000 2018 2012 2013 2017

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25044 Sunset Blvd. Widening
Widen Sunset Boulevard from State Route 65 to Cincinnati 
Avenue from 2 to 4 lanes.  Project includes widening 
Industrial Blvd / UPRR overcrossing from 2 to 4 lanes.

 Local $8,675,000 2020 2014 2014 2014

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25170 Sunset Blvd Phase 2
Sunset Blvd, from Foothills Boulevard to Fiddyment Rd: 
Construct a 2‐lane road extension  [PLA15410 is Phase 1.]

 Local $6,365,000 2018 2006 2006 2016

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25299 Placer Parkway Phase 1

In Placer County: Between SR 65 and Foothills Boulevard; 
Construct phase 1 of Placer Parkway, including upgrading 
the SR 65/Whitney Ranch Parkway interchange to include a 
southbound slip off‐ramp, southbound loop on‐ramp, 
northbound loop on‐ramp, six‐lane bridge over SR 65, and 
four‐lane roadway extension from SR 65 (Whitney Ranch 
Parkway) to Foothills Boulevard.

 Local $70,000,000 2020 2013 2018 2018

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25447 Bowman Rd Bridge
Bowman Rd, over UP Railroad, BNSF RR and AMTRAK, 0.1 
miles south of 19C‐62: Rehabilitate the existing bridge 
without adding additional lanes.

 HBP, Local $2,230,002 2017 2010

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25448 Bowman Rd Bridge
Bowman Rd, over UP Railroad, BNSF Railyards & AMTRAK, 
0.1 miles north of 19C‐61: Rehabilitate the existing bridge 
without adding additional lanes.

 HBP, Local $2,230,002 2017 2010

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25449
Dowd Rd Bridge Replacement at Coon 
Creek

Dowd Rd over Coon Creek, 0.4 miles north of Wise Rd.: 
Replace existing 2 lane bridge with a new 2 lane bridge. 
(Toll Credits programmed for ROW & CON)

 HBP, Local $5,675,000 2020 2008

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25453
Dowd Rd at Yankee Slough Bridge 
Replacement

Dowd Rd. over Yankee Slough, just south of Dalby Rd.: 
Replace existing structurally deficient 1 lane bridge with 
new 2 lane bridge. (Toll Credits for CON)

 HBP, Local $4,812,511 2016 2012
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
August 2014

 Lead Agency  MTIP ID Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete 1st Yr PA&ED 1st Yr ROW 1st Yr CON
Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8 Column 9 Column 10

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25458 Bridge Preventive Maintenance

In various location ins Placer County, perform preventive 
maintenance on bridges.1. Squaw Valley Rd., over Squaw 
Creek, 2 mi west of SH 89, Bridge Rail Replacement, Deck 
Rehab.2. Donner Pass Rd., over S. Yuba River, north of Yuba 
Dr., Bridge Rail Replacement, Deck Rehab.3. Cisco Rd., over 
S. Yuba River, near Hampshire Rocks Rd., Replace Joint 
Seals, Deck Rehab.4. Alpine Meadows Rd., over Bear Creek, 
0.9 mi west of SH 89, Polyester Concrete Deck Overlay.5. 
Fowler Rd., over Auburn Ravine, 0.6 mi north of SH 193, 
Methacrylate Deck Overlay.6. Gold Hill Rd., over Doty 
Ravine, 0.3 mi south of Wise Rd., Methacrylate Deck 
Overlay.7. Develop Bridge Preventive Maintenance Plan.

 HBP, Local $1,356,000 2020 2015

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25463
Baseline Road Widening Phase 2 (West 
Portion)

Baseline Road from Sutter County Line to Future 16th 
Street.  Widen from 2 to 4 lanes.

 Local $29,000,000 2025 2014 2016 2019

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25472 Auburn Folsom Rd Class II Bike Lane

On Auburn‐Folsom Rd between Douglas Blvd and Joe 
Rodgers Rd, construct a Class II Bike lane on both sides of 
the road, including signing and striping; construct sidewalk 
on both sides of Auburn‐Folsom Rd from Wilcox Place 
north to Joe Rodgers. (Emission benefits in kg/day: ROG 
0.06, NOx 0.04, PM10 0.03)

 CMAQ, Local $800,000 2015 2012 2013 2015

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25474
Dowd Rd Bridge Replacement at 
Markham Ravine

Dowd Rd, over Markham Ravine, 0.5 miles south Nicolaus 
Rd: Replace existing 2 lane structurally deficient bridge 
with a new 2 lane bridge. (Toll credits for CON.)

 HBP, Local $5,050,000 2018 2008

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25475 Haines Rd Bridge Replacement
Haines Rd, over Wise Canal, 0.45 miles North of Bell Rd: 
Replace the existing functionally obsolete 2 lane bridge 
with a new 2 lane bridge. (Toll Credits for PE, ROW, & CON)

 HBP $4,870,000 2020 2011

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25477
Alpine Meadows Rd Bridge 
Rehabilitation

Alpine Meadows Rd over Truckee River, 0.1 miles west of 
SH 89: Replace the existing structurally deficient 2 lane 
bridge with a new 2 lane bridge. (Toll Credits programmed 
for ROW & CON)

 HBP, Local $11,517,700 2016 2008

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25505
Yankee Jim's Rd Bridge at North Fork 
American River

Bridge No. 19C0002, Yankee Jim's Rd over North Fork 
American River, 1.5MI W of Shirttail Cyn Rd, Replace 
structurally deficient 1 lane bridge with a new 2 lane 
bridge. (Toll credits programmed for PE, ROW & CON.)

 HBP $14,909,500 2020 2011

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25506
Walerga Rd/Dry Creek Bridge 
Replacement

Walerga Rd, over Dry Creek, 1.1 mi S Base Line Rd. 
Rehabilitate the existing 2 lane bridge without adding 
additional lanes. High Cost Project agreement required.

 HBP, Local $22,850,000 2020 2011
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
August 2014

 Lead Agency  MTIP ID Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete 1st Yr PA&ED 1st Yr ROW 1st Yr CON
Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8 Column 9 Column 10

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25512 King Rd. Safety Lane Widening
King Rd. between Auburn Folsom Rd. and Sudor Ln.: Widen 
travel lanes; construct drainage improvements. HSIP4‐03‐
007

 HSIP, Local $645,900 2015 2011

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25513 Wise Rd Bridge Replacement
Wise Rd, over Doty Creek, 0.5 miles east of Garden Bar: 
Replace existing 1‐lane functionally obsolete bridge with a 
new 2‐lane bridge.

 HBP, Local $4,759,200 2020 2012

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25518 Brewer Rd. Bridge Replacement
Brewer Rd., over Pleasant Grove Creek, 4.2 miles north of 
Baseline Rd.: Replace 2‐lane bridge with a new 2‐lane 
bridge. (Toll Credits for PE, ROW, & CON.)

 HBP $5,518,500 2020 2012

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25532 Pavement Markings
Various locations throughout Placer County: Install 
pavement markings (HSIP5‐03‐011, HSIP5‐03‐012)

 HSIP, Local $1,251,500 2015 2013

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25533 Auburn Folsom Rd. Safety Improvements

Auburn Folsom Rd. from approximately 60' N of Willow Ln. 
to Robin Hood Ln.: Construct sidewalks, curb ramps, curb 
and gutter; install mid‐block crosswalk; improve pavement 
friction; provide dynamic speed sign.(HSIP5‐03‐013)

 HSIP, Local $746,300 2016 2013

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25535 Watt Ave. Bridge Replacement
Watt Ave./Center Joint Ave., over Dry Creek, 0.4 mi north 
of P.F.E. Rd.: Replace existing 2 lane bridge with a 4 lane 
bridge.

 HBP, Local $19,892,750 2019 2013 2016 2019

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25536 Crosby Harold Rd. Bridge
Crosby Harold Rd. Over Doty Creek, 0.9 mi N of Wise Rd.: 
Replace an existing 1 lane bridge with a new 2 lane bridge. 
(Toll Credits for PE, ROW, CON)

 HBP $2,561,000 2020 2013

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25541 Gold Hill Rd. Bridge Replacement
Gold Hill Rd. over Auburn Ravine, 0.65 mi north of SR 193: 
Replace existing 2 lane bridge with a new 2 lane bridge. 
(Toll credits for PE, ROW, CON)

 HBP $5,018,250 2020 2013

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25549 Martis Valley Trail

Complete a 10' wide paved Class I multipurpose trail 
connecting Northstar Village roundabout to the southerly 
border of Army Corps property. (Emission Benefits in 
kg/day; ROG 0.02;NOx 0.01;PM10 0.01)

 CMAQ, Local $3,700,000 2016 2012 2015

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25558 Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements

In Placer County, construct pedestrian and bicycle 
improvements on various county roadways including 
Auburn Folsom Road, Cook Riolo Road, and King Road. (Toll 
credits for CON)

 RSTP $1,000,000 2017 2017

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25559
Bridge Approach and Non‐HBP 
Partipating Costs

In Placer County, bridge approach and non‐HBP 
participating costs at Alpine Meadows @ Truckee River and 
Dowd Road @ Yankee Slough. (Toll Credits for CON)

 RSTP $1,000,000 2017 2017

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25562
HMA Overlay, Various County Roads 
(Yr2)

In Placer County, hot mix asphalt (HMA) overlay on various 
County roads: (1) Douglas Boulevard from Barton to 
Auburn‐Folsom, (2) Bald Hill Road from Mt Vernon to Bald 
Hill Rd, (3) Dry Creek Road from Joeger to HWY 49, (4) 
Richardson Drive from Atwood Rd to Bell Rd (Toll Credits 
for CON)

 RSTP $2,809,435 2018 2018
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
August 2014

 Lead Agency  MTIP ID Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete 1st Yr PA&ED 1st Yr ROW 1st Yr CON
Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8 Column 9 Column 10

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25563
HMA Overlay, Various County Roads 
(Yr3)

In Placer County, hot mix asphalt (HMA) overlay on various 
County roads: (1) Sierra College Boulevard from Olympus 
Rd to Eureka Rd, (2) Old State Highway from Taylor Rd to 
HWY 193, (3) Fruitvale Road from Fowler Rd to Gold Hill Rd, 
(4) West Wise Road from HWY 65 to Lincoln‐Sheridan Blvd 
(Toll Credits for CON)

 RSTP $2,299,047 2016 2016

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25564
Pedestrian Improvements along Hwy 49, 
Education Street, and Town Court

Along Hwy 49 on the westside from Bell Rd to Education St. 
South side of Education St. west to connect to existing 
sidewalk and improve ADA ramps & crosswalks along Town 
Court (Emissions Benefits in kg/day:  ROG 0.07, NOx 0.04, 
PM10 0.02) (Toll Credits for PE, ROW, CON)

 CMAQ $925,000 2017 2014 2015 2015

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25565 Cook Riolo Road Pathway

Pedestrian Pathway along Cook Riolo Rd from existing 
sidewalk at Creekview Ranch Middle School North 
(Emission Benefits in kg/day: ROG 0.04, NOx 0.02, PM10 
0.01) (Toll credits for ROW)

 CMAQ, Local $1,080,857 2017 2014 2015 2015

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25567 Safety Surface Treatment
At 18 various locations throughout Placer County: install 
high friction surface treatment. (HSIP6‐03‐010)

 HSIP, Local $1,543,984 2017 2014

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25568 Signage Upgrades
Various corridors throughout Placer County: Conduct a 
Roadway Safety Signing Audit and upgrade signs. (HSIP6‐03‐
011)

 HSIP, Local $1,656,200 2017 2014

Placer County Transit PCT10488 Purchase 2 Replacement Buses
Purchase of two (2) 35' CNG replacement buses for Placer 
County Transit. (Emission Benefits: 0.5 kg/day NOx)

 CMAQ, CMAQ XFER, 
Prop 1B PTMISEA

$1,000,000 2016 2012

Placer County Transit PCT10491
Placer County Non‐Urbanized Transit 
Operations

Operating assistance for rural transit services within Placer 
County.  Outside the Sacramento Urbanized Area.FFY 2015: 
$291,197FFY 2016: $291,197

 FTA 5311, Local $7,357,017 2016 2010
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
August 2014

 Lead Agency  MTIP ID Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete 1st Yr PA&ED 1st Yr ROW 1st Yr CON
Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8 Column 9 Column 10

Placer County Transit PCT10493
Preventive Maintenance,  ADA 
Operations, and Operating Assistance  
2009‐2016

Operating assistance, preventive maintenance, and ADA 
operations for transit services for urban transit services 
within El Dorado County as well as commuter service to / 
from Sacramento.  Sacramento Urbanized Area.FFY 2009 
preventive maintenance: $324,890FFY 2009 ADA 
operations: $281,700FFY 2010 preventive maintenance: 
$300,000FFY 2010 ADA operations: $200,000FFY 2011 
preventive maintenance: $324,890FFY 2011 ADA 
operations: $206,700FFY 2012 preventive maintenance: 
$32,890FFY 2012 ADA operations: $217,000FFY 2012 Fuel: 
$84,429FFY 2013 Operating assistance: $539,341FFY 2014 
Operating assistance: $563,744FFY 2014 preventive 
maintenance: $56,696FFY 2015 preventive maintenance: 
$341,000FFY 2015 ADA operations: $217,000FFY 2016 
preventive maintenance: $341,000FFY 2016 ADA 
operations: $217,000

 FTA 5307 *, FTA 
5307 ‐ E.S., Local

$8,821,325 2016 2009

Placer County Transit PCT10494 CNG Station Upgrade Phase 2

Dewitt Center in Auburn: Increase of CNG compressor 
capacity at Placer County CNG fueling station in Auburn. 
(Emissions Benefits in kg/day: 3.46 NOx, 0.12 PM10.) 
*Local Funds are Air District Funds*

 CMAQ, Local $576,809 2016 2012 2012

Placer County Transit PCT10501 Placer County CNG Replacement Buses

Replace up to four CNG powered buses currently in use by 
Placer County Transit.  The new CNG buses will be used on 
regional transit routes connecting Rocklin, Lincoln, Loomis, 
Auburn and Placer County to Roseville and the Watt/I‐80 
Light Rail Station. (Emission Benefits in kg/day: 3.16 NOx)

 CMAQ, Prop 1B 
PTMISEA

$2,059,528 2016 2012

Placer County Transit PCT10503 PCT  Bus Replacements ‐ 2015

Replace up to two CNG powered buses currently in use by 
Placer County Transit.  The new CNG buses will be used on 
regional transit routes connecting Rocklin, Lincoln, Loomis, 
Auburn and Placer County to Roseville and the Watt/I‐80 
Light Rail Station. (Emission Benefits in kg/day:1.49 NOx)

 CMAQ, Prop 1B 
PTMISEA

$1,082,000 2016 2014

Placer County Transit PCT10504 T.A.R.T Bus Purchase Replace one 35‐foot bus for Tahoe Area Reginal Transit.
 FTA 5311, Prop 1B 

PTMISEA
$525,000 2016 2014

Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency

PLA25413
Planning, Programming, Monitoring 
2011‐2015

PCTPA plan, program, monitor (PPM) for RTPA related 
activities.

 RIP State Cash $1,455,000 2019 2011
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
August 2014

 Lead Agency  MTIP ID Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete 1st Yr PA&ED 1st Yr ROW 1st Yr CON
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Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency

PLA25440
I‐80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements 
Phase 1

In Placer County: Between I‐80 and Pleasant Grove Blvd 
northbound off‐ramp auxiliary lane; Rebuild I‐80/SR 65 
interchange to widen northbound SR 65 from 2 to 3 lanes. 
(PA&ED, PS&E, ROW, and CON to be matched with Toll 
Credits.)

 Local, NCI $35,790,000 2022 2010 2018 2019

Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency

PLA25468
Placer County Congestion Management 
Program

Provide educational and outreach efforts regarding 
alternative transportation modes to employers, residents, 
and the school community through the Placer County 
Congestion Management Program (CMP). CMP activities 
will be coordinated with the City of Roseville and SACOG's 
Regional Rideshare / TDM Program. (KG/day ROG 54.00; 
NOx 60.00; PM10 39.00)

 CMAQ, Local $955,429 2016 2011

Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency

PLA25519
I‐80 Eastbound Auxiliary Lane: SR 65 to 
Rocklin Rd.

In Rocklin: Between SR 65 (PM 4.5) and Rocklin Rd. (PM 
5.9); Construct eastbound I‐80 auxiliary lane, including two‐
lane off‐ramp, concrete barrier/retaining walls, and 
shoulder improvements. (Toll credits for PE, ROW, and 
CON)

 DEMO HPP, Local $4,990,000 2019 2014 2016 2019

Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency

PLA25529
SR 65 Capacity & Operational 
Improvements (HOV) ‐ ENG ONLY

Perform engineering (preliminary engineering, 
environmental, and final design) only; SR 65, from I‐80 to 
Lincoln Blvd.: widen to construct HOV lanes and make 
capacity and operational improvements. (Estimated total 
project cost $115 million) (Toll credits for PA&ED)(Emission 
Benefits in kg/day: ROG 15.80; NOx 15.88; PM10 11.66)

 CMAQ, Local $6,500,000 2022 2013

Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency

PLA25542
I‐80 Westbound Auxiliary Lane ‐ Douglas 
Blvd. to Riverside Ave.

In Roseville: Between Douglas Blvd.(PM 2.0) and Riverside 
Ave. (PM 0.2); Construct westbound I‐80 auxiliary lane and 
shoulder improvements. (Toll credits for PE, ROW, and 
CON)

 Local, NCI $5,910,000 2019 2014 2016 2019

Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency

PLA25543 Placer County Freeway Service Patrol

In Placer County: provide motorist assistance and towing of 
disabled vehicles during am and pm commute periods on I‐
80 (Riverside Ave to SR 49) and SR 65 (I‐80 to Twelve 
Bridges Dr). (Emission Benefits in kg/day: ROG 7.35; NOx 
1.10; PM10 1.16)

 CMAQ, State Cash $550,000 2016 2015

Pride Industries/CTSA VAR56123
Pride Industries One, Inc. 5310 
Replacement Bus and Cameras

FTA 5310 funds will be used to purchase one (1) Medium 
Bus that accommodates up to 14 passengers (incl. 2 
wheelchair positions) & a driver and thirty‐eight (38) 
cameras for Pride Industries.  (Uses Toll Credits for local 
match).

 FTA 5310 $105,989 2015 2014

S:\PCTPA\Federal and State Project Delivery\Status Reports\2014\August 2014 Project Status Report.xlsx 13 of 14



Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
August 2014

 Lead Agency  MTIP ID Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete 1st Yr PA&ED 1st Yr ROW 1st Yr CON
Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8 Column 9 Column 10

SACOG VAR56096 Roseville Transit Mobility Management

The proposed mobility management services would 
enhance the ability of passengers to successfully ride 
transit in multiple areas (Placer County, Loomis, 
Rocklin,Lincoln, Auburn and Roseville). The goal of the 
program would include providing travel training from 
transit staff, trip planning training, and practice trips with 
staff.

 FTA 5317, Local $47,500 2016 2011

SACOG VAR56109
Roseville Transit JARC Operating 
Assistance

Use FY 2011 & 2012 Urbanized Area JARC funds to operate 
two fixed route buses to extend routes A & B from 6:30 to 
9:30 PM M‐F, and 1 DAR bus to extend service from 7:00 to 
9:30 PM.

 FTA 5316, Local $371,680 2015 2013

SACOG VAR56116
WPCTSA ‐ New Freedom Operating 
Assistance

Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services 
Agency: Operating assistance for "Health Express," a low‐to‐
no cost, scheduled, door‐to‐door, shared ride service for 
Placer County residents needing transportation to non‐
emergency medical appointments.

 FTA 5317, Local, STA $600,000 2015 2013

Town of Loomis Dept of Public 
Works

PLA20890 Sierra College Blvd. Widening
In Loomis, Sierra College Blvd. from railroad tracks (Taylor 
Rd.) to the north town limits: widen from 2 to 4 lanes and 
construct turn lanes, bike lanes, and landscaped median.

 Local $5,899,180 2020 2018 2018 2019

Town of Loomis Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25530
Taylor Road Overlay Maintenance 
Project

Taylor Road, from Horseshoe Bar Road to Oak Street: 
Asphalt overlay.

 Local, RSTP $460,000 2016 2015 2016

Town of Loomis Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25548
Town Center Implementation Plan 
Improvements Phase 2

Taylor Road, Horseshoe Bar Road to Walnut Street: 
streetscape improvements. (Emissions in kg/day: 0.06 ROG, 
0.04 NOx, 0.02 PM10)

 CMAQ, Local $791,000 2016 2015 2016

Western Placer CTSA PLA25510 Western Placer CTSA Operations

The Western Placer CTSA operates non‐emergency medical 
transportation demand‐response paratransit service; 
volunteer door‐to‐door transportation; & voucher program 
within western Placer County.

 Local $4,900,000 2019 2011

Western Placer CTSA PLA25511
New Freedom (Rural) Operating 
Assistance

Operating Assistance for the rural portion of the "Health 
Express." This service is being provided as a new 
transportation alternative to traditional public transit fixed 
route and dial‐a‐ride services.   The service is a low‐to‐no‐
cost scheduled door‐to‐door transportation service to non‐
emergency medical appointments for rural Placer County 
residents. Service operates Monday through Friday, 8:00 
a.m. to 5:00 p.m., and Thursdays, 10:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m. in 
Sacramento.

 FTA 5310, FTA 5317, 
Local

$416,176 2016 2011

Total All Projects: $1,025,480,848
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FY 2013/2014 FY 2014/2015 FY 2014/2015
Estimated Fund Revenue Apportionment

Balance Subtotal (1) Subtotal Total
$1,243,007 $20,216,588 $21,459,595

2.9941% $605,314 $605,314
$37,109 $37,109

TRPA TOTAL $605,314 $642,423
$269 $269

$642,154  

97.0059% $19,611,275 $19,611,275
$1,205,897 $1,205,897

PCTPA TOTAL $19,611,275 $20,817,172
$8,731 $8,731

$425,000 $425,000
$24,118 $383,551 $407,669
$47,271 $751,760 $799,031

$0 $300,000 $300,000
$1,134,508 $17,742,233 $18,876,741

PLACER COUNTY 111,871 30.56% $5,743,963 
AUBURN 13,804 3.77% $713,021 
COLFAX 1,998 0.55% $103,282 
LINCOLN 45,206 12.35% $2,334,286 
LOOMIS 6,608 1.80% $341,521    
ROCKLIN 59,672 16.30% $3,083,502 
ROSEVILLE 126,956 34.68% $6,557,167 
TOTAL 366,115 100.00% $18,876,741 

PLACER COUNTY $5,743,963 ($229,759) $5,514,204 
AUBURN $713,021 ($28,521) $684,500 
COLFAX $103,282 ($4,131) $99,151 
LINCOLN $2,334,286 ($93,371) $2,240,914 
LOOMIS $341,521 ($13,661) $327,860 
ROCKLIN $3,083,502 ($123,340) $2,960,161 
ROSEVILLE $6,557,167 ($262,287) $6,294,880 
TOTAL $18,876,741 ($755,070) $18,121,671 

NOTES:
(1) FY 2013/14 LTF balance based on July 31, 2014 final fund estimate provided by Placer County Auditor.
(2) Tahoe Regional Planning Agency receives funds proportional to its population within Placer County  (see box below).
(3) Apportioned per Section 7.1 PCTPA Rules & Bylaws for FY 2014/15 Final Overall Work Program and Budget, May 2014.
(4) Pedestrian and Bicycle Allocation is 2% of the remaining apportionment, per PCTPA Board direction.
(5) Community Transit Service Article 4.5 allocation is up to 5% of the remaining apportionment, per PCTPA Board direction.
      FY 2014/15 Article 4.5 allocation is set at 4%.
(6) Establishment of a Centralized Call Center, Unmet Transit Needs (UTN) Final Report for FY 2009/10, PCTPA, May 27, 2009.
      FY 2014/15 cost estimate to operate the Call Center aproved by the PCTPA Board on May 14, 2014.
(7) FY 2013/14 carryover apportionment (see next page) uses  May 2013 DOF population estimates.
(8) PCTPA receives 4% of apportionment for regional planning purposes and implementation of MAP-21 C21 planning requirements.

TRPA Population 10,962 2.9941%
PCTPA Population 355,153 97.0059%

TOTAL 366,115 100.00%

                1. Table E-1: City/County Population Estimates January 1, 2013 to January 1, 2014, DOF, May 1, 2014.

5-Aug-14

County Auditor Administrative Costs

PLACER COUNTY LTF REVENUE ESTIMATE 

PCTPA Revenue Estimate

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY (PCTPA)

Planning         
Contribution (8)

Apportionment of FY 2014/2015 PCTPA LTF Revenue Estimate by Jurisdiction

Percent (%)Jurisdiction
Population            

January 1, 2014

BALANCE AVAILABLE FOR APPORTIONMENT BY TRPA

Community Transit Service Article 4.5 Allocation (5)

 Revenue    
Apportionment 

Jurisdiction

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

PCTPA LTF Fund Balance

TRPA LTF Fund Balance

Pedestrian and Bicycle Allocation (4)

TRPA Revenue Estimate (2)

PCTPA Administrative and Planning Costs (3)

August 2014

Available to    
Claimant 

FINAL FINDINGS OF APPORTIONMENT FOR FY 2014/2015 LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUND (LTF) 

                2. Western Slope and Tahoe Basin for Placer County as of January 1, 2014, DOF, June 2014.

County Auditor Administrative Costs

BALANCE AVAILABLE FOR APPORTIONMENT BY PCTPA

 Revenue 
Apportionment (7)

Sources: 

Apportionment of FY 2014/2015 PCTPA LTF Revenue Estimate Available to Claimant

 January 1, 2014 DOF Population Estimates

Printed:8/14/2014 



Amount of FY 2013/2014 Carryover

JURISDICTION 01-Jan-13 PERCENT ALLOCATION

PLACER COUNTY 99,039 28.56% $344,416 
AUBURN 13,446 3.88% $46,760 
COLFAX 1,969 0.57% $6,847 
LINCOLN 43,818 12.64% $152,381 
LOOMIS 6,493 1.87% $22,580 
ROCKLIN 58,484 16.87% $203,383 
ROSEVILLE 123,514 35.62% $429,530 
TOTAL 346,763 100.00% $1,205,897

5-Aug-14

2. FY 2013/2014 LTF balance based on July 31, 2014 final  fund estimate provided by Placer County Auditor.

Calculation of FY 2013/14 PCTPA LTF Carryover                             
Using 2013 Population - Western Slope

$1,205,897
POPULATION

Sources:
1. Table E-1: City/County Population Estimates January 1, 2012 to January 1, 2013, DOF, May 2013.

Printed:8/14/2014  ^



Fiscal Year Total Estimate Placer County Auburn Colfax Lincoln Loomis Rocklin Roseville Sum

2012 to 2014 RSTP Total $2,198,433 $915,303 $0 $0 $265,572 $42,828 $296,487 $678,242 $2,198,433

Final Urban
2

$2,198,433 $915,303 $265,572 $42,828 $296,487 $678,242 $2,198,433

Estimate Rural Exchange $0

$2,198,433 $2,198,433

2017 to 2019 RSTP Total $12,158,571 $4,847,137 $443,351 $73,058 $1,406,381 $226,804 $1,570,097 $3,591,743 $12,158,571

Estimate Urban $9,316,335 $2,521,309 $1,406,381 $226,804 $1,570,097 $3,591,743 $9,316,335

Rural Exchange $2,842,236

Placer County Base
3 

$400,296 $400,296 $400,296

RTPA Base $2,441,940 $1,925,531 $443,351 $73,058 $2,441,940

$12,158,571 $12,158,571

Sum $14,357,004 $5,762,439 $443,351 $73,058 $1,671,954 $269,632 $1,866,585 $4,269,986 $14,357,004

Notes: 
1 
Distributions based on adopted PCTPA Board policy (January 1999).

2
 Urban funding based on area located in Urbanized Area per 2010 US Census

3
 Placer County Rural Base funding based on 1994 MOU

Sources: RSTP Final Estimates for  2011/12-2013/14, Caltrans Division of Transportation Programming, December 2012, May 2014, July 2014

RSTP Estimates for 2014/15-2017/18 Apportionments, Caltrans Division of Transportation Programming, November 2013

2014 DOF
1

Percentage (%) Road Miles
2

Percentage (%) Averaged %

Placer Co 100,909 28.41% 942.6000 51.3192% 39.8660%

Auburn 13,804 3.89% 62.5600 3.4060% 3.6464%

Colfax 1,998 0.56% 11.7400 0.6392% 0.6009%

Lincoln 45,206 12.73% 191.1200 10.4054% 11.5670%

Loomis 6,608 1.86% 34.3500 1.8702% 1.8654%

Rocklin 59,672 16.80% 165.7700 9.0252% 12.9135%

Roseville 126,956 35.75% 428.6000 23.3348% 29.5408%

Total 355,153 100.00% 1,836.74 100.0000% 100.0000%

Notes:
1
 Population estimates for 2014 from Department of Finance (DOF)

2
 Road miles from Caltrans Public Road Data and Placer County

Fund Type/Category

RSTP APPORTIONMENT (EXCLUDING TAHOE AREA) - ESTIMATED FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR 2017 - 2019
1
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CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 

PCTPA APPORTIONMENT 
 

TO:  PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
  299 NEVADA STREET 
  AUBURN, CA 95603 
 
FROM:  CLAIMANT:  Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
     299 Nevada Street 
     Auburn CA  95603 
 
  CONTACT:  Celia McAdam, Executive Director 

     Phone: (530) 823-4030     Email: cmcadam@pctpa.net 

 

The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 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 2014/2015 in the following amounts for the 

following purposes to be drawn from the Local Transportation Fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer: 

 

 PCTPA Administration  $    425,000 

 PCTPA Planning   $    755,070 

 TOTAL    $ 1,180,070 

 PCTPA Planning   $    425,000 

 BALANCE   $    755,070 

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: 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION   APPLICANT:   
PLANNING AGENCY     PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS     PLANNING AGENCY 
 

 

BY: _________________________________  BY: _________________________________ 
 (signature)      (signature) 
  
BY: PCTPA Chair     BY: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
 

 
BY: August 27, 2014     BY: August 14, 2014   
 



 
PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

 
 
IN THE MATTER OF:  ALLOCATION OF            RESOLUTION NO.  14-27 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS TO THE 
PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION  
PLANNING AGENCY  
 
The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency at 
a regular meeting held August 27, 2014 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, it is the responsibility of PCTPA to review the annual transportation claims and to 
make allocations from the Local Transportation Fund.   
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that PCTPA has reviewed the claim and has made 
the following allocations from the 2014/2015 fiscal year funds. 
 
1. To the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
 for administrative purposes:     $   425,000 
 
2. To the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

for transportation planning purposes:    $   755,070 
 
 Total LTF Funds Allocated     $1,180,070 
 
 Previous Payments                ($   425,000) 
 
 Balance of LTF Funds Claimed    $   755,070 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that allocation instructions are hereby approved for the County 
Auditor to pay the claimants. 



TO: 

FROM: 

CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 
TRANSIT PURPOSES 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

CLAIMANT: Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 

ADDRESS: 299 Nevada Street 

Auburn, CA 95603 

CONTACT PERSON: Celia McAdam, Executive Director 

Phone: 530-823-4030 Email: cmcadam@pctpa.net 

The Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 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 ___ 20_1_4_/1_5 ___ , 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: $ _____ _ 

P.U.C. 99275, Article 4.5, Community Transit Services: $ 799,031 

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: 

PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: 

PCTPAChair 
TITLE: 

DATE: 
August 27, 2104 

APPLICANT 

BY: 
(signature) (signature) 

Executive Director 
TITLE: 

DATE: 
August 13,2014 



 

 PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 

 

IN THE MATTER OF:  ALLOCATION OF RESOLUTION NO. 14-28 

ARTICLE 4.5 LOCAL TRANSPORTATION  

FUNDS TO THE WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED  

TRANSPORTATION SERVICES AGENCY 

 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency at a 

regular meeting held August 27, 2014 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. 

 

WHEREAS, the Agency has made all of the following findings: 

 

(1) That the proposed community transit service is responding to a transportation need currently not 

being met in the community of the claimant. 

 

(2) That the service shall be integrated with existing transit services, if appropriate. 

 

(3) That the claimant has prepared an estimate of revenues, operating costs, and patronage. 



 

(4) That the claimant is in compliance with Section 99268.3, 99268.4, 99268.5, or 99268.9, 

whichever is applicable to it, or with regional, countywide, or county sub-area performance 

criteria, local match requirements, or fare recovery ratios adopted by resolution of the Agency 

for any or all types of community transit services. 

 

(5) That the claimant is in compliance with Sections 99155 and 99155.5. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Agency has reviewed the claims and has made the 

following allocations from the 2014/2015 fiscal year funds. 

 

To Western Placer CTSA for projects conforming to Article 4.5 of the Act:  $799,031 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that allocation instructions are hereby approved for the County Auditor 

to pay the claimants.   

  



 MEMORANDUM 

 

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

TO: Placer County Airport Land Use Commission DATE: August 12, 2014 

  

FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director 

David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner 

 

  

SUBJECT: AMENDED RULES OF PROCEDURE  

 

ACTION REQUESTED 

Adopt Resolution No. 14-04, Amending the Rules of Procedure for the Placer County Airport 

Land Use Commission. (Note that per the adopted Rules and Procedures, proposed amendments 

require the affirmative vote of at least three-fourths (3/4) of the total votes of the ALUC). 

 

BACKGROUND 

On January 22, 1997, PCTPA accepted the designation as the Placer County Airport Land Use 

Commission (ALUC) under provisions of the California Public Utilities Code (PUC).   On 

September 24, 1997 the ALUC adopted Rules and Procedures that define the manner in which 

Commission activities, meetings and public hearings are to be conducted.  These procedures now 

require updating to reflect current law and practice, including those included in the newly 

adopted Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP). 

 

DISCUSSION 

Attachment 1 presents the proposed amendments, with new text indicated in bold, underline 

format and deleted text indicated in strikeout format. Attachment 2 presents a “clean” version of 

the proposed amendments. 

 

Generally, the amendment proposes: 

 Title change to “Rules of Procedure.” 

 Definitions that are consistent with the adopted ALUCP. 

 Operations outlined, which are subject to the Bylaws of PCTPA. 

 Board members are subject to the Conflict of Interest Code of PCTPA. 

 Maintenance of a fee schedule. 

 Completion of an ALUCP, with the policies, procedures and compatibility criteria outlined 

therein considered an extension of these Rules of Procedure. 

 Inclusion of a formalized Appeals process, formerly an administrative procedure. 

 Inclusion of a Severability clause. 

 Amendments to the Rules of Procedure are subject to the process outlined in the Bylaws of 

PCTPA. 

 Other minor technical changes to language proposed as “cleanup” items.  

 

Staff recommends that the ALUC approval of an updated set of Rules of Procedures to reflect 

current law and practice. The TAC concurs with this recommendation. 

 

CM: DM:ss 

 



 

 PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 
 

IN THE MATTER OF:  ADOPTING AMENDED  RESOLUTION NO. 14-04 

RULES OF PROCEDURES FOR THE PLACER  

COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 

 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Airport Land Use Commission at a 

regular meeting held August 27, 2014 by the following vote on roll call: 

 

AYES: 

 

NOES: 

 

ABSENT: 

 

Signed and approved by me after its passage. 

 

       

                          

            Placer County Airport Land Use Commission 

   Chair 

 

______________________________ 

ALUC Secretary 

 

 

WHEREAS, California Public Utilities Code, Chapter 4, Article 3.5 (Sections 21670 et seq.) 

requires the establishment of an Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) in each county containing 

at least one public-use airport; and 

 

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 97-10 (January 22, 1997) designated the Placer County Transportation 

Planning Agency as the Airport Land Use Commission for Placer County; and 

 

WHEREAS, California Public Utilities Code, Chapter 4, Article 3.5 (Section 21674) authorizes the 

Airport Land Use Commission to adopt rules and regulations consistent with state law in order to 

carry out its responsibilities; and 

 

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 97-01 (September 24, 1997) adopted Rules and Procedures to provide 

for the orderly conduct of Airport Land Use Commission business, meetings, and public hearings; 

and 

 

WHEREAS, the Airport Land Use Commission desires to update its Rules and Procedures to reflect 

current law and practice. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Placer County Airport Land Use Commission 

does hereby: 

1. Repeal Resolution No. 97-01 (September 24, 1997) adopting Airport Land Use Commission 

Rules and Procedures. 

2. Adopt the “Placer County Airport Land Use Commission Rules of Procedure,” as amended, 

attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference.  
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RULES AND  OF PROCEDURES 

FOR THE 

PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 

 

The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) has been designated as the Airport 

Land Use Commission (ALUC) for Placer County under provisions of the California Public 

Utilities Code.  The Code mandates the establishment of ALUCs and details their various 

responsibilities.  These Rules and  of Procedures are intended to provide for the orderly conduct 

of ALUC activities and meetings. 

 

1. DEFINITIONS 

 

a. “ALUC” means the Airport Land Use Commission for Placer County. 

 

b. “ALUC Law” means Chapter 4, Article 3.5 of the Public Utilities Code. 

 

c. “Airport Area of Influence” means the area encompassed by the planning 

boundaries established by the ALUC for an airport. 

 

d. “ALUC Policy Plan”  means the basic Airport Land Use Commission Policy 

Plan adopted by the ALUC and used as a basis for ALUC planning and to 

determine land use compatibility of land uses for an airport without an adopted 

comprehensive land use plan. 

 

e. “Comprehensive Land Use Plan” means a plan prepared by and adopted by the 

ALUC which contains various standards for determining compatibility of land 

uses in the Airport Area of Influence for a particular airport. 

 

 f.  “CLUP” means Comprehensive Land Use Plan. 

 

a. “Airport” means Auburn Municipal Airport, Blue Canyon Airport, Lincoln 

Regional Airport or any new public-use or military airport that may be created 

within the western Placer County area under jurisdiction of the Placer County 

ALUC. 

 

b. “Airport Influence Area (AIP)” means the area encompassed by the planning 

boundaries established by the ALUC for an airport in which current or future 

airport-related noise, overflight, safety, or airspace protection factors may 

significantly affect land uses or necessitate restrictions on those uses. The Airport 

Influence Area constitutes the referral area within which certain airport actions 
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and land use actions are subject to ALUC review to determine consistency with 

the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan. 

 

c. “Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC)” means the Placer County 

Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) or a legally established successor 

agency acting in its capacity as the Airport Land Use Commission for the western 

portion of Placer County. 

 

d. “Airport Land Use Commission Law” means Chapter 4, Article 3.5 of the 

California Public Utilities Code (Sections 21670 et seq.) pertaining to airport land 

use commissions  and airport land use compatibility plans (also known as the 

California State Aeronautics Act). 

 

e. “Airport Land Use Commission Secretary” means the Executive Director of 

PCTPA, or a designee of the Executive Director, shall act as the Secretary of the 

ALUC. 

 

f. “Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP)” means the Placer County 

Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, including the individual compatibility plans 

for Auburn Municipal Airport, Blue Canyon Airport and Lincoln Regional 

Airport, adopted by the ALUC. The ALUCP is used as the basis for ALUC 

planning to promote compatibility between airport operations and surrounding 

land uses considering noise, safety, airspace protection and overflight effects. 

 

g.f. “Local Agency” means any and all cities in Placer County, as well as Placer 

County itself. 

 

g. “PCTPA” means the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency. 
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2. PURPOSE 

 

a. It is the purpose of the ALUC to provide for the safe and orderly development of 

each public use, air carrier, and military airport and the area surrounding these 

airports, so as to promote the intent of the ALUC law. 

 

b. It is the purpose of the ALUC to protect health, safety, and welfare by ensuring 

the adoption of land uses measures that minimize the public’s exposure to safety 

hazards and excessive noise within each airport area of influence, to the extent 

that these areas are not already devoted to incompatible uses. 

 

c. It is the purpose of the ALUC to prevent the creation of new safety and noise 

problems in each airport Area of Influence. 

 

3. OPERATIONS 

 

a. The ALUC is subject to the following Rules and Bylaws of the Placer County 

Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA): 

 

Article I  - Name and Composition 

Article II  - Officers 

Article III  - Meetings 

Article V  - Offices 

Article VI  - Duties and Responsibilities 

Article IX  - Committees 

Article X  - Executive Director 

Article XI  - Execution of Contracts- Miscellaneous 

Article XII  - Fiscal Year 

Article XIII - Amendments 

 

b. The ALUC is subject to the PCTPA’s Conflict of Interest Code. of the California 

Fair Political Practices Act. 

 

c. The ALUC is subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 

 

d. Approval of all matters before the ALUC for action shall require a majority vote 

of the ALUC.  No proxy voting shall be allowed. 
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e. The ALUC Chairman shall preside at all meetings.  In the absence of the 

Chairman, the Vice-Chairman shall preside.  In the absence of the Vice-

Chairman, the Commissioners present shall choose a member to preside. 

 

f. The ALUC shall utilize the staff of the Placer County Transportation Planning 

Agency (PCTPA).  The PCTPA Executive Director, or a designee of the 

Executive Director, shall act as the Secretary of the ALUC. 

 

g. The ALUC Secretary may establish such administrative procedures as necessary 

to effectively carry out these Rrules and of Pprocedures. 

 

h. The ALUC may establish will maintain a schedule of fees necessary to fulfill its 

duties as defined by state law. The fees shall cover its costs for reviewing and 

processing proposals, for holding public hearings, for preparation of the Airport 

Land Use Compatibility Plan, and for providing copies of Comprehensive Land 

Use Plans plans and other documents. 

 

4. POWERS AND DUTIES OF THE ALUC 

 

The powers and duties of the ALUC are to fulfill the requirements of the ALUC Law, 

Chapter 4, Article 3.5 of California Public Utilities Code (Sections 21670 et seq.).  The 

ALUC shall have the following powers and duties, subject to any limitations contained in 

the ALUC Law: 

 

a. To coordinate planning at the state, regional, and local levels so as to provide for 

the orderly development of air transportation, while at the same time protecting 

the public health, safety and welfare. 

 

b. To prepare and adopt Comprehensive Land Use Plans for each air carrier, public 

use, and military airport within the jurisdiction of the ALUC. 

 

 c. To assist local agencies in ensuring compatible land uses in the vicinity of airports 

 by, among other things, reviewing plans, regulations, and other actions of local 

 agencies to determine their consistency with adopted Comprehensive Land 

 Use Plans, or the ALUC  Policy Plan. 

 

a. To prepare and adopt Airport Land Use Compatibility Plans for each of the 

airport’s within the jurisdiction of the ALUC.  
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b. To review the plans, regulations, and other actions of local agencies and airport 

operators pursuant to PUC Section 21676 to determine their consistency with the 

adopted Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan. 

 

c. To assist local agencies in ensuring compatible land uses in the vicinity of all new 

airports and in the vicinity of existing airports to the extent that the land in the 

vicinity of those airports is not already devoted to incompatible uses. 

 

d. To coordinate planning at the state, regional, and local levels so as to provide for 

the orderly development of air transportation, while at the same time protecting 

the public health, safety and welfare. 

 

c.e. To adopt rules and regulations consistent with Chapter 4, Article 3.5 of the 

California Public Utilities Code (Sections 21670 et seq.) 

 

d.f. Such other duties as allowed by the ALUC Law. 

 

g. The powers and duties of the ALUC shall in no way be construed to give the 

ALUC jurisdiction over the operation of any airport. 

 

Nothing in these Rules of Procedure is intended to contravene any requirement of federal 

and state law. To the extent there is an inconsistency between these Rules of Procedure 

and federal or state law, these shall be interpreted in a manner consistent with that federal 

or state law. 

 

4.15. ALUC POLICY PLAN AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBILITY PLAN 

(ALUCP) 

 

a. The ALUC shall formulate land use policies that will provide for the safe and orderly 

growth of the airports and the areas surrounding each airport within its jurisdiction.   

These land use policies shall relate to the safety and noise of aircraft and of people and 

property on and in the vicinity of airports.  These policies shall be adopted after hearing 

and consulting with affected local agencies.  Upon adoption, these policies shall be 

known as the ALUC Policy Plan. 

 

b. Until such time as a comprehensive land use plan is prepared for an airport within the 

jurisdiction of the ALUC, the ALUC Policy Plan adopted under Section 4.1a shall 

constitute the basis for review and action by the ALUC for all purposes under these Rules 

for such airport. 

 

4.2 COMPREHENSIVE LAND USE PLANS 
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a. The ALUC shall formulate and adopt a Comprehensive Land Use Plan for each 

air carrier, public use, and military airport within the jurisdiction of the ALUC. 

 

b. The ALUC shall establish planning boundaries for each Comprehensive Land 

Use Plan, after hearing and consulting with affected local agencies. 

 

c. The Comprehensive Land Use Plan shall provide for safe and orderly growth of 

the airport and the area surrounding the airport within the jurisdiction of the 

ALUC and shall safeguard the general welfare of the inhabitants within the 

vicinity of the airport and the public in general.  A Comprehensive Land Use 

Plan may contain standards and restrictions relating to height, noise, and safety.  

A CLUP may specify the use of land, may determine building standards, and 

may include noise reduction or soundproofing requirements. 

 

d. The Comprehensive Land Use Plan shall include and shall be based on a long 

range master plan or an airport layout plan that reflects the anticipated growth of 

the airport during at least the next 20 years. 

 

e. Comprehensive Land Use Plans prepared by the ALUC shall be reviewed as 

often as necessary in order to accomplish their purpose, but shall not be 

amended more than once in any calendar year. 

 

f. Amendments to a Comprehensive Land Use Plan may be initiated by ALUC 

staff, based on changing conditions at an airport, or may be requested by a local 

agency, airport operator, or interested party.  Only one CLUP amendment is 

allowed in any calendar year.  Decisions of the ALUC on CLUP amendment 

requests are final. 

 

a. The ALUC has adopted the Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan 

containing the policies to be used by the ALUC in reviewing and acting upon 

matters submitted to it in accordance with state law. The policies, procedures 

and compatibility criteria set forth in the plan are in addition to and shall be 

considered extensions of these Rules of Procedure. 

 

b. The ALUC shall update its review procedures and compatibility criteria as 

necessary to keep them current with airport conditions, state laws and 

guidelines. 

 

c. Amendments to an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan may be initiated by 

ALUC staff, based on changing conditions at an airport, or may be requested by 
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a local agency, airport operator, or interested party.  State law limits 

amendments to an ALUCP once per calendar year.  Decisions of the ALUC on 

ALUCP amendment requests are final. Although the Placer County Airport 

Land Use Compatibility Plan is contained within a single volume, the chapter 

addressing each airport is to be considered a separate plan for the purposes of 

plan amendments. Thus, amendment of maps or specific policies for one airport 

does not preclude subsequent amendment of maps or specific policies for 

another airport in the same calendar year. Any change to the countywide 

policies would constitute amendment of all individual airport plans. 

 

g.d. If the ALUC finds that a local agency has not brought its General Plan and 

any applicable specific plan into consistency with an adopted or amended 

Comprehensive Land Use Plan Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan for an 

airport within the jurisdiction of the local agency, as required by Government 

Code Section 65302.3 (Planning and Zoning Law), the ALUC may require that 

the local agency submit all subsequent actions, regulations, and permits to the 

ALUC for review, until the requirements of Section 65302.3 are met.  Review 

of these submittals shall be governed by Section 4.3 Review of Local Agency 

Actions. 

 

h.e. Upon adoption or amendment to a Comprehensive Land Use Plan  an Airport 

Land Use Compatibility Plan by the ALUC, a copy of the plan shall be provided 

to each affected local agency within fifteen (15) days, along with an explanation 

of the action required of the local agency and the time limit for such actions, as 

contained in Government Code Section 65302.3 (Planning and Zoning Law).  A copy 

shall also be provided to the Caltrans Division of Aeronautics Program. 

 

4.36. REVIEW OF LOCAL AGENCY ACTIONS 

 

a. Prior to the amendment of a general plan or specific plan, or the adoption or 

approval of a zoning ordinance or building regulation within the planning 

boundary established by the ALUC, or modifications to an Airport Master Plan 

for a local agency owned airport, or approval of any project within the Airport 

Area of Influence, the local agency must first refer the proposed action to the 

ALUC for review. 

 

b. The ALUC authorizes the Secretary to review submitted local agency actions 

and make a determination of consistency or inconsistency with applicable 

ALUC plans.  The Secretary may delegate this responsibility to a member of the 

ALUC staff.  The determination of consistency or inconsistency shall be 

transmitted to the referring local agency. 
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c. The ALUC shall complete its review of submitted local agency actions within 

thirty (30) days.  Failure of the ALUC to notify the referring local agency within 

thirty (30) days shall be deemed a finding that the proposed action is consistent 

with applicable ALUC plans. 

 

d. A staff determination of consistency or inconsistency may be appealed to the 

ALUC upon written request by the referring local agency, project proponent, 

persons residing or working within the airport area of influence, or any 

interested citizen. 

 

e. Within seven (7) days of receipt of a request for an appeal of determination of 

consistency or inconsistency, the Secretary shall notify the affected local 

agency, the affected airport, the project proponent, and the person requesting the 

appeal.  The Secretary shall schedule a public hearing to hear the appeal at the 

earliest regular ALUC meeting for which the requirements for public hearing 

notice can be met.  The decision of the ALUC on an appeal of a staff 

determination is final. 

 

a. Actions referred to the ALUC for review shall be governed by the review 

process outlined in Chapter 2, “Procedural Policies,” of the adopted Airport 

Land Use Compatibility Plan. 

 

5.7. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

 

a. Public hearings of the ALUC shall be scheduled to consider adoption or 

amendment to the ALUC Policy Plan or Comprehensive Land Use Plans 

Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan and to hear an appeal of a determination 

of land use consistency or inconsistency.  Public hearings may be held for 

other items which would benefit from a public hearing. 

 

b. Public hearings can be requested by the ALUC, the ALUC staff, local agency, 

project proponents applicants, citizens residing in the airport area of influence, 

or any other interested citizen.  Requests for public hearings shall be in writing 

and must fully state the matter for which the hearing is requested. 

 

c. Upon receipt of a request for a public hearing, the Secretary will determine if 

the request is valid and if a public hearing is justified.  If the request is deemed 

valid, the Secretary will, within seven (7) days of receipt of the request notify 

the affected local agency, the affected airport, and any other parties deemed by 
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the Secretary to require notification, and shall schedule a public hearing to hear 

the item at the earliest regular ALUC meeting for which the requirements for 

public hearings can be met. 

 

 If the Secretary determines that the request is invalid, the Secretary shall notify 

the requestor and the ALUC in writing within seven (7) days of receipt of the 

request.  A requestor who is informed of a denial may, within thirty (30) days, 

appeal the denial to the ALUC who will decide on the appeal at their next 

regular meeting.  Decisions of the ALUC are final. 

 

d.c. The Secretary shall give notice of each public hearing by the ALUC.  Such 

notices shall be given at least ten (10) days prior to the hearing by publication 

in a newspaper of general circulation in the territory in which the airport is 

located and by mailings to the requestor, the affected local agency, the affected 

airport, and any other person or agency deemed by the Secretary as requiring 

notice.  The Secretary shall also give notice by such other notice requirements 

as may be required by statute. 

 

e.d. Public hearings of the ALUC may be continued.  The ALUC shall adopt a 

resolution making its decision concerning a public hearing item within thirty 

(30) days from the conclusion of the public hearing. 

 

8.  APPEALS 

 

  Any person may appeal a consistency determination by the ALUC by submitting an 

 Appeal Request Form with the reasons why the appellant believes that the subject 

 consistency review should be modified within 10 days of the date when the determination 

 was issued. The appeal will be placed upon the agenda of the next scheduled ALUC 

 meeting.  Depending on the project category, ALUC staff review of an appeal will be 

 completed within 14 days and the ALUC review within 60 days of  the  appeal date, 

 including scheduling of the ALUC meeting. The appellant must be present at the ALUC 

 meeting to state their case and explain why the consistency determination  should be 

 modified. The ALUC shall consider whether or not the appeal has merit. 

 

6.9. JUDICIAL REVIEW 

 

 Any judicial action to review a determination of consistency or inconsistency by the 

ALUC shall be filed within thirty (30) days after a determination by the ALUC is final. 
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10. SEVERABILITY 

 

 If any portion of these Rules of Procedure is for any reason held to be invalid, such 

invalidity shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions. 

 

7.11. AMENDMENT TO RULES AND  OF PROCEDURES 

 

 The ALUC may amend these Rules and  of Procedures from time to time.  Written notice 

of proposed amendments to these Rules and Procedures shall require the affirmation vote 

of at least three-fourths (3/4) of the total votes of the ALUC. Amendments to these Rules 

of Procedure shall be governed by the Article XIII.I, “Amendments to Bylaws,” of the 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) 

 

8.12. RECORD OF ADOPTION AND AMENDMENT 

 

 Adopted September 24, 1997 Resolution 97-01  

Amended XXXXX, XX, 2014 Resolution 14-XX 
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PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 

(ALUC) 
 

Administrative Procedure ALUC-001 

 

 Processing of Projects referred to the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) for 

Determination of Consistency 

 

 

A. PURPOSE 

 

These procedures detail the manner in which projects referred to the ALUC for consistency 

determination shall be processed. 

 

B. LEGAL REQUIREMENTS 

 

Section 65302.3 of the Government Code requires general and specific plans to be consistent with 

ALUC plans.  Section 21676, Subsection (b), of the Public Utilities Code requires local agencies 

to refer to the ALUC all projects, proposed amendments to a general plan or specific plan, or any 

proposed adoption or approval of a zoning ordinance or building regulation which affects land 

located within an established ALUC Airport Area of Influence.  Section 21676, Subsection (c) 

also requires all local agencies to refer to the ALUC all modifications to a master plan or specific 

plan for a publicly-owned airport. 

 

The ALUC must review and determine the consistency of the referred item and must notify the 

local agency of its decision.  The local agency may overrule the ALUC by a two-thirds vote if it 

makes specific findings that the proposed action is consistent with the purposes stated in Section 

21670 of the Public Utilities Code. 

 

C. TIMING AND DEADLINES 

 

Local agencies shall refer all proposed projects to the ALUC prior to final action being taken.  

The ALUC is required to respond within thirty (30) days of referral or the proposal is deemed to 

be consistent with the ALUC plan.  Every effort will be made to see that proposals are considered 

by the ALUC as soon as possible after they are referred by the local agency.  The ALUC review 

fee must accompany any referral.  Any change in the proposal shall require re-referral to the 

ALUC. 

 

D. PROCESS 

 

The administrative procedure for processing project proposals consists of three parts:  1) receipt 

of project referral and fee; 2) preparation of ALUC project consistency review; and 3) transmittal 

of ALUC review to local agency. 
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1. Receipt of Project Referral 

 

Upon receipt of project referral from any local agency, the following steps shall be taken: 

 

a. Verification that all information has been received necessary to perform a 

consistency review of the project.  If information is insufficient to perform the 

review, the referring agency shall be notified in writing and preparation of the 

review delayed until such information is provided. 

 

b. Once all necessary information is received, the project shall be assigned an 

ALUC case number.  Each project shall be assigned a separate number. 

 

c. A file shall be established. 

 

2. Preparation of ALUC Project Consistency Review 

 

The Airport Land Use Commission has delegated the responsibility for determination of 

project consistency to the ALUC staff.  Consistency determination and preparation of 

ALUC project consistency reviews shall include the following steps: 

 

a. Determine the appropriate ALUC plan on which to base the review.  For projects 

located near airports having an individually adopted Comprehensive Land Use 

Plan (CLUP), the review shall be based upon the proposed project’s consistency 

with the adopted CLUP.  For projects located near airports where there is no 

adopted CLUP, the review shall be based upon the project’s consistency with the 

policies contained in the Airport Land Use Commission Policy Plan (Policy 

Plan). 

 

b. Determine in which planning boundaries, as established by the appropriate 

ALUC plan, the proposed project is located. 

 

c. Determine whether the proposed project is either consistent or inconsistent with 

the policies pertaining to the appropriate planning boundaries.  For a given 

project to be consistent, the project must be consistent with all policies for all 

planning boundaries within which the project is located. 

 

d. Complete form ALUC-001, Public Agency Request for Staff Review, indicating 

the proposed project’s consistency or inconsistency with the ALUC plan. 

 

3. Transmittal of ALUC Review to Local Agency 
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a. The completed Form ALUC-001, along with any additional information deemed 

appropriate, shall be forwarded to the local agency which referred the project to 

the ALUC for review.  Copies of the review will be provided to others upon 

request. 

 

F.D. APPEALS 

 

Any person may appeal a project consistency determination before the ALUC.  The Appeal 

Request, Form ALUC-002, along with the reasons why the appellant believes that the subject 

consistency review should be modified, must be received in writing within ten (10) days of the 

date of the consistency review.  The appeal will be placed upon the agenda of the next scheduled 

ALUC meeting.  The appellant must be present at the ALUC meeting to present his or her case.  

The burden of proof shall be on the appellant to explain why the consistency review should be 

modified.  The ALUC shall determine whether or not the appeal has merit.  Should the ALUC 

agree with the appellant and order modifications to the subject consistency review, a revised 

Form ALUC-001 shall be prepared by staff and forwarded to both the local agency and the 

appellant. 

 

 

Approved:   Kathy E. Lund______________              September 24, 1997_______________ 

   ALUC Chair                         Date  

 



PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 

(ALUC) 

 

Appeal Request, Form ALUC-002 
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REQUEST FOR APPEAL 
 

PLACER COUNTY 

AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 

299 Nevada Street 

Auburn, CA 95603 

Phone: 530-823-4030 

Fax: 530-823-4036 

Web: www.pctpa.net 

 

Date Received: 

 

Received From: 

 

Airport Name: 

 

ALUC Case No. 

Project Applicant: 

 

 

Project Title: 

 

Project Description:  

 

Application for:  □ Rezone  □ General/Community Plan/Specific Plan Amendment □  Other  

Reasons for Appeal: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Applicable ALUC Policy:  □ Safety             □ Noise             □  Height              □  Density 

Applicable ALUC Plan: 

 

 

 

 

Project was initially determined to be: 

□  Compatible, subject to conditions 

□  Incompatible, due to: 
        □ Safety             □ Noise             □  Height              □  Density 

 

 

Appeal Reviewed By: 

 

 

Date: 

Appellant must be present at the ALUC meeting to explain their reasons for appeal.  The burden of proof 

shall be on the appellant. The ALUC shall determine whether or not the appeal has merit.   
ALUC-002 August 27, 2014 
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RULES OF PROCEDURE 

FOR THE 

PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 

 

The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) has been designated as the Airport 

Land Use Commission (ALUC) for Placer County under provisions of the California Public 

Utilities Code.  The Code mandates the establishment of ALUCs and details their various 

responsibilities.  These Rules of Procedure are intended to provide for the orderly conduct of 

ALUC activities and meetings. 

 

1. DEFINITIONS 

 

a. “Airport” means Auburn Municipal Airport, Blue Canyon Airport, Lincoln 

Regional Airport or any new public-use or military airport that may be created 

within the western Placer County area under jurisdiction of the Placer County 

ALUC. 

 

b. “Airport Influence Area (AIP)” means the area encompassed by the planning 

boundaries established by the ALUC for an airport in which current or future airport-

related noise, overflight, safety, or airspace protection factors may significantly 

affect land uses or necessitate restrictions on those uses. The Airport Influence Area 

constitutes the referral area within which certain airport actions and land use actions 

are subject to ALUC review to determine consistency with the Airport Land Use 

Compatibility Plan. 

 

c. “Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC)” means the Placer County 

Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) or a legally established successor agency 

acting in its capacity as the Airport Land Use Commission for the western portion of 

Placer County. 

 

d. “Airport Land Use Commission Law” means Chapter 4, Article 3.5 of the 

California Public Utilities Code (Sections 21670 et seq.) pertaining to airport land 

use commissions  and airport land use compatibility plans (also known as the 

California State Aeronautics Act). 

 

e. “Airport Land Use Commission Secretary” means the Executive Director of 

PCTPA, or a designee of the Executive Director, shall act as the Secretary of the 

ALUC. 
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f. “Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP)” means the Placer County 

Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, including the individual compatibility plans 

for Auburn Municipal Airport, Blue Canyon Airport and Lincoln Regional Airport, 

adopted by the ALUC. The ALUCP is used as the basis for ALUC planning to 

promote compatibility between airport operations and surrounding land uses 

considering noise, safety, airspace protection and overflight effects. 

 

g. “Local Agency” means any and all cities in Placer County, as well as Placer County 

itself. 

 

h. “PCTPA” means the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency. 

 

2. PURPOSE 

 

a. It is the purpose of the ALUC to provide for the safe and orderly development of 

each public use, air carrier, and military airport and the area surrounding these 

airports, so as to promote the intent of the ALUC law. 

 

b. It is the purpose of the ALUC to protect health, safety, and welfare by ensuring the 

adoption of land use measures that minimize the public’s exposure to safety hazards 

and excessive noise within each airport area of influence, to the extent that these 

areas are not already devoted to incompatible uses. 

 

c. It is the purpose of the ALUC to prevent the creation of new safety and noise 

problems in each airport Area of Influence. 

 

3. OPERATIONS 

 

a. The ALUC is subject to the following Bylaws of the Placer County Transportation 

Planning Agency (PCTPA): 

 

Article I  - Name and Composition 

Article II  - Officers 

Article III  - Meetings 

Article V  - Offices 

Article VI  - Duties and Responsibilities 

Article IX  - Committees 

Article X  - Executive Director 

Article XI  - Miscellaneous 

Article XII - Fiscal Year 
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Article XIII - Amendments 

 

b. The ALUC is subject to PCTPA’s Conflict of Interest Code.  

 

c. The ALUC is subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 

 

d. Approval of all matters before the ALUC for action shall require a majority vote of 

the ALUC.  No proxy voting shall be allowed. 

 

e. The ALUC shall utilize the staff of the Placer County Transportation Planning 

Agency (PCTPA).  The PCTPA Executive Director, or a designee of the Executive 

Director, shall act as the Secretary of the ALUC. 

 

f. The ALUC Secretary may establish such administrative procedures as necessary to 

effectively carry out these Rules of Procedures. 

 

g. The ALUC will maintain a schedule of fees necessary to fulfill its duties as defined 

by state law. The fees shall cover costs for reviewing and processing proposals, for 

holding public hearings, for preparation of the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, 

and for providing copies of plans and other documents. 

 

4. POWERS AND DUTIES OF THE ALUC 

 

The powers and duties of the ALUC are to fulfill the requirements of the ALUC Law, 

Chapter 4, Article 3.5 of California Public Utilities Code (Sections 21670 et seq.).  The 

ALUC shall have the following powers and duties, subject to any limitations contained in 

the ALUC Law: 

 

a. To prepare and adopt Airport Land Use Compatibility Plans for each of the airport’s 

within the jurisdiction of the ALUC.  

 

b. To review the plans, regulations, and other actions of local agencies and airport 

operators pursuant to PUC Section 21676 to determine their consistency with the 

adopted Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan. 

 

c. To assist local agencies in ensuring compatible land uses in the vicinity of all new 

airports and in the vicinity of existing airports to the extent that the land in the 

vicinity of those airports is not already devoted to incompatible uses. 
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d. To coordinate planning at the state, regional, and local levels so as to provide for the 

orderly development of air transportation, while at the same time protecting the 

public health, safety and welfare. 

 

e. To adopt rules and regulations consistent with Chapter 4, Article 3.5 of the 

California Public Utilities Code (Sections 21670 et seq.) 

 

f. Such other duties as allowed by the ALUC Law. 

 

g. The powers and duties of the ALUC shall in no way be construed to give the ALUC 

jurisdiction over the operation of any airport. 

 

Nothing in these Rules of Procedure is intended to contravene any requirement of federal 

and state law. To the extent there is an inconsistency between these Rules of Procedure 

and federal or state law, these shall be interpreted in a manner consistent with that federal 

or state law. 

 

5. AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBILITY PLAN (ALUCP) 

 

a. The ALUC has adopted the Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan 

containing the policies to be used by the ALUC in reviewing and acting upon 

matters submitted to it in accordance with state law. The policies, procedures and 

compatibility criteria set forth in the plan are in addition to and shall be considered 

extensions of these Rules of Procedure. 

 

b. The ALUC shall update its review procedures and compatibility criteria as necessary 

to keep them current with airport conditions, state laws and guidelines. 

 

c. Amendments to an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan may be initiated by ALUC 

staff, based on changing conditions at an airport, or may be requested by a local 

agency, airport operator, or interested party.  State law limits amendments to an 

ALUCP once per calendar year.  Decisions of the ALUC on ALUCP amendment 

requests are final. Although the Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan 

is contained within a single volume, the chapter addressing each airport is to be 

considered a separate plan for the purposes of plan amendments. Thus, amendment 

of maps or specific policies for one airport does not preclude subsequent amendment 

of maps or specific policies for another airport in the same calendar year. Any 

change to the countywide policies would constitute amendment of all individual 

airport plans. 
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d. If the ALUC finds that a local agency has not brought its General Plan and any 

applicable specific plan into consistency with an adopted or amended Airport Land 

Use Compatibility Plan for an airport within the jurisdiction of the local agency, as 

required by Government Code Section 65302.3 (Planning and Zoning Law), the 

ALUC may require that the local agency submit all subsequent actions, regulations, 

and permits to the ALUC for review, until the requirements of Section 65302.3 are 

met.   

 

e. Upon adoption or amendment to an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan by the 

ALUC, a copy of the plan shall be provided to each affected local agency within 

fifteen (15) days, along with an explanation of the action required of the local agency 

and the time limit for such actions, as contained in Government Code Section 

65302.3 (Planning and Zoning Law).  A copy shall also be provided to the Caltrans 

Division of Aeronautics. 

 

6. REVIEW OF LOCAL AGENCY ACTIONS 

 

a. Actions referred to the ALUC for review shall be governed by the review process 

outlined in Chapter 2, “Procedural Policies,” of the adopted Airport Land Use 

Compatibility Plan. 

 

7.  PUBLIC HEARINGS 

 

a. Public hearings of the ALUC shall be scheduled to consider adoption or amendment 

to the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan and to hear an appeal of a determination 

of land use consistency or inconsistency.  Public hearings may be held for other 

items which would benefit from a public hearing. 

 

b. Public hearings can be requested by the ALUC, the ALUC staff, local agency, 

project applicants, citizens residing in the airport area of influence, or any other 

interested citizen.  Requests for public hearings shall be in writing and must fully 

state the matter for which the hearing is requested. 

 

c. The Secretary shall give notice of each public hearing by the ALUC.  Such notices 

shall be given at least ten (10) days prior to the hearing by publication in a 

newspaper of general circulation in the territory in which the airport is located and 

by mailings to the requestor, the affected local agency, the affected airport, and any 

other person or agency deemed by the Secretary as requiring notice.  The Secretary 

shall also give notice by such other notice requirements as may be required by 

statute. 
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d. Public hearings of the ALUC may be continued.  The ALUC shall adopt a resolution 

making its decision concerning a public hearing item within thirty (30) days from the 

conclusion of the public hearing. 

 

8. APPEALS 

 

  Any person may appeal a consistency determination by the ALUC by submitting an 

 Appeal Request Form with the reasons why the appellant believes that the subject 

 consistency review should be modified within 10 days of the date when the  

 determination was issued. The appeal will be placed upon the agenda of the next 

 scheduled ALUC meeting.  Depending on the project category, ALUC staff review of 

 an appeal will be completed within 14 days and the ALUC  review within 60 days of the 

 appeal date, including scheduling of the ALUC meeting. The appellant must be present 

 at the ALUC meeting to state their case and explain why the consistency determination 

 should be modified. The ALUC shall consider whether or not the appeal has merit. 

 

9. JUDICIAL REVIEW 

 

 Any judicial action to review a determination of consistency or inconsistency by the 

ALUC shall be filed within thirty (30) days after a determination by the ALUC is final. 

 

10. SEVERABILITY 

 

 If any portion of these Rules of Procedure is for any reason held to be invalid, such 

invalidity shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions. 

 

11. AMENDMENT TO RULES OF PROCEDURE 

 

 The ALUC may amend these Rules of Procedures from time to time.   Amendments to 

these Rules of Procedure shall be governed by the Article XIII.I, “Amendments to 

Bylaws,” of the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) 

 

12. RECORD OF ADOPTION AND AMENDMENT 

 

 Adopted September 24, 1997 Resolution 97-01  

Amended August 27, 2014  Resolution 14-XX 
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PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 

(ALUC) 
 

Administrative Procedure ALUC-001 

 

 Processing of Projects referred to the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) for 

Determination of Consistency 

 

 

A. PURPOSE 

 

These procedures detail the manner in which projects referred to the ALUC for consistency 

determination shall be processed. 

 

B. LEGAL REQUIREMENTS 

 

Section 65302.3 of the Government Code requires general and specific plans to be consistent with 

ALUC plans.  Section 21676, Subsection (b), of the Public Utilities Code requires local agencies 

to refer to the ALUC all projects, proposed amendments to a general plan or specific plan, or any 

proposed adoption or approval of a zoning ordinance or building regulation which affects land 

located within an established ALUC Airport Area of Influence.  Section 21676, Subsection (c) 

also requires all local agencies to refer to the ALUC all modifications to a master plan or specific 

plan for a publicly-owned airport. 

 

The ALUC must review and determine the consistency of the referred item and must notify the 

local agency of its decision.  The local agency may overrule the ALUC by a two-thirds vote if it 

makes specific findings that the proposed action is consistent with the purposes stated in Section 

21670 of the Public Utilities Code. 

 

C. TIMING AND DEADLINES 

 

Local agencies shall refer all proposed projects to the ALUC prior to final action being taken.  

The ALUC is required to respond within thirty (30) days of referral or the proposal is deemed to 

be consistent with the ALUC plan.  Every effort will be made to see that proposals are considered 

by the ALUC as soon as possible after they are referred by the local agency.  The ALUC review 

fee must accompany any referral.  Any change in the proposal shall require re-referral to the 

ALUC. 

 

D. PROCESS 

 

The administrative procedure for processing project proposals consists of three parts:  1) receipt 

of project referral and fee; 2) preparation of ALUC project consistency review; and 3) transmittal 

of ALUC review to local agency. 
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1. Receipt of Project Referral 

 

Upon receipt of project referral from any local agency, the following steps shall be taken: 

 

a. Verification that all information has been received necessary to perform a 

consistency review of the project.  If information is insufficient to perform the 

review, the referring agency shall be notified in writing and preparation of the 

review delayed until such information is provided. 

 

b. Once all necessary information is received, the project shall be assigned an 

ALUC case number.  Each project shall be assigned a separate number. 

 

c. A file shall be established. 

 

2. Preparation of ALUC Project Consistency Review 

 

The Airport Land Use Commission has delegated the responsibility for determination of 

project consistency to the ALUC staff.  Consistency determination and preparation of 

ALUC project consistency reviews shall include the following steps: 

 

a. Determine the appropriate ALUC plan on which to base the review.  For projects 

located near airports having an individually adopted Comprehensive Land Use 

Plan (CLUP), the review shall be based upon the proposed project’s consistency 

with the adopted CLUP.  For projects located near airports where there is no 

adopted CLUP, the review shall be based upon the project’s consistency with the 

policies contained in the Airport Land Use Commission Policy Plan (Policy 

Plan). 

 

b. Determine in which planning boundaries, as established by the appropriate 

ALUC plan, the proposed project is located. 

 

c. Determine whether the proposed project is either consistent or inconsistent with 

the policies pertaining to the appropriate planning boundaries.  For a given 

project to be consistent, the project must be consistent with all policies for all 

planning boundaries within which the project is located. 

 

d. Complete form ALUC-001, Public Agency Request for Staff Review, indicating 

the proposed project’s consistency or inconsistency with the ALUC plan. 

 

3. Transmittal of ALUC Review to Local Agency 
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a. The completed Form ALUC-001, along with any additional information deemed 

appropriate, shall be forwarded to the local agency which referred the project to 

the ALUC for review.  Copies of the review will be provided to others upon 

request. 

 

E. APPEALS 

 

Any person may appeal a project consistency determination before the ALUC.  The Appeal 

Request, Form ALUC-002, along with the reasons why the appellant believes that the subject 

consistency review should be modified, must be received in writing within ten (10) days of the 

date of the consistency review.  The appeal will be placed upon the agenda of the next scheduled 

ALUC meeting.  The appellant must be present at the ALUC meeting to present his or her case.  

The burden of proof shall be on the appellant to explain why the consistency review should be 

modified.  The ALUC shall determine whether or not the appeal has merit.  Should the ALUC 

agree with the appellant and order modifications to the subject consistency review, a revised 

Form ALUC-001 shall be prepared by staff and forwarded to both the local agency and the 

appellant. 

 

Approved:   Kathy E. Lund______________              September 24, 1997_______________ 

   ALUC Chair                         Date  
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Appeal Request Form  
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REQUEST FOR APPEAL 
 

PLACER COUNTY 

AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 

299 Nevada Street 

Auburn, CA 95603 

Phone: 530-823-4030 

Fax: 530-823-4036 

Web: www.pctpa.net 

 

Date Received: 

 

Received From: 

 

Airport Name: 

 

ALUC Case No. 

Project Applicant: 

 

 

Project Title: 

 

Project Description:  

 

Application for:  □ Rezone  □ General/Community Plan/Specific Plan Amendment □  Other  

Reasons for Appeal: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Applicable ALUC Policy:  □ Safety             □ Noise             □  Height              □  Density 

Applicable ALUC Plan: 

 

 

 

 

Project was initially determined to be: 

□  Compatible, subject to conditions 

□  Incompatible, due to: 
     □ Safety             □ Noise             □  Height              □  Density 

 

Appeal Reviewed By: 

 

 

Date: 
Appellant must be present at the ALUC meeting to explain their reasons for appeal.  The burden of proof 

shall be on the appellant. The ALUC shall determine whether or not the appeal has merit.   
August 27, 2014 



 MEMORANDUM 

 

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

TO: WPCTSA Board of Directors DATE: August 12, 2014 

  

FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  

  

SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 

 

Below are the Consent Calendar items for the August 27, 2014 agenda for your review and 

action. 

 

1. Contractor Services Agreement for Health Express Addendum #1 

On May 22, 2013 the WPCTSA Board authorized the Executive Director to enter into a 

Contractor Services Agreement for Health Express Agreement with MV Transportation, 

Inc. to provide the Health Express service. This Agreement was executed September 3, 

2014. Addendum #1 corrects the timeframe identified in the table located in Section 5, 

“Compensation,” subsection b, “Price Formula” on Page 3 of 33 of the Agreement. The 

timeframe currently shown, 11/1/2014, is corrected to 7/1/2014.  All other provisions 

within the Contractor Services Agreement, except as specifically amended, remain in full 

force and effect.   

 

2. Authorize filing FY 2014/15 Western Placer CTSA Claim for Local Transportation 

Funds (LTF) - $799,031 

Authorize Western Placer CTSA staff to submit to PCTPA a claim for $799,031 in LTF 

funds for FY 2014/15 for transit purposes 

 



 

 

ADDENDUM #1 

TO CONTRACTOR SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR HEALTH EXPRESS 

BETWEEN THE WESTERN CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 

SERVICE AGENCY AND MV TRANSPORTATION, INC. 

 
 

 Addendum #1 to the Contractor Services Agreement for Health Express (hereinafter 

“Agreement”) is entered into this 27th day of August, 2014 between the Western Placer 

Consolidated Transportation Service Agency (hereinafter “WPCTSA”) and MV Transportation, Inc.  

(hereinafter “MV”).  The terms and conditions of the underlying Contractor Services Agreement 

dated September 3, 2013 shall remain unchanged, except as specifically modified in this 

Addendum.   

  

1. Correction to “Table” 

WPCTSA and MV agree to correct the table located in Section 5, “Compensation,” 

subsection b, “Price Formula” on Page 3 of 33 of the Agreement as follows: 

 
 

Period 
Maximum 

Obligation 

Hourly 

Rate Charges 

Monthly 

Fixed Cost 

 11/1/2013 – 6/30/2014 $352,924.52 $26.03 $14,659 

7/1/2014 11/1/2014 – 6/30/2015 $347,323.32 $27.00 $13,642 

7/1/2014 11/1/2015 – 6/30/2016 $353,461.33 $27.53 $13,854 

  

2. Effect of Addendum 

Except as specifically amended hereby, the Contractor Services Agreement for Health 

Express shall remain in full force and effect.  If there is any conflict between the term of this 

Addendum and the Agreement, the terms of the Addendum shall control. 

 

 

Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Service Agency 

 

 

         

By:  Celia McAdam, Executive Director 

 

Date:         

 

 

MV Transportation, Inc. 

 

 

         

By:  W.C. Pihl, Executive Vice President 

 

Date:         



 MEMORANDUM 

 

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

TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  August 13, 2014 

  

FROM: Luke McNeel-Caird, Senior Planner/Engineer  

  

SUBJECT: CONGESTION MITIGATION AND AIR QUALITY (CMAQ) 

ALLOCATION CRITERIA FOR FY 2016/17 THROUGH 2018/19 

 

ACTION REQUESTED 

Adopt revised CMAQ allocation criteria for Federal Fiscal Years 2016/17 through 2018/19, as 

shown in Attachment 2.  

 

BACKGROUND 

CMAQ funding was first introduced in 1991 with the federal Intermodal Surface Transportation 

Efficiency Act (ISTEA), and has been included in subsequence federal surface transportation 

bills, including the most recent Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) 

authorized in July 2012. The purpose of the CMAQ Program is to fund transportation projects or 

programs that will contribute to attainment or maintenance of the National Ambient Air Quality 

Standards (NAAQS) for ozone, carbon monoxide, and particulate matter. 

 

In June 2014, the Board adopted CMAQ allocation criteria for Federal Fiscal Years 2014/15 and 

2015/16 to direct a portion of the funds to pre-construction for the SR 65 Widening Project, as 

shown in Attachment 1.   

 

DISCUSSION 

The currently proposed criteria, shown in Attachment 2, would include the following: 

1. Set aside up to 25% of PCTPA’s designated ‘fair and equitable share’ as a discretionary 

fund for designated projects. Such projects include fair share amounts for regional 

programs required for compliance with the State Implementation Plan for air quality 

conformity. This contribution is necessary because, without air quality conformity 

determinations, no major transportation projects from any funding source can legally 

move forward. 

2. Maintain CMAQ funding minimum of $100,000 for the City of Colfax. 

3. Distribute the remaining funds to jurisdictions according to their percentage of 

population. 

 

The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) has reviewed this proposal and recommends 

approval. 

 

Next Steps 

Based on Board direction, staff will calculate the discretionary and fair share targets for each 

jurisdiction and issue a Call for Projects. We expect the resulting project list will be provided for 

Board approval later this year. 

 

LM:CM:ss 



GUIDELINES FOR CMAQ FUNDS FOR PROJECTS IMPLEMENTED BY PCTPA 

MEMBER JURISDICTIONS 

ADOPTED JUNE 27, 2012 

 

1. Set aside 25% of PCTPA’s designated ‘fair and equitable share’ as a discretionary fund for 

designated projects as Placer’s contribution to regional required in the State Implementation 

Plan (SIP) to maintain air quality conformity.  These programs include: 

 SECAT retrofit program 

 Spare the Air 

 Freeway Service Patrol 

 Congestion Management Program 

 

2. Allocate the remaining amount of the 25% discretionary portion, plus contributions 

proportionate to population from Placer County and the Cities of Roseville, Rocklin, and 

Lincoln for the environmental work on the SR 65 Widening (carpool and auxiliary lanes) 

between I-80 and Twelve Bridges Drive (Lincoln Bypass). 

 

3. Distribute the remaining ‘fair and equitable share’ of CMAQ to jurisdictions according to 

their percentage of population, per the Department of Finance’s annual estimates applicable 

to the year in which the CMAQ funds are allocated (e.g., funds allocated in 2014 will use 

2014 population estimates).  This is the same guideline that PCTPA uses for allocation of 

LTF funds every year.  Joint or multi-jurisdictional projects could also be accommodated 

within the ‘fair share’ allocations. 

 

4. Adjust distributions to ensure that jurisdictions not adjacent to the SR 65 corridor (i.e. 

Auburn, Colfax, and Loomis) are “held harmless” and receive the same allocation as under 

the population based formula without the allocation to the SR 65 Widening. 

 

5. CMAQ funding minimum will be $100,000.  This minimum may exceed the share of some 

of the small jurisdictions.  In that case, the discretionary fund will be used to supplement 

these jurisdictions’ ‘fair share’ in order to achieve the $100,000 project minimum. 

 

6. For each proposed CMAQ project, whether funded out of fair share or discretionary funds, 

the jurisdiction/applicant will submit an application to PCTPA that, at a minimum, includes 

the following information. 

 Description of project including justification and need 

 Project schedule by phase including anticipated date project will be open to the public 

 Total cost of project including portion to be funded from CMAQ and amount/source of 

local match 

 Type of CMAQ funds being requested (‘fair share’ and/or ‘discretionary’) and, for ‘fair 

share’ funds, from which jurisdiction’s share (or multiple jurisdictions in the case of a 

joint application). 

 Calculation of air quality benefit/emissions reduction using most recent approved 

California Air Resources Board methodology OR, for Community Design projects, 

SACOG’s PLACE3S model (which calculates reduction in vehicle trips/miles traveled).  

Note: These calculations are required in order to comply with CMAQ guidelines. 

 



GUIDELINES FOR CMAQ FUNDS FOR PROJECTS IMPLEMENTED BY PCTPA 

MEMBER JURISDICTIONS 

FFY 2016/17 THROUGH 2018/19 

 

1. Set aside up to 25% of PCTPA’s designated ‘fair and equitable share’ as a discretionary fund 

for designated projects as Placer’s contribution to regional programs required in the State 

Implementation Plan (SIP) to maintain air quality conformity.  These programs include: 

 SECAT retrofit program 

 Spare the Air 

 Freeway Service Patrol 

 Congestion Management Program 

 

2. Distribute the remaining ‘fair and equitable share’ of CMAQ to jurisdictions according to 

their percentage of population, per the latest Department of Finance’s annual estimates. Joint 

or multi-jurisdictional projects could also be accommodated within the ‘fair share’ 

allocations. 

 

3. CMAQ funding minimum will be $100,000.  This minimum may exceed the share of some 

of the small jurisdictions.  In that case, the discretionary fund will be used to supplement 

these jurisdictions’ ‘fair share’ in order to achieve the $100,000 project minimum. 

 

4. For each proposed CMAQ project, whether funded out of fair share or discretionary funds, 

the jurisdiction/applicant will submit an application to PCTPA that, at a minimum, includes 

the following information. 

 Description of project including justification and need 

 Project schedule by phase including anticipated date project will be open to the public 

 Total cost of project including portion to be funded from CMAQ and amount/source of 

local match 

 Type of CMAQ funds being requested (‘fair share’ and/or ‘discretionary’) and, for ‘fair 

share’ funds, from which jurisdiction’s share (or multiple jurisdictions in the case of a 

joint application). 

 Calculation of air quality benefit/emissions reduction using most recent approved 

California Air Resources Board methodology. Note: These calculations are required in 

order to comply with CMAQ guidelines. 

 

5. Each applicant will submit its application(s) by the specified due date to PCTPA.  

Applications will be reviewed by PCTPA staff and the Technical Advisory Committee 

(TAC).  Staff and TAC recommendations will be forwarded to the Board along with a 

summary of all applications.  The PCTPA Board will prioritize applications for funding from 

the discretionary portion and will approve eligible applications for jurisdictions according to 

the applicable ‘fair share’ distribution guidelines.  The approved projects will then be 

submitted to SACOG for inclusion in the MTP and MTIP. 



7. Each applicant will submit its application(s) by the specified due date to PCTPA.  

Applications will be reviewed by PCTPA staff and the Technical Advisory Committee 

(TAC).  Staff and TAC recommendations will be forwarded to the Board along with a 

summary of all applications.  The PCTPA Board will prioritize applications for funding from 

the discretionary portion and will approve eligible applications for jurisdictions according to 

the applicable ‘fair share’ distribution guidelines.  The approved projects will then be 

submitted to SACOG for inclusion in the MTP and MTIP. 



 MEMORANDUM 

 

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

TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  August 13, 2014 

  

FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  

  

SUBJECT: UPDATE ON STRATEGIC OUTREACH ON TRANSPORTATION 

NEEDS AND FUNDING  

 

ACTION REQUESTED  

For information and discussion only. 

 

BACKGROUND 

PCTPA is devoted to providing the functional transportation infrastructure that is critical to the 

economic vitality for our region.   

 

Even though our funding levels have fallen well behind the needs, the Agency has bridged the 

gap by being strategic and clever in leveraging what money we have to attract discretionary 

dollars.  We have now reached the end of our ability to do that.  Moreover, it’s become clear that 

the public does not have a clear understanding of the importance of transportation, its connection 

with our economic vitality, and the impacts of our falling behind in making needed 

transportation investments. 

 

In recognition of this impending crisis, the Board has directed staff to provide strategic outreach 

on transportation needs and funding.  This began in 2013, with the convening of a 47-member 

Funding Strategy Steering Committee to advise the Agency.  The results of the effort provided 

the Board with a recommendation to examine the feasibility of a transportation sales tax to fund 

our long range transportation needs.   The Board subsequently approved a contract and work plan 

from the consultant team led by Jeff Flint of FSB Core Strategies and Bill Halldin of Halldin 

Public Relations in December 2013 to make the assessments for the need and support for a 

transportation sales tax. 

 

DISCUSSION 

Through 2014, staff and the consultant team have been aggressively implementing the work plan 

through more than 50 meetings with local leaders and groups, supplemented with focus groups 

and polling. 

 

Jeff Flint of FSB Core Strategies will provide the Board with an update on our efforts to date, 

results of the recent focus groups and polling, and next steps. 

 

CM:ss 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 
August 12, 2014 

 

ATTENDANCE: Megan Siren, City of Auburn 

   Mark Miller, City of Colfax 

   Amber Conboy, Placer County 

Angel Green, Placer County Air Pollution Control District 

   Dave Palmer, City of Rocklin 

Scott Gandler, City of Roseville 

   Rhon Herndon, City of Roseville 

   Mike Wixon, City of Roseville 

Jeff Morneau, Caltrans District 3 

 

Aaron Hoyt, PCTPA 

Celia McAdam, PCTPA 

Luke McNeel-Caird, PCTPA 

David Melko, PCTPA 

    Solvi Sabol, PCTPA 

  

 

FY 2014/15 Final LTF Apportionment and Final STA Allocation  

Aaron Hoyt explained that the Final Apportionment is for the Local Transportation Funds (LTF) only, 

as the figures for State Transit Assistance (STA) Funds have not been released yet.  Hoyt said that the 

LTF estimate is approximately $1.5 million higher than the preliminary estimate in part due to the 

additional carryover, as well as growth in sales tax revenues.  With no objection from the TAC, this 

item will be brought to the PCTPA Board as a consent item. 

 

Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) Apportionments  

Luke McNeel-Caird referred to the RSTP apportionment handout that showed estimated funds for the 

three year cycle of 2017 – 2019 to be just over $14 million. These funds are federal dollars and the 

apportionment is based on population and road miles.  McNeel-Caird said that RSTP funds can be used 

for any roadway and/or transportation project.  Once projects are received, he ensures that they are in 

the Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Plan (MTIP) 

 

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) Guidelines and Call for Projects  

Luke McNeel-Caird explained that CMAQ funds are federal funds which must be used in a designated 

ozone nonattainment area for transportation projects that reduced emissions.  This next call for CMAQ 

projects will cover three years, FFY 2016/17 through 2018/19.  He pointed out the $2.4 million of 

funds are needed as our contribution to regional emission reduction programs that help meet air quality 

conformity as designated in the State Implementation Plan (SIP), leaving approximately $14 million 

for jurisdictions’ CMAQ projects.  McNeel-Caird said that allocations are based on population with 

$100,000 being the minimum a jurisdiction will receive.  

 

In past years, we have set aside 25% of the funding for discretionary projects, including those needed 

for SIP compliance.  In doing so this cycle, that it will be $1 million dollars should a jurisdiction(s) 

have a special project that they wish to apply for.  The question was asked of the TAC if 1) we should 

continue to set aside these remaining discretionary funds for special projects or 2) the discretionary pot 

should be included in the target amounts for each jurisdiction on a fair share basis based on population.  

The TAC agreed that these discretionary funds should be distributed according to the fair share targets 

on and based on that, should take the CMAQ guidelines to the Board.  
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Celia McAdam noted that there is some question of what the future of CMAQ will be, based on 

Federal Highway Trust Fund shortfalls and increasing State interest in directing these funds.  She 

encouraged the jurisdictions to spend these funds quickly before anything happens.  Luke McNeel-

Caird explained that we’ll take the CMAQ Guidelines to the Board this month, with an official call for 

projects in September, and will take these projects back to the Board for their consideration in 

November. 

 

Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) Rules of Procedure 

David Melko referenced an edited / updated copy of the ALUC Rules of Procedures distributed to the 

TAC.  He explained that we have been the ALUC since 1997 at which time we adopted the Rules and 

Procedures.  Since then, Melko reported that we have had two iterations of the Airport Land Use 

Compatibility Plans (ALUCP) and that an update to the Rules of Procedures was necessary.  He went 

through the edited / updated version with the TAC.  The TAC concurred that the Rules of Procedure 

should be brought to the Commission and that they will let him know if there are any issues with the 

updated version prior to the meeting. 

 

Transportation Funding Focus Groups and Polling  

Celia McAdam explained that through the Funding Strategy Steering Committee, there was consensus 

that we would explore a transportation sales tax.  To that end, McAdam reported she has met with 

various electeds, community groups, and people of influence, 53 in all so far, to get their feedback on a 

local transportation sales tax.   Additionally, McAdam said that we’ve done more some scientific 

research, conducting focus groups in May and recently did some polling. She went over the key 

findings that came out of the focus groups, such as people trust local government more than the state or 

Federal government, and they see a value in investing in infrastructure.  McAdam stated her 

observation of the focus groups was that if you can talk to people about transportation for an hour, 

90% of them would support a transportation sales tax.   

 

The polling revealed that if a ½ cent local transportation sales tax was put on the ballot today which 

includes specific projects and provisions for oversight and audits, 61% of voters would support it. 

Scott Gandler asked how much money this would generate. McAdam said that at today’s dollars, over 

30 years, the local transportation sales tax would generate $1.26 billion dollars.  McAdam concluded 

by saying that we will be doing a Board presentation on these findings in August. 

 

Other Issues / Upcoming Deadlines  

David Melko said that PTMISEA reports are due August 15.  Luke McNeel-Caird explained that 

SACOG is working to make transportation project information more accessible to public and in the 

process of creating an online public portal.  Angel Green, Placer County Air Pollution Control District, 

said that they will be one of the businesses to host Placer County Art Walk this Thursday and will have 

a variety of electrical vehicles for viewing.  Mike Wixon reported that Breathe California is having 

their annual bike trek for clean air September 4, 5, and 6. 

 

Adjourn 

Meeting adjourned at 4:02 p.m. 



 MEMORANDUM 

 

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

TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  August 12, 2014 

  

FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner 

  Luke McNeel-Caird, Senior Planner/Engineer 

                        Scott Aaron, Associate Planner         

  

SUBJECT: STATUS REPORT 

 

 

1. Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) Report 

PCTPA staff is developing a Request for Proposal for a new Freeway Service Patrol 

contractor. The current contract expires December 31, 2014. 

 

2. I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements Project – PA&ED Phase 

 The first set of environmental technical studies have been prepared and submitted 

to Caltrans for review, including studies on noise, air quality, and wetlands. The 

draft environmental document can be prepared once all the technical studies are 

approved.  

 The final comments on the draft traffic report have been received and a final 

traffic report is anticipated to be approved.  

 A federally required five-day value analysis of the interchange was completed on 

August 8, which included representatives from the City of Roseville, Placer 

County, and Caltrans. The results of the value analysis will be used to determine 

if the proposed project alternatives can be modified to reduce construction costs 

and still meet the project purpose and need. 

 

3. State Route 65 Capacity and Operational Improvements Project – PA&ED Phase 

 A public workshop was held on July 24 in the City of Lincoln to give an overview 

of the project, and present the three projects concepts including General Purpose 

Lanes, High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes, and Hybrid of General Purpose 

and HOV Lanes. Over thirty community members attended the workshop style 

meeting, and input was received on the project in general as well as the proposed 

project concepts.  

 The Project Development Team (PDT) met on August 12, the meeting focused on 

identifying two alternatives to be carried forward based on input from the public 

workshop and results from the traffic analysis. 

 

4. I-80 Auxiliary Lanes Project – PA&ED Phase 

The Project Development Team (PDT) met on July 17 to discuss the potential to include 

a fifth lane on westbound I-80 from east of Douglas Boulevard to west of Riverside 

Avenue. Based on discussion with Caltrans and local agencies, it was determined that 

two alternatives will be studied: one with an auxiliary lane on westbound I-80 between  
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Douglas Boulevard and Riverside Avenue, and the second alternative with a 5th lane on 

westbound I-80. Both alternatives would include an auxiliary lane on eastbound I-80 

between State Route 65 and Rocklin Road. Other topics included the preliminary traffic 

forecasts, limits of environmental studies, and the project schedule.  

 

5. Placer Parkway Segment 1 – PA&ED Phase 

On July 9, 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. An administrative draft of the Project Report has been prepared (which is 

required for Caltrans approval) and environmental technical studies are in process. A 

public workshop is planned for later this year with release of the draft environmental 

document. 
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MEMORANDUM 

 

TO:  Celia McAdam 

  

FROM: AIM Consulting   

 

DATE:  August 4, 2014  

 

RE:  July 2014 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 July.   

 

AIM continued implementing a Social Media strategy for PCTPA and updating the PCTPA 

website. 

 

AIM assisted with media relations and public information and also assisted with outreach 

for alternative transportation programs.  

 

AIM worked with PCTPA staff to draft and send the July edition of the PCTPA e-newsletter.   

 

Following is a capsule summary of activities:       

 

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.   

 

AIM worked with PCTPA staff to continue updating and improving the PCTPA website 

including updating website software and working on the navigation structure.   

 

AIM continued posting Social Media updates on the PCTPA Facebook and Twitter pages.        
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Informational Materials 

 

AIM worked with PCTPA staff to finalize an update to the Airport Land Use Commission 

fact sheet.  The fact sheet is distributed to local agencies to explain the project referral and 

review process for projects located within the airport influence area of Auburn Municipal, 

Blue Canyon, and Lincoln Regional Airports, it may be subject to an Airport Land Use 

Commission review.   

 

In addition, AIM worked with PCTPA staff to update the Health Express Riders Guide.  

Health Express is an advance reservation, shared-ride, non-emergency medical 

transportation service for residents of Placer County.  The riders guide provides 

information about securing a reservation and locations the Health Express travels to.      

 

PCTPA E-News 

 

AIM worked with PCTPA staff to develop content for the July edition of the PCTPA 

newsletter.  AIM drafted articles and content for review by PCTPA.  The newsletter 

included: a highlight of the Lincoln Bypass Ribbon Cutting and the Nelson Lane Bridge 

Groundbreaking; an update on planning projects to fix the SR 65 Corridor; and an 

overview of Alternative Transportation Programs and ways to get around Placer County 

without getting into a car.  The newsletter was distributed at the end of July and had a 

40% open rate.  

 

Media Relations 

 

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.  
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MAP-21 Reauthorization 

 

Late last night, Congress passed the House version of the "Highway and Transportation Funding 

Act of 2014.”  That bill would transfer approximately $10.8B from the General Fund into the 

Highway Trust Fund (HTF) - $8.8B into the Highway Account and $2.0B into the Mass Transit 

Account - to keep the HTF solvent and provide funding for highway and transit programs at 

current levels through May 31, 2015. 

 

The cost to the General Fund would be offset by various "pay-fors", all of which are unrelated to 

transportation and most of which extend over 10 years. They include "pension smoothing", an 

extension of custom duties, and a transfer of $1B from the Leaking Underground Storage Tank 

Trust Fund (LUST). The bill also includes an extension of the MAP-21 authorization through 

May 31, 2015 at current funding levels, pro-rated for the eight-month length of the extension - 

October 1, 2014 to May 31, 2015. 

 

Questions have been raised about whether $10.8B is a sufficient patch to extend HTF solvency 

through May 31 since the Congressional Budget Office (CBO) recently estimated that $8B was 

needed to avoid slowdowns in federal reimbursements through December 31 alone. The House-

passed bill only provides an additional $2.8B to cover all of January through May 2015, even 

considering that HTF expenditures typically slow down during the winter months. 

 

Earlier in the process, the White House issued a Statement of Administration Policy in support of 

the House approach, much to the dismay of many industry stakeholders and the Democratic 

leadership of the Senate EPW Committee who pushed for a shorter extension, only through 

December 2014, in order to keep the pressure on Congress to act on a longer-term funding 

solution, possibly during the post-election Lame Duck session. 

Along those lines, on July 9, the Senate Finance Committee passed its own version of a short-

term HTF funding bill. The Senate bill also transferred $10.8B into the HTF with similar offsets, 

http://www.federaladvocates.com/


but it did not include an extension of the MAP-21 authorization and it was silent on how long the 

funding fix would last. 

 

Also related to the overall reauthorization effort, on July 29, Senate Committee on Commerce, 

Science, and Transportation’s Subcommittee on Surface Transportation and Merchant Marine 

Infrastructure, Safety, and Security held a hearing titled, “Opportunities and Challenges for 

Improving Truck Safety on our Highways.” Ahead of the surface transportation reauthorization, 

the hearing focused on opportunities and challenges to address truck safety on our highways. In 

light of several major truck crashes and increases in truck fatalities, the hearing  examined efforts 

to address truck safety concerns, implementation of MAP-21, hours of service and fatigue, and 

initiatives of the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration and trucking 

stakeholders. Witnesses were: Anne Ferro, Administrator, Federal Motor Carrier Administration; 

Joan Claybrook, Consumer Co-Chair, Advocates for Highway and Auto Safety; Major David 

Palmer, Texas Department of Public Safety, Past President of the Commercial Vehicle Safety 

Alliance; William Dawson, UPS Freight Driver; and, Dave Osiecki, Executive Vice President 

and Chief of National Advocacy, American Trucking Associations. 

 

President’s Recent Infrastructure Announcement    

   

On July 17, during a visit and speech in Delaware, President Obama announced a new 

infrastructure financing initiative, "Build America Investment Initiative" designed to bring more 

private-sector dollars into transportation.  The White House describes it as "a government-wide 

initiative to increase infrastructure investment and economic growth by engaging with state and 

local governments and private sector investors to encourage collaboration, expand the market for 

public-private partnerships (PPPs) and put federal credit programs to greater use."  The initiative 

includes plans for a "Build America Transportation Investment Center" to be housed at US DOT 

that will "serve as a one-stop shop for state and local governments, public and private developers 

and investors." The Administration will also create an interagency working group and hold an 

infrastructure summit in Washington DC on September 9. The initiative does not include any 

new funding.  

 

National Fright Initiatives 

 

This month, Rep. Janice Hahn (D-CA), Co-Chair of the Congressional Ports Caucus, introduced 

the National Freight Network Trust Fund Act of 2014, H.R. 5101. The legislation calls for 

transferring five percent of all import duties collected by U.S. Customs and Border Protection 

(calculated to be about $1.9B annually) into a new freight trust fund. Her goal is to use this bill 

to continue the freight funding discussion as the House Transportation and Infrastructure 

Committee starts to draft its MAP-21 reauthorization bill.  Hahn's bill: operates as a competitive 

grant program in which the U.S. Secretary of Transportation makes the selections; requires a 

federal project cost share of 90 percent; names ports, states, and local and regional transportation 

bodies as eligible entities; names state freight plan projects and state transportation plan projects 

as eligible; specifies that funds can be used for connectors, regional freight projects, cross-border 

projects, on dock rail, and intermodal freight facility projects; and, requires state freight plans be 

updated every five years. 

  



Also this month, the US DOT National Freight Advisory Committee (NFAC) released its 

recommendations and convened a series of meetings and briefings on Capitol Hill and at US 

DOT headquarters. The purpose of the joint meetings with congressional leaders and staff was to 

urge incorporation of the NFAC recommendations in the MAP-21 reauthorization proposals that 

are currently being drafted by congressional committees.  NFAC released 81 recommendations 

upon which the 47-member committee (co-chaired by Mort Downey) reached consensus. The 

recommendations range from capacity enhancement, best practices and streamlining approaches, 

to getting projects built. The NFAC recommendations will be considered as US DOT moves 

forward in developing the National Freight Strategic Plan. 

  

 

 FY15 House Transportation Appropriations Bill 

 

The FY15 appropriations process has come to a grinding halt given the limited legislative time left 

before Oct. 1 and the concern about Members having to vote on controversial issues prior to the 

election. Another Continuing Resolution (CR) will be in the offering come September. The 

duration, as always, is unclear. The choices are to extend FY14 funding until the end of 2014 or 

until sometime in Feb./March of 2015.  

 

On June 10, the House passed its version of the FY15 Transportation-HUD spending bill that 

would keep highway and aviation spending level, but apply cuts for rail, transit and 

transportation and community development grant programs. All told, the bill would provide $52 

billion in discretionary spending for infrastructure and housing programs, a $1.2 billion increase 

from fiscal 2014 but $7.8 billion below the President’s budget request. Appropriators provided a 

$5 million increase for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration, to $824 million in 

FY15, and a $19.4 million increase for the Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety 

Administration, which would get $205.2 million under the legislation. But the bill is also likely 

setting up a fight with the Senate on the Transportation Department’s TIGER grants, which 

would get only $100 million, a $500 million cut from FY14 and $1.15 billion less than Obama 

requested. Formula highway spending would stay level at $40.25 billion, contingent on passage 

of a new authorization bill before the 2012 highway bill expires Sept. 30. The Federal Aviation 

Administration would see a slight $7.3 million cut to $15.7 billion, but $446 million more than it 

requested, providing full funding for the NextGen upgrade of air traffic control systems at $852.4 

million and the contract towers program at $140 million. For passenger rail, Amtrak would see 

cuts, while the Federal Railroad Administration’s safety programs would see a small increase to 

$220.5 million, up $750,000 from FY14. While overall railroad spending would decrease $193 

million next year to $1.4 billion, Amtrak would get $340 million as an operating grant, and 

another $850 million for capital needs. But appropriators rejected the railroad’s proposal to break 

out its profitable Northeast Corridor, likely a fight that will be left to authorizers later this year. 

Transit systems would also see a $253 million cut in federal support to $10.5 billion in FY15, but 

would maintain $1.7 billion in “new starts” grants for big capital investments. 

  

FY15 Senate Transportation Appropriations Bill 

 

On June 5, the Senate Committee on Appropriations reported its version of the FY15 

Transportation Appropriations bill. Subsequent to that, the bill was combined with the FY15 



Agriculture and Commerce Appropriations bills for Floor action. The bill was pulled because of 

objection from the Minority that such an “omnibus bill” would hinder chances to offer 

amendments. The bill provides a total of $18.1 billion in discretionary budget authority for DOT 

for fiscal year 2015. The bill includes another $53.6 billion in limitations on obligations for 

DOT, for a total of $71.7 billion in budgetary resources for fiscal year 2015. This total level of 

budgetary resources is $536 million more than the fiscal year 2014 enacted level, which included 

$17.7 billion in discretionary budget authority and $53.5 billion in obligation limitations.  

  

The bill is also $17.8 billion less than the funding levels included in the President’s budget 

request, which included $13.7 billion in discretionary budget authority and $75.8 billion in 

obligation limitations. The President’s budget relied more heavily on obligation limitations 

because it assumed that many programs would receive funding through new legislation to 

authorize highway, highway safety, public transit, and rail programs instead of through the 

appropriations process. Those programs had received $2.4 billion in the fiscal year 2014 

omnibus appropriations law. Highlights of the bill include: 

 

“TIGER” Grants: $550 million for grants to state and local governments to support a wide 

variety of transportation options, including roads and bridges, railroads, transit systems, and port 

infrastructure. The recommendation is $50 million below the fiscal year 2014 enacted level. The 

President’s budget request had included $1.25 billion for this program, but it also assumed that 

the funding would be provided through new legislation authorizing surface transportation 

programs instead of the appropriations process. 

  

Federal-aid Highways Program: $40.3 billion for the Federal-aid Highways program, which is 

equal to level enacted for fiscal year 2014. The bill is consistent with the Moving Ahead for 

Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21), the most recent authorization law for federal surface 

transportation programs, and assumes that MAP-21 will be extended through fiscal year 2015. 

The President’s budget request had included $47.3 billion for the highway program, but it also 

assumed that the funding would be provided through new legislation authorizing surface 

transportation programs instead of the appropriations process. 

  

Rail Investments: $1.39 billion for Amtrak, which is consistent with the level of funding 

provided in fiscal year 2014. This level of funding will allow Amtrak to make investments in the 

state-of-good repair infrastructure projects and to operate a safe and reliable passenger rail 

network for the nation. The recommendation is $1 billion less than the budget request, which 

assumed the funding would be provided through new legislation authorizing surface 

transportation programs instead of the appropriations process. 

  

Transit Investments: $11.1 billion for transit programs, $310 million above the fiscal year 2014 

enacted level and $6.6 billion below the request. The President’s budget assumed passage of a 

surface transportation bill that would fund most transit programs rather than the appropriations 

process. The bill includes $8.6 billion for formula grants, $36.5 million for research and 

technical assistance, and $150 million to continue modernizing the Washington Metropolitan 

Area Transit Authority. In addition, it provides $2.163 billion for the transit capital investment 

grants, an increase of $221 million to help communities build new rail and bus rapid transit 

capacity in California, Maryland, North Carolina, Colorado, Florida, Texas and other states. 



These investments help communities find solutions to road congestion, support economic 

development, manage population growth, and reduce air pollution 

  

Automobile Safety: $834 million for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 

(NHTSA), which is $15 million more than the fiscal year 2014 level and $17 million less than 

the budget request. The increase in funding will allow NHTSA to make important investments in 

its safety defects analysis and investigation programs, and to improve the agency’s ability to 

aggressively screen defect trends. 

 

PCTPA Federal Grant Opportunities 

 

PCTPA is in the process of drafting a memo outlining its non-highway transportation 

issues/needs. That document will form the basis for a new, more aggressive, more proactive 

three-prong approach to pursuing Federal grants and agency discretionary funds (funds which the 

agency has as it discretion to spend separate and apart from the traditional grant solicitation 

process).  Basically we would work with PCTPA to identify all areas of transportation need. 

Once identified, we would first crosswalk those items twice a week against the government grant 

solicitation database (organized by agencies and/ or subject matter) for possible “matches.”  If 

determined, we would advise PCTPA and then discuss strategy. Secondly, if during the process 

of determining whether or not a nexus exists between the identified items and the database we 

identify other possible opportunities of interest, we will advise PCTPA of those and discuss 

further action, if any. And thirdly, based on the original needs list of PCTPA, we would take the 

initiative to reach out to the relevant Federal entity to see if there is a “funding home” for 

specific items regardless of what appears in the grant solicitation database.  
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Service Performance Overview 
For the third consecutive month, ridership increased on the Capitol Corridor over 2013.  In June 
2014, a total of 116,605 passengers rode Capitol Corridor trains, representing a 1.7% increase 
compared to June 2013.  Revenues continue to be above prior year-month results, with a 1.9% 
increase over June 2013. Year to-date (YTD) Operating Ratio remained at 52%, slightly below 
the business plan standard of 53% due to revenues being 7.3% below budget projections. YTD 
On-time Performance (OTP) remains a superb 96%, maintaining Capitol Corridor’s distinction 
as the most reliable service in the Amtrak system. 
             

 
 
The following are ridership highlights from June 2014: 
 Weekend ridership was up by 4% over weekend ridership in June 2013. 
 This is attributed to the re-introduction of the Take 5 (small group/family) online fare 

promotion. 
 Weekday ridership was flat/unchanged compared to June 2013. 
 Shown at the bottom of this report are tables listing the top 25 city pairs for May 2014 and 

YTD FY2014 (Amtrak’s detailed station data is currently only available through May 
2014) 

 
A revised weekend train schedule that rearranges trains into and out of San Jose to better serve 
events at Levi’s Stadium will go into effect on July 28, 2014. 
 
FY2014-15 State Budget 
A. FY2014-15 State-Supported Contract Budget for CA Intercity Passenger Rail Services When 

the Governor signed into law the State Budget Act of 2014, it included $119 million to 
support the operation of the three California Intercity Passenger Rail (CIPR) services (San 
Joaquin, Capitol Corridor and Pacific Surfliner) in FY2015. This represents a $10 million 
increase over the CIPR operating budget of $108.9 million in FY2014 and were effectuated 
through the actions of the budget subcommittees in the Assembly and Senate that 
independently approved the $10 million increase in their respective state budget hearings and 
associated bills. 
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B. Cap-and-Trade Auction Revenues to Transportation/CIPR Services More importantly, the 
enactment of the State Budget Act of 2014 marked a monumental shift towards investing in 
transportation to achieve the state's clean air goals and help communities implement their 
sustainability strategies. 
 

C. Legislators specified spending priorities for the FY2014-15 budget year as well as future-
year revenues from the proceeds of auctions from the Air Resources Board’s Cap and Trade 
program. The CCJPA has been actively working with the California Transit Association 
(CTA) and other interested parties for more than two years on dedicating a significant portion 
of these funds to transit projects and services that reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. 
 

D. The Cap and Trade Expenditure Program from the budget bill and a series of “trailer bills” 
will be implemented in the current budget year (2014-15) appropriation, with fixed dollar 
amounts going to specified programs. In 2015-16 and thereafter, specified programs will 
receive set percentages of annual Cap and Trade proceeds. 

 
Budget Year Plan (2014-15) 
 $25 million for Transit Operations or Capital: Local distribution using State Transit 

Assistance (STA) formula, subject to ARB guidelines and Caltrans sign-off. 
 $25 million for Transit Capital or Operations: State competitive distribution for bus 

transit and commuter and intercity and urban light rail services. (also per ARB 
guidelines). 

 $130 million for Sustainable Communities and Housing: Competitive program through 
State's Strategic Growth Council for sustainable communities’ projects and services, 
such as Transit/Active Transportation Program/Transit Oriented Development, are 
eligible. 

 $200 million for Low-Carbon Transportation (including Zero-Emission Buses). 
 $250 million for High-Speed Rail. 
 $242 million for a variety of Energy, Water, Waste Diversion, and 
 Weatherization programs. 

 
Long-Term Plan (2015-16+++) 
 5% pot for Transit Operations or Capital: Local distribution using STA formula, subject 

to ARB guidelines and Caltrans sign-off. 
 10% for Transit Capital or Operations:  State competitive distribution for bus transit, 

and commuter and intercity and urban light rail services (also per ARB guidelines). 
 20% pot for Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities: Competitive program 

through State's Strategic Growth Council for affordable housing and sustainable 
communities’ projects and services, such as Transit/Active Transportation 
Program/Transit Oriented Development, are eligible; a minimum of half these funds 
must be used for affordable housing. 

 25% for High-Speed Rail. 
 40% for Energy, Low-Carbon Trans, Water, Waste Diversion, and Weatherization. This 

program does not have funding splits and is subject to annual appropriation by the 
Legislature. 
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While the CCJPA and our transit partners would have preferred a larger share of funds to go 
directly to transit operators and CIPR agencies on a formula basis, a dedicated funding stream for 
capital projects is now available equal to 10% of incoming revenues from the Cap and Trade 
auction proceeds starting in FY2015-16 and into the near future. 
 
Much of the credit goes to the collaborative efforts of the CIPR agencies working with the 
California Transit Association (CTA) to develop a strategy for justifying the investment of Cap 
and Trade revenues that included CIPR services which culminated in a direct allocation of 10% 
of these revenues to a competitive grant program available to CIPR agencies for capital projects 
that meet soon-to-be-developed program guidelines. CIPR services would also be eligible for 
Cap-and-Trade-funded Sustainable Communities sub-account funds along with the other transit 
agencies. 
 
Customer Service Program Upgrades 
 CCJPA Bicycle Access Program: With the retrofitting of the 8300-series cab cars in the 

Northern California fleet for added bicycle storage and the installation of Positive Train 
Control hardware completed in May 2014, most Capitol Corridor weekday train sets have 
two (2) cars with enhanced bike storage, nearly doubling the bike capacity on these trains. 
 

 Caltrans Rail is about to initiate a program of modifications for HVAC and flooring in all 
first-generation bi-level rail cars, which means that it will be approximately 36 months before 
CCJPA will be able to consistently have two bicycle cars on each train set. The rotation cycle 
of the equipment will mean that some of the trains with higher bicycle use will have, at 
times, less than optimal bicycle storage capacity. The at-station bicycle facilities are one step 
closer to receiving the state funding allocated to install e-lockers and folding bicycle lease 
systems and are on track for launch in 2015. 
 

 Improvements to CCJPA Website and Automated Interactive Voice Response System: A 
vendor has been selected to implement upgrades and revisions to the CCJPA website and the 
automated interactive response (IVR) system. Once a vendor is formally under contract, it is 
anticipated that these updates will be done in six to eight weeks. 

 
Safety Initiatives 
 Safety Fences: Construction has been completed on a total of 15,802 feet of fencing that has 

been constructed along the Capitol Corridor Route in several locations including West 
Sacramento, Sacramento, Suisun, Oakland, and Hayward. 
 

 Security Cameras at Capitol Corridor Stations: With initial engineering design complete, 
installation will begin for camera and surveillance equipment at the Auburn, Rocklin, 
Roseville, Suisun, Martinez, Emeryville, Oakland Jack London, and Fremont stations. 
 

 Positive Train Control: While the first launch of Positive Train Control (PTC) continues 
towards final implementation in Southern California, the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) is 
studying the possibility of beginning an initial phase where both PTC equipped and non-PTC 
equipped trains would operate over the Capitol Corridor route together, as a way of testing 
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the system. Installation of the PTC equipment on the state-owned equipment is currently 
complete with all locomotives and cab cars equipped. 
 

 Platform Safety Upgrades: CCJPA and Amtrak staff have begun a program of safety access 
upgrades at selected Capitol Corridor train stations, which include, but are not limited to, 
replacing broken platform tactile edges, repainting platform tactile edges, restriping yellow 
safety lines along the main platform, repainting safety text along platforms, and installing 
safety signs. After the Davis station (completed in May 2014), upgrades to the Suisun, 
Roseville and Fremont-Centerville stations were completed in June 2014.  The next stations 
to receive safety upgrades are Berkeley, Great America/Santa Clara, Hayward, Oakland-
Coliseum, Richmond and Auburn. 

 
Project Updates 
 Sacramento to Roseville 3rd-Track Environmental Review/Preliminary Engineering: This 

project is officially in the environmental review process which started with the July 1, 2014 
release of the Notice of Preparation (NOP). On July 16 and 17, 2014, two public scoping 
meetings will be held in the Sacramento and Roseville area, respectively, as well as via an 
online, to provide a forum for commenting on the project.  Two additional on-train scoping 
meetings will be held on July 23 on train 536 and on July 24 on train 529. Additional 
opportunities for public input will be provided in fall 2014 and at future steps in the 
environmental documentation process. 
 

 Oakland-San Jose Phase 2 Track Project: Staff continues its negotiations with UPRR 
regarding the precise project mix relative to support the increased frequency of Capitol 
Corridor trains to/from San Jose (up to 11 daily round-trip trains). These discussions are 
supported by California State Transportation Agency (CalSTA), which is responsible for the 
State Rail Modernization, which includes the Capitol Corridor service. Geographically, the 
Oakland to San Jose Phase 2 Projects can be split into northern and southern sections – 
southern projects between Newark and San Jose, and northern projects between Fremont and 
Oakland. Generally, the intent of these projects is to add a second track to the single-track 
segments in each section. A first segment is being explored that will attempt to ensure that 
key modifications are made around the Great America station to accommodate the expected 
demand for sporting and entertainment events at the new Levi’s Stadium. 
 

Outlook – Closing 
With three quarters of FY2014 complete, Capitol Corridor ridership is now even with the 
FY2013 YTD results, and the gap in revenue decreases has been slowly shrinking, with revenues 
trailing last year by only 1.7%.  Despite these lower revenue results, the YTD Operating Ratio is 
52%, only slightly below the FY2014 goal of 53% (due to operating expenses that are lower than 
budget). Customer satisfaction (per Amtrak’s monthly mail-in surveys) remains equal to last 
year’s results, and Capitol Corridor remains in the top five in the Amtrak system. OTP continues 
to be a bright spot, with YTD reliability of 96% (best in the nation and in the history of the 
service). 
 
Now that the Legislature and the Governor have fully endorsed the investment of Cap and Trade 
auction revenues for CIPR services in the FY2015 budget and subsequent years, there is a path 
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towards continuous, sustained capital funding for the Capitol Corridor. The program will be 
highly competitive with the other CIPR and transit services in the state, and each CCJPA project 
will require justification based on program guidelines that have not yet been developed. 
 
That being said, staff will be working with our service and funding partners to put forward a 
program of improvements that will meet the CCJPA's service expansion goals (to San Jose and 
to Roseville) and will maximize safety and efficiency, while also helping to meet the State's 
clean air goals and advance the implementation of sustainable community strategies. 
 
 

 



 
July 18 & 19, 2014 

Proposed K-8 raises city objections 

By: Eyragon Eidam, Staff Writer  

Until recently, a proposed charter school was raising City Council members’ concerns about the future of the Auburn 

Municipal Airport. 

The John Adams Academy, a kindergarten-through-eighth-grade charter school, was making headway in its plans to 

take up residence in the Parkside Church on Richardson Drive, but city officials had concerns that its placement could 

limit the future potential of the airport. 

Located in unincorporated North Auburn, the Parkside Church facility would have offered a physical location to the 

proposed school, but the project was stalled due to state charter regulations. 

Dean Forman, founder of the academy, said he had hoped the school would fill a public education gap within the 

community, but was forced to hold plans until legal experts sorted through California charter law. 

“Charter schools fill a vacancy, or gap, that isn’t being filled by public schools,” Forman said. 

The academy founder said he hopes another school option would draw new, younger families into an aging 

demographic and bring new revenue for both the city and county. 

Forman said he hopes to move school plans forward soon.   

Councilman Keith Nesbitt said he was not opposed to the addition of a charter school on county land, but said he was 

concerned the placement of the school would worsen ongoing incremental encroachment. 

According to county officials, the law prohibits elementary schools from being built within a certain radius  of airport 

operations. Parkside Church sits roughly 5,500 feet from the west end of the tarmac. 

“In some research, we found that the use permit that was allowed by the county … does not extend to that K-8 

school,” Nesbitt said at a City Council meeting Monday evening. 

Nesbitt said the county could potentially override current regulations, making any future expansion on the part of the 

airport difficult or impossible. 

“We do need to protect that over-fly zone, and that one of the reasons we are trying to move quickly in revising our 

airport master plan to include the extended runway,” Nesbitt said. “We do have to protect that airport from incremental 

encroachment. It is happening little by little over the last several years and will continue in the future if we don’t 

protect it.” 

Placer County Supervisor Jim Holmes said concerns over potential impediments to the airport’s future are justified 

because of the revenue it brings, but he said the county would be making a counterproductive move to stall its growth. 

“It would not be in Placer County’s interest to do anything to set that back,” Holmes said. 

http://www.auburnjournal.com/user/19563
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Holmes said no permits are pending through the California Department of Education according to his “high-ranking” 

contact within the department. 

David Melko, senior transportation planner for Placer County Transportation Planning Agency, said a school in the 

proposed location would violate current city and county code. 

No permits had been requested on the part of the elementary school with the county or the state, but plans to pursue the 

location in the coming year will likely bring more discussion. 

For now, city officials are working to solidify an updated master plan to avoid any encroachments that could threaten 

future airport expansion. 

 
 



 
July 31, 2014 
BY GUS THOMPSON 
 

A train ride from Auburn to Santa Clara in time for opening kickoff on a Sunday afternoon 49ers game is now a reality 
under new scheduling the Capitol Corridor rail service has put in place. 

Both the morning train from Auburn and the return train from San Jose have new departure and arrival times to aid 
football fans and other event attendees on weekend journeys to the new Levi’s Stadium. 

James Spering, Capital Corridor board chairman said the new schedule is particularly exciting because of the ability 
passengers now have to align their trips for events at the stadium. 

“The stadium is an easy five-minute walk from the Santa Clara/Great America Station, making it a remarkably 
convenient option for passengers attending events from the East Bay or the Sacramento area,” Spering said. 

For Sunday afternoon football games starting at 1 p.m. or 1:25 p.m., there are three trains from Sacramento that arrive 
in Santa Clara before kickoff, including the Auburn express. 

For later afternoon games, trains depart from the Santa Clara/Great America Station as late as 9:24 p.m. But the 
Auburn train is the only one that proceeds to Placer County. 

The new schedule took effect this past weekend. Before that, the Auburn weekend train stopped at Emeryville on 
Saturdays and Sundays, with bus service to Santa Clara. The return trip to Auburn arrived an hour earlier at the 
Conheim station that the new 9:23 p.m. arrival time. 

Celia McAdam, executive director of the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency, said Wednesday that the 
extension of the weekend train to San Jose is welcome. 

McAdam added, however, that the planning agency is seeking more comprehensive improvements in commuter rail 
service. That work includes a 17-mile “third rail,” estimated to cost $200 million, that would provide another train 
track link between Sacramento and Placer County. 

“It’s (the San Jose link) certainly going in the right direction but we’ve got a ways to go,” McAdam said. 

Placer County and the Capitol Corridor have been working on expanding the rail line since the first commuter trains 
linked Roseville with Sacramento in 1991, she said. One train departs Auburn in the morning and returns from 
Sacramento in the evening. 

“One of the challenges is Union Pacific owns the track and its priority is freight,” McAdam said. 

The weekend and weekday train will continue to also serve Rocklin and Roseville stations. 

To assist passengers with directions on how to make the walk from the train station to the stadium, Capitol Corridor 
has posted a special page on its website, “How to Get to Levi’s Stadium in 5 Easy Steps.” Information about the new 
schedule as well as a link to the timetable can also be found on the Capitol Corridor website. 

The Capitol Corridor serves 17 stations along the 170-mile rail corridor connecting Placer and Santa Clara counties.  
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Highway 65 widening project moves forward 

About 100,000 vehicles per day jam the roadway around the Galleria and Stanford Ranch Road exit off state route Highway 65, according to a 

county transportation official. 

But the Highway 65 corridor’s bumper-to-bumper commute traffic may ease up down the road - all it will take is some 

astute planning and about $115 million, according to Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) 

officials on July 24. 

At the July 24 community open house for the state route Highway 65 widening project, the Placer County 

Transportation Planning Agency project team hosted a presentation of the widening project’s concepts and schedule, 

and asked for feedback from Lincoln residents. 

About 40 residents attended the meeting at Lincoln City Hall where representatives from the Placer County 

Transportation Planning Agency, Caltrans and the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency’s project consultant 

team were there to answer questions. 

 The project proposes improvements on Highway 65 from north of Galleria Boulevard and Stanford Ranch Road to 

Lincoln Boulevard, a stretch of about six miles, said Placer County Transportation Planning Agency senior planner 

and engineer Luke McNeel-Caird. 

“Highway 65 is experiencing operational problems caused by traffic congestion, particularly during peak commute 

hours,” McNeel-Caird said. 

The Highway 65 widening project “is an important link in Placer County that will relieve congestion, improve 

operations and enhance safety to this segment of the freeway,” said Celia McAdam, executive director for the Placer 

County Transportation Planning Agency.  

“We realize how important it is for the economic vitality and the quality of life for South Placer that we find a way to 

improve the conditions along SR (state route) 65,” McAdam said during the presentation. 

The Highway 65 widening project start-date hinges on whether the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency can 

identify the $115 million needed to fund the venture, according to McAdam. 

“Clearly, I think this project is going to be built in phases as money becomes available,” McAdam said. 

The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency is working on a funding strategy that could include a one-half 

percent transportation sales tax, according to McAdam. 

Developer fees will provide about $67 million toward the project, she said, but another $48 million is needed to 

complete the work. 

If funds are located, phase one of the widening project could be open to traffic by 2020, McNeel-Caird said. 



Highway 65 widening project moves forward - continued 

Page Two 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency’s goals for Highway 65 

The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency proposes roadway improvements on Highway 65 from north of 

Galleria Boulevard and Stanford Ranch Road to the Lincoln Boulevard exit. 

The freeway is experiencing operational problems caused by high peak period traffic.  Vehicle hours of delay, average 

speeds, travel times, and other traffic performance measures will continue to worsen as growth increases in the 

surrounding area, Placer County Transportation Planning Agency officials said in a July 24 press release. 

The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency is evaluating three preliminary vehicle lane concepts meant to 

improve traffic flow and enhance safety: a general-purpose lane, a high- occupancy vehicle (carpool) lane, and a 

hybrid of those two lanes. 

Some residents attending the July 24 open house for the Highway 65 widening project complained that carpool lanes 

were lightly used while other lanes “jam up” on Highway 65. They suggested that carpool lanes be eliminated in favor 

of another general-purpose lane. 

McNeel-Caird said the agency was considering that possibility, noting that “carpool lanes are controversial in Placer 

County.” 

The Highway 65 widening project could reduce travel time between Interstate 80 and the Ferrari Ranch Road exit by 

five to seven minutes both in the northbound and southbound directions, McNeel-Caird said. 

The next community open house for the Highway 65 widening project is scheduled for summer 2015, workshop 

officials said. 

 For more information about the Highway 65 widening project, visit pctpa.net or call (530) 823-4030. 
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Caltrans to start first lift of the Raise 80 overcrossing project 

LOOMIS – A $36 million construction project to raise the vertical clearance of nine Interstate 80 overcrossings from 

Loomis to Magra will start in early September. 

The Caltrans project will result in traffic detours during construction work in Loomis, Penryn, Newcastle, Weimar and 

Colfax. Contractor RGW Construction is targeting each of the nine overcrossing reconstruction phases to take about 

20 days. 

Six of the structures will be raised, requiring I-80 to be completely closed overnight from 11 p.m. to 5 a.m. for two 

nights. For the Magra Road overcrossing, the nighttime closings will be Sept. 5 and 6 p.m. 

The overcrossings themselves will be closed between 17 to 22 calendar days. 

At a media kickoff event Wednesday in the Raley’s parking lot, with traffic on busy I-80 zooming by, Caltrans 

Director Malcolm Dougherty said the project will raise all the overcrossings to a clearance of 16.5 feet. 

The first project is slated to start with rerouting Sept. 3 at the Magra Road overcrossing near Colfax. The overcrossing 

was constructed in 1953 and requires a 16-inch raise to allow higher vehicles to pass under. 

Updated information will be available at the Caltrans Raise 80 website to keep drivers and local residents alerted to 

progress, Dougherty said. 

“We want to minimize the impacts on local business,” Dougherty said. 

Also included in the list of “headroom” increases are overcrossings at Gilardi Road (18 inches), King Road  (18 

inches), Brace Road (21 inches), Horseshoe Bar Road (18 inches), Penryn Road (18 inches). 

Structures requiring the highway to be dug lower will result in multiple long-term lane and ramp closures. The project 

is expected to continue into 2015. Schedules for each of the overcrossing projects will be announced by RGW 

Construction in the coming weeks. 

Raise 80 is funded by a grant from the Federal Highways Administration, partly to provide quicker emergency 

response and to remove permit loads from city and town streets. 

Pat Brectel, president of the Loomis Basin Chamber of Commerce, said that when the project starts in Loomis, it will 

be very important for businesses to be able to have access to their storefronts. The end result will be a positive one, 

with fewer oversize loads on Taylor Road avoiding I-80, he added. 

“I echo the get it done attitude of other speakers,” Brectel said. “The sooner the better.” 

The new 16.5-foot clearances will meet federal standards for interstate commerce and national security. Six structures 

will be raised using a complex system of jacks and reconstruction equipment. The roadway under the remaining three 

structures will be dug down to create the required clearance.  
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Roseville at center of the ‘Third Track’ rail proposal  

Local commuters may have a new resource at their disposal in coming years: Amtrak’s Capitol Corridor is proceeding 

with the “Third Track” project, a plan to expand its services between Roseville and Sacramento. 

The project is in its early stages; with environmental impact studies scheduled to be completed in the fall of 2015. 

Parties involved are currently working to gather necessary funds for the project’s railways to be extended as soon as 

studies are in. 

According to Jim Allison, manager of planning for the Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority, total cost of the plan 

is estimated at $200 million dollars, coming primarily by way of state funds. Allison told the Press Tribune about 10 

percent of this budget has already been secured through bonds and grants. 

While a demand for more trips between Sacramento and Roseville was identified in the 1990s, the financing involved 

has made it a difficult problem to address, and it may continue to extend the timeline as the project draws closer. 

“This has been in the plan since the Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Association was formed,” said Allison. “There has 

been limited state funding to complete these projects. Through the recession capitol funding has dwindled quite a bit. 

We didn’t have the funding to do (environmental impact studies) process.” 

With no plans or realistic means to extend Sacramento’s Regional Transit light rail lines to Placer County, the Third 

Track project is believed to be the best option for providing additional mediums to the area’s commuters. 

“The last time (the Regional Transit) looked at (extensions) was back in the year 2000, and we participated in the 

study,” said Celia McAdam, Executive Director at Placer County Transportation Planning Agency. “At the time, 

capitol costs where about 400 million…probably double that now, just to get to the county line…and you could really 

only get to Rocklin before the elevation gets too steep for light rail.” 

Due to state regulations, financial assistance would be more accessible to parties involved with the Third Track project 

than Regional Transit. 

“It’s an inner-city rail service,” McAdam explained. “And because of that the cost for operating it is covered by the 

state…with light rail, half the operating services have to be covered by local services.” 

Capitol Corridor will continue gathering state bonds, including some funding that will come by way of cap- and-trade 

grants, while moving forward with the studies. Materials and labor will be addressed as bonds and grants are secured.  

“We don’t have the funding for all the $200 million at this time…I don’t know exactly when we could break ground,” 

said Allison. “This is typical of capitol-centric projects…securing funds as you move along.” 

The commenting period on the project has ended, however Capitol Corridor will still seek to address concerns brought 

to its attention during the public input. 

 

http://www.thepresstribune.com/user/19646


 

 

“The (concerns) we know about is looking at parking in the Roseville area, and traffic,” Allison said. “On the Sac side 

there are folks that want us to consider an intermediate station along the way, and that is not something really in 

Capitol Corridor’s purvey to do because, we don’t own property in the city.” 

“That’s people wanting things that aren’t part and parcel with the project,” Allison continued. “It doesn’t preclude 

them, but we can’t necessarily build a station too. We are going to be responding to those comments.” 

With Union Pacific looking to relieve congestion in the Placer County area, parties involved believe the opportunities 

for mutual benefit will be sufficient incentive for the project to be seen through to completion. 

“They need to break that bottleneck,” McAdam said. “Freight is where they make their money…adding a third track 

gives them an opportunity to add to that capacity. There would be 10 round trips a day, other times of day Union could 

use that (track) for freight.” 
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