
A G E N D A 

Wednesday, January 22,2014-9:00 AM 
Board of Supervisors Chambers 

175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, CA 95603 

A. Flag Salute 

B. Roll Call 

c. Approval of Minutes: December 4, 2013 

D. Agenda Review 

E. Public Comment 

F. Consent Calendar 
These items are expected to be routine and non controversial. They will 
be acted upon by the Board at one time without discussion. Any Board 
member, staff member, or interested citizen may request an item be 
removed from the consent calendar for discussion. 
1. Post FY 2014/15 Public Transit Modernization Improvement 

Service Efficiency Account (PTMISEA) Final Fund Allocation 
2. FY 2013/14 Town of Loomis Funding Agreement for Projects 

Using Proposition 1B- Transit System Safety, Security, and 
Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) Funds 

3. FY 2013/14 City of Auburn Claim for Local Transportation 
Funds (LTF)- $627,883 

4. FY 2013/14 City of Auburn Claim for State Transit Assistance 
(STA) Funds- $48,490 

5. FY 2013/14 City of Auburn Claim for Transportation 
Development Act (TDA) Bicycle and Pedestrian Funds
$49,649 

6. FY 2013/14 City of Colfax Claims for Local Transportation 
Funds (LTF)- $91,957 

7. FY 2013/14 City of Colfax Claim for State Transit Assistance 
(STA) Funds - $6,886 

8. FY 2013/14 Town of Loomis Claims for Local Transportation 
Funds (LTF)- $303,193 

9. FY 2013/14 Town of Loomis Claim for State Transit 
Assistance (ST A) Funds - $22,723 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
299 Nevada Street· Auburn, CA 95603 • (530) 823-4030 ·FAX 823-4036 
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10. 

11. 

12. 

FY 2013/14 City ofRoseville Claims for Local Transportation 
Funds (LTF)- $5,763,955 
FY 2013/14 City of Roseville Claim for State Transit 
Assistance (STA) Funds- $490,408 
PCTP A TDA Financial Audit and Single Audit Reports 

ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 

G. 

H. 

9:00A.M.- PUBLIC HEARING: Negative Declarations/Initial 
Studies and Airport Land Use Compatibility Plans for Auburn 
Municipal, Blue Canyon and Lincoln Regional Airports 

Project Review Fee Schedule Update 

ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 

Pg.55 

Pg. 60 

Action 

Pg.65 

Action 
Pg.68 

CONVENE AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
AGENCY 

I. Consent Calendar 
These items are expected to be routine and non controversial. They will 
be acted upon by the Board at one time without discussion. Any Board 
member, staff member, or interested citizen may request an item be 
removed from the consent calendar for discussion. 
1. FY 2010/11 Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services 

Agency Funding Agreement for Projects Using Proposition 1B
Public Transit Modernization Improvement Service Efficiency 
Account (PTMISEA) Funds: Auburn Transit Improvement Project 

2. TDA Financial Audit 

Action 
Pg. 75 

Pg. 76 

ADJOURN AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
AENCY 

CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

J. Federal Legislative Program for 2014 Action 
Pg. 79 
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K. 

L. 

M. 

Surface Transportation Assistance Act {ST AA) Route 
Improvements Plan for the 1-80/Canyon Way Interchange in Colfax 

California Passenger Rail Program Guiding Principles 

Work Plan for Strategic Outreach on Transportation Needs and 
Funding 

N. Executive Director's Report 

0. Board Direction to Staff 

P. Informational Items 
1. Revenues and Expenditures for November 2013 (under separate 

cover) 
2. TAC Minutes 
3. Status Reports 

a. PCTPA 
b. AIM Consulting 
c. Federal Advocates, Inc. 
d. Capitol Corridor 

4. Newspaper Articles 

Next Regularly Scheduled PCTPA Board Meeting 
February 26, 2014 

Action 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
MINUTES 

DECEMBER 4, 2013 

The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency met on Wednesday, December 4, 2013 at 
9:00a.m. at the Board of Supervisors Chambers, 175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, California. 

ATTENDANCE: Sandra Calvert 
Tony Hesch 
Jim Holmes 
Paul Joiner 
Keith Nesbitt 
Susan Rohan 
Diana Ruslin 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

Celia McAdam 
Aaron Hoyt 
Luke McNeel-Caird 
David Melko 
Solvi Sabol 
Sue Sholtis 

Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Ruslin, the minutes of the October 23, 2013 PCTP A 
Board meeting were unanimously approved as submitted. 

AGENDA REVIEW 
Celia McAdam added a presentation to Sue Sholtis, who will be retiring at the end of the year. 
Vice Chair Jim Holmes presented Sholtis with a plaque of appreciation, and Boardmembers 
provided their comments on her significant contributions to the Agency over the years. 
McAdam noted reorganization efforts include Solvi Sabol stepping into the Executive Assistant 
position and Scott Aaron returning as an Associate Planner. 

PUBLIC COMMENT 
None. 

CONSENT CALENDAR 
Upon motion by Holmes and second by Rohan, the Board unanimously approved the Consent 
Calendar as submitted. 

ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 

9:00A.M.- PUBLIC HEARING: PROPOSED AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 
FEE SCHEDULE UPDATE 
David Melko asked the Board to conduct a Public Hearing to obtain input with respect to a 
proposed update to the fee schedule for the Placer County Airport Land Use Commission 
(ALUC) project reviews for the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP). Melko 
provided information regarding ALUC background, fee analysis, staff recommendations and 
next steps, noting that adoption of this proposed fee schedule update is scheduled for 
consideration at the January 22, 2014 Board meeting. 

Keith Nesbitt inquired how long it had been since San Joaquin and ElDorado had updated their 
fee schedule, noting both were very low. Melko will ascertain that information. Nesbitt asked 
what is the typical review period for fee schedules, to which Melko noted our fees were 
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established when the ALUC was established and the adopting resolution did not include a review 
schedule, and noted that this is why staff is currently recommending a review component. 
Nesbitt supports a mechanism to review the fee schedule every two or three years so there is not 
a huge increase after an extended period. 

Tony Hesch reviewed the fee schedule and questioned why the appeal fee is only $50 when the 
appeal process can be so burdensome. Melko replied staff was assuming an appeal would 
require only a modest amount of staff time, as the analysis had already been done, so the fee is 
essentially a processing fee. Hesch was satisfied with staffs recommendation. 

Susan Rohan asked if the recap of staff hours includes or excludes appeals. Melko replied the 
recap includes appeals. Rohan felt it would be informative to have those staff hours broken out. 

Chair Calvert opened the Public Hearing. Keith Nesbitt commented the $50 appeal fee may 
cause more frivolous appeals since it would not cost the appellant very much money. Nesbitt 
recommended the fee be $100. Chair Calvert closed the Public Hearing. 

AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBILITY PLAN (ALUCP) SCHEDULE UPDATE 
David Melko provided an update on the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan process, which 
includes releasing the draft plan on December 16 and returning to the Board at our January 22 
meeting for a public hearing on the ALUCP. The public review process closes the end of 
January. Staffhopes to return to the Board on February 26 seeking adoption of the ALUCP. 

ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 

CONVENE AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 
SERVICES AGENCY 

CONSENT CALENDAR 
Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Ruslin, the Board unanimously approved the Consent 
Calendar as submitted. 

ADJOURN AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 
SERVICES AGENCY 

CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

FY 2013/14 OVERALL WORK PROGRAM (OWP) AND BUDGET- AMENDMENT #2 
Celia McAdam noted Caltrans has required amending the OWP and budget before the end of the 
year to reflect total funding for the I -80/SR 65 Improvement Sequencing and Rocklin 
Community Transit Study Grants, rather than just what is expected to be expended in the current 
budget, to maintain eligibility for these grants. Additional minor amendments are included in 
this version, and McAdam noted the budget balances. 

Upon motion by Holmes and second by Ruslin, the Board unanimously adopted the FY 2013/14 
Overall Work Program (OWP) and Budget- Amendment #2 and authorized the Executive 
Director to submit it to Caltrans. 
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NEVADA STATION OPERATING BUDGET FOR 2014 AND 2015 
Celia McAdam explained PCTPA owns the Nevada Station building through the South Placer 
Regional Transportation Authority (SPRTA) since SPRTA has the authority to purchase and 
lease real property. The bond funding requires that both PCTPA and SPRTA approve the budget 
that includes those bond payments. McAdam noted the economic downturn has affected the 
building, although we currently only have one vacancy. As of December 2013, we are able to 
redeem or refinance these bonds, and we are currently investigating various financing options to 
improve the long term financial situation for the Nevada Station. Staff recommends approving 
the Nevada Station budget for the next two years. 

Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Joiner, the Board unanimously approved the Nevada 
Station Building budget for 2014 and 2015 as shown in Attachment 1 and certified that this 
budget includes required bond payments. Tony Hesch congratulated staff on their efforts in 
bringing the property budget under control. 

I-80/SR 65 INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT- ALTERNATIVES 
UPDATE 
Luke McNeel-Caird presented information regarding the 1-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements 
project including information about the project partners, project overview, goals and objectives 
of the project, project purpose and need, background, adjacent site conditions, need for 
alternative refinements, weaving conditions on Eastbound 1-80, High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) 
Lane Access, Taylor Road Access and Refinements to the Alternatives. 

Leo Heuston, CH2M HILL consultant project manager, explained the proposed changes to 
address concerns raised by Caltrans and FHW A. Heuston gave an overview of the common 
benefits of alternatives, unique features of the alternatives and proposed refined alternatives. 

McNeel-Caird outlined the project schedule and our next steps. McNeel-Caird asked the Board 
to concur moving forward with this approach. 

Sandra Calvert inquired whether the Alternative 2 collector-distributor ramp is similar to Dallas, 
Texas interchanges and the 680/Gregory Lane IC in Concord- a freeway next to the freeway. 
Heuston agreed. Calvert and Rohan inquired whether there was adequate running room on this 
ramp and how can we ensure this won't get backed up onto 1-80. Heuston replied preliminary 
traffic projections have been conducted to make sure the number of cars projected out to the 
design year could be accommodated in this section. Because of the way the collector-distributor 
and the cars come together on that road, everybody is positioned in the right lane to get where 
they need to go with a minimum amount of cars moving back and forth. In response to Calvert's 
inquiry, Heuston acknowledged there will be cars merging from other directions onto the 
collector-distributor ramp. That is the purpose of the collector-distributor- to get the highest 
benefit, highest use ofl-80 and SR 65 by minimizing the disturbances, which allows vehicles to 
flow freely with more space and higher speeds. Calvert asked to make note of how many 
vehicles are merging in on the diagrams. Heuston noted we have those exhibits in the traffic 
information. 

Susan Rohan summarized the alternative is proposing to push traffic off of Eastbound 1-80 at 
Eureka down Taylor Road back onto the freeway. Heuston stated the Taylor Road Interchange 
is taking the traffic that wants to get to Rocklin and Pacific Street, and there would be a two-lane 
exit instead of a single-lane at Eureka Road. The vehicles traveling to Rocklin would stay to the 
left and would continue on straight through, joined by the loop ramp and the slip ramp. Rohan 
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asked whether there would be any prohibitions for traffic lights between Eureka and Roseville 
Parkway on Taylor Road. Heuston responded there would be no prohibitions for traffic lights. 

Keith Nesbitt noted we are trying to move the congestion to this road but if this road isn't 
congested and the freeway is, he still sees weaving and vehicles trying to utilize the shortcut. 

Rhon Herndon, Public Works Director with the City of Roseville, commended the consultant 
team for their work with Caltrans and FHW A to come up with designs that meet their standards. 
This has been a challenging project on a very constrained corridor. Herndon stated Roseville is 
opposed to losing access to Taylor Road and at a minimum wants to see the existing access 
maintained. Roseville strongly favors Alternative 1 and they are not in favor of Alternative 3. 

Celia McAdam clarified each of the jurisdictions have been deeply involved in these discussions 
with Caltrans, FHW A and the consultant team. 

Diana Ruslin echoed her appreciation of the work done to keep access to Taylor Road, which is 
crucial for Rocklin, Roseville and Loomis businesses. 

Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Ruslin, the Board unanimously concurred with the five 
updated alternatives for the I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements Project to move forward for 
study in the required environmental documents. 

STRATEGIC OUTREACH CONSULTANT AWARD 
Celia McAdam stated we have numerous transportation needs without adequate funding for 
construction. Work has been ongoing with our Funding Strategy Steering Committee to 
ascertain our key projects and develop potential funding sources. Polling results showed that the 
general public doesn't understand either the relationship between transportation and economic 
development and quality of life as well as understanding the way transportation funding works 
and the necessary lead times and complexities involved. 

The Board authorized staff to go out for a consultant contract to assist staff in getting this 
message out at our September Board meeting. A Request for Qualifications was issued resulting 
in six submittals. A committee consisting of Board Members Ruslin and Holmes and Executive 
Director McAdam narrowed down the submittals to three consultants which were interviewed. 
The recommendation from this committee is to contract with FSB Core Strategies/Halldin 
Communications. 

Jim Holmes noted that all the consultants were qualified and it was a tough decision. Holmes 
feels we made the right choice and is comfortable moving forward with the FSB/Halldin 
Communications team. 

Tony Hesch expressed his interest in small rural interests and inquired if outreach for this 
segment was discussed. McAdam replied the list of key projects developed by the Funding 
Strategy Steering Committee includes a strong small rural component including the I-80/174 
Interchange as well as road maintenance, reconstruction and extending transit services to small 
areas. Jim Holmes stated if Board Member Ron Treabess was in attendance he would want to 
ensure that District 5 's needs are addressed. 

Holmes added McAdam and he attended the Focus on the Future Conference in San Diego in 
November. There was discussion amongst the Aspiring Counties- counties without a 
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transportation sales tax - about whether it was feasible to move forward with a transportation 
sales tax. With all the growth coming in western Placer County, we need to start planning 
whether we will go out for a sales tax, thus the need for this consultant. 

Upon motion by Ruslin and second by Holmes, the Board unanimously authorized the Executive 
Director to negotiate and sign a contract with FSB Core Strategies/Halldin Communications for 
consultant services for Strategic Outreach on Transportation Needs and Funding and adding a 
work plan to our January 2014 Board meeting. 

SELECTION OF CHAIR AND VICE CHAIR FOR 2014 
Celia McAdam noted our Bylaws set forth a rotation schedule for chair and vice chair. 
Representatives from Placer County and the City of Rocklin as chair and vice chair are next in 
this rotation schedule. 

Upon motion by Rohan, by Board unanimously designated a Boardmember representing Placer 
County to act as Chair, and the Boardmember representing the City of Rocklin as Vice Chair for 
2014. 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR'S REPORT 
McAdam reported Solvi Sabol will be stepping into the Executive Assistant/Board Secretary role 
and Scott Aaron will be returning as an Associate Planner. McAdam introduced our new 
Associate Planner Aaron Hoyt who came from the San Joaquin Council of Governments, noting 
that several colleagues have mentioned what a good hire he was. 

McAdam stated she and Boardmember Holmes met with Senator Nielsen about our 
transportation needs, adding that she was very impressed with Senator Nielsen's knowledge of 
transportation and legislative issues. 

McAdam noted SACOG Salutes has named the South Placer Transportation Information Call 
Center as Project ofthe Year. The ceremony for this award will be December 12. Mayor Rohan 
will accept on behalf of the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 
(CTSA) along with the City of Roseville, which implements the call center. 

BOARD DIRECTION TO STAFF 
Jim Holmes commented artwork by talented Placer County employees is on display in the 
Domes office building. 

Meeting adjourned to Closed Session pursuant to Government Code 54957 at 10:14 a.m. 

Chair Calvert reported from Closed Session that the Board took action to approve time off for the 
Executive Director from December 16 to December 31 which will not be charged to her vacation 
time. 

Meeting adjourned at 10:45 a.m. 

Celia McAdam 
Executive Director 

~-~-~~~-------

Jim Holmes, Chair 
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TO: 

PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

PCTP A Board of Directors 

MEMORANDUM 

I. 
DATE: January 7, 2014 

FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Directorw 

SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 

Below are the Consent Calendar items for the January 22, 2014 agenda for your review and 
action. 

1. Post FY 2014/15 Public Transit Modernization Improvement Service Efficiency Account 
(PTMISEA) Final Fund Allocation 
The Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 
2006, approved as Proposition 1B on the November 7, 2006 ballot, includes $4 billion for 
the Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement and Service Enhancement 
Account (PTMISEA). Each year funds are appropriated to the State Controller's Office 
for allocation to eligible agencies. PTMISEA bond funding will sunset in FY 2016/17. 
Staff recommends that the Board approve the attached Final Fund Allocation for Post FY 
2014/15 PTMISEA funds for transmittal to local agencies and transit operators; and 
designating the Executive Director as the authorized agent for PTMISEA funds. The 
TAC concurred with this recommendation at its January 7, 2014 meeting. 

2. FY 2013/14 Town of Loomis Funding Agreement for Projects Using Proposition 1B
Transit System Safety, Security, and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) Funds 
On August 28, 2013 the PCTP A Board approved a jurisdiction allocation plan for 
$229,743 in TSSSDRA regional funds for FY 2013/14. PCTPA is the grant recipient for 
these State bond funds. The Town of Loomis' application is for $3,912 which will pass 
through PCTP A. A Funding Agreement is needed with the Town of Loomis to pass 
through the TSSSDRA funds. PCTP A will work closely with the Town to ensure the 
smooth flow of the funds, completion of the project, and funding requirements are met. A 
copy ofthe Funding Agreement between PCTPA and the Town of Loomis is attached. 
Staff recommends Board approval. 

3. FY 2013/14 City of Auburn Claims for Local Transportation Funds (LTF)- $627,883 
The City of Auburn submitted claims for $627,883 in LTF funds for FY 2013114-
$299,768 for streets and roads purposes and $328,115 for transit. The City's claims are in 
compliance with the approved L TF apportionment, and all transit needs that are 
reasonable to meet are being provided. However, Auburn Transit failed to meet minimum 
farebox recovery ratio requirements in FY 2011/12. Per Transportation Development Act 
(TDA) regulations, the City will receive its FY 2013/14 LTF apportionment minus the 
difference between the required fare revenues and the actual fare revenues received in FY 
2011/12 ($17,949). Staff recommends approval, subject to the requirement that the City 
submit a complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2013, 
prior to issuance of instructions to the County Auditor to pay the claimant including 
applicable penalty. 

299 Nevada Street· Auburn, CA 95603 • (530) 823-4030 ·FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 
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4. FY 2013/14 City of Auburn Claim for State Transit Assistance (STA) Funds- $48,490 
The City of Auburn submitted a claim for $48,490 in STA funds for FY 2013/14 for 
transit purposes. The City's claim is in compliance with the approved STA 
apportionment and with all applicable STA requirements. Staff recommends approval. 

5. FY 2013/14 City of Auburn Claim for Transportation Development Act (TDA) Bicycle 
and Pedestrian Funds- $49,649 
The City of Auburn submitted a TDA Bicycle and Pedestrian claim for $49,649 in FY 
2013/14. The claims requests the full allocation of the City's five-year fair-share funding 
amount of$49,649 according to PCTPA's current five-year Cash Management Plan for 
the TDA Pedestrian and Bicycle Fund. Staff recommends approval. 

6. FY 2013114 City of Colfax Claims for Local Transportation Funds (LTF)- $91,957 
The City of Colfax submitted claims for $91,957 in LTF funds for FY 2013/14- $85,968 
for streets and roads purposes and $5,989 for transit. The City's claims are in compliance 
with the approved L TF apportionment, and all transit needs that are reasonable to meet 
are being provided. Staff recommends approval, subject to the requirement that the City 
submit a complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2013, 
prior to issuance of instructions to the County Auditor to pay the claimant in full. 

7. FY 2013/14 City ofColfax Claim for State Transit Assistance (STA) Funds- $6,886 
The City of Colfax submitted a claim for $6,886 in STA funds for FY 2013/14 for transit 
purposes. The City's claim is in compliance with the approved ST A apportionment and 
with all applicable STA requirements. Staff recommends approval. 

8. FY 2013/14 Town ofLoomis Claims for Local Transportation Funds (LTF)- $303,193 
The Town of Loomis submitted claims for $303,193 in LTF funds for FY 2013/14-
$249,167 for streets and roads purposes and $54,026 for transit. The Town's claims are in 
compliance with the approved L TF apportionment, and all transit needs that are 
reasonable to meet are being provided. Staff recommends approval, subject to the 
requirement that the Town submit a complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 2013, prior to issuance of instructions to the County Auditor to pay 
the claimant in full. 

9. FY 2013/14 Town of Loomis Claim for State Transit Assistance (STA) Funds- $22,723 
The Town of Loomis submitted a claim for $22,723 in STA funds for FY 2013/14 for 
transit purposes. The Town's claim is in compliance with the approved STA 
apportionment and with all applicable STA requirements. Staff recommends approval. 

10. FY 2013/14 City ofRoseville Claims for Local Transportation Funds (LTF)- $5,763,955 
The City ofRoseville submitted claims for $5,763,955 in LTF funds for FY 2013/14-
$2,287,404 for streets and roads purposes and $3,476,551 for transit. The City's claims 
are in compliance with the approved L TF apportionment, and all transit needs that are 
reasonable to meet are being provided. Staff recommends approval, subject to the 
requirement that the City submit a complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 2013, prior to issuance of instructions to the County Auditor to pay 
the claimant in full. 
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11. FY 2013114 City of Roseville Claim for State Transit Assistance (ST A) Funds - $490,408 
The City of Roseville submitted a claim for $490,408 in STA funds for FY 2013/14 for 
transit purposes. The City's claim is in compliance with the approved ST A 
apportionment and with all applicable STA requirements. Staff recommends approval. 

12. PCTPA TDA Financial Audit and Single Audit Reports 
Staff recommends acceptance of Placer County Transportation Planning Agency's TDA 
Financial Audit and Single Audit Report for fiscal year 2012/13. 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: PUBLIC TRANSIT 
TRANSPORTATION MODERNIZATION, 
IMPROVEMENT AND SERVICE 
ENHANCEMENT ACCOUNT 

RESOLUTION NO. 14-10 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
at a regular meeting held January 22, 2014 by the following vote on roll call: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

Signed and approved by me after its passage. 

Executive Director 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
Chair 

WHEREAS, pursuant to California Government Code, Title 7.91, Section 67910, PCTPA was 
created as a local area planning agency to provide regional transportation planning for the area of 
Placer County, exclusive of the Lake Tahoe Basin; and 

WHEREAS, California Government Code Section 29532.1 (c) identifies PCTP A as the 
designated regional transportation planning agency for Placer County, exclusive of the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; and 

WHEREAS, it is the responsibility ofPCTPA to prepare jurisdiction allocations and submit 
applications, as needed, from the Proposition 1B- Public Transportation Modernization, 
Improvement and Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA). 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that PCTPA: 
1. Approves the Post FY 2014/15 PTMISEA Final Fund Allocation; and 
2. Determines that projects derived from transit operator Short Range Transit Plans, the 

Placer County Regional Transportation Plan 2035, and the Metropolitan Transportation 
Plan for 2035 are eligible projects for purposes for applying for PTMISEA funds; and 

3. Designates the Executive Director as the authorized agent to execute for and on behalf 
ofthe Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA), including jurisdictions 
within Placer County, and local transit operators, all actions necessary for the purpose of 
obtaining PTIMSEA funds provided by the California Department of Transportation. 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) Post FY 2014/2015 Allocation 
September 2013 

"Government code aa7s:sa(a){2fA:iiocaiion $2.7as;s23 
Government Code 8879.58(a)(3) Allocation $277,950 

----·---···-·······-·--·--··-·····-----···-····· ............• ..I.o_~al!~.:!"!''!§~~!o_~~~o_n. ........ ~~!~.?~.!.573 

Western Placer CTSA Allocation $0 

···---··--·-·-----·-····!<:J!~.PT~§_~.£.l!.l!9s ~!IJ!~.b~.!~:;I~E~-qi_~!9_11~ ........ ~.~.l~§Jtg~-

Post FY 2014/2015 Jurisdiction PTMISEA Final Fund Allocation 

Source: PTMISEA Expend~ure Plans, Email communications from Wendy King, Cattrans PTMISEA Program Manger, September 2013. 

Notes: 

1. The TOWG recommended on July 25, 2011 that beginning w~h FY 2011/2012, future PTMISEA allocations to the WPCTSA be directed to jurisdictions. 

GC = Government Code 

~~~~;;;~~~~~~~ . 

TOTAL 

sources: 

January 1, 2013 DOF Population 

10,700 

.. ~Z~~. 
357,463 

2.99332% 

97.00668% 

100.00% 

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

2. Western Slope and Tahoe Basin for Placer County as of January 1, 2013, DOF, June 2013. 
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~ 
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PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

January 22, 2014 

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

KEllH NESBITT 
City of Auburn 

TONY HESCH 
City of Colfax 

SfAN NADER 
City of Lincoln 

SANDRA CALVERT 
Town of Loomis 

DIANA RUSLIN 
City of Rocklin 

SUSAN ROHAN 
City of Roseville 

JIM HOLMES 
KIRK UHLER 
Placer County 

RON TREABESS 
Citizen Representative 

CELIA McADAM 
Executive Director 

SUBJECT: FUNDING AGREEMENT 14-01 BETWEEN THE TOWN OF LOOMIS 
AND THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 
AGENCY (PCTPA) FOR THE TOWN OF LOOMIS DEPOT PARK & 
RIDE FACILITY SECURITY CAMERA SYSTEM PROJECT (PHASE 4) 

Dear Mr. Angelocci: 

This letter, when countersigned, authorizes funding by the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency (PCTP A) for work to be performed by the Town of Loomis for the Depot Park 
& Ride Facility Security Camera System Project (Phase 4). 

1. Funding Agreement: This Funding Agreement is the statement of contract specific 
requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by the Town of Loomis for 
the Depot Park & Ride Facility Security Camera System Project (Phase 4). The Town of 
Loomis Depot Park & Ride Facility Security Camera System Project (Phase 4) will be 
funded under the Transit System Safety Security and Disaster Response Account 
(TSSSDRA) included in Proposition lB, the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air 
Quality and Port Security Bond Act, approved by California voters in November 2006. 
The Town of Loomis Depot Park & Ride Facility Security Camera System Project (Phase 
4) Transit System Safety Security and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) grant 
application for FY 2013114 is incorporated in this Funding Agreement. 

2. Term: Town is to commence work immediately and shall be completed according to the 
project schedule I milestones provided in the Transit System Safety Security and Disaster 
Response Account (TSSSDRA) grant application for FY 2013114, with project 
completion no later than June 30, 2017. 

3. Scope of Services: Town will perform the tasks I milestones to manage and install the 
Town of Loomis Depot Park & Ride Facility Security Camera System Project (Phase 4) 
provided in the Transit System Safety Security and Disaster Response Account 
(TSSSDRA) grant application for FY 2013114. 

299 Nevada Street • Auburn, CA 95603 • (530) 823-4030 • FAX 823-4036 
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Town of Loomis Funding Agreement #14-01 
January 22, 2014 
Page2 

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

5. Compensation: For services rendered, the Town of Loomis will receive a sum not to 
exceed the amount of$3,912 (plus accrued interest) identified in the Town of Loomis 
Depot Park & Ride Facility Security Camera System Project (Phase 4) Transit System 
Safety Security and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) grant application for FY 
2013/14. Upon completion of the project, the Town shall submit one invoice for 
reimbursement. The invoice for payment shall reference the work completed and the 
hours and cost associated with each task I milestone. 

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

Celia McAdam, Executive Director Date 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

Rick Angelocci, Town Manager 
Town of Loomis 

Date 

Attachment: Town of Loomis Depot Park & Ride Facility Security Camera System Project 
(Phase 4) FY 2013/14 TSSSDRA Grant Application 

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

B. Contact Information 
Point of contact's (POC) name and title; 
Lead Agency: 
David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner, 
PCTPA 
299 Nevada Street, Auburn, CA 95603 
530-823-4030 
530-823-4036 
dmelko(iv,pctpa.net 

Implementing Agency: 
Town ofLoomis 
Brian Fragiao, Director ofPublic Works 
3665 Taylor Road, Loomis, CA 95678 
916-652-1840 
bfra iao@loomis.ca. ov 

Also include the corresponding information 
for the single authorizing official for your 
organization-i.e., the individual authorized 
to sign a grant award 
Authorized Agent (AA) name and title; 
Celia McAdam, Executive Director, AICP 
PCTPA 
299 Nevada Street, Auburn, CA 95603 
530-823-4030 
530-823-4036 
cmcadam@,pctpa.net 

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

13 



Agency Name and PIPS: Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) 061-91059 
Letter and Project Title: Town of Loomis Depot Park & Ride Facility Security Camera Phase 4 

D. Provide a brief description for this investment. 

This investment of $3,912 is to improve safety and security at the existing Town of Loomis 
Depot Park & Ride Facility. The funds will be used to add four to six additional security 
cameras that will cover the north end of the facility. Currently, there are only two cameras 
in the north direction. There are a total of 15 cameras operating at this time; all previously 
implemented in phases using Prop 1B TSSSDRA funds. Now that the cameras have been 
operating for a few years, Town of Loomis staff has reviewed the operation with the 
Sheriff's Department and will add High-Definition Cameras in areas that will help the 
Sheriff better protect the park & ride facility. 

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

The installation of the security camera system meets the intent of the first objective by 
increasing the safety and security of the transit system and its passengers. Since the 
installation of the security system during Phases 1 - 3 of the project, there has been no 
vehicle break-in at the park & ride facility. This project also meets the sixth objective by 
providing security enhancement for the transit stop/facilities. Installing additional cameras 
and higher resolution views will make it easier to recognize and detail out criminal 
activities. The existing system has given the public a sense of security and additional 
cameras will only strengthen the safety. 

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

The Placer County Transit (PCT) service in the Loomis area runs hourly, requiring a 
relatively long wait between bus routes. This increases safety and security risks for 
passengers waiting to use the system. Providing a security camera system at the Town's 
Depot park & ride facility and bus shelter will provide a visible monitoring location thereby 
increasing the security comfort of the passenger. The visibility of the bus stop makes it less 
susceptible for criminal activity. Also the perception of a "soft" system is lessened because 
it displays that there is a regional effort to improve the safety and security of the Placer 
County Transit system. Under current operations, staff has noticed that with the expansion 
of the park& ride facility, many bus users have been parking 5 00 to 600 feet away from the 
bus stop. The security system tracks users from their car to the bus stop to help enforce any 
criminal acts. 

14 



Agency Name and FIPS: Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) 061-91059 
Letter and Project Title: Town of Loomis Depot Park & Ride Facility Security Camera Phase 4 

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

The Security Camera System equipment installed under this program will have a useful 
life of at least 25 years. The existing 15 cameras have been in-place from one to three 
years with only one mechanical issue experienced to date. 

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

With the first three Phases of the project complete in-place, the D VR recording system will 
need to be upgraded to accept another four to six cameras and also accommodate high 
resolution camera viewing. Hard wiring for the new cameras will need to be done and 
poles set to mount the cameras. The installation should be completed within 45 days once 
the cameras are received. Based on Phases 1-3, the ordering ofthe cameras took 30 to 45 
days. Therefore the entire project will take roughly 90 days after receipt of funding. 

15 
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TO: 

FROM: 

CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 
STREETS & ROADS PURPOSES 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PlANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

CLAIMANT: City of Auburn 

ADDRESS: 1225 Lincoln Way 

Auburn, CA 95603 

CONTACT PERSON: Megan Siren 

RECEIVED 
DEC ®8 2013 

PCTPA 

Phone: 530-823-4211 x 145 Email: msiren@auburn.ca.gov 

The _______ __;;C.:...ity'-o.:...f....;.A.:..:.u....;.b_ur_n ________ hereby requests, in accordance with the State of 

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

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

___ 2_0_13_/_14 ___ , for street and road purposes (P.U.C. 99400a) in the amount of$ 299,768 

to be drawn from the local Transportation Fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer: 

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

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: 

TITlE: 

DATE: 

(signature) 

APPLICANT 

BY: 
(signature) 

Director of Public Works 
TITLE: 

DATE: .12./2./13 

---·-·------··-·---·-·-----
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TO: 

CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 
TRANSIT PURPOSES 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

RECEIVED 
DEC @3 2013 

FROM: CLAIMANT: City of Auburn 
PCTPA 

ADDRESS: 1225 Lincoln Way 

Auburn, CA 95603 

CONTACT PERSON: Megari Siren 

Phone: 530-823-4211 x 145 Email: msiren@auburn.ca.gov 

The City of Auburn hereby requests, in accordance with the State of 

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

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

Year ___ 2_0_13_.;./_14 ___ , 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: $ 328;115 

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

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

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

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

When approved, this claim will be transmitted to the Placer County Auditor for payment. Approval 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: 

TITLE: 

DATE: 

(signature) 

APPLICANT 

BY: 
(signature) 

TITLE: 
Director of Public Works 

DATE: 11./t./18 

~~--------~----------------- ---
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TDA ANNUAL PROJECT AND FINANCIAL PLAN 

This form will show the planned expenditures of all TDA funds claimed for the fiscai year in addition to 
any TDA funds carried over from previous years. Briefly describe all operational, capital and/or streets 
and roads projects Which will be funded by TDA moneys. Please show BOTH prior year TDA funds (if 

: '·.v! ''·•'. any) and current year TDA funds to be used~ provide the total cost of each project and indicate all 
other sources of funding associated with each project. For capital projects, the projects listed and their 
associate,d costs and funding,sources should be consistent with the budget developed iri the TDA c;laim 

· :.·,,1.:,- Worksheet completed for the submittal ofthis.claim. The total project cost and total fundingsource(s) 
.; ·•:·-:,::: ·listed below should balance for each project. See attached sample plan for additional guidance. 

.. : ~· .-: . : . Claimant: --~--~--C_ity!._o_f_:_A_u_b_ur __ n _______ _ 
,1',. •' 

Fiscal Year: ________ _:2::.:.0...:...13:..:./=.20::.:.1...:4 __ ~-----

::, 

•; Brief Protect D.escrlptlon Pro feet Cost Source of Funding & 
Amount 

; 

Auburn Transit Operations: Operations: Carryover: $17,234 
Operations: $430;470 L TF; $272,241 

' 
Far~ Revenue: $32,000 

:··· STA: $'48,490 
·Capital ProJects: On-Board Cameras, IT Interest: $(473) 
: .Projec;ts, TransitShelter/Bus Stop Capital: $325,078 FTA5311: $60;978 
, lmprovements;Misc Equipment, Bus 

Capital: Prop 1 e PTMISEA: $249,!?78 : p.y.~~h ~.se 
·'·' . Carryover - prop 1 B ~$DRA: Sl9i626 

'{)\Jf'·;·· .. LTF: $55;874 
. t·; ~~-:·.-. 

; s; ,; ·~~ .. .' > ,, 
' 

: f·::~~·::~<;: .. 

' 

·:~:.-~ ::. :.'i' 

Transportation: 
LTF; $299;768 

TransPQrtation: $1,966;898 Interest: $2,000 
(lvetlayprogra;n, Palm Aye Si.dewalk Carryover: $290.Q65 
P.roject, Storm Drain Upgrades; Mise SR2S: $781,579 
Sld~walk ~epalrs,Multl Modal Platform CMAQ: $212;770 
Extension, Signal Operations Rural- RSTP: $48,728 

Mitigation Funds: $331,388 

PlaCE!r.CountyTr;:~nsportatlon Planning .Agency Revised Ar;gu.s:uo 13 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

8 

9 

RESOLUTION NO. 13-124 

RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF THE 2013/14 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUND CLAIM TO THE PLACER COUNTY 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------

the execution of the application before submission of said application to the PCTPA; 
I . 

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AUBURN DOES HEREBY RESOLVE: 
10 

11 
That the CITY OF AUBURN aut~orizes the submittal of an application to PCTPA for the 

12 
2013/14 Local Transportation Fund Claim. The Director of Public Works of the City of 

13 
Auburn or her designee, is hereby authorized and empowered to execute the 2013/14 

14 
Transportation Claim and all necessary amendments and payment requests hereto in 

the amount of: 
15 

16 $328,115 

17 $299,768 

18 $48,490 

19 $49,649 

TDA Article 4, P.U.C. 99260a (Transit Operations) 

TDA Article Sa, P.U.C. 99400a (Streets and Roads) 

STA (State Transit Assistance) 

TDA, P.U.C. 99233.3 (Bicycle and Pedestrian) 

20 
DATED: November 25, 2013 

21 

22 

23 

24 Kevin Hanley, Mayor 
ATTEST: . 

25 

26 
CERTIFIED AS.A TRUE COPY 

~~ DEPLivcr ~ LEAK 
27 ~~(b~. . . 
28 

Stepha ie L. . y~er, City Clerk . 

.......•. ·····-- . ······· -·····. ·- ..... . 

1 

--------------------------·--·----------····---·-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------···-

------~~-



1 
I, Stephanie L. Snyder, City Clerk of the City of Auburn, hereby certify that 
the foregoing resolution was duly passed at a regular meeting of the City 

2 Council of the City of Auburn held on the 25th of November 2013 by the 

3 
following vote on roll call: · 

4 Ayes: Nesbitt, Holmes, Kirby, Powers, Hanley 
Noes: 

5 Absent: 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

27 

. 28 

2 

-----------------------------------------------------------------·---···-·······--···----------------------



PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

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

RESOLUTION NO. 14-01 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency at 
a regular meeting held January 22, 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. 

NOW, TIIEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Agency has reviewed the claim and has made 
the following allocations from the 2013114 fiscal year funds. 

1. 

2. 

To the City of Auburn for projects conforming to 
Article 4 or the Act: 

To the City of Auburn for projects conforming to 
Article 8(a) of the Act: 

$328,115 

$299,768 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that allocation instructions are hereby approved for the County 
Auditor to pay the claimants. Claimant must submit a complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 2013, prior to issuance of said instructions to the County Auditor to 
pay the claimant. 

----------·-------------
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CLAIM FOR STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS 

TO: 

FROM: 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

CLAIMANT: City of Auburn 

ADDRESS: 1 225 Lincoln Way 

Auburn, CA 95603 

CONTACT PERSON: Megan Siren 

Phone: 530-823-4211 x l45 

RECEIVED 
DEC() 3 2013 

PCTPA 

Email: msiren@auburn.ca.gov 

The _______ ___:C.;_ity!,_o.;_f_A...;.u...;.b.;_ur.;_n ________ hereby requests, in accordance with the State 

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

commencing with Section 6600, that this claim for State Transit Assistance be approved in the amount of 

$ 48,490 __ ......;_ __ _ for Fiscal Year ___ 2_0_13_1_14 ___ , to be drawn from the State Transit Assistance 

fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer. 

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

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: 

TITLE: 

DATE: 

(signature) 

APPLICANT 

BY: 
(signature) 

TITLE: 
Director of Public Works 

DATE: 12/1./1~ 

24 
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TDA ANNUAL PROJECT AND FINANCIAL PLAN 

Thi.s form will show the planned expenditures of all TDA funds claimed for the fiscal year in addition to 
any TDA funds carried over from previous years. Briefly describe all operational, capital and/or streets 
and roads proje.cts which will be funded by TDA moneys. Please show BOTH prior year TDA funds (if 
any} and current year TDA funds to be used, provide the total cost of each project, and indicate· all 
other sources offunding associated with each project. For capital projects, the projects listed and their 
associated cost-s and funding sources should be consistent with the budget developed in the TDA Claim 

: .• ;; ;; Worksheetcompl.eted for th·e submittal ofthis claim. The total project cost and total funding source(s) 
·,·. listed below should balance fo.r each project See attached sample plan for additional guidance . 

. ; ! ; (·~ .. 

Clal·m t· .. c.Jtyof Auburn an.---------.::~:::..:..:..-==~--------., 
,. 

F. 1 y 2013/2014 1sc.a. ear: ________ ..:::..::..~=--:...:__.:._ _______ _ 

Brief Pt()JE!ft 11lescrJptlon 

Auburn TransitOperatlons: 

CaJl)ital Project~: On .. Bpatd Cam.eras:,JT 
Projects, TtansltShelter/BusS.top 
tmpr,ovements,.Misc Equipment, Bus 
P.utc;:hase· 
'n~··;' ',~·.-. -·· ... 

. ~i·:··~·.,.:·: 

ProJect Cos·t 

Operations: $430;47{) 

Capital: $315,078 

Source ofFun:dlng & 
Amou.nt 

Operations: Carryover: $17,234 
L1F: $272,241 

Far~ Revenl!e: $32,000 
STA: $'48;490 

Interest: $(47J) 
FTA5311: ~60;978 

Capft~l: Prop 1 B PTM!S~A: $~49li78 
Carryover- P.ro.p lBl\SSDRA:oST9';.6,2.6 

LTF:$5$.~74 

T:ran$P9r~~tlpo: $'1,9.~f?,898. 

Transpettatlon: 
~iF~ $.2.99;768 

lnt~test: $2,000. 
Carryover: $290j)65 

SR.2S: $781,579 
CMAQ; $212;770 

Rural- RSTP: $48,728 
Mitigation Fl;!nds: $33'1 ,388 

:o.v~rl~y'Prqgratn:;Paltn AveS!cJew.a·lk 
•Rr:oJevt, S:to.tt~'t.Dra.i.n.Upgra.de~, Ml'~c 
\S.tciewalk·~~pair;s,MultlModal: Platfor.m 
· .. Extens:lorn; St{J.nal-.Operations 

Revised' Augu.st20'13 

---- ----~~-~----~----------------------------------------··- ---
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6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 
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RESOLUTION NO. 13-124 

RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF THE 2013/14 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUND CLAIM TO THE PLACER COUNTY 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------
WHEREAS, in the procedures established by the Placer County Transportation 

Planning Agency (PCTPA) requires the applicant to certify by resolution approval of 

the execution of the application before submission of said application to the PCTPA; 
I 

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AUBURN DOES HEREBY RESOLVE: 

That the CITY OF AUBURN authorizes the submittal of an application to PCTPA for the 

2013/14 Local Transportation Fund Claim. The Director of Public Works of the City of 

13 
Auburn or her designee, is hereby authorized and empowered to execute the 2013/14 

14 
Transportation Claim and all necessary amendments and payment requests hereto in 

the amount of: 
15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

$328,115 

$299,768 

$48,490 

$49/649 

TDA Article 4, P.U.C. 99260a (Transit Operations) 

TDA Article 8a, P.U.C. 99400a (Streets and Roads) 

STA (State Transit Assistance) 

TDA, P.U.C. 99233.3 (Bicycle and Pedestrian) 

DATED: November25, 2013 

Kevin Hanley, Mayor 
ATTEST: 

~!1;(b·~· . 
stephaie L.~City Clerk 

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY 

~~ DEPlifvcr ~ LEAK 
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1 
I, Stephanie L. Snyder, City Clerk of the City of Auburn, hereby certify that 
the foregoing resolution was duly passed at a regular meeting of the City 

2 Council of the City of Auburn held on the 25th of November 2013 by the 
following vote on roll call: 

3 

4 Ayes: Nesbitt, Holmes, Kirby, Powers, Hanley 
Noes: 

5 Absent: 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 



PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

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

RESOLUTION NO. 14-02 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency at 
a regular meeting held January 22, 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 of the State of California, Business and Transportation Agency, as the transportation 
planning agency for Placer County excluding that portion of the County in the Lake Tahoe Basin, 
pursuant to the provisions of the Transportation Development Act of 1971, Chapter 1400, Statutes 
of 1971; and Chapters 161 and 1002, Statutes of 1990; and Chapters 321 and 322, Statutes of 1982; 
and 

WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency, under the 
provisions of the Act, to review transportation claims and to make allocations of money from the 
State Transit Assistance Fund based on the claims; and 

WHEREAS, the Auditor of each county is required to pay monies in the fund to the claimants 
pursuant to allocation instructions received from the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency; and 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has reviewed the claim for funds 
established to be available in the State Transit Assistance fund of Placer County and has made the 
following findings and allocations: 

1. The claimant's proposed expenditures are in conformity with the Regional Transportation 

28 



Plan. 

2. The level of passenger fares and charges is sufficient to enable the operator or transit service 
claimant to meet the fare revenue requirements of Public Utilities Code Sections 99268.2, 
99268.3, 99268.4, 99268.5, and 99268.9, as they may be applicable to the claimant. 

3. The claimant is making full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass 
Transportation Act of 1964, as amended. 

4. The sum of the claimant's allocations from the State Transit Assistance Fund and from the 
Local Transportation Fund does not exceed the amount the claimant is eligible to receive 
during the fiscal year. 

5. Priority consideration has been given to claims to offset reductions in federal operating 
assistance and the unanticipated increase in the cost of fuel, to enhance existing public 
transportation services, and to meet high priority regional, countywide, or areawide public 
transportation needs. 

6. The regional entity may allocate funds to an operator for the purposes specified in Section 
6730 only if, in the resolution allocating the funds, it also finds the following: 

a) The operator has made a reasonable effort to implement the productivity 
improvements recommended pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 99244. This 
finding shall make specific reference to the improvements recommended and to the 
efforts made by the operator to implement them. 

b) For an allocation made to an operator for its operating cost, the operator is not 
precluded by any contract entered into on or after June 28, 1979, from employment 
of part-time drivers or from contracting with common carriers of persons operating 
under a franchise or license. 

c) A certification by the Department of the California Highway Patrol verifying that 
the operator is in compliance with Section 1808.1 of the Vehicle Code, as required 
in Public Utilities Code Section 99251. The certification shall have been completed 
within the last 13 months, prior to filing claims. 

d) The operator is in compliance with the eligibility requirements of Public Utilities 
Code Section 99314.6. 

Allocation to the City of Auburn of $48,490 in State Transit Assistance Funds (PUC 99313 and 
PUC 99314) for transit purposes. 

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

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the claimant be notified of the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency's action on their claim. 
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TO: 

FROM: 

CLAIM FOR BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FUNDS 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

CLAIMANT: City of Auburn 

ADDRESS: 1225 Lincoln Way 

Auburn, CA 95603 

CONTACT PERSON: Megan Siren 

Phone: 530-823-4211 x 145 

DEC@ 3 2UB 

PCTPA 

Email: msiren@auburn.ca.gov 
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The City of Auburn 
----------------~---------------------

hereby requests, in accordance with the State of 

California Public Utilities Code, AS AMENDED (Chapter 3, Section 99234), that this claim for Bicycle and Pedestrian 

funds in the amount of$ 49,649 be approved for Fiscal Year 
------~-------

, to be drawn ---------------2013/14 

from the Bicycle and Pedestrian Trust Fund. 

When approved, this claim will be transmitted to the Placer County Auditor for funds to be reserved. Jurisdictions will receive 
payment as reimbursement of funds expended in implementing bicycle and pedestrian projects. 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 PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: 

TITLE: 

DATE: 

(signature) 

APPLICANT 

BY: 
(signature) 

Director of Public Works 
TITLE: 

DATE: 
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND FINANCIAL PLAN 

Briefly describe the project for which you are applying for Bicycle f Pedestrian Funds. Also, identify all funding 
sources related to the project. The total project cost and total funding source(s) listed below should balance 
for each project. 

Include a location map for the project as appropriate. 

Claimant: ________ C_it..:...y_o_f A_u_b_u_rn _______ _ 

Fiscal Year: _________ 2_0_1_3/_2_01_4 ________ _ 

Brief Project Descri~tion Project Cost Source of Funding & Amount 

SR2S: $781,579 
Palm Avenue Sidewalk/Bike Lane Project Construction: $1,619,710 CMAQ: $102,033 

Traffic Mitigation Fees/L TF:$686,449 
Bike/Ped:$49,649 
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2 

3 

4 

5 
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RESOLUTION NO. 13-124 

RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF THE 2013/14 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUND CLAIM TO THE PLACER COUNTY 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------
WHEREAS, in the procedures established by the Placer County Transportation 

6 
Planning Agency (PCTPA) requires the applicant to certify by resolution approval of 

7 
the execution of the application before submission of said application to the PCTPA; 

I 
8 

9 
THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AUBURN DOES HEREBY RESOLVE: 

10 

11 
That the CITY OF AUBURN authorizes the submittal of an application to PCTPA for the 

12 
2013/14 Local Transportation Fund Claim. The Director of Public Works of the City of 

13 
Auburn or her designee, is hereby authorized and empowered to execute the 2013/14 

Transportation Claim and all necessary amendments and payment requests hereto in 
14 

the amount of: 
15 

16 

17 

18 

$328,115 

$299,768 

$48,490 

19 $49,649 

TDA Article 4, P.U.C. 99260a (Transit Operations) 

TDA Article 8a, P.U.C. 99400a (Streets and Roads) 

STA (State Transit Assistance) 

TDA, P.U.C. 99233.3 (Bicycle and Pedestrian) 

20 
DATED: November25, 2013 

21 

22 

23 

24 Kevin Hanley, Mayor 
ATTEST: 

25 

26 

27 

28 
Stepha ie L. yder, City Clerk 



1 
I, Stephanie L. Snyder, City Clerk of the City of Auburn, hereby certify that 
the foregoing resolution was duly passed at a regular meeting of the City 

2 Council of the City of Auburn held on the 25th of November 2013 by the 
following vote on roll call: 

3 

4 Ayes: Nesbitt1 Holmes, Kirby, Powers, Hanley 
Noes: 

5 Absent: 
6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

33 



PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION 
OF BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN 
TRUST FUNDS TO THE 

RESOLUTION NO. 14-03 

CITY OF AUBURN 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency at a regular meeting held January 22, 2014 by the following vote on roll call: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

Signed and approved by me after its passage 

Chairperson 
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 ofthe Lake Tahoe Basin; and 

WHEREAS, California Government Code Section 29532.1(c) identifies PCTPA as the 
designated regional transportation planning agency for Placer County, exclusive of the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; and 

WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of PCTP A to review Bicycle and Pedestrian Trust Fund 
Claims and to take action on such claims; and 

. . 
WHEREAS, all Bicycle and Pedestrian Trust Fund Claims for projects must be consist~nt 
with the applicable bicycle plan and with the Regional Transportation Plan. 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the PCTPA has reviewed the claim and makes 
funds available for the 2013/2014 fiscal year. . .: , 

To the City of Auburn for Bicycle 
and Pedestrian Fund Projects $49,649 

~ r .... 

' ~ . . -

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the funds will be made available to the City on,a 
reimbursement basis. · ·' ·· 
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TO: 

FROM: 

CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 
STREETS & ROADS PURPOSES 

PlACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PlANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

ClAIMANT: City of Colfax 

ADDRESS: PO Box 702, 33 S Main Street 

Colfax, CA 

CONTACT PERSON: Laurie Van Groningen 

35 

Phone: 530-346-2313 Email: laurie.vangroningen@colfax-ca.gov 

The _________ C_it-'-y_o_f_Co_l_fa_x ________ hereby requests, in accordance with the State of 

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

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

___ 2_01_3_/1_4 ___ , for street and road purposes (P.U.C. 99400a) in the amount of$ 85,968 

;O be drawn from the local Transportation Fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer: 

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

APPROVED: 

PlACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION PlANNING AGENCY 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: 

TITlE: 

.. , -' 

DATE: 

(signature) 

APPliCANT 

BY: ~~ }t I" I Signature 

TITlE: 
City Manager 

DATE: 



TO: 

FROM: 

CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 
TRANSIT PURPOSES 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

CLAIMANT: City of Colfax 

ADDRESS: PO Box 702, 33 S Main Street 

Colfax, CA 95713 

CONTACT PERSON: Laurie Van Groningen 

Phone: 530-346-2313 Email: laurie.vangroningen@colfax-ca.gov 
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The City of Colfax 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_3_/1_4 ___ , 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: 

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

C.C.R. 664B, Capital Reserve: 

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

$ 

$ 
$ 5,989 

$ 
$ ______ _ 

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: 

TITLE: 

DATE: 

(signature) 

APPLICANT 

BY: 
(signature) 

TITLE: 
City Manager 

DATE: 



TDA ANNUAL PROJECT AND FINANCIAL PLAN 

This form will show the planned expenditures of all TDA funds claimed for the fiscal year in addition to 
any TDA funds carried over from previous years. Briefly describe all operational, capital and/or streets 
and roads projects which will be funded by TDA moneys. Please show BOTH prior year TDA funds (if 

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

Claimant: _________ C_it~y_o_f_Co_l_fa_x _______ _ 

Fiscal Year: _________ 2_0_13_/_20_1_4 ________ _ 

Brief Project Description Project Cost Source of Funding & 
Amount 

Public Transit with Placer County $12,875 Placer County Transit Services STA Transit $6,886 

LTFTransit $5,989 

1/2 of contract- Placer County gets Total $12,875 

FTA5311 

LTF $85,968 
TDA Streets and Roads- Roadway Streets and Roads $136,571 Gas Taxes $50,603 
maintenance, construction and related 

equipment. 

Adopted Budget for FY2013-14 
Total $136,571 

D 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency Revised August 2013 
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City of Colfax 

RESOLUTION NO. 51-2013 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COLFAX AUTHORIZING THE 
CITY MANAGER TO FILE CLAIMS OR EXECUTE AGREEMENTS FOR: 

• LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT OF $85,968 FOR STREETS 
AND ROADS PURPOSES (ARTICLE 8 -SECTION 99400 OF THE CALIFORNIA 

PUBLIC UTILITIES CODE), 
• LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS OF $5,989 FOR TRANSIT 

SERVICES(ARTICLE 8C, SECTION 99400C OF THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC 
UTILITIES CODE), AND 

• STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT OF $6,886 FOR 
CONTRACTED TRANSIT SERVICES (SECTION 99313 OF THE CALIFORNIA 

PUBLIC UTILITIES CODE, CHAPTER 4, ARTICLE6.5) 

Title 21, Chapter 3 of the California Administrative Code establishes procedures for applying for Local 
Transportation Funds; and 

The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency is authorized to receive and approve all claims for 
Local Transportation Funds and State Transit Assistance Funds. 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Colfax as 
follows: 

1. The foregoing recitals are true and correct statements of fact and are incorporated by reference into 
this resolution. 

2. The City Manager is authorized to submit claims to the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency for the City of Colfax's Article 8 Local Transportation Funds and State Transit Assistance 
Funds. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 11th day ofDecember, 2013, by the City Council ofthe City of Colfax, 
by the following roll call vote: 

AYES: Council members Hesch, Douglass, Parnham, McKinney and Mayor Barkle 
NOES: 
ABSTAIN: 
ABSENT: 

ATTEST: 

Karen Pierce, City Clerk 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

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

RESOLUTION NO. 14-04 

39 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
at a regular meeting held January 22, 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. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Agency has reviewed the claim and has made 
the following allocations from the 2013/14 fiscal year funds. 

1. 

2. 

To the City of Colfax for projects conforming to 
Article 8(a) of the Act: 

To the City of Colfax for projects conforming to 
Article 8( c) of the Act: 

$85,968 

$ 5,989 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that allocation instructions are hereby approved for the County 
Auditor to pay the claimants. Claimant must submit a complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 2013, prior to issuance of said instructions to the County Auditor to 
pay the claimant. 

------~---~~-~ 



TO: 

FROM: 

CLAIM FOR STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

CLAIMANT: City of Colfax 

ADDRESS: PO Box 702, 33 S. Main Street 

Colfax, CA 95713 

CONTACT PERSON: Laurie Van Groningen 

Phone: 530-346-2313. Email: laurie.vangroningen@colfax-ca.gov 

The ________ ....:C....:ityt._:_of....:C::..::o....:lf.::...ax ________ hereby requests, in accordance with the State 

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

commencing with Section 6600, that this claim for State Transit Assistance be approved in the amount of 

... 6,886 , _______ _ for Fiscal Year ___ 20_1_3_/1_4 ___ , to be drawn from the State Transit Assistance 

fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer. 

When approved, this claim will be transmitted to the Placer County Auditor for payment. Approval of the claim and payment by the 
County Auditor to the applicant is subject to such monies being available for distribution, and to the provisions that such monies will 

be used only in accordance with the terms of the approved annual financial plan and budget. 

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: 

TITLE: 

DATE: 

(signature) 

APPLICANT 

BY: /~~ 
(signature) 

TITLE: 
City Manager 

DATE: 

40 
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TDA ANNUAL PROJECT AND FINANCIAL PLAN 

This form will show the planned expenditures of all TDA funds claimed for the fiscal year in addition to 

any TDA funds carried over from previous years. Briefly describe all operational, capital and/or streets 

and roads projects which will be funded by TDA moneys. Please show BOTH prior year TDA funds (if 

any) and current year TDA funds to be used, provide the total cost of each project, and indicate all 

other sources of funding associated with each project. For capital projects, the projects listed and their 

associated costs and funding sources should be consistent with the budget developed in the TDA Claim 

Worksheet completed for the submittal of this claim. The total project cost and total funding source(s) 

listed below should balance for each project. See attached sample plan for additional guidance. 

Claimant: _________ C_it..:..y_o_f_Co_l_fa_x _______ _ 

Fiscal Year: _________ 2_0_13_1_20_1_4 ________ _ 

Brief Project Description Project Cost . Source of Funding & 
Amount 

Public Transit with Placer County S 12,875 Placer County Transit Services STA Transit $6,886 
LTF Transit $5,989 

1/2 of contract- Placer County gets Total s 12,875 
FTA5311 

LTF $85,968 
TDA Streets and Roads- Roadway Streets and Roads $136,571 Gas Taxes $50,603 
maintenance, construction and related 
equipment. Total $136,571 

Adopted Budget for FY2013-14 

D 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency Revised August 2013 
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City of Colfax 

RESOLUTION NO. 51-2013 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COLFAX AUTHORIZING THE 
CITY MANAGER TO FILE CLAIMS OR EXECUTE AGREEMENTS FOR: 

• LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT OF $85,968 FOR STREETS 
AND ROADS PURPOSES (ARTICLE 8- SECTION 99400 OF THE CALIFORNIA 

PUBLIC UTILITIES CODE), 
• LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS OF $5,989 FOR TRANSIT 

SERVICES(ARTICLE 8C, SECTION 99400C OF THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC 
UTILITIES CODE), AND 

• STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT OF $6,886 FOR 
CONTRACTED TRANSIT SERVICES (SECTION 99313 OF THE CALIFORNIA 

PUBLIC UTILITIES CODE, CHAPTER 4, ARTICLE6.5) 

Title 21, Chapter 3 of the California Administrative Code establishes procedures for applying for Local 
Transportation Funds; and 

The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency is authorized to receive and approve all claims for 
Local Transportation Funds and State Transit Assistance Funds. 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Colfax as 
follows: 

1. The foregoing recitals are true and correct statements of fact and are incorporated by reference into 
this resolution. 

2. The City Manager is authorized to submit claims to the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency for the City of Colfax's Article 8 Local Transportation Funds and State Transit Assistance 
Funds. 

PASS ED AND ADOPTED, this 11th day of December, 2013, by the City Council of the City of Colfax, 
by the following roll call vote: 

AYES: Council members Hesch, Douglass, Parnham, McKinney and Mayor Barkle 
NOES: 
ABSTAIN: 
ABSENT: 

ATTEST: 

I~ 
Karen Pierce, City Clerk 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

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

RESOLUTION NO. 14-05 

43 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
at a regular meeting held January 22, 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 of the State of California, Business and Transportation Agency, as the transportation 
planning agency for Placer County excluding that portion of the County in the Lake Tahoe Basin, 
pursuant to the provisions of the Transportation Development Act of 1971, Chapter 1400, Statutes 
of 1971; and Chapters 161 and 1002, Statutes of 1990; and Chapters 321 and 322, Statutes of 
1982;and 

WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency, under 
the provisions of the Act, to review transportation claims and to make allocations of money from 
the State Transit Assistance Fund based on the claims; and 

WHEREAS, the Auditor of each county is required to pay monies in the fund to the claimants 
pursuant to allocation instructions received from the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency; and 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has reviewed the claim for funds 
established to be available in the State Transit Assistance fund of Placer County and has made the 
following findings and allocations: 

1. The claimant's proposed expenditures are in conformity with the Regional Transportation 
Plan. 
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2. The level of passenger fares and charges is sufficient to enable the operator or transit 

service claimant to meet the fare revenue requirements of Public Utilities Code Sections 
99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, 99268.5, and 99268.9, as they may be applicable to the 
claimant. 

3. The claimant is making full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass 
Transportation Act of 1964, as amended. 

4. The sum of the claimant's allocations from the State Transit Assistance Fund and from the 
Local Transportation Fund does not exceed the amount the claimant is eligible to receive 
during the fiscal year. 

5. Priority consideration has been given to claims to offset reductions in federal operating 
assistance and the unanticipated increase in the cost of fuel, to enhance existing public 
transportation services, and to meet high priority regional, countywide, or areawide public 
transportation needs. 

6. The regional entity may allocate funds to an operator for the purposes specified in Section 
6730 only if, in the resolution allocating the funds, it also finds the following: 

a) The operator has made a reasonable effort to implement the productivity 
improvements recommended pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 99244. 
This finding shall make specific reference to the improvements recommended and 
to the efforts made by the operator to implement them. 

b) For an allocation made to an operator for its operating cost, the operator is not 
precluded by any contract entered into on or after June 28, 1979, from employment 
of part-time drivers or from contracting with common carriers of persons operating 
under a franchise or license. 

c) A certification by the Department of the California Highway Patrol verifying that 
the operator is in compliance with Section 1808.1 of the Vehicle Code, as required 
in Public Utilities Code Section 99251. The certification shall have been 
completed within the last 13 months, prior to filing claims. 

d) The operator is in compliance with the eligibility requirements of Public Utilities 
Code Section 99314.6. 

Allocation to the City of Colfax of $6,886 in State Transit Assistance Funds (PUC 99313) for 
transit purposes. 

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

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the claimant be notified of the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency's action on their claim. . 

--------·-·------ -----------·----- ·--·-- ·-----·-·----



TO: 

FROM: 

CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 
STREETS & ROADS PURPOSES 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

CLAIMANT: Town of Loomis 

ADDRESS: PO Box 1330 

Loomis, CA 95650 

CONTACT PERSON: Roger Carroll 

Phone: 916-652-1840 Email: rcarroll@loomis.ca.gov 

The Town of Loomis hereby requests, in accordance with the State of 

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

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

___ 2_01_3_/1_4 ___ , for street and road purposes (P.U.C. 99400a) in the amount of$ 249,167 

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

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

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: 

TITLE: 

DATE: 

APPLICANT 

BY: 
(signature) 

TITLE: 
Town Manager 

DATE: 
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CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 
TRANSIT PURPOSES 

TO: 

FROM: 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

CLAIMANT: Town of Loomis 

ADDRESS: PO Box 1330 

Loomis, CA 95650 

CONTACT PERSON: Roger Carroll 

Phone: 916-652-1840 Email: rcarroll@loomis.ca.gov 

The Town of Loomis hereby requests, in accordance with the State of 

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

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

Year ___ 2_0_1.....:.3/_14 ___ , in the following amounts for the following purposes to be drawn from the Local 

Transportation Fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer: 

P.U.C. 99260a, Article 4, Transit Operations/Capital: $ ______ _ 

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

P.U.C. 99400c, Article 8c, Contracted Transit Services: $ 54,026 

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: 

TITLE: 

DATE: 

APPLICANT 

BY: 

(signature) 

TITLE: 
Town Manager 

DATE: 
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TDA ANNUAL PROJECT AND FINANCIAL PLAN 

This form will show the planned expenditures of all TDA funds claimed for the fiscal year in addition to 

any TDA funds carried over from previous years. Briefly describe all operational, capital and/or streets 
and roads projects which will be funded by TDA moneys. Please show BOTH prior year TDA funds (if 

any) and current year TDA funds to be used, provide the total cost of each project, and indicate all 

other sources of funding associated with each project. For capital projects, the projects listed and their 

associated costs and funding sources should be consistent with the budget developed in the TDA Claim 

Worksheet completed for the submittal of this claim. The total project cost and total funding source(s) 

listed below should balance for each project. See attached sample plan for additional guidance. 

Claimant: ________ T_o_w_n:.....o_f_Lo_o_m_i_s _______ _ 

Fiscal Year: _________ 2_0_13_/2_0_1_4 _______ _ 

Brief Project Description Project Cost Source of Funding & 
Amount 

STAF $22,723 
L TF Transit $54,026 

Transit Operation $77,166 Interest $ 417 

L TF Streets and Roads $249,167 
Highway Users Taxes $201,522 

Other Grants $122,000 
Interest $ 854 

Streets and Roads Maintenance $1,170,669 Fund transfers $597,126 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency Revised August 20 73 
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TOWN OF LOOMIS 

RESOLUTION NO. 13- 24 

A RESOLUTION OF THE TOWN COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF LOOMIS 
AUTHORIZING SUBMITTAL OF CLAIMS FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION 
FUNDS AND STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS AND AUTHORIZING 

THE TOWN MANAGER TO EXECUTE 

WHEREAS, funds are available through Local Transportation Funds and State 
Transit Assistance funds for street and road purposes and transit purposes are 
available; and 

WHEREAS, it is necessary to file appropriate claim forms to receive these funds; 
and 

WHEREAS, the Town of Loomis desires to utilize these funds; 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED that the Town Council of the 
Town of Loomis does hereby declare as follows: 

The Town Manager is hereby authorized and directed to execute the claim forms for: 

$ 249, 167 TDA Article Ba (streets and roads) 
$ 54,026 TDA Article Be (transportation contract) 
$ 22,723 STAF (transportation contract) 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 1ih day of November, 2013 by the following vote: 

AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 

ATTEST: 

Black, Calvert, Morillas, Ucovich, Wheeler 
None 
None 
None 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS TO 
THE TOWN OF LOOMIS 

RESOLUTION NO. 14-06 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency at 
a regular meeting held January 22,2014 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. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Agency has reviewed the claim and has made 
the following allocations from the 2013/14 fiscal year funds. 

1. 

2. 

To the Town of Loomis for projects conforming to 
Article 8(a) of the Act: 

To the Town of Loomis for projects conforming to 
Article 8( c) of the Act: 

$249,167 

$ 54,026 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that allocation instructions are hereby approved for the County 
Auditor to pay the claimants. Claimant must submit a complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 2013, prior to issuance of said instructions to the County Auditor to 
pay the claimant. 
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TO: 

FROM: 

CLAIM FOR STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

CLAIMANT: Town of Loomis 

ADDRESS: PO Box 1330 

Loomis, CA 95650 

CONTACT PERSON: Roger Carroll 

Phone: 916-652-1840 Email: rcarroll@loomis.ca.gov 

The Town of Loomis hereby requests, in accordance with the State 

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

commencing with Section 6600, that this claim for State Transit Assistance be approved in the amount of 

$ 22,723 __ ____;_ __ _ for Fiscal Year ___ 2_0_1_3/_14 ___ , to be drawn from the State Transit Assistance 

fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer. 

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

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: 

TITLE: 

DATE: 

(signature) 

APPLICANT 

BY: 
(signature) 

TITLE: 
Town Manager 

DATE: 
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TDA ANNUAL PROJECT AND FINANCIAL PLAN 

This form will show the planned expenditures of all TDA funds claimed for the fiscal year in addition to 
any TDA funds carried over from previous years. Briefly describe all operational, capital and/or streets 
and roads projects which will be funded by TDA moneys. Please show BOTH prior year TDA funds (if 
any) and current year TDA funds to be used, provide the total cost of each project, and indicate all 
other sources of funding associated with each project. For capital projects, the projects listed and their 
associated costs and funding sources should be consistent with the budget developed in the TDA Claim 
Worksheet completed for the submittal of this claim. The total project cost and total funding source(s) 
listed below should balance for each project. See attached sample plan for additional guidance. 

Claimant: ________ T_o_w_n_o_f_Lo_o_m_is _______ _ 

Fiscal Year: _________ 2_01_3_/2_0_1_4 ________ _ 

Brief Project Description Project Cost Source of Funding & 
Amount 

STAF $22,723 
L TF Transit $54,026 

Transit Operation $77,166 Interest $ 417 

LTF Streets and Roads $249,167 
Highway Users Taxes $201,522 

Other Grants $122,000 
Interest $ 854 

Streets and Roads Maintenance $1,170,669 Fund transfers $597,126 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency Revised August 20 73 
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TOWN OF LOOMIS 

RESOLUTION NO. 13-24 

A RESOLUTION OF THE TOWN COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF LOOMIS 
AUTHORIZING SUBMITTAL OF CLAIMS FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION 
FUNDS AND STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS AND AUTHORIZING 

THE TOWN MANAGER TO EXECUTE 

WHEREAS, funds are available through Local Transportation Funds and State 
Transit Assistance funds for street and road purposes and transit purposes are 
available; and 

WHEREAS, it is necessary to file appropriate claim forms to receive these funds; 
and 

WHEREAS, the Town of Loomis desires to utilize these funds; 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED that the Town Council of the 
Town of Loomis does hereby declare as follows: 

The Town Manager is hereby authorized and directed to execute the claim forms for: 

$ 249,167 TDA Article Sa (streets and roads) 
$ 54,026 TDA Article 8c (transportation contract) 
$ 22,723 STAF (transportation contract) 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 12th day of November, 2013 by the following vote: 

AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 

ATTEST: 

Black, Calvert, Morillas, Ucovich, Wheeler 
None 
None 
None 

/JM~ 
Town Clerk 

~~-~-~--~--- ~~--~--~~~~~--~-
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

INTHEMATTEROF: ALLOCATIONOF 
STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS TO 
THE TOWN OF LOOMIS 

RESOLUTION NO. 14-07 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency at 
a regular meeting held January 22, 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 of the State of California, Business and Transportation Agency, as the transportation 
planning agency for Placer County excluding that portion of the County in the Lake Tahoe Basin, 
pursuant to the provisions of the Transportation Development Act of 1971, Chapter 1400, Statutes 
of 1971; and Chapters 161 and 1002, Statutes of 1990; and Chapters 321 and 322, Statutes of 1982; 
and 

WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency, under the 
provisions of the Act, to review transportation claims and to make· allocations of money from the 
State Transit Assistance Fund based on the claims; and 

WHEREAS, the Auditor of each county is required to pay monies in the fund to the claimants 
pursuant to allocation instructions received from the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency; and 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has reviewed the claim for funds 
established to be available in the State Transit Assistance fund of Placer County and has made the 
following findings and allocations: 

1. The claimant's proposed expenditures are in conformity with the Regional Transportation 
Plan. 
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2. The level of passenger fares and charges is sufficient to enable the operator or transit service 
claimant to meet the fare revenue requirements of Public Utilities Code Sections 99268.2, 
99268.3, 99268.4, 99268.5, and 99268.9, as they may be applicable to the claimant. 

3. The claimant is making full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass 
Transportation Act of 1964, as amended. 

4. The sum of the claimant's allocations from the State Transit Assistance Fund and from the 
Local Transportation Fund does not exceed the amount the claimant is eligible to receive 
during the fiscal year. 

5. Priority consideration has been given to claims to offset reductions in federal operating 
assistance and the unanticipated increase in the cost of fuel, to enhance existing public 
transportation services, and to meet high priority regional, countywide, or areawide public 
transportation needs. 

6. The regional entity may allocate funds to an operator for the purposes specified in Section 
6730 only if, in the resolution allocating the funds, it also finds the following: 

a) The operator has made a reasonable effort to implement the productivity 
improvements recommended pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 99244. This 
finding shall make specific reference to the improvements recommended and to the 
efforts made by the operator to implement them. 

b) For an allocation made to an operator for its operating cost, the operator is not 
precluded by any contract entered into on or after June 28, 1979, from employment 
of part-time drivers or from contracting with common carriers of persons operating 
under a franchise or license. 

c) A certification by the Department of the California Highway Patrol verifying that 
the operator is in compliance with Section 1808.1 of the Vehicle Code, as required 
in Public Utilities Code Section 99251. The certification shall have been completed 
within the last 13 months, prior to filing claims. 

d) The operator is in compliance with the eligibility requirements of Public Utilities 
Code Section 99314.6. 

Allocation to the Town of Loomis of$22,723 in State Transit Assistance Funds (PUC 99313) for 
transit purposes. 

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

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the claimant be notified of the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency's action on their claim. 
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TO: 

FROM: 

CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 
STREETS & ROADS PURPOSES 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

CLAIMANT: City of Roseville 

ADDRESS: 401 Vernon Street 

Roseville, CA 95678 . 

CONTACT PERSON: Mike Wixon, Alternative Transportation Manager 

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

The ________ C'....,Ity'-o_f_R_os_e_vi_lle ________ hereby requests, in accordance with the State of 

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

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

___ 2_:.0..;..:13;.:../1.;_4 ___ , for street and road purposes (P.U.C. 99400a) in the amount of$ 2,287,404 

to be drawn from the local Transportation Fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer: 

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

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: 

TITLE: 

DATE: 

(signature) 

APPLICANT 

BY: 
(signature) 

TITLE: 
City Manager 

DATE: 
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TO: 

FROM: 

CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 
TRANSIT PURPOSES 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

CLAIMANT: City of Roseville 

ADDRESS: 401 Vernon Street 

Roseville, CA 95678 

CONTACT PERSON: Mike Wixon, Alternative Transportation Manager 

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

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

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

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

Year ~--20_1_3/:.....:1....;.4 ___ , 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: $ 3,476,551 ___ ___::____:_____ 

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

P.U.C. 99400c, Article 8c, Contracted Transit Services: $ _____ _ 

C.C.R. 6648, Capital Reserve: S-----~ 
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: 

TITLE: 

DATE: 

(signature) 

APPLICANT 

BY: 
(signature) 

TITLE: 
City Manager 

DATE: 
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TDA ANNUAL PROJECT AND FINANCIAL PLAN 

This form will show the planned expenditures of all TDA funds claimed for the fiscal year in addition to 
any TDA funds carried over from previous years. Briefly describe all operational, capital and/or streets 
and roads projects which will be funded by TDA moneys. Please show BOTH prior year TDA funds (if 
any) and current year TDA funds to be used, provide the total cost of each project, and indicate all 
other sources of funding associated with each project. For capital projects, the projects listed and their 
associated costs and funding sources should be consistent with the budget developed in the TDA Claim 
Worksheet completed for the submittal of this claim. The total project cost and total funding source(s) 
listed below should balance for each project. See attached sample plan for additional guidance. 

Claimant: ________ Ci_.:.ty_o_f_Ro_s_ev_i_lle _______ _ 

Fiscal Year: _________ 2_0_13_/2_0_1_4 _______ _ 

Brief Project Description Project Cost Source of Funding & 
Amount 

TRANSIT OPERATIONS: Transit Operations Fare Revenue $978,000 
Interest Earnings $41,606 
Advertising/Other $164,700 
Carryover from FY13 $453,013 
STA Transit-FY14 $49o,4oa· 
L TF Article 4-FY14 $3,476,551 

; 

TOTAL: $5,604,278 TOTAL: $5,604,278 

MAJOR TRANSIT CAPITAL Vehicles $3,206,000 Grants $1,980,000 
PROJECTS: Facility Construction $4,988,691 Unearned Revenue $8,868,281 

Capital Equipment $845,821 L TF Article 4-FY13 $1,406,283 . 
Capital & Operating $3,214,052 
Reserve 

TOTAL: $12,254,564 TOTAL: $12,254,564· 
D ··. 

STREETS & ROADS: TSM & Bikeway Programs $815,929 LTF Article 8-FY14 $2,287,404 
Maintenance $1,817,645 L TF Article 8-FY13 $466,170 
ROW Acquisition $120,000 

TOTAL: $2,753,574 TOTAL: $2,753,574 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency Revised August 20 7 3 
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• 

• 

• 

RESOLUTION NO. 14-13 

APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF THE 2013-2014 
TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT CLAIMS TO THE PLACER COUNTY 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

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

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

NOW. THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of 
Roseville hereby authorizes and directs the City Manager to execute the 2013-2014 
Transportation Development Act Claims to the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
as follows: 

1. Local Transportation Funds for transit purposes as authorized by Article 4, 
commencing with Section 99260 of the California Public Utilities Code and for streets and 
roads purposes authorized by Article 8, conunencing with Section 99400 of the California 
Public Utilities Code, in an aggregate amount not to exceed $5,763,955 . 

2. State Transit Assistance Funds for transit operations, as authorized by Section 
99313 and Section 99314 of the California Public Utilities Code, Chapter 4, Article 6.5, in an 
aggregate amount not to exceed $490,408. · 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Roseville this _ day of 
----------· 20_, by the following vote on roll call: 

AYES 

NOES 

ABSENT 

ATTEST: 

COUNCILMEMBERS: 

COUNCILMEMBERS: 

COUNCILMEMBERS: 

Ctty Clerk 

MAYOR 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

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

RESOLUTION NO. 14-08 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency at 
a regular meeting held January 22,2014 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. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Agency has reviewed the claim and has made 
the following allocations from the 2013/14 fiscal year funds. 

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

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

$ 3,476,551 

$ 2,287,404 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that allocation instructions are hereby approved for the County 
Auditor to pay the claimants. Claimant must submit a complete Fiscal and Compliance Audit for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 2013, prior to issuance of said instructions to the County Auditor to 
pay the claimant. 
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TO: 

FROM: 

CLAIM FOR STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

CLAIMANT: City of Roseville 

ADDRESS: 401 Vernon Street 

Roseville, CA 95678 

CONTACT PERSON: Mike Wixon, Alternative Transportation Manager 

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

The ________ C_i..Lty-'-o_f,....Ro_s_ev_i~lle~----~~- hereby requests, in accordance with the State 

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

commencing with Section 6600, that this claim for State Transit Assistance be approved in the amount of 

$ 490,408 
-~~.:..;..;.....~~ for Fiscal Year ___ 2_0_13_/~14 ___ , to be drawn from the State Transit Assistance 

fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer. 

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

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: 

TITLE: 

DATE: 

(signature) 

APPLICANT 

BY: 
(signature) 

TITLE: 
City Manager 

DATE: 
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TDA ANNUAL PROJECT AND FINANCIAL PLAN 

This form will show the planned expenditures of all TDA funds claimed for the fiscal year in addition to 

any TDA funds carried over from previous years. Briefly describe all operational, capital and/or streets 

and roads projects which will be funded by TDA moneys. Please show BOTH prior year TDA funds (if 

any) and current year TDA funds to be used, provide the total cost of each project, and indicate all 

other sources of funding associated with each project. For capital projects, the projects listed and their 

associated costs and funding sources should be consistent with the budget developed in the TDA Claim 

Worksheet completed for the submittal of this claim. The total project cost and total funding source(s) 

listed below should balance for each project. See attached sample plan for additional guidance. 

Claimant: ________ Ci....:.ty_o_f_Ro_s_ev_il_le _______ _ 

Fiscal Year: _________ 2_0_13_12_0_1_4 _______ _ 

Brief Project DescriRtion Project Cost Source of Funding & 
Amount 

TRANSIT OPERATIONS: Transit Operations Fare Revenue $978,000 
Interest Earnings $41,606 
Advertising/Other $164,700 
Carryover from FY13 $453,013. 
STA Transit-FY14 $49o,4oa· 
LTF Article 4-FY14 $3,476,551 

; 

TOTAL: $5,604,278 TOTAL: $5,604,278 

MAJOR TRANSIT CAPITAL Vehicles $3,206,000 Grants $1,980,000 
PROJECTS: Facility Construction $4,988,691 Unearned Revenue $8,868,281 

Capital Equipment $845,821 L TF Article 4-FY13 $1 ,406,283 . 
Capital & Operating $3,214,052 
Reserve 

.... ,. 

'·" ·' 

TOTAL: $12,254,564 TOTAL: $12,254,564· 
a .. 

·' 

STREETS & ROADS: TSM & Bikeway Programs $815,929 LTF Article 8-FY14 $2,287,404 
Maintenance $1,817,645 L TF Article 8-FY13 $466,170 
ROW Acquisition $120,000 

TOTAL: $2,753,574 TOTAL: $2,753,574 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency Revised August 20 7 3 
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• 

• 

• 

RESOLUTION NO. 14-13 

APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF THE 2013-2014 
TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT CLAIMS TO THE PLACER COUNTY 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

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

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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of 
Roseville hereby authorizes and directs the City Manager to execute the 2013-2014 
Transportation Development Act Claims to the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
as follows: 

1. Local Transportation Funds for transit purposes as authorized by Article 4, 
commencing with Section 99260 of the California Public Utilities Code and for streets and 
roads purposes authorized by Article 8, commencing with Section 99400 of the California 
Public Utilities Code, in an aggregate amount not to exceed $5,763,955 . 

2. State Transit Assistance Funds for transit operations, as authorized by Section 
99313 and Section 99314 of the California Public Utilities Code, Chapter 4, Article 6.5, in an 
aggregate amount not to exceed $490,408. ' 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Roseville this _ day of 
----------• 20_, by the following vote on roll call: · 

AYES 

NOES 
ABSENT 

ATTEST: 

COUNCILMEMBERS: 
COUNCILMEMBERS: 

COUNCILMEMBERS: 

City Clerk 

MAYOR 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

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

RESOLUTION NO. 14-09 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency at 
a regular meeting held January 22, 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 of the State of California, Business and Transportation Agency, as the transportation 
planning agency for Placer County excluding that portion of the County in the Lake Tahoe Basin, 
pursuant to the provisions of the Transportation Development Act of 1971, Chapter 1400, Statutes 
of 1971; and Chapters 161 and 1002, Statutes of 1990; and Chapters 321 and 322, Statutes of 1982; 
and 

WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency, under the 
provisions of the Act, to review transportation claims and to make allocations of money from the 
State Transit Assistance Fund based on the claims; and 

WHEREAS, the Auditor of each county is required to pay monies in the fund to the claimants 
pursuant to allocation instructions received from the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency; and 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has reviewed the claim for funds 
established to be available in the State Transit Assistance fund of Placer County and has made the 
following findings and allocations: 

1. The claimant's proposed expenditures are in conformity with the Regional TranSportation 
Plan. 

63 



2. The level of passenger fares and charges is sufficient to enable the operator or transit service 
claimant to meet the fare revenue requirements of Public Utilities Code Sections 99268.2, 
99268.3, 99268.4, 99268.5, and 99268.9, as they may be applicable to the claimant. 

3. The claimant is making full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass 
Transportation Act of 1964, as amended. 

4. The sum of the claimant's allocations from the State Transit Assistance Fund and from the 
Local Transportation Fund does not exceed the amount the claimant is eligible to receive 
during the fiscal year. 

5. Priority consideration has been given to claims to offset reductions in federal operating 
assistance and the unanticipated increase in the cost of fuel, to enhance existing public 
transportation services, and to meet high priority regional, countywide, or areawide public 
transportation needs. 

6. The regional entity may allocate funds to an operator for the purposes specified in Section 
6730 only if, in the resolution allocating the funds, it also finds the following: 

a) The operator has made a reasonable effort to implement the productivity 
improvements recommended pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 99244. This 
finding shall make specific reference to the improvements recommended and to the 
efforts made by the operator to implement them. 

b) For an allocation made to an operator for its operating cost, the operator is not 
precluded by any contract entered into on or after June 28, 1979, from employment 
of part-time drivers or from contracting with common carriers of persons operating 
under a franchise or license. 

c) A certification by the Department of the California Highway Patrol verifying that 
the operator is in compliance with Section 1808.1 of the Vehicle Code, as required 
in Public Utilities Code Section 99251. The certification shall have been completed 
within the last 13 months, prior to filing claims. 

d) The operator is in compliance with the eligibility requirements of Public Utilities 
Code Section 99314.6. 

Allocation to the City of Roseville of$490,408 in State Transit Assistance Funds (PUC 99313 and 
PUC 99314) for transit purposes. 

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

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the claimant be notified of the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency's action on their claim. 
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PLACER COUNTY 
AIRPORT LAND USE 
COMMISSION 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: PCALUC Board of Directors DATE: January 7, 2014 

FROM: 'David Melko, Senior Transportation Pla~11tf . u~ 
SUBJECT: PUBLIC HEARING: NEGATIVE DECLARATIONS NITIAL STUDIES 

AND AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBILITY PLANS FOR AUBURN 
MUNICIPAL, BLUE CANYON AND LINCOLN REGIONAL AIRPORTS 

ACTION REQUESTED 
Conduct a public hearing to obtain input on the draft Negative Declarations/Initial Studies and 
Airport Land Use Compatibility Plans for Auburn Municipal, Blue Canyon and Lincoln 
Regional Airports. 

BACKGROUND 
Since it's designation in 1997, PCTPA serves as the designated Airport Land Use Commission 
(ALUC) for Placer County. An ALUC has two primary functions under State law: 

• Adoption of land use standards that minimize the public's exposure to safety hazards and 
excessive levels of noise; and 

• Prevent encroachment of incompatible land uses around public-use airports. 

An ALUC accomplishes these functions by: 
• Preparing an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) for the area around each 

public-use airport; and 
• Reviewing proposed projects within the airport influence area for their compatibility with 

theALUCP. 

Placer County has three public-use airports: Auburn Municipal, Lincoln Regional and an 
emergency airstrip at Blue Canyon. The current ALUCP for the three airports was adopted on 
October 25, 2000. 

Both the Auburn Municipal Airport and Lincoln Regional Airport have completed Airport 
Master Plan updates in 2007. These changes, along with a comprehensive update to the 
California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook in 2011, necessitated an update to the ALUCP. 
PCTP A secured a grant from the Caltrans Division of Aeronautics for the ALUCP update. A 
consultant contract was awarded to Mead & Hunt, and work commenced in July 2012. Adoption 
of the ALUCP and certification of environmental documents is anticipated to occur at the 
February 2014 Board meeting. 

DISCUSSION 
Proposed Project 
The proposed project is the adoption of an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP), 
which contains individual ALUCPs for Auburn Municipal, Blue Canyon and Lincoln Regional 
Airports. The proposed project will replace the existing ALUCP adopted by the ALUC on 

299 Nevada Street· Auburn, CA 95603 • (530) 823-4030 ·FAX 823-4036 
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October 25, 2000. A copy ofthe proposed ALUCP is presented as Attachment 1 under separate 
cover for Commission review. 

The purpose of the ALUCP is to promote compatibility between proposed development near 
Auburn Municipal, Blue Canyon, and Lincoln Regional Airports and the aircraft operations at 
those airports. It serves as the primary tool for the ALUC to review proposed projects and 
activities within an airport influence area, which is defined as land within the airport vicinity that 
would be affected by noise, safety, airspace protection and overflight effects of aircraft 
operations. The ALUCP includes recommended limitations and conditions on future 
development within airport influence areas. 

Public Outreach 
Public outreach during the ALUCP Update has been extensive. Public workshops were held at 
the September 2012 and August 2013 Board meetings, and well-attended workshops were held 
in Auburn and Lincoln during summer 2013. Staff also provided updates to each airport's pilot 
association, and met one-on-one with numerous stakeholders during the course of the update 
process. Further, draft documents were posted on PCTPA's website and their availability 
communicated to interested stakeholders for review and comment. It should be noted that many 
issues raised by stakeholders have been addressed in the draft plans before the Board today. 

The ALUC publicly released on December 16, 2013 the draft Negative Declarations/Initial 
Studies and Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan for Auburn Municipal, Blue Canyon and 
Lincoln Regional Airports for a 45-day review period. Written comments are due by January 31, 
2014. All comments received will be responded to by staff. Attachment 2 presents comments 
received to date. 

Copies of the complete documents or select chapters can be downloaded at www.pctpa.net and 
are available for review at the Auburn-Placer Library, the ALUC offices, and the planning 
departments at Placer County and Cities of Auburn and Lincoln. 

Following the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), public notices 
were mailed to all property owners within each airport influence area and legal notices on the 
public hearing and document availability were placed in the local newspapers, on the PCTP A 
website (www.pctpa.net), and made available to all interested ALUCP stakeholders. Attachment 
3 presents the notice distributed to the public. 

Summary of Potential Impacts 
The ALUCP is considered a regulatory document which guides compatibility by limiting 
density, intensity and height of future land use to ensure safety of surrounding residents and 
employees and aircraft operations. Neither the ALUCP nor the ALUC have authority over 
existing land uses or airport operations. The ALUCP does the ALUCP propose any airport or 
land use development, nor will implementation by local agencies lead directly or indirectly to 
development or other physical changes to the environment. 

The ALUCP may indirectly influence future land uses in the vicinity of each airport by enabling 
development in some locations and constraining it in other locations within the airport influence 
area. However, the ALUCP will not increase levels of development above those projected in 

66 



Placer County Airport Land Use Commission 
PUBLIC HEARING: NEGATIVE DECLARATIONS/INITIAL STUDIES AND 
ALUC COMPATIBILITY PLANS 
January 2014 
Page3 

local plans. Environmental impacts of development proposed by local plans have been analyzed 
in prior certified environmental documentation, and Placer County and the Cities of Auburn and 
Lincoln have adopted policies and/or mitigation measures that would reduce these impacts. 

No direct conflicts between the ALUCP and the general plans for Placer County and the Cities of 
Auburn and Lincoln were identified. Each jurisdiction is expected to incorporate criteria and 
policies from the ALUCP into its general plan and zoning ordinances to ensure that future land 
use development will be compatible with each airport's operations or take certain steps to 
overrule the ALUC. Further, any future development proposals would be subject to CEQA, 
ensuring that potential impacts are studied, disclosed, and mitigated where feasible. 

Implementation of the draft ALUCPs would result in the displacement ofhousing.units in the 
unincorporated area of Placer County. This displacement, however, would not affect the 
County's ability to fulfill its Regional Housing Needs Allocation requirement. 

Neither the adoption of the draft ALUCPs, nor its subsequent implementation by Placer County 
and the Cities of Auburn and Lincoln will lead directly or indirectly to development or to any 
physical change to the environment. As a result, no significant impacts to the environment or 
environmental resources were identified during the analysis performed for the Initial Studies, as 
presented as Attachments 4-6. 

CM:DM:ss 
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DOCUMENT AVAILABILITY 

 

Attachments 1 – 6, under Item G are available online at www.pctpa.net. 

Attachments available for review and download include: 

  Attachment 1:  Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUC) 

Attachment 2:  Comments Received to Date 

  Attachment 3:     Notice of Intent to Adopt ALUCP 

Attachments 4 – 6:  Negative Declarations for Auburn Municipal, Blue 

Canyon, and Lincoln Regional Airports, are available 

online at www.pctpa.net. 

 



PLACER COUNTY 
AIRPORT LAND USE 
COMMISSION 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: PCALUC Board of Directors DATE: January 8, 2014 

FROM: David Meii<O, Senior Transportation Plann;j;}tnd;l{e{/P -
SUBJECT: PROJECT REVIEW FEE SCHEDULE UPDATE 

ACTION REQUESTED 
Approve Resolution No. 14-01 updating the fee schedule for the Placer County Airport Land Use 
Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) project compatibility review. 

BACKGROUND 
Since 1997, PCTPA has been the designated Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) for Placer 
County. The primary responsibility of the ALUC is to protect the compatibility oflocal airports 
with the surrounding land uses, through the adoption and implementation of an Airport Land Use 
Compatibility Plan (ALUCP). That implementation includes review of project proposals for 
comp"liance with the ALUCP. 

Under State law, ALUCs are allowed to charge project proponents for the cost of project 
reviews. The fees cannot exceed the estimated reasonable cost of providing this service. An 
analysis of staff costs shown in Attachment 1 indicates that the cost of processing project review 
far exceeds the fees established in 1997. 

DISCUSSION 
On December 4, 2013 the ALUC held a public hearing regarding the proposed update of the 
ALUC fee schedule. Attachment 2 summarizes Boardmember questions and comments, and 
provides staff responses. To date, no public comments have been received regarding the 
proposed fee schedule. 

Staff is recommending the ALUC consider establishing a new fee schedule summarized as 
follows and included in Board resolution: 

• A nonrefundable fee schedule designed to recover the staff costs for project review. The 
proposed fee structure, which is based on average of actual staff costs, will cover the 
majority of the cost of providing reviews without overcharging project proponents .. 

• A Supplemental Deposit, which would be required if it is determined that staff needs 
technical assistance to complete the review. The needed technical assistance will be 
provided on a time and materials basis. 

• Review of the fee schedule every three years or upon recommendation of the ALUC 
Secretary (PCTPA Executive Director). 

The ALUCP and PCTP A TACs concur with the staff recommendation. 

The new ALUC fee schedule will be transmitted to the cities of Auburn and Lincoln and to 
Placer County and will become effective 60 days after Board adoption. 

CM:DM:ss 
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PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 

IN THE MATTER OF: RESOLUTION OF 
THE PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND 
USE COMMISSION ESTABLISHING A 
NEW FEE SCHEDULE 

RESOLUTION NO. 14-01 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Airport Land Use Commission 
at a regular meeting held January 22, 2014 by the following vote on roll call: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

Signed and approved by me after its passage 

Chair 
Placer County Airport Land Use Commission 

ALUC Secretary 

WHEREAS, California Government Code, Title 7.91, Section 67910, created the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency as the local area planning agency to provide regional 
transportation planning for the area of Placer County, exclusive of the Lake Tahoe Basin; and 

WHEREAS, California Government Code Section 29532.1(c) identifies Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency as the designated Regional Transportation Planning Agency for 
Placer County, exclusive of the Lake Tahoe Basin; and 

WHEREAS, Resolution No.97-10 designated Placer County Transportation Planning Agency as 
the Airport Land Use Commission for Placer County and established a fee structure at that time; 
and 

WHEREAS, California Public Utilities Code Section 21671.5(f) allows Airport Land Use 
Commissions to charge project proponents for the cost of project reviews conducted by the 
Commission; and 

WHEREAS, California Government Code Section 66016 requires that fees be based on studies 
that present a reasonable estimate of the costs of providing the service for which they are 
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charged and requires that information regarding a new fee or an increase in an existing fee be 
provided to interest parties upon request; and 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Airport Land Use Commission desires to update the existing fee 
schedule adopted in 1997 for the purposes of meeting Airport Land Use Commission operating 
expenses, and that a cost estimate study was prepared to determine the reasonable cost of 
providing services to ensure that the new fees represent a reasonable amount and do not exceed 
the cost of providing public services for which they are charged; and 

WHEREAS, California Government Code Section 66018(a) requires that a public hearing be 
held prior to adopting a new fee or approving an increase in an existing fee and in compliance 
thereof, timely notice was published in the Auburn Journal, the Colfax Record and the Lincoln 
Messenger and placed on PCTPA's website (www.pctpa.net) and also made available to all 
stakeholders who have expressed an interest in the ALUCP Update ten (10) days prior to the 
public hearing conducted by the Airport Land Use Commission on December 4, 2013; and 

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section 15061 (b) ( 1) provides for 
statutory exemptions from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) with Section 
15273(a) (1) indicating that CEQA does not apply to the establishment, modification, 
structuring, restructuring, or approval of rates, tolls, fares, or other charges by public agencies, 
which the public agency fmds are for the purpose of meeting operating expenses. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, the Placer County Airport Land Use Commission 
hereby finds and determines that: 
1. The existing fee structure established in Resolution No. 97-10 is repealed. 
2. The fee schedule shall be established as follows: 

Placer County Airport Land Use Commission Fee Schedule 
January 22, 2014 

Project Category Fee1 Supplemental Deposif 
Minor Project $250 Not Applicable 
Major Project $750 $2,500 
Mandato!)'_ Project3 $1,250 $2,500 
ALUC Appeals $100 Not Applicable 
1 The fee is the minimum charge and is non-refimdable. 
2 If it is determined that technical assistance is needed to complete the review, then the "Supplemental Deposit," 

must be deposited to proceed. After the project review is completed, the project proponent will either receive an 
invoice for an additional amount due or a refimd depending on the actual costs incurred. At the time the cost of 
the review reaches 80 percent of the deposited amount, the project proponent will be notified that additional 
payment may be required upon completion of the review. 

3 Fees for Mandatory Project review of local member agency _l)).anning documents would be waived. 

3. The fee schedule shall be reviewed every three years or upon recommendation of the ALUC 
Secretary and presented to the Airport Land Use Commission for action. 

4. The fee schedule is for the purpose of meeting operating expenses incurred by the Airport 
Land Use Commission in providing the referenced services. 
5. The fee schedule is statutorily exempt from environmental review because it does not meet 
the California Environmental Quality Act's definition of a project, and the ALUCSecretary 
is authorized to file a Notice of Exemption. 
6. The fee schedule shall become effective 60 days after Board adoption. 
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Agenda Item H 

Attachment 1 71 
Placer County ALUC Proposed Fee Schedule 

Introduction 
The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) was designated as the Placer 
County Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) in 1997. The ALUC has maintained the same fee 
schedule since that time. An analysis of costs has shown that the cost of processing an ALUC 
project review exceeds the fees established in 1997. Therefore, an increase in the fees is 
recommended. 

Background 
Public Utilities Code (Section 21671.5(f)) allows airport land use commissions to charge project 
proponents for the cost of project reviews conducted by. the Commission. The fees cannot 
exceed the estimated reasonable cost of providing the se ~1~~,: .. 

;.; ·1:-.</.-: 

The ALUC project review process may involve variov~l"ti~ks, i~~(i.l~~\rg, but not limited to: 
,, .... • .... .w 

• Review of development applications an~>environmental'>d~cuments as submitted by 
local agencies for airport land use con:~J:)~~l3iiity; 

• Determination of consistency; . ~(iti': 
• Coordination with developers, local agend~s11cstakehoJ'Qer groups, Division 

of Aeronautics; ;/;/ , '111\;:;P ,;! .. ~~~~,: 
• Amending the Airport Land Q§:~"~~mpatibility Pf~fi\a1i necessary; and 
• Duties as defined by State law~;:~·:.···\<:<>. · .. ~~~: 

'.%;_·~-.:. 

The existing fee schedul~,:~t~:~pt~d in 1991q~;pS foil 
• $35 for minor.p:~~}~~t~~y:;;t~;~/. ·· ... 
• $70 for largeri'"~·· · ., 

• $150 for subdiv 

The pro 
Placer County 
purpose of r ... ro"'!\11'> 

,:;·.-,·"·',', 

C~~ ·' '}jjs perter · 005 to the present have ranged from an 
--.;::_:)~!~\.\, . '· 

r f"V"' , rep res ., ,. hg a significant deficit in cost recovery. The 
·. ,}iL14 is approximately $1433 per review. 

~~tf:r~~\. 

La~·a·liiose Compatibility Plan Update recommends that the 
mission (ALUC) consider updating the fee schedule for the 
ucting ALUC project reviews. 

e schedules of El Dorado, Nevada County, and The Truckee 
Tahoe Airport Land Use Commission. 

Objective 
As allowed by State law, fees and deposits shall be established by the ALUC for the purpose of 
defraying costs associated with ALUC project reviews. 

Qe~el3eF i!9, i!Qla January 2014 Page 1 



Attachment 1: Placer County ALUC Proposed Fee Schedule 

Proposed Fee Update 
In order to develop a fee that covers the cost of providing reviews without overcharging project 
proponents, staff is recommending a fee schedule consisting of two components. 

The first component is a nonrefundable fee designed to cover the cost of staff time. The 
proposed fee amounts reflect an average hourly staff rate. Estimated staff time for Minor 
Projects is about three hours. Estimated staff time for Major Projects is about nine hours. 
Estimated staff time for Mandatory Projects is about 16 hours. Some Mandatory Projects, such 
as general plan housing elements, involve review of PCTPA member agency planning 
documents. It is proposed that fees for Mandatory Projects sponsored by a PCTPA member 
agency be waived by the Commission. 

If it is determined that staff needs technical assistance-to complete the review, then the second 
component of the fee, a ~~supplemental Deposit/. would be required to proceed. Once the 
~~supplemental Deposit" has been received fr0~fin file project proponent, the needed technical 
assistance will be provided on a time and materiaJs basis. ALUC staff wiitmonitor this additional 
review to keep the cost reasonable. After flle project review is com.pleted, the project 
proponent will either receive an invoice for an additional .. amount due or a refuoct depending on 
the actual costs incurred. At the time the cost of t\6e review reaches 80 percent of the 
deposited amount, the project proponent will be notifte:d that additional payment may be 
required upon completion of the ALUC pr(>jecf review. 

. ~ .. 

Staff recommends that the fe.E} schedule be.low b~ adopted for the ALUC and that the fee 
schedule be reviewed•:~.nnually or·upon recol'r\m~ntfation ofthe ALUC Secretary. The proposed 
fee schedule does not exc~ed the ffstimated rea:$pnable cost of providing the ALUC services . 

... 

Pl'ac~.r~Qunf\Oti~port Lan(!J:Use ijtmmission Fee Schedule 
<':> '··.· ~,llt®be~ ~9, iilij;~:J.~nuary 2014 

... ... Feef' Supplemental Deposif Pr~j~ct Category ·.> .. _c'. 

Minor Prole~t • •• ••••••••••••••• $250 Not Applicable 

Major Project ·.:!,, $750 $2,500 
Mandatory Project~ ~~- . ' $1,250 $2,500 
ALUC Appeals : .. < ;{C $:S9 $100 Not Applicable 
1 . • • . . ....... 
The fee is the minimum charg~a~;~dJs:non-refundable. 

2 If it is determined that technic4~~~sistance is needed to complete the review, then the "Supplemental Deposit," 
must be deposited to proceed. After the project review is completed, the project proponent will either receive 
an invoice for an additional amount due or a refund depending on the actual costs incurred. At the time the cost 
of the review reaches 80 percent of the deposited amount, the project proponent will be notified that additional 
payment may be required upon completion ofthe review. 

3 Fees for Mandatory Project review of local member agency planning documents would be waived. 

Fee Payment 
Fees must be paid at the time of the project submittal. 

Qetsl!eF ~9. ~Qll! January 2014 Page 2 
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Attachment 1: Placer County ALUC Proposed Fee Schedule 

Annual Fee Adjustment 
The fee schedule shall be reviewed !HHHHtlly every three years or upon recommendation of the 
ALUC Secretary, and presented to the ALUC Board for action. Within 15 days of Board action, 
the adopted fee schedule shall be posted at the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
(PCTPA) webpage www.pctpa.net and distributed to Placer County and the cities of Auburn and 
Lincoln. 

Project Category Definitions 
State law allows ALUCs to require local agencies to refer all actions, regulations, and permits 
involving land within an airport influence area to the ALUC for review. Projects subject to the 
provisions of the ALUCP are grouped into three broad categories, defined as follows: 

Mandatory Projects 
The ALUCP identifies actions that require mandatQry review, pursuar~t to State law. Mandatory 
Projects include General Plan Amendments, Zof)ing Amendments, Specific Plans, Special District 
Facility Master Plans, Building Code changes Jlf1d airport planning proj~~t~ (i.e., Airport Master 
Plans). For a complete list of Mandatory Projects refertp Policy 2.4.1 of the propo.ted ALUCP Update. 

Major Projects 
Major Projects are related to proposeddanc( wses for which compatibility with airport activity is 
a particular concern, but for which ALUCreview is not always mandatory under State law. For a 
complete list of Major Projects refer to Poli€y 2.5.2 afthe proposed ALUCP Update. 

Minor Projects 
Minor Projects are consld~red to ,~ncompass ~lhDse types of land use actions not defined as a 
Major or Mandatory Proje~, 

Referra.lt~rocess .· ·•··.· ...•. 
Until s~~tl time that th;e;<qUies ofAuburn and Lincoln and Placer County General Plans are 
determined:tp be consisterit V!(ith the~l;.l)CP all projects proposed within the Auburn Municipal, 
Blue Canyon, am<;! Lincoln Regio:l;!.al Airportlnfluence Areas shall be subject to an ALUC fee. 

<' '' 

After the cities of A4burn and til;):coln and Placer County General Plans are determined to be 
consistent with the A~j;J~P, vqlq,~tary referral of any proposed Minor or Major Projects within 
the Airport Influence Are~s. involving a question of compatibility with airport activities is 
considered optional. 

Prior to approving the types of actions that require mandatory review, the cities of Auburn and 
Lincoln and Placer County must refer the action to the ALUC for a determination of consistency. 

Effective Date 
The new ALUC fee structure would become effective GO days after Board adoption. 

QetebeF J9, JQB January 2014 Page3 
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Agenda Item H 7 4 
Attachment 2 

Summary of Boardmember Questions and Comments on the 
Proposed ALUCP Fee Schedule Update 

Question: Director Nesbitt asked how long it had been since San Joaquin COG and ElDorado 
CTC had updated their fee schedules. 

Staff Response: San Joaquin COG last updated their fee schedule in 1990; El Dorado 
CTC adopted its fee schedule on August 28, 2008. 

Question: Director Nesbitt asked about the typical review period for fee schedules. 
Staff Response: Staff proposes that the fee schedule be reviewed every three years or 

upon recommendation by the ALUC Secretary. 

Comment: Director Nesbitt and other Board members recommended the fee for appeals be 
established at $100. 

Staff Response: This recommendation has been incorporated into the proposed fee 
schedule. 

Question: Director Rohan asked if the staffhour recap could break out the staff hours related to 
appeals. 

Staff Response: The table below depicts staff hours for the five project reviews that 
were appealed between July 2005 and June 2012. 

Auburn Boys & Girls 
Oct-08 99 138 237 

Club 

Diesel Fueling Facility 
Nov-05 10 5 15 

at Lincoln Airport 

Dry Creek Industrial 
May-07 50 5 55 

Park Special Conditions 

Parkside Nazarene 
Sep-06 8 2 10 

Church 

Timberline at Auburn 
Dec-10 82 9 91 

Proposal 



TO: 

Western Placer Consolidated 
IIIII II P. Transportation .mfl' ServicesAgency 

WPCTSA Board of Directors 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: January 6, 2014 

FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Directo~ 
SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 

Below are the Consent Calendar items for the January 22, 2014 agenda for your review and 
action. 

1. FY 2010/11 Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency Funding 
Agreement for Projects Using Proposition 1B- Public Transit Modernization 
Improvement Service Efficiency Account CPTMISEA) Funds: Auburn Transit 
Improvement Project- $81,706 
On February 23, 2011, the PCTPA Board approved a jurisdiction allocation plan for the 
WPCTSA in the amount of$208,856 in PTMISEA regional funds for FY 2010/11. 
WPCTSA is the grant recipient for these State funds. The WPCTSA share of $81,706 
will pass through to the City of Auburn for the Auburn Transit Improvement Project. A 
Funding Agreement is needed with the City of Auburn to pass through the PTMISEA 
funds. WPCTSA will work closely with the City to ensure the smooth flow of the funds, 
completion of the project, and funding requirements are met. A copy of the Funding 
Agreement between WPCTSA and the City of Auburn is attached. Staff recommends 
Board approval. 

2. TDA Financial Audit 
Staff recommends acceptance of Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services 
Agency's TDA Financial Audit for fiscal year 2012/13. 

299 Nevada Street· Auburn, CA 95603 • {530) 823-4030 ·FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 
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Western Placer Consolidated 

····~ Transportation .lii!.l' Services Agency 

January 22, 2014 

KEITH NESBITI 
City of Auburn 

TONY HESCH 
City of Colfax 

STAN NADER 
City of Lincoln 

SANDRA CAL VERT 
Town of Loomis 

DIANA RUSLIN 
City of Rocklin 

SUSAN ROHAN 
City of Roseville 

JIM HOLMES 
KIRK UHLER 
Placer County 

RON TREABESS 
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Robert Richardson, City Manager 
City of Auburn 

Citizen Representative 

1225 Lincoln Way 
Auburn, CA 95603 

CELIA McADAM 
Executive Director 

SUBJECT: FUNDING AGREEMENT 14-01 BETWEEN THE CITY OF 
AUBURN AND THE WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED 
TRANSPORTATION SERVICES AGENCY FOR THE AUBURN 
TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

Dear Mr. Richardson: 

This letter, when countersigned, authorizes funding by the Western Placer Consolidated 
Transportation Services Agency (WPCTSA) for work to be performed by the City of 
Auburn for the Auburn Transit Improvement Project. 

1. Funding Agreement: This Funding Agreement is the statement of contract 
specific requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by the City of 
Auburn for the Auburn Transit Improvement Project. The Auburn Transit 
Improvement Project will be funded under the Public Transit Modernization 
Improvement Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) included in Proposition 
1B, the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality and Port Security Bond 
Act, approved by California voters in November 2006. The Western Placer 
Consolidated Transportation Services Community Transit Enhancement Project 
Public Transit Modernization Improvement Service Enhancement Account grant 
application for FY 2010/11 is incorporated by reference in this Funding 
Agreement. 

2. Term: City is to commence work immediately and shall be completed no later 
than December 31, 2014, according to the project schedule provided in Exhibit A: 
Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency PTMISEA FY 
2010/11 Auburn Transit Improvement Project. 

3. Scope of Services: City will perform the tasks to manage and construct the 
Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency PTMISEA FY 
2010/11 Auburn Transit Improvement Project as provided in Exhibit A. 

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



City of Auburn Funding Agreement 14-01 
January 22, 2014 
Page2 

4. Personnel: City will provide its own personnel to perform the work specified in Exhibit 
A: Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency PTMISEA FY 2010111 
Auburn Transit Improvement Project. City will also provide administrative support, 
management, and overhead expenses. 

5. Compensation: For services rendered, the City of Auburn will receive a sum not to 
exceed the amount of$81,706 (plus accrued interest) identified in Exhibit A: Western 
Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency PTMISEA FY 2010/11 Auburn 
Transit Improvement Project. Upon completion of the project, the City of Auburn shall 
submit one invoice for reimbursement. The invoice for payment shall reference the work 
completed and the hours and cost associated with each task. 

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

Celia McAdam, Executive Director Date 
Western Placer Consolidated Transportation 
Services Agency 

Robert Richardson, City Manager 
City of Auburn 

Date 

Exhibit A: Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency PTMISEA FY 
2010/11 Auburn Transit Improvement Project 

c: Megan Siren, City of Auburn 
David Melko, PCTP A 
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Exhibit A 
Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 
PTMISEA FY 2010/11 Auburn Transit Improvement Project 

1. Emergency Generator Corporation Yard 
Install an emergency generator at the Corporation Yard to provide continuous power 
supply for Auburn Transit operations. 

Construction Schedule: 
Award Purchase Project: April 2014 
Construction/Installation/Purchase: June- September 2014 
Project Close-Out: November 2014 
Project Complete: December 2014 

Cost Estimate: 
Construction Contract: 
Permits/Inspections/Staff: 
Total Project: 

Funding Available: 
2013/14 TSSDRA: 

Funding Required: 
$31,706 

$38,000 
$2,500 
$40,500 

2. Bus Stop Solar Lighting & Lighting Improvements 
Install solar lighting at 8-10 Auburn Transit shelters and other lighting improvements at 
two Auburn Transit shelters. 

Construction Schedule: 
Award Construction: 
Construction/Installation: 
Project Close-Out: 
Project Complete: 

Cost Estimate: 
Construction: 
Inspections/Staff: 
Total Project: 

Funding Required: 
$50,000 

March 2014 
April -June 2014 
August 2014 
September 2014 

$47,875 
$2,125 
$50,000 

Total PTMISEA Funding Required: 
$81,706 

January 2014 
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TO: 

FROM: 

PlACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

Board of Directors 
,/"""\ 

Celia McAdam, Executive Directo(.~V 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: January 8, 2014 

SUBJECT: FEDERAL LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM FOR 2014 

ACTION REQUESTED 
1) Adopt the Federal Legislative Program for 2014 as shown in Attachment 1. 
2) Direct staff and federal advocates to represent these positions, including travel to 

Washington DC in February. 

BACKGROUND 
Federal transportation bills fund a number of transportation programs here in California and in 
Placer County, including Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ), Regional Surface 
Transportation Program (RSTP), and most all of the funding for maintaining and addressing 
safety on the state and federal highway system. The most recent Federal transportation bill 
known as the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP 21) was passed in July 2012 
to continue transportation programs through September 30, 2014. While this latest bill did not 
provide any new funding nor provide earmarks, it did attempt to move towards greater flexibility 
by combining certain funding pots. 

DISCUSSION 
Staff recommends the Board adopt the policies and priorities as shown in the Federal Legislative 
Program for 2014, shown in Attachment 1. 

Funding Policy 
It should be noted that the program emphasizes the need to stabilize and properly fund the 
Highway Trust Fund. This is particularly important, as the Congressional Budget Office is 
currently projecting a shortfall of$8.7 billion in FY 2015 which, left unaided, will rise to $132.6 
billion in FY 2023. The key here is that absent fast action, existing Federal transportation 
programs that we are counting on for things like road maintenance and transit will have to be cut 
dramatically in FY 2015 and even further after that because there won't be the funds to pay the 
bills. Therefore, the first priority for our Federal legislative program is recommended to be the 
solvency of Federal transportation dollars. 

Reauthorization 
PCTP A has long been part of ongoing statewide coalition of transportation interests developing 
and advocating a set of principles for Federal transportation bill reauthorization. These 
principles include stabilized funding, increased local control, and streamlined approval 
processes, and have been a key to PCTPA's Federal Legislative Priorities for many years. 
MAP-21 is a short term bill set to expire in 2014, so reauthorization discussions are ongoing. 
Staff recommends these principles be reaffirmed as part of the 2014 Legislative Priorities. 
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Federal Discretionary Programs 
It is clear that traditional earmarks are not coming back anytime soon, but discretionary funding 
programs - if funded - remain in the mix. This creates the opportunity for important regional 
projects with ample transportation justification of need and strong support to attract money that 
may exist. 

There are two discretionary funding programs in MAP 21 under which projects can be 
designated. The Projects ofNational and Regional Significance program typically funds larger, 
multi-jurisdictional projects with larger dollar amounts; this was the source of the Federal 
funding for the I-80 Bottleneck project. The Transportation Investment Generating Economic 
Recovery (TIGER) program is targeted towards construction projects that will break ground 
within a year of award, focusing on projects of national significance, with emphasis on long-term 
outcomes and job creation, as well as innovation and strong partnerships. 

Notably, no funding for Projects ofNational and Regional Significance was included in MAP 21, 
and it was not even authorized for FY14. Likewise, the TIGER program has gone through 5 
cycles, although no funding has been allocated since Cycle III in 2011. 

The annual transportation appropriations bill may provide an opportunity for funding, through 
directed spending on critical transportation projects. Should there be opportunity for additional 
funds, staff recommends the Board reaffirm last year's direction to join with our member 
agencies and continue efforts to sponsor a request for $25 million in the FY14 Transportation 
Appropriations Bill for the Placer Parkway, as well as $4M to further progress on the I-80/SR 65 
Interchange Improvements project. 

The TIGER program is somewhat more challenging; currently, the only project that could be 
construction ready in the one year program requirements would be the Lincoln Bypass Phase 2b, 
which would complete the four lane segment ofSR 65 from .9 miles north of West Wise Road to 
Sheridan. However, this project is not likely to be competitive nationally unless it qualifies 
under the small rural area set-aside. In future years, it is possible that the I-80/SR 65 
Interchange, the SR 65 Widening, or segments of the Placer Parkway could qualify for funds. 
But because the application process is so expensive and cumbersome, and the timeframes are 
uncertain, staff recommends that PCTP A continue to monitor the TIGER program and defer 
selection of any project priority at this time. 

Even with the precarious state of Federal transportation funding, there may be other 
opportunities for smaller grant programs for niche projects, such as pedestrian facilities, 
bikeways, or transit. Staff recommends we monitor and pursue any such opportunities that arise. 

Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) Request 
The Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority (CCJPA) continues to be well poised to take 
advantage of legislation that passed Congress to significantly expand rail funding. Moreover, 
with the future of high speed rail in question, there may be opportunities for different rail 
improvements to be funded. Staff recommends the Board's support for CCJPA request for FRA 
funding through the Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing (RRIF) and/or the Rail 
Line Relocation and Improvement Capital Grant Program (RLR) for track improvements on the 
Union Pacific Railroad east of Sacramento to expand passenger rail to Placer County. 
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Local Projects 
Member jurisdictions often have more localized transportation priorities that would benefit from 
PCTPA's assistance in Federal advocacy, such as obtaining Federal approvals or supporting their 
requests for funding. Staff recommends the Board support projects from the City ofRoseville's 
Federal legislative program, including the expansion of the Andorra rail undercrossing of 
Washington Blvd, the Dry Creek Bike Trail, and the Louis/Orlando bus transfer station, as well 
as a funding request from the Town ofTruckee for the expansion ofthe undercrossing ofSR 89 
under the Union Pacific railroad tracks, also known as the Mousehole, for pedestrians and 
bicycles. 

Advocacy 
Staff recommends these positions be forwarded to Sante Esposito of Federal Advocates to 
represent the agency's interests in Washington DC. Staff further recommends that the Board 
Chair Jim Holmes and Executive Director Celia McAdam represent these positions in 
Washington DC in February, and that staff advocate these positions be included in other regional 
advocacy efforts such as the Sacramento Chamber of Commerce's annual Cap to Cap advocacy 
program. 

The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) has reviewed this program and expressed support. 

CM:ss 
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TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

Agenda Item J 

Attachment 1 

Federal Legislative Program for 2014 

Policy 
• Advocate for the long term solvency of the Highway Trust Fund and significant increase 

in the level of Federal investment in the nation's transportation infrastructure through 
the reauthorization of Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21); 

• Support the creation of a mechanism to provide meaningful funding for large scale 
highway and rail projects that cannot be accommodated through existing programs. 
This could include assured funding for Projects of National and Regional Significance, the 
Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER) program, and/or 
other mechanism; 

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

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

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

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

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

• Balance road maintenance and accessibility needs by supporting greater flexibility in the 
definition of structural and non-structural improvements in triggering Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA) improvements. 

Projects/Appropriations 

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

o Seek new FYlS Federal funding via the FYlS Transportation Appropriations Bill 
for the Placer Parkway- $25 million 
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o Seek new FY15 Federal funding via the FYlS Transportation Appropriations Bill 
for 1-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements - $4 million. 

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

• Investigate the potential use of the Transportation Infrastructure Finance and 
Innovation Act (TIFIA) loan program to jump-start construction ofthe Placer Parkway; 

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

o Placer Parkway- $25 million 
o 1-80/SR 65 Interchange- $4 million 

• Explore opportunities for Federal grants to fund various transportation priorities, 
including transit and bikeways; 

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

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

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

o Construction of the Louis/Orlando regional transit transfer center near Riverside 
Avenue and 1-80 (City of Roseville). 

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

FROM: 

PlACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

MEMORANDUM 

PCTPA Board of Directors DATE: January 8, 2014 

Cella McAdam, Executive Director ~ 
SUBJECT: SURFACE TRANSPORTATION ASSISTANCE ACT (STAA) ROUTE 

IMPROVEMENTS PLAN FOR THE I-SO/CANYON WAY 
INTERCHANGE IN COLFAX 

ACTION REQUESTED 
Support the STAA Route Improvements Plan for the I-80/Canyon Way Interchange in Colfax, 
including: 

1. Support the programming of$1,000,000 of future Regional Transportation Improvement 
Program (RTIP) shares for the needed upgrades to the I-80/Canyon Way Interchange; and 

2. Allocate $11,000 to fund a modified Project Study Report (PSR) required for RTIP 
programming. 

BACKGROUND 
In the interests ofbalancing the needs of interstate commerce and impacts of freight vehicles on 
the public, State and Federal law designate the routes on which large trucks can operate. The 
characteristics of these trucks and the allowable routes were set forth in the Surface 
Transportation Assistance Act (STAA) of 1982 to specify road widths, turning ratios, clearances, 
and other features that ensure the safe interaction between trucks, other vehicles, and 
surrounding land uses. While all interstates are ST AA routes, while only certain interchanges 
and local roads are designated for ST AA truck use. 

Since its establishment in Colfax in 2012, the Crispin Cider Works has become the City's largest 
employer. The company uses ST AA trucks to take their prod1.1cts to market, but it has recently 
come to light that the nearby I -80/Canyon Way Interchange does not currently meet ST AA 
requirements and needs upgrading. Complaints from Crispin Cider Works about citations to 
their trucks from the California Highway Patrol have prompted the interest of Governor Brown's 
office. 

DISCUSSION 
The Board has identified economic vitality as a key issue for our transportation improvement 
efforts, and this STAA issue clearly qualifies as such. At the same time, the Governor's Office 
has taken an interest in the issue, providing Caltrans with the resources to do key preliminary 
assessments. 

Since late November, staffhas been working together with the City of Colfax and Caltrans 
District 3 to identify, fund, and construct the needed improvements in a timely and cost effective 
manner. The team was able to come to agreement on the design options, which are primarily 
widenings of the overcrossing and adjacent intersections to allow for the safe turn movements for 
these wider trucks. 
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STAA Route Improvement Plan 
The larger problem is funding. While early assessments pegged the total cost as much as $4.8 
million, the group was able to develop a small set of strategic improvements that will do the job 
with a conceptual cost of around $1.3 million. Caltrans District 3 has stepped up to provide the 
preconstruction work including environmental clearances, design, and oversight, worth 
approximately $200,000 to $300,000. Still, none of the parties has the approximately $1,000,000 
for construction available. 

A usual source of funds for a project like this would be the Regional Transportation 
Improvement Program (RTIP), which is the local share of the State Transportation Improvement 
Program (STIP). However, the STIP is over-programmed with more projects than there is 
money, so some regions have to wait longer for their share of funds. This is exacerbated by the 
fact that PCTP A was able to advance nearly $80 million in future shares for the Lincoln Bypass, 
and still carries a negative balance of$37.8 million in the RTIP as ofFY 2018/19. 

In this situation, based on CTC's adopted STIP programming guidelines, it is wildly unlikely that 
PCTP A could successfully persuade that the CTC to allow us to add this project to the funding 
list. However, the Governor's interest in the project could make a significant difference in 
finding some opportunity for R TIP funding. With the preconstruction pledged by Caltrans 
District 3, it is expected the remaining cost for construction will be about $1,000,000. 

Some preliminary work needs to be done to qualify the project for RTIP funding. A modified 
version of a Project Study Report (PSR) should provide enough cost, scope, schedule, and 
configuration detail to satisfy CTC and Caltrans needs. With a direct contract with PCTP A, this 
work could be done within a month or two. With the Board's support for programming 
PCTPA's future share ofRTIP funds, we will have a package of information to present to the 
Governor's staff to solicit their assistance in securing these needed construction funds. 

Should this strategy be successful, the project will be returned to the Board for action to add the 
funding in an R TIP amendment. 

Staff recommends approval, with the concurrence of the TAC. 

CM:ss 
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PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE: December 4, 2013 

FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Plann?)_J?j;t(ef~ 
SUBJECT: CALIFORNIA PASSENGER RAIL PROGRAM GUIDING PRINCIPLES 

ACTION REQUESTED 
Adopt the California Passenger Rail Program Guiding Principles. 

BACKGROUND 
PCTPA is a statutorily designated member ofthe Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority 
(CCJPA). Through an interagency agreement with Caltrans, the CCJP A administers the intercity 
rail service on the San Jose-Colfax corridor. 

DISCUSSION 
This agenda item was prepared in response to the Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority's 
(CCJPA) request for its member agencies to adopt the Guiding Principles for the state's Intercity 
Passenger Rail (IPR) program shown as Attachment 1. The CCJP A Board adopted the Guiding 
Principles at its November 20, 2013 meeting. The CCJPA Board and other organizations and 
agencies who have adopted the Guiding Principles are listed in Attachment 2. 

Over the past five years, California's four intercity passenger rail services (Pacific Surfliner, San 
Joaquin, Capitol Corridor, and the Coast Daylight) have been working collaboratively at both 
state and federal levels in addressing various IPR service, funding, and policy issues. Through 
this collaborative effort the four IPR services have jointly developed principles to guide future 
investment of new state and federal and local funds to: 

• Maintain and continue the success of the state's IPR services; and 
• Ensure investment also supports an integrated network with the other passenger rail 

services in the state - commuter rail and the planned high speed rail system. 

Staff recommends that PCTP A, as a member agency, adopt the California Passenger Rail 
Program Guiding Principles that have been developed by the Capitol Corridor Joint Powers 
Authority and the other California Intercity Passenger Rail agencies. The TAC concurs with this 
recommendation. 

CM:DM:ss 
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Attachment 1 
Agenda Item L 

Attachment 1 
CALIFORNIA PASSENGER RAIL PROGRAM GUIDING PRINCIPLES 

(Adopted by CCJPA- November 20, 2013) 

• Protect and enhance California's investment in the existing successful passenger rail 
system, including sustainable and recurring new sources of funds at both the state and 
federal levels. Specifically support: 

a. A new recurring state source of capital and operations funds to cover the existing 
passenger rail corridors and emerging corridors throughout the state. 

b. A new program for state of good repair improvements to existing rail corridors that 
facilitate the movement of passengers and freight. 

c. Allocations of State Propositions lA, lB, and other current and future funds to transit 
services, including commuter and state-supported intercity passenger rail, that 
connect with the state's planned high-speed train system. 

d. "High-Speed and Intercity Passenger Rail" (HSIPR) programs title in federal surface 
transportation reauthorization, funded by other than the current Highway Trust Fund 
revenues. 

e. The American Public Transit Association's (APTA's) recommendation for $50 
billion in federal funding over an initial six year period for the development of a 
nationwide HSIPR network. 

• Support priority investments in integrated passenger rail networks that connect both 
existing services and future high-speed service which can in tum influence mode shift to 
be more sustainable and efficient and have positive impacts on the environment. 

• Procure a fleet of state-owned, standardized, hi-level rolling stock to support existing and 
future intercity passenger service. 

• Continue partnerships at the federal, state, regional, and local levels in support of future 
passenger rail investments which support safety, reliability, goods movement, job 
creation, sustainability, economic development, and quality of life. 

• Support lowering voter approval thresholds at the regional level in order to create new 
sources for rail investments. 

• Support state efforts to dedicate a portion of cap and trade funds for public transportation 
systems and specifically for the development and improvement of an integrated 
passenger rail network. 

• Support streamlining of existing programs and policies to expedite efficient development 
of passenger rail improvements (e.g., RRIF, TIFIA). 

September 4, 2013 
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Attachment 2 
Agenda Item L 

Attachment 2 
CALIFORNIA PASSENGER RAIL PROGRAM GUIDING PRINCIPLES 

SUPPORTING ORGANIZATIONS AND AGENCIES 

The following organizations and agencies have adopted the California Passenger Rail Program 
Guiding Principles: 

• BART 
• Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority 
• Central Valley Rail Working Group 
• Coast Rail Coordinating Council 
• LOSSAN Joint Powers Authority 
• RailP AC (citizen volunteer advocates for California passenger rail and transit programs) 
• San Joaquin Joint Powers Authority 
• San Joaquin Regional Rail Commission 
• State Passenger Rail Partners Forum (public transit and rail agencies working with the 

California High Speed Rail Agency to support development of a high speed train system) 
• Transform (citizen volunteer advocates for California passenger rail and transit programs) 
• Transportation Agency of Monterey County 

September 4, 2013 
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TO: 

FROM: 

PlACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

PCTP A Board of Directors 

Celia McAdam, Executive Directo 

SUBJECT: WORK PLAN FOR STRATEGI 
NEEDS AND FUNDING 

ACTION REQUESTED 
For information and discussion only. 

BACKGROUND 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: November 20,2013 

UTREACH ON TRANSPORTATION 

PCTP A 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. Meanwhile, our focus on 
delivering projects on time and on budget meant we have not been as adept in connecting the 
dots for the public. Through our efforts with the Board and the Funding Strategy Steering 
Committee, 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. 

Through 2013, the Funding Strategy Steering Committee has been discussing transportation 
needs, with preferences for potential new funding sources. However, the fundamental issue that 
the Board, the Steering Committee, and polling results have all identified is the lack of public 
awareness of transportation. At your December meeting, the Board authorized the Executive 
Director to negotiate and sign a contract with FSB Core Strategies/Halldin Public Relations for 
Strategic Outreach on Transportation Needs and Funding at a total cost not to exceed $115,000 
for FY 2013/14. The work plan included in that contract is shown in Attachment 1. 

DISCUSSION 
Jeff Flint ofFSB Core Strategies will provide the Board with an overview on the Work Plan for 
Strategic Outreach on Transportation Needs and Funding, and obtain Board input. 

CM:ss 
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Memorandum 

To: Celia McAdam, Executive Director, 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

From: Jeff Flint & Kristy Babb, FSB Core Strategies 

Bill Halldin, Halldin PR 

Date: December 10, 2013 

Agenda Item M 

Attachment 1 

Re: Work Plan for "Strategic Outreach on Transportation Needs and Funding" Contract 

Executive Summary 

The following represents the work plan for the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency's 

"Strategic Outreach on Transportation Needs and Funding" contract which was awarded to the team of 

FSB Core Strategies and Halldin PR. This plan covered the period of time from the start of the contract 

on January 1, 2014 through the end of the 2013/2014 fiscal year on June 30, 2014. However, the 

programs discussed herein are intended to be part of a comprehensive plan through June 30, 2016, at 

which time the Agency may decide whether to pursue a transportation funding measure locally for the 

November 2016 election. 

The scope of work under this plan for the 2013/2014 fiscal year and beyond will be educational in 

nature and not advocate for the passage of any potential transportation funding measure. Instead, we 

will provide neutral facts to key stakeholders, opinion leaders, and the public at large so that they can 

make informed decisions about the transportation future of the County that can be reflected in the 

update of the Placer County Regional Transportation Plan. 

For the first six months of the contract, we believe the level of public outreach will be at very high levels, 

including elected officials, key potential partners, and key influential leaders and opinion makers. We 

will also work closely with PCTPA's existing Funding Strategy Steering Committee. Many of the initial 

phase of meetings may in fact be one-on-one. We will be raising concepts, asking questions, and laying 

groundwork. We will be seeking partners who will join the effort and provide leadership to expand the 

outreach efforts. 

Of course, we will avail ourselves of public outreach opportunities when they arise and make sense. 

This could include booths at fairs and events, presentations and public meetings and community events, 

and the like. We will also set up online platforms early in the process to inform and capture input. 

Another key component of the project from the first day will be a robust public comment database that 

will track every interaction with members of the public about the potential for meeting Placer County's 

transportation needs, so that we can refer back to these comments in the months and years ahead. 

From the outset, we plan to define success with you and establish benchmarks against which we can 

measure ourselves and our progress. And as the fiscal year winds down and June 30 approaches, we will 

work with you to assess our progress and define a new set of goals, plans, budget, and benchmarks so 

PCTPA and its Board can make an informed decision about whether to continue the outreach effort. 
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Tasks 

Establish Administrative Management and Reporting 

The investment that PCTPA has made in public outreach at this level is a big and important deCision. We 

will work with you to establish good administrative control and oversight of the consulting team's 
efforts so that you monitor that investment 

Regular Meeting/Calls- Although we expect to be in regular contact with PCTPA officials on this 

plan, we will establish a scheduled meeting/call of the consulting team and PCTPA to ensure we 

are touching base and reporting progress formally. In the initial months of this project, the 

interval for such calls could be twice monthly rather than weekly. Eventually over the next 2 X 

years, they will move to weekly, but for now, we will set the interval at a frequency of your 

choosing. 

Monthly Reports -In addition to regular meetings and calls to review progress, we will produce 

a monthly written report to you along with our invoice. We will establish the necessary content 

for these monthly reports with you at the outset of the plan. 

Budget Tracking- We understand your budget constraints and will establish a budget tracking 

system for this project, along with the other reporting systems, to ensure that the project is 

completed under budget, both within the fiscal year and over the potentiai2X years of the full 

effort. 

Benchmarks for Success/Tracking -In the early days of the contract, we will meet with you to 

establish our benchmarks for success in this first phase, so that we can again measure against 

these and report to you our progress. We strongly advise that we set measurable and objective 

benchmarks rather than subjective benchmarks so that we can track against these hard goals. 

There will always be an opportunity to include subjective opinions of the progress we are 

making as an additional measurement, but tracking should start from objective goals. We will 

also create a timeline against which progress can be measured on the tasks in this work plan. 

We anticipate that improvement in key questions on future rounds of PCTPA opinion polling, 

compared to the most recent baseline survey, would be a key benchmark. 

Conduct Complete Briefing on Transportation Plan 

It is essential that everyone on our consulting team know as well as possible the current Regional 

Transportation Plan adopted by PCTPA, how it was developed, and what public input and comments 

were received in the development of the plan, as well as the concurrent efforts to update the Plan in 

conjunction with the SACOG Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP). We need to know how much 

each project or element costs, how efficacious each is in addressing transportation and congestion 

issues, and the known level of support or opposition to each project or plan element. 

We also need to have your current facts and figures on the following, or create them if they don't exist, 

or understand current efforts to update them: : 
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1. Which projects and elements in the Plan are currently funded (or projected to be), and which 

are not. 

2. Current estimates of the amount of money available from all sources to address the projects in 

the Plan, and what the total funding gap is. 

3. How much in revenue various new funding measures could raise, based on revenue type and 

period of time. 

4. Projections of growth in housing and economic activity in Placer County over the next few 

decades, and what these impacts may mean to mobility and commute times. 

5. Other information we may develop to tell the story of Placer County's transportation present 

and future needs and any funding gap. 

Conduct Complete Briefing on Polling 

Similarly, while we have all read the polling results from your most recent poll as available online, we 

believe it would be extraordinarily helpful for our team to get a 11deep dive" presentation on the findings 

from your pollster. We would hope to schedule this as soon as possible. 

Initial Message Development 

Armed with the information from the previous two tasks, we will create an initial message document for 

use by all those involved in telling the story of Placer County's transportation needs and helping us with 

outreach. We expect this message document will change over time as we gather more information and 

conduct more research, but we need a place to start from and have 11
0Ur story" down on paper so we 

can ensure we are all on the same message. 

Outreach 

The key activity in this scope of work is, of course, outreach designed to educate and inform the people 

of Placer County about the region's transportation needs and how we might pay for that. After the initial 

prep work above, the bulk of our work plan will be outreach. We envision this outreach starting with 

one-on-one meetings, small groups, and discussions with key leaders. The initial conversations will be 

more open-ended and more of a dialog about the future of the County, and not a specific discussion 

about things such as a local-option transportation sales tax. Over time, the outreach will take place on 

larger stages and may include large meetings and even mass communications in one form or another. 

The nature of the discussions will also get more specific about the need and how a financing mechanism 

should be considered for addressing the needs. 

Some specific under this task follow: 

Creation of Outreach, Stakeholder and Public Comment Database- A key tool and ongoing 

activity for our outreach effort will be the creation and maintenance of a database of all 

outreach targets, stakeholders, and all public comments on our outreach efforts and the 

transportation plan. We will need to create the structure of the database and then populate it 

with initial outreach and stakeholder targets. We will continuously add new targets to the 

database as work proceeds as well as track in great detail all contacts with people about the 

plan and our outreach. We expect the database to be highly sortable and searchable so users 

can access the data at a moment's notice. 
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Creation of an Executive Committee- An effort such as this will touch down into the grassroots 

of Placer County eventually, but at the outset, we w~nt to create a key "Executive Committee" 

of major community leaders, elected officials, key industry representatives, important 

stakeholders, and the like. The members of this Committee will meet regularly with PCTPA 

leadership and the consulting team and be called on to be activist leaders in this effort, not just 

be one more outreach target. 

Materials- We will create necessary materials such as fact sheets, FAQs, information fliers, and 

the like necessary to support the initial outreach efforts. As the outreach efforts accelerate, the 

materials will change as well. 

Initial Stakeholder Outreach- From our list of stakeholders, we will prioritize and then start to 

schedule initial stakeholder meetings. As discussed before, these initial meetings will be more 

of a two-way dialog and less of trying to drive toward a conclusion. We expect that many of the 

initial meetings will be with members of the PCTPA's existing Funding Strategy Steering 

Committee. 

Initial Community Outreach- While we expect that larger community outreach to groups and 

organizations will occur later in the outreach process, perhaps even after the launch of Phase 

Two, there may be some initial groups that we want to reach out to and present to earlier. We 

will review the outreach database and make recommendations of any early targets. 

Speakers Bureau- We will establish a speakers' bureau consisting of the PCTPA Executive 

Director and selected Board members who can serve to make public presentations. Some such 

engagements may be proactively set up by us and others reactive to requests. But we hope that 

from this day forward, anytime someone from PCTPA is scheduled to speak, it will be on the 

topics we are advancing through this outreach plan. In support of PCTPA speakers, we will 

produce a draft "stump speech", a PowerPoint presentation, and a set of likely Questions & 

Answers that a speaker may receive while presenting. We will also create a list of forums that 

we will eventually want to present to for later proactive outreach. 

Events, Sponsorships and Partnerships- We will also create a list of community events, 

sponsorship opportunities, and potential partners and then begin to explore each of these for 

inclusion in the plan. Community events may mean having an informational booth (free or paid) 

at public events, while sponsorships will typically mean paid promotional opportunities for 

PCTPA to tell our story (hopefully in-kind rather than cash) and partnerships will be friendly 

organizations that may agree to post our information on their site and/or agree to distribute in 

their newsletters and e-newsletters. 

Media Outreach- We will develop our initial earned media strategies in this phase, along with a 

comprehensive media database of publication and journalists (both traditional and new) to 

target. We expect our media outreach efforts to be low key in the early days of the project. We 

will look for opportunities to insert our messaging about transportation needs into ongoing 

stories rather than drawing too much attention early to larger efforts. Obviously, as the process 

moves along, we expect to be more proactive in our media outreach and more direct in our 
messaging. 
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Website and Social Media- We will develop and implement a plan, in conjunction with you, for 

a full online program to help tell our story and seek input and comments. This will include both 

a website and a social media effort. In our proposal to you, we talked about a microsite 

contained within the PCTPA website or even a separately branded website such as 

www.KeepPiacerMoving.com which will contain information about the transportation needs of 

the County, the impact of investing in transportation on the economy and quality of life, and 

allowing people to comment or at least sign up for more information. 

Paid Advertising- We do not expect much paid advertising in the initial months of this project. 

However, after our online presences are established, we may recommend to you some limited 

online adverting (Facebook and search engine} designed to drive traffic to our sites. 

Transition to Phase Two- 2014/2015 FY 

As we approach the end of the 2013/2014 FY, we will devote some time to reviewing progress to date 

against previously developed benchmarks. We will also develop initial goals, plans, budgets and 

benchmarks for 2014/2015 if PCTPA decided to continue the project. 

Moving into this next year, we would expect the level of outreach and the nature of information being 

communicated to change. We will develop specific recommendations on these for you before the end 

of 2013/2014 so you have advise your Board on the appropriate recommendation before the end of the 

year. 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 

january 7, 2014 

ATTENDANCE: Megan Siren, City of Auburn 
Mark Miller, City of Colfax 
Alan Mitchell, City of Colfax 
Amber Conboy, Placer County Public Works 
Andrew Gaber, Placer County Public Works 
Rhon Herndon, City of Roseville 
Mike Wixon, City of Roseville 
Ray Leftwich, City of Lincoln 
Jeff Morneau, Caltrans 

Celia McAdam, PCTP A 
Aaron Hoyt, PCTP A 
Luke McNeel-Caird, PCTP A 
David Melko, PCTP A 
Sol vi Sabol, PCTP A 

Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC): 
January 22 Public Hearing- Draft Negative Declarations and Airport Land Use Compatibility 
Plans for Auburn Municipal, Blue Canyon and Lincoln Regional Airports: David Melko 
explained that due to Master Plan updates that occurred with two of the three airports within Placer 
County's ALUC area as well as an update to the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook, an 
update to the Placer County's ALUC Plan was necessary. The purpose ofthe Plan is to promote 
compatibility between surrounding land uses and airport operations at the three airports and aircraft 
operations. Melko detailed the extensive outreach, including property owner notification and public 
workshops, and public notifications on availability of the draft Plan and the Negative Declarations for 
each ofthe airports and where they could be viewed. Written comments are due by January 31 and a 
public hearing is scheduled for the January 22 meeting. He anticipates that he will be bringing the 
Plan back to the Commission for final adoption in February. 

ALUC Fee Schedule Update: David Melko noted that the proposed fee schedule was brought to the 
Commission in December. The comments received were regarding the appeals fee not being enough 
to cover staff time as well as more frequent reviews of fee levels to ensure modest incremental 
increases. Melko stated that we will be bringing the fee schedule to the Commission for adoption at 
the January 22 meeting. Once adopted, we will be mailing out notices to the City of Lincoln, City of 
Auburn, and Placer County, and fees will become effective 60 days after adoption. 

Colfax 1-80/Canyon Way STAA Project 
Celia McAdam explained that Crispin Cider Works, a MillerCoors company and the largest employer 
in Colfax, runs large commercial trucks, known as STAA trucks, to their facility using the 1-80/Canyon 
Way interchange. Unfortunately, this is not an STAA route as pointed out by the California Highway 
Patrol (CHP). This issue has made its way to the Governor's office, the State Office of Economic 
Development, Cal trans, and the City of Colfax. Preliminary work done by Cal trans and the City of 
Colfax indicate the improvements needed to bring the facility into ST AA compliance would be in the 
$1.25 million range. McAdam has been working on identifying a source to pay for this and suggested, 
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in the interest of economic development and looking at a relatively small commitment for a 
jurisdiction that historically takes little resources, that we put $1M of future RTIP money toward 
making Canyon Way a route that will accommodate STAA trucks. She noted that Caltrans is willing 
to cover the cost of preconstruction, environmental design and oversight, which is approximately 
$250,000. McAdam noted that because we already owe the RTIP $45 million, the CTC would not 
normally entertain such a proposal but because of the Governor's support, they may be open to this 
approach. She further stated that a very abbreviated version of a Project Study Report (PSR) document 
detailing the cost, scope, and schedule would still be needed. 

With T AC support we would request two actions from the PCTP A Board: 1) Support for programming 
$1 million offuture RTIP dollars toward this project and 2) contributing $11,000 out ofthe PCTPA 
administrative budget towards a PSR to be conducted by Mark Thomas & Associates. After some 
discussion, the TAC supported the proposal given the low costs and pressing need for the project. 
Andrew Gaber from Placer County recommended that this should not be considered a precedent for 
future RTIP programming. 

Work Plan for Strategic Outreach on Transportation Needs and Funding 
Celia McAdam distributed the work plan and explained the emphasis of the consultant, FSB Core 
Strategies, over the next six months will be on educating the public and key leaders about the 
connection between transportation and economic vitality in the County. In six months polling will be 
conducted to determine if the results from the last poling effort have improved. The consultant team 
led by Jeff Flint ofFSB Core Strategies will make a presentation at our January 22 Board meeting. 

Federal Legislative Program 
Celia McAdam passed out the proposed Federal Legislative Program that is being brought before the 
PCTP A Board in January. She went over the policies, including a top priority which is advocating 
solvency for the Highway Trust Fund supporting legislation that provides relief from federal 
regulations on transportation projects that do not have federal funding support. Project priorities are 
identified as Placer Parkway, I-80/SR 65 Interchange, and Capitol Corridor track improvements east of 
Sacramento, which are largely the same as 2013. She asked that the T AC look over the jurisdiction 
specific projects and let her know which, if any of these are no longer a need I priority. Mike Wixon 
stated they are no longer seeking federal dollars on the Roseville Transit bus replacement. 

A legislative concern that Rhon Herndon brought up was a recent Americans with Disabilities Act 
(ADA) law that will make certain pavement applications, specifically 'micropave', trigger the need to 
for handicap ramps. He explained that this application is essentially the same as a slurry seal, which 
does not trigger the need to add or update ADA ramps. The TAC concurred that there should be more 
reasonable and consistent thresholds for a structural trigger for ADA improvements. Herndon said he 
will work with Celia McAdam on language to add to the Legislative Program. 

Post FY 2014/15 Public Transit Modernization Improvement Service Efficiency Account 
(PTMISEA) Final Fund Allocation Melko explained David Melko passed out the Public 
Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) Post 
2014/15 Allocation which shows how the final four years will be allocated among the jurisdictions. 
The money is not available at this time because there are no guidelines, so this was provided for 
information only. 

California Passenger Rail Program Guiding Principles 
David Melko explained that as a member of the CCJP A, we were asked to take action supporting the 
Guiding Principles adopted by the CCJP A provided. The TAC supported these Principles being 
brought before the PCTP A Board for their support. 
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Other Issues/Upcoming Deadlines 
Prop lB PTMISEA & TSSSDRA Projects: David requested that jurisdictions get back to him in a 
timely manner when he emails them regarding semi-annual and final performance reports. 

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) Program Guidance: Luke McNeel-Caird 
explained that at our last TAC meeting there was interest in CMAQ Interim Program Guidance. 
McNeel-Caird explained that while the CMAQ money for this fiscal year and 2014-15 has been 
programmed, there will be more of an emphasis on PM 2.5 and cost effectiveness in future CMAQ 
dollars. He went on to explain that our contribution to the SECAT program would satisfy any PM 2.5 
requirement. 

Active Transportation Program (ATP) Guidelines 
Luke McNeel-Caird said the guidelines were released on December 30. This is funding for bike and 
pedestrian projects that came out of changes from the enactment of the Federal Moving Ahead for 
Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21) legislation. He explained that there would be competition for 
funds at the statewide and regional levels which is estimated at $240M statewide. The call for projects 
is planned for March 21, 2014. Celia McAdam stated that she has discussed this with SACOG, 
suggesting that the CMAQ allocation system currently in place that ensures Placer jurisdictions get a 
fair share of the funds should also be used for the ATP. 

Regional Transportation Plan {RTP) Update 
Luke McNeel-Caird noted that as SACOG moves forward with their Metropolitan Transportation Plan 
{MTP), our Board has taken more of an interest in our RTP process. McNeel-Caird suggested the 
TAC take a look at the last RTP, note any changes in concept and/or development of the Plan and have 
a discussion at the TAC meeting in February. 

Meeting adjourned at 4:20 p.m. 
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TO: 

PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

MEMORANDUM 

PCTPA Board of Directors DATE: January 7, 2014 

FROM: Luke McNeel-Caird, Senior Planner/Engineer~ 

SUBJECT: 

Solvi Sabol, Associate !:J~.,h~r,. Alternative Transportation and Motorist 
Aid Programs c;:JY.f-U)_ · 

Aaron Hoyt, Associate Planner ~ 

STATUS REPORT 

1. TDM & Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) Report 
The Bucks for Bikes incentive program is scheduled to kick off on January 29, 2014. 
This program, administered by PCTP A, is intended to promote bicycling as a viable 
alternative to driving alone thereby reducing traffic congestion and improving air quality 
in the region. Eligible applicants must be 18 years of age or older and be employed 
and/or attend school in Placer County. Successful applicants are required to attend a free 
cycling clinic. Additionally, all bicycles must be purchased within Placer County. This 
program also serves to increase awareness ofMay Is Bike Month as successful applicants 
are required to register and log their cycling miles throughout the month. More 
information and an online application will be available at pctpa.net. 

The Annual Holiday Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) luncheon took place on December 30. 
This luncheon recognizes the FSP tow drivers in Placer, El Dorado, and Sacramento 
Counties. These drivers are given awards based on 1) Distinguished Driver, 2) 
Professional Driver, 3) Highest-Rated Driver, 4) Outstanding Driver, 5) Safe Drivers, 6) 
Most Dependable Drivers, and 7) Years of Service. 

The table below shows the total assist counts for the FSP beats (areas of service) in Placer 
County between second quarter Fiscal Year 2011/12 and the first quarter Fiscal Year 
2013114 (past two years). In an effort to keep the Board apprised of assists among the 
specific beats in Placer County, staff will provide this report once per quarter. 

Quarterly Assist Trends by Freeway Service Patrol Beat 

FY 11/12 FY 12/13 FY 13/14 
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Freeway Service 
Patrol Beat 

2nd 3rd 4th 1st 2nd 
Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter 

(Oct-Dec) (Jan-Mar) (Apr-Jun) (Jui-Sept) (Oct-Dec) 

3rd 4th 
1st Quarter 

Quarter Quarter 
(Jan-Mar) (Apr-Jun) (Jui-Sept) 

1-Year 
Change 

Beat:26S: State Route;(is·(l-80 toT~eh:,e Bridges)... ·.' < • •.•···· 

Total 899 585 541 521 422 563 431 525 -23.76% 

Total 767 456 807 759 586 837 658 724 

Total N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 232 280 
.... 

Total.~ AIIBE!~t~ 
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2. Transit Operations Quarterly Ridership Report 

The table below shows the total ridership counts for the various transit operators and their 
respective transit services in Placer County over the past two years. Countywide transit 
ridership for the first quarter of fiscal year (FY) 2013/14 increased two percent over the 
course ofthe last year (second quarter ofFY 2011/12 to first quarter ofFY 2013/14). 
Other highlights when compared to the first quarter in FY 2012113 include: 9.8 percent 
increase in Placer County Transit Commuter services; an 11.8 percent increase in total 
ridership for Roseville Transit and a farebox ratio exceeding 20% amidst five route 
modifications; and a 14.5 percent increase in Volunteer Transportation services for 
WPCTSA. In an effort to keep the Board apprised of ridership trends among transit 
operations in Placer County, staff will provide this report once per quarter. 

Transit Operator 

Quarterly Ridership Trends by Transit Operator 

2nd 
Quarter 

4th 1st 

3. Placer Parkway Segment 1 - P A&ED Phase 
On December 12,2013, PCTPA staff attended the Project Development Team (PDT) 
meeting for the first segment of Placer Parkway from State Route 65 (Whitney Ranch 
Parkway) to Foothills Boulevard. Placer County is the lead agency for this segment of 
Placer Parkway. The proposed project includes an interchange at State Route 65, a six 
lane overcrossing of State Route 65, four-lane roadway to Foothills Boulevard, and an at
grade intersection at Foothills Boulevard. Three different roadway alignments are being 
evaluated that balance between impacts to the Rio Bravo Biomass Energy Plant, and the 

~------~-- ~ - ----------~--~---~-~~--~---~~--~--~-~--~---- ~~-~----------~-----------
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roadway and slopes remaining within the adopted 500-foot Placer Parkway Tier 1 
corridor. Meeting topics included project updates, proposed improvements, 
environmental issues, and schedule. The latest project schedule anticipates the Placer 
Parkway Phase 1 environmental document (PA&ED) will be completed by winter 2014. 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: Celia McAdam 

FROM: AIM Consulting 

DATE: January 2, 2014 

RE: November - December 2013 Monthly Report 

The following is a summary of public information work performed by AIM 
Consulting (AIM) on behalf of Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
(PCTPA) in the months of November and December. 

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

Additionally, AIM continued implementing a Social Media strategy for PCTPA 
and updating the PCTPA website. 

AIM drafted and distributed PCTPA's e-newsletter. AIM also assisted with media 
relations and public information. 

Following is a capsule summary of activities: 

Strategy 

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

PCTPA.net 

AIM continued to monitor Google Analytics on the PCTPA.net website. Google 
Analytics will show how many people visit the PCTPA.net website, what region 
visitors are from, as well as what pages are looked at most frequently. This 
information will help measure the effectiveness of the website and modify 
content if necessary. 

~-----~-----------------------
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PCTPA November- December Monthly Report 

Page 2 of 2 

AIM continued working on a Social Media presence for PCTP A including a 
Facebook and Twitter page. 

Newsletter 

AIM developed content for the December edition of the PCTPA e-newsletter. 
AIM worked with PCTPA staff to identify topics and draft newsletter articles. The 
final issue of the newsletter was distributed on December 12, 2013. It included a 
discussion of Holiday traffic and anticipated improvements to the SR 65 corridor, 
a highlight of Lincoln Chamber of Commerce CEO Bob Romness and an update 
on Lincoln Boulevard, and an announcement of the SACOG Salutes! Award 
given to the South Placer Transit Information Center. 

The newsletter received an open rate of 38%, with 30% of readers clicking 
through to read more about the articles or visit the PCTPA website. 

Media Relations 

AIM worked with PCTP A staff to draft a news release for the SA COG Salutes! 
Awards. 

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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.. ;~Federal Advocates lnc. 

November 27,2013 

To: Celia McAdam 

1701 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Suite 300 

Washington, DC 20006 
Phone: (202) 351-6855 

Fax: (202) 351-6855 
www.federaladvocates.com 

From: Sante and Michael Esposito 
Subject: November Monthly Report 

MAP21 Reauthorization 

Senator Boxer, Chair of the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works that has 
jurisdiction over the MAP-21 reauthorization process, has asked for pending surface 
transportation needs. While we submitted the Placer Parkway and I-80/SR 65 Interchange 
Improvements as PCTPA's priorities per the Federal Legislative Program for 2013, we also 
included the Highway 65 Lincoln Bypass and Widening projects. In addition, while not projects 
per se, we further included the policy items articulated in the 2013 Program. In the House, work 
has begun is drafting the underlying principles for the reauthorization bill. That is expected to be 
completed by the end of the year. In the interim, hearings continue. 

Appropriations Situation In General 

Indications are that some limited agreement may be reached regarding the December 15 budget 
deadline. The agreement is expected to focus on loosening up the FY14 impact of sequestration. 
Apparently the Republicans support this as well given that defense takes a big hit in FY14 under 
the current sequestration scheme. Should an agreement materialize, it would avoid another 
government showdown in mid-January when the CR runs out. Worse case scenario on extending 
the CR is an extension to the end of the current fiscal year at FY13 funding levels. For most 
programs that is a better outcome than some of the FY14 appropriations bills. For example, the 
current annual rate for Department ofTransportation programs is $51.8 billion or $7.7 billion 
above the House appropriations bill. 
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FY14 Transportation Appropriations Bill 

Given the continuing resolution, no further action to date. 

Program FY 2013 Enacted FY 2014 House FY 2014 Senate 

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

Supplemental Bridge Program $0 $0 $0.5 B 

Transit Formula Programs $8.5B $8.6B $8.6B 
(including Bus and Bus Facilities) 

Transit Capital Grants (New $1.85B $1.8B $1.94B 
Starts/Small Starts) 

Airport Improvement Program $3.1B $3.35B $3.35B 
(AlP) Grants 

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

TIGER $0.474B $0 $0.55B 

NOTE UPDATE: Federal Grants 

Beginning January 1, the Firm will be implementing 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). More to follow but 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 PCTP A 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 PCTP A of those and discuss further action, if any. And thirdly, based on PCTP A's 
original needs list, 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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December 30,2013 

To: Celia McAdam 

1701 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Suite 300 

Washington, DC 20006 
Phone: (202) 351-6855 
Fax: (202) 351-6855 

www.federaladvocates.com 

From: Sante and Michael Esposito 
Subject: December Monthly Report 

MAP21 Reauthorization 

This month the Senate staff for the first time turned their attention to discussing the principles 
underlying reauthorization. The biggest challenge is how to meet increasing funding needs. 
Various options are being discussed in very preliminary stages - gas tax increase; cost of living 
adjustment to the current gas tax; vehicle miles traveled allocation; etc. On the House side, staff 
discussions continue as do hearings. On December 11, the House Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure held a hearing on "Examining the Current and Future Demands on FT A's 
Capital Investment Grants." 

Budget Deal 

The recent budget deal is summarized as follows: 

l.The total deal is $85 billion. About $45 billion of that replaces sequestration cuts in 2014. 
About $20 billion replaces sequestration cuts in 2015. About $20 billion is deficit reduction atop 
sequestration. 

2. The sequestration relief is evenly divided between defense spending and non-defense 
discretionary spending. The sequester's cuts to mandatory spending are unaffected. 

3. The new policies in the deal are split between revenue through fees-- travelers will see higher 
prices on airline tickets and federal workers will have to contribute more to pensions -- and 
spending cuts. 

4. Spending will be $45 billion higher in 2014 than it would've been absent the deal. 

5. The deal replaces about half of sequestration's cuts to defense and non-defense discretionary 
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spending in 2014. It replaces about a fourth ofthem in 2015. That means most of sequestration 
will go into effect in both years. 

6. The deal doesn't include any extension of unemployment insurance. 

7. No changes to Medicare and Social Security; no new taxes and no entitlement reform .. 

For appropriated programs, the agreement sets spending limits for FY 2014 and 2015. Since it 
reduces the sequester cuts by half for FY 2014, and by 1/4 for 2015, this will result in at least a 
little more funding for non-defense discretionary programs - transportation, housing, education, 
etc. One analysis suggests the Transportation/Housing bill, for example, will see a 2 percent cut 
from the 20 13 funding level, instead of the scheduled 7 percent. 

The deal restores "regular order" to the appropriations process, providing appropriators with the 
authority to adjust the funding levels within the new overall cap. Lastly, it all but guarantees no 
government shutdown over budget issues for two years. 

We think a likely outcome is that TIGER will be funded in 2014 and 2015. 

To review, the House passed the "budget deal" on a bipartisan basis. The final tally was 332-94. 

-- YEAS: 169 Republicans; 163 Democrats. 

-- NAYS: 62 Republicans; 32 Democrats. 

--NOT VOTING: 9. 

The GOP opposition was led by Rep. Steve Scalise (R-La.), head of the Republican Study 
Committee, the chamber's conservative caucus. Scalise was joined by some of the most staunch 
conservatives: Reps. Justin Amash (R-Mich.), Tim Huelskamp (R-Kan.), Raul Labrador (R
Idaho), Mick Mulvaney (R-S.C.), Thomas Massie (R-Kan.) and Tom McClintock (R-Calif.). 

Democratic opposition was led by Barbara Lee, a San Francisco liberal who was the first 
Democrat to cast a 'no' vote. She was joined by several other liberals, including Reps. Sander 
Levin (D-Mich.), Linda Sanchez (D-Calif.), Loretta Sanchez (D-Calif.) and Jan Schakowsky (D
Ill.), among others. There was a notable split in the Democratic leadership ranks as House 
Minority Whip Steny H. Hoyer (D-Md.) voted against the spending plan. Following the vote, the 
House adjourned for the year. 

On December 18 the Senate passed the budget on a 64-36 vote, with nine Republicans joining all 
Democrats in voting yes. They were: Sens. Susan Collins of Maine, Orrin Hatch ofUtah, John 
Hoeven ofNorth Dakota, Saxby Chambliss and Johnny Isakson of Georgia, Ron Johnson of 
Wisconsin, John McCain of Arizona, Lisa Murkowski of Alaska, and Rob Portman of Ohio. 

FY14 Transportation Appropriations Bill 
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Given the continuing resolution, no further action to date. 

Program FY 2013 Enacted FY 2014 House FY 2014 Senate 

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

Supplemental Bridge Program $0 $0 $0.5 B 

Transit Formula Programs $8.5B $8.6B $8.6B 

(including Bus and Bus Facilities) 

Transit Capital Grants (New $1.85B $1.8B $1.94B 

Starts/Small Starts) 

Airport Improvement Program $3.1B $3.35B $3.35B 

(AlP) Grants 

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

TIGER $0.474B $0 $0.55B 

PCTPA Transportation Issues: Federal Grants 

PCTP A 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 oftransportation 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 PCTP A of those and discuss 
further action, if any. And thirdly, based on PCTPA's original needs list, we would take the 



initiative to reach out to the relevant Federal entity to see ifthere is a "funding home" for 
specific items regardless of what appears in the grant solicitation database. 
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Subject: 
Sent: 

November 2013 Capitol Corridor Passenger Rail Performance Results 
Monday, December 23, 2013 10:36 PM 

The performance results for both ridership and revenue continued to decline in November 2013 
when compared to November 2012. For November 2013, a total of 117,891 passengers rode the 
Capitol Corridor trains, representing a 6.8% drop in ridership and an 8.2% decline in revenues 
versus November 2012. Specifically, ridership for the Thanksgiving week (November 25-

December 1, 2013) was 4.8% below the 2012 results. These 2013 holiday results were equal to 
the Thanksgiving 2010 report. A minor portion of these ridership losses can be attributed to 
having the last day ofthe Thanksgiving week fall on Sunday, December 1, 2013. 

On-time performance (OTP), however, continues to maintain a superior level of96%, keeping 
the Capitol Corridor as the most reliable service in the Amtrak network. The year-to-date system 
operating ratio is 51%, below the 53% standard due to decreased ridership/revenues. 

As stated in earlier reports, our an initial analysis of our downward ridership trend has revealed 
that the largest sustained customer losses are occurring at the Placer County, Sacramento and 
Davis stations, and on the midday trains. Efforts are underway now to reverse these trends. Some 
immediate actions include the reinstitution of the Seniors 50% discount on midday trains and the 
50% on-line fare discount for weekend travel. 

Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR), our host railroad, continues to maintain the railroad in a good 
state of repair thanks in part due to the annual CCJP AIUPRR Capitalized Maintenance Program 
and disciplined dispatching. The delay minutes that can be attributed to UPRR are the lowest in 
the Amtrak system and have been trending even further downward since August 2013. 

After concerted efforts with our service partners and local communities, third party associated 
delays (such as trespasser incidents and bridge lifts) and mechanical delays due to Amtrak 
maintenance have also declined and have pushed the OTP to continuously be above 95%. 

Funding Outlook 

State/California 
- Draft FY 14-15 State Budget: In January 2014, the Governor will release his draft State 

Budget for FY 14-15. The State Budget Act of2013 for FY 13-14 included $108.9 million to 
support the operation of the three CA IPR services (San Joaquin, Capitol Corridor and 
Pacific Surfliner), an increase of$18.6 million to conform with the implementation ofthe 
PRliA Section 209 pricing policy for the nation's twenty-seven (27) Amtrak-operated, state 
supported IPR services. It is anticipated that the Governor's Draft FY 14-15 State Budget 
will continue with this conformance to PRliA Section 209 for the three CA IPR services. 

It is unclear what the Governor's draft budget will include for Cap and Trade Auction 
revenues. If such revenues are included in the draft budget, eligible projects are expected to 
include: rail modernization and system integration (including intercity and high speed rail); 
expanded transit and ridership programs; infrastructure; livable communities; transit-oriented 
development; and active transportation. 
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- Select Committee on Passenger Rail (Senate and Assembly): CCJPA and other California 
IPR agency staff have been working with State Senator Hannah-Beth Jackson's office to 
develop a Select Committee in the Senate that will pursue growth in investment for the 
state's passenger rail system. Concurrently efforts are underway to develop a similar select 
committee in the Assembly. 

Federal Surface Transportation Reauthorization 
Recently, there has been some movement to produce federal legislation to reauthorize the 
Passenger Rail Improvement and Investment Act of2008, which expired on October 16, 2013. 
This act covers Amtrak authorization and the current railroad safety programs, including Positive 
Train Control (PTC). APTA has recently adopted a program for the federal investment in a 
national intercity passenger rail network that includes state-sponsored IPR routes, the Amtrak 
system and planned high/higher speed train services. This program presents principles that will 
then be referenced into APT A's documents supporting the upcoming surface transportation 
authorization efforts ofMAP-21, thereby helping to establish a federally-funded Rail 
Title. CCJP A staff also continues to work with AASHTO and other interested agencies to 
prepare and advance principles similar to those adopted by APTA. 

Customer Service Program Upgrades 
• Bicycle Access Plan: A launch ofthe on-board element ofthe Plan is set for Spring 2014 once 
the all the cab cars have been modified for added bike storage and the PTC equipment has been 
installed in these cars. Concurrently, on some of the trains with heavy bike utilization, the 
CCJP A is working to replace one regular coach car with a coach/baggage car which has 
expanded lower level bike space (similar to modified cab cars). 

In concert, at-station elements of Plan are moving forward over the next year (2014) to deploy 
the eLocker and folding bicycle rental programs once all funding and related agreements are 
completed by late January 2014. 

Safety Initiatives 
• On-Board Installation ofPositive Train Control Equipment: Installation ofthe PTC equipment 
on the state-owned equipment is proceeding. All California owned locomotives have been 
equipped and installation on cab cars is underway ( ~60% complete). 

• Safety Fences: Continued investment to secure the right-of-way and deter trespassers via fence 
projects in North Richmond and the Suisun/Fairfield Station. 

• Grade Crossing Upgrades: Outreach has begun with local communities to assist the CCJP A in 
addressing delays and safety concerns associated with a recent spike in cars getting stuck on the 
tracks. These incidents are occurring at or near the Oakland Jack London Station/Embarcadero 
roadway, causing delays of30 minutes or more. 

Marketing Updates 
• While the 50% train fare discount for weekend travel and popular Seniors ride for 50% off on 
selected weekday midday trains are currently underway to fill the weekend and midday weekday 
ridership gaps, the CCJP A is working with Amtrak to address other underperforming markets: 
Placer County, Davis and Sacramento stations. 

-~--~----- ~~~-~~~~~~~~~~~-
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Outlook: While the ridership and revenues for the first two months ofFY 2014 are 5% and 6% 
below FY 2013, respectively, the Capitol Corridor remains the third busiest service in the 
Amtrak system and the most reliable with a 96% OTP. The Capitol Corridor has a solid 
foundation of loyal, frequent riders supported by the commitment from our service partners to 
safety, reliability and high quality customer service. Targeted marketing programs are underway 
and being developed to address ridership losses with the intent to push ridership levels into 
positive results. The CCJP A team working with operating and funding partners continue to 
complete pre-development work for the service expansion projects (involving San Jose/Salinas, 
Placer County), as well as developing advocacy strategies to secure capital grant funds to 
construct these service expansion projects. 

(Faxed to Director Blalock) 

DAVID B. KUTROSKY 
Managing Director 
Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority 
Phone: 510-464-6993 Fax: 510-464-6901 
e-mail: davidk@capitolcorridor.org 
300 Lakeside Drive, 14th Floor East , Oakland, CA 94612 
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Caltrans rolling out $36 million in 1-80 overcrossing upgrades 
By: Gus Thomson, Journal Staff Writer 

Caltrans is moving forward with plans to provide more room to move under 

nine overcrossings above Interstate 80 in Placer County. 

The $36 million project is poised to start in May, with work taking place over 

two years between Brace Road in Loomis and the Magra overcrossing, east of 

Colfax. 

As well as increasing the vertical clearance under the overcrossings by a foot, 

work will include replacing bridge rails, performing a seismic safety upgrade, 

improving pedestrian crossings to Americans With Disabilities Act specifications 

and upgrading guardrails. 

Because of the lower overcrossings, vehicles with pe-rmits but taller trailers or 

high loads now make a 300-mile detour off 1-80. Today's clearance standards 

call allow for truck heights of up to 16 feet 6 inches. The eight overcrossings, 

which were built during the late 1950s and early 1960s during initial 

construction of Interstate 80, are 1 5 feet 6 inches. 

Caltrans spokeswoman Rochelle Jenkins said Monday that Caltrans should be 

awarding a contract by the end of January on a project estimated to cost $36 

million. The work is to start in May on the Magra overcrossing, and the rest of 

the scheduling will be worked out with the contractor, she said. 

Seven of the nine overcrossings (Brace Road, Horseshoe Bar Road, King Road, 

Penryn Road, Gilardi Road, Newcastle Road and the Newcastle Union Pacific 

overpass) are between Loomis and Penryn. The ninth overcrossing is at Weimar 

Cross Road, just west of Colfax. 

Horseshoe Bar Road and Newcastle Road are two of the busiest crossroads to 

be worked on. Caltrans is taking different approaches to the two. 
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On the Horseshoe Bar overcrossings, ramps will remain open but the actual 

route along the overcrossing above Interstate 80 will not be, jenkins said. The 

contract calls for the work to last no more than 30 days but there is an 

incentive clause in the contract to complete it more quickly, she said. 

"We'd like it to be 1 7 days," Jenkins said. 

Caltrans will pay for a portable building on King Road in Loomis to provide fire 

department coverage of the area on the other side of the freeway that would be 

blocked, she said. 

The two overcrossings at Newcastle will have the roadway lowered beneath 

them, she said. During the work on improvements, traffic lanes will be reduced 

on the freeway. 

Overcrossings passing through Auburn are already at required minimum 

vertical clearances, Jenkins said. 

The Caltrans contractor will also be digging down at the Weimar Cross Road 

overcrossing, she said. 

"When we're digging down we won't touch the structure so the overcrossing 

can stay open," Jenkins said. 
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Seniors First promotes rural transportation services 
Grant provides for outreach 
to riders and drivers in 
Sheridan, ~ta, Emigrant Gap 
and North Tahoe 

S
eniors First has launched an 
outreach campaign aimed at 
recruiting riders and drivers 

in rural communities for its 
recently expanded My Rides 
Program. 

The My Rides Program was 
extended earlier this year to 
offer door-to-door volunteer 
transportation services in Sheri
dan, North Tahoe and areas 
located east of Colfax to the 
SR20/I-80 Interchange near 
Yuba Gap. 

Rides are free during week
days. 

Now, under a grant provided 
by The SCAN Foundation, Sen
iors First is focused on launch
ing an outreach campaign 
aimed at raising awareness and 
use of the new program and 
evaluating the program's effec
tiveness. 

"Expanding the My Rides Pro
gram into the rural areas in Plac
er County is a critical step to 
improving access to services for 
seniors and other households in 
remote areas where lack of pub
lic transportation and often dif
ficult road conditions exist," 
said Amy Bakker, Seniors First's 
transportation coordinator. 

"Transportation services are 
an important means for those 
living in rural areas to stay con
nected to their neighbors and 
maintain a strong sense of com
munity," Bakker said. "This 
grant will enable us to boost 
outreach services in rural areas 
where connecting with riders 
and drivers is often challeng
ing." 

The My Rides Program com-

"Transportation services 
are an important means 
for those living in rural 
areas to stay connected to 
their neighbors and 
maintain a strong sense of 
community." 
Amy Bakker, Seniors First's 
transportation coordinator 

pliments public transportation 
by reimbursing volunteers to 
transport individuals to non
emergency medical and other 
appointments, where no transit 
service exists or when the indi
vidual is unable to utilize public 
transportation for other reasons. 
The My Rides Program also 
offers transportation assistance 
to families of limited means 
with children under the age of 6. 

My Rides utilizes volunteer 
drivers who have agreed to pro
vide rides to eligible destina
tions for Placer County residents 
unable to use conventional pub
lic transportation. Drivers, who 
are screened by Seniors First, 
choose the days, times and geo- . 
graphical locations . they are 
available to drive and are reim
bursed for the mileage driven. 

Seniors and other eligible res
idents who need rides to non
emergency medical and other 
essential-needs appointments 
contact My Rides to arrange for 
transportation. Riders are typi
cally picked up at home, driven 
to their destination and then 
returned back home. 

For more information or to 
inquire about volunteering for 
the My Rides Program, contact 
Bakker at (530) 889-9500, exten-
sion 220, 
amyb@s_eniorsfirst.com or 
seniotsfirst.org. 
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