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

www.pctpa.net 

Wednesday, July 23, 2014 - 9:00 AM 
Board of Supervisors Chambers 

175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, CA  95603 
 

 
A. Flag Salute  

   
B. Roll Call  

   
C. Approval of Minutes:  June 18, 2014 Action 

Pg.  1 
D. Agenda Review  

   
E. Public Comment  

   
F. Consent Calendar Action 
 These items are expected to be routine and non-controversial.  They will 

be acted upon by the Board at one time without discussion.  Any Board 
member, staff member, or interested citizen may request an item be 
removed from the consent calendar for discussion. 

Pg.  8 

 1. FY 2014/15 PCTPA Claim for Local Transportation Funds 
(LTF) - $425,000 

Pg. 9 

 2. FY 2013/14 City of Rocklin Claim for Transportation 
Development Act (TDA) Bicycle and Pedestrian Funds - 
$152,213 

Pg. 11 

 3. FY 2013/14 Placer County Claim for Transportation 
Development Act (TDA) Bicycle and Pedestrian Funds - 
$250,000 

Pg. 16 

 4. TDA Financial Audit – City of Auburn (under separate cover)  
    

ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
    

CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 
    

G. 9:00 A.M – PUBLIC HEARING: Proposed Sheridan Community 
Plan Update and Consistency Determination with Airport Land Use 
Compatibility Plan 
 

Action 
Pg. 21 

   
ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 
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CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY  
   
H. Executive Director’s Report  
   
I. Board Direction to Staff  
   
J. Informational Items Info 
 1. Revenues and Expenditures for May 2014 (under separate cover)  
 2. Status Reports  
  a. PCTPA Pg.  27 
  b. AIM Consulting Pg.  30 
  c. Federal Advocates, Inc. Pg.  33 
 3. Newspaper Articles Pg.  39 
    

 
 

Next Regularly Scheduled PCTPA Board Meeting 
August 27, 2014 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

MINUTES 

June 18, 2014 

 
The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency met on Wednesday, June 18 at 9:00 a.m. at 

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

 

ROLL CALL:   Bonnie Gore Celia McAdam 

 Tony Hesch  Aaron Hoyt 

 Jim Holmes  Shirley LeBlanc 

 Stan Nader  Luke McNeel-Caird 

 Keith Nesbitt  David Melko 

 Diana Ruslin  Solvi Sabol 

 Miguel Ucovich   

  

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

Upon motion by Ucovich and second by Gore the minutes of the May 14, 2014 PCTPA Board 

meeting were approved by the following roll call vote: 

 

AYES:   Gore, Hesch, Holmes, Nesbitt, Ucovich  

NOES:   None     

ABSTAIN: Nader, Ruslin  

 

AGENDA REVIEW 

None. 

 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

Keith Nesbitt acknowledged that the majority of the items under consent were ongoing contracts.  

He asked that in future years, the current contract cost, the contract cost from the year prior, and 

the percentage increase/decrease between the two years be clearly identified under the respective 

agenda item. 

 

Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Ruslin, the Consent Calendar was unanimously approved 

as submitted by the following vote roll call vote: 

 

AYES:   Gore, Hesch, Holmes, Nader, Nesbitt, Ruslin, Ucovich  

NOES:   None     

ABSTAIN: None 

 

ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

 

CONVENE AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 

SERVICES AGENCY (CTSA) 
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CONSENT CALENDAR 

Upon motion by Ucovich and second by Ruslin, the CTSA Consent Calendar was unanimously 

approved as submitted by the following vote roll call vote: 

 

AYES:   Gore, Hesch, Holmes, Nader, Nesbitt, Ruslin, Ucovich 

NOES:   None     

ABSTAIN: None 

 

WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES AGENCY FY 

2013/14 BUDGET AMENDMENT #2 AND FY 2014/15 BUDGET  

David Melko asked the Board to adopt the CTSA Budget Amendment #2 for FY 2013/14 and the 

FY 2014/15 CTSA Budget.  He stated the Transit Operators Works Group (TOWG) and the 

Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) concurred with the staff recommendations as submitted 

and explained that the recommendations are consistent with the Short Range Transit Plan 

(SRTP).  Melko stated the operating revenues for 2014/15 shows a decline of slightly less than 

10%.  He stated that while this is a concern, the deferred revenue amount shown is an estimate 

and will likely increase after a review of the expenditures.  An updated budget will be brought 

back the Board in October. The FY 2013/14 budget shows an operating surplus of about $16,000 

and the budget balances. Melko noted that there are no changes proposed to the capitol budget – 

all funds have been allocated and awarded by the Board to various projects and are on track to be 

completed by next year.  

 

Upon motion by Ruslin and second by Ucovich, the CTSA FY 2013/14 Budget Amendment #2 

and FY 2014/15 Budget were unanimously approved as submitted by the following vote roll call 

vote: 

 

AYES:   Gore, Hesch, Holmes, Nader, Nesbitt, Ruslin, Ucovich 

NOES:   None     

ABSTAIN: None 

 

ADJOURN AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 

SERVICES AGENCY 

 

CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY  

 

NEVADA STATION OFFICE BUILDING REFINANCING  

Celia McAdam stated that this item was being presented in order to refinance the Nevada Station 

Office building where the PCTPA offices are housed.  The bottom line of the action items, 

McAdam explained, is a recommendation to approve the package to refinance the existing bonds 

under the same ownership structure with the same payoff term, at a 3-4% lower interest with a 

net present value savings of over $400,000 over the remaining life of those bonds. 

 

Celia McAdam noted that Mark Northcross of NHA Advisors and financial advisor on these 

bond transactions, Cameron Weist, bond counsel, and Mila Labadie of Miller & Owen, PCTPA’s 

legal counsel, were in attendance to provide background and answer any questions as needed.   
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McAdam provided background on the acquisition of the Nevada Station in 2003.  One of the 

challenges to the purchase was that state law implies, but does not specifically state that Regional 

Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs) such as PCTPA have the authority to own real 

estate.  The South Placer Regional Transportation Authority (SPRTA), which does have the 

specific authority to own real estate, agreed to act as a conduit to purchase the building with 

PCTPA leasing it back. As specified in an agreement between PCTPA and SPRTA, PCTPA 

takes all responsibility for the building, including bond payments and building management, with 

SPRTA an owner in name only. She went on to explain that the current financing package 

includes both taxable and nontaxable bonds since the building leases to both taxable (private 

sector) and nontaxable (public or not-for-profit) tenants with interest rates at 7¾ and 6 percent 

respectively. 

 

McAdam noted that the original financing included a proviso that we could not refinance for 10 

years, which concluded in December 2013.  As interest rates significantly since then, the Board 

agreed that the Agency should seek refinancing.  Using NHA Advisors, we went out for a bid on 

a private placement bond, because this is a relatively small bond issue institutional investors or 

banks are buying the bond issue in its entirety.  After seeking bids, McAdam explained Umpqua 

Bank, who is also PCTPA’s commercial bank, presented the lowest (best) bid. 

 

Celia McAdam noted that just as with a regular home mortgage refinance, there are expenses 

associated with the new bond issue, as outlined in Table 3 of the Board memo.  The savings 

shown are net, after these expenses are paid.  The structure of the building ownership would be 

the same, with SPRTA owners in name only.  Because of the details involved in this transaction, 

actions requested include documents as to form with the latest versions provided to the Board.  

With concurrence from legal counsel, McAdam explained that the resolution allows for minor 

changes to these agreements ensuring that the best interests of PCTPA are represented while 

meeting the needs of the bonding issuance and all parties involved. 

 

Bonnie Gore asked what we intend to do with the savings realized.  Celia McAdam explained 

that reserves were used to cover the building’s vacancies experienced during the past economic 

downturn.  While the building is mostly leased, the intention is to build back the reserves and 

ultimately the plan is to augment our administrative costs and offset revenue. 

 

Referring to Table 3, refinancing costs, Miguel Ucovich asking what the financial advisor does.  

Mark Northcross, NHA Advisors, explained that as financial advisor he is represents the Agency 

in putting together the structure of the bonding and management of debt financing, noting that he 

does not take a financial positon in the bond sale by selling/brokering bonds.  Using the sale of a 

house as an analogy, Northcross stated that typically you don’t want someone who represents the 

buyer and the seller. In the same way, public agencies want someone who just represents them as 

the seller of the debt so there is no conflict of interest.  Northcross updated the Board on a 

change to the trustee recommendation, explained that a clarification of US Bank’s fee structure 

may make Union Bank the low bidder. 

 

Tony Hesch inquired to the vacancy of the building, with Celia McAdam stating that there is 

currently only one vacancy, and we continue to market it. 
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Keith Nesbitt asked for additional specifics of the financial advisor and his roles and 

responsibilities.  Mark Northcross explained that part of this transaction requires arranging a bid 

process going to multiple sources, noting that the Dodd-Frank law limits his interaction with 

financial institutions.  Because of this a placement agent is used and together they talk to banks, 

explain the credit risk, obtain and evaluate bids, put together the legal structure of the 

transaction, and then ensure the legal documentation is correct.  The structure of this financial 

transaction has private sector tenants leasing the building which taps into the federal tax law 

issues.  There is also the ability to call the bonds which allows for the sale of the building, should 

we so choose.  Overall, Northcross noted, he represents us to ensure that our best interests are 

accounted for. 

 

Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Ruslin, the Board unanimously approved the refinancing 

of the 2003 Nevada Station office building lease revenue bonds by adoption of Resolution 14-22 

as shown in Attachment 1, (under Item I, as provided to the Board) approving and authorizing 

the Executive Director to execute Item 1 - Lease Agreement, Item 2 – Assignment Agreement, 

Item 3 - Trust Agreement, Item 4 – Termination Agreement, and Item 5 – Escrow Agreement by 

the following roll call vote: 

 

AYES:   Gore, Hesch, Holmes, Nader, Nesbitt, Ruslin, Ucovich 

NOES:   None     

ABSTAIN: None 

 

LEGISLATIVE POSITION ON CAP AND TRADE PROPOSALS FOR 

TRANSPORTATION 

Celia McAdam explained that the Board is requested to take action on proposals for the 

distribution of Cap and Trade.  McAdam noted there are updates to the situation that occurred 

since the Board memo was distributed, as the State legislature adopted a budget package which 

included AB852, which established how Cap and Trade funds would be allocated for current and 

future years. Of note, the Governor got $250 million for high speed rail, and a directive that 25% 

of the future Cap and Trade money would go to high speed rail.   

 

McAdam provided some background of how Cap and Trade came to be, noting the purpose is to 

reduce greenhouse gases by allowing businesses to either 1) reduce greenhouse gas emissions 

(cap) or 2) buy credits to offset their greenhouse gas emissions (trade).  McAdam noted that 

there were varying opinions on how much money this would actually generate, with the estimate 

for this year at $850 million.  McAdam noted that the Cap and Trade program does not hit the 

fuel industry until 2015, at which time there will likely be an increase in fuel prices.   

 

In continuing with the current AB852 allocation update, Celia McAdam said that a portion of the 

funds would go to intercity rail and transit operations.  Expanding the Capitol Corridor intercity 

rail is something we’ve been striving for over twenty years, McAdam acknowledged, but noted 

that these funds will be competitive at the California Transportation Commission level.   

 

Additionally, some funds for transit operations will be allocated via the state transit assistance 

formula.  There is also funding allocated to sustainable community projects – projects that 

support transit oriented design and/or adopted by SACOG’s sustainable communities strategy in 
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their Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP). Again, these funds McAdam noted, will be 

competitive at the statewide Strategic Growth Council.  The remaining funding will go to low-

carbon transportation, weatherization, energy, and water-waste diversion.   

 

On an ongoing basis, in addition to the 25% for high speed rail, 35% would be allocated to 

transit on the state transit assistance formula, transit capitol and operations that support the 

sustainable community strategies, and to affordable housing, with the remaining 40% to low 

carbon transportation and waste diversion as designated by the Legislature on an annual basis..  

 

She acknowledged that at this time, there is no strong sense of how these funds will be 

distributed and how those decisions will be made..  McAdam stated that her biggest concern in 

this allocation distribution is that regions are tasked with putting together sustainable community 

strategies in their Metropolitan/Regional Transportation Plans under SB375, yet the 

implementation funding is all with the state, with no tie between the responsibility and the 

funding to implement the plan.   

 

Celia McAdam concluded her report by stating that she and Chair Holmes received a briefing on 

this issue at a meeting of the California Association of Councils of Governments (CALCOG).  

One reason suggested for the lack of local control in the funding distribution was that certain 

social equity interests don’t trust regions to spend the money in ways that benefit their interests, 

and that these groups seem to have pull with the Legislature.  Despite this distribution formula, 

McAdam recommended that the Board approve the action requested, to continue to push for 

local control of funds and maximize the amount going toward transportation.   

 

Chair Holmes agreed that the report heard at CALCOG was disconcerting and that that the local 

governments, which have the knowledge and responsibility, don’t have the control of the funds. 

 

Stan Nader said that he understood disadvantaged areas would have be one of the priorities 

through the Cap and Trade formula.  He acknowledged that he didn’t see the nexus between this 

and air quality, and said that it appeared to be a potpourri of whoever has the ear of the 

Legislature. Nader pronounced it was a misuse of the money, and there should be a focus on air 

quality and transportation.  Celia McAdam noted that ultimate amount of greenhouse gas savings 

that comes out of some of these projects has yet to be determined.  McAdam concurred that there 

appears to be a disconnect on the purpose of Cap and Trade funding, which is the reduction of 

greenhouse gas, and some of the programs slated to receive funding.  

 

Tony Hesch said that this issue was also brought before him as a SACOG Boardmember.  He 

found it frustrating that the State does not trust us to make our local decisions, yet try to enforce 

policies on us without sending us any money for implementation. He complemented McAdam on 

her reporting of the situation.  Miguel Ucovich stated that, having been on the Placer County 

Transportation Air Quality Control District (PCAPCD) Board, he felt providing the option for an 

industry to pay to offset their greenhouse gas emissions seemed like a good one.  In response to 

Ucovich’s support of advocacy efforts, Celia McAdam explained that last year the Board agreed 

to join the Transportation Coalition for Livable Communities – an organization that advocates 

for the best package possible for transportation.  She explained that they attended a lot of 

hearings, with SACOG being a key partner in the effort, along with the California Alliance for 
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Jobs and CALCOG.  Unfortunately, the group did not prevail.  McAdam further noted that 

efforts to include funds for pavement management and road repair, which have greenhouse gas 

benefits, were unsuccessful. 

 

Bonnie Gore wanted clarification on the action of supporting maximizing local control and the 

amount going toward transportation.  She clarified that the Board is not supporting the Cap and 

Trade proposal, but simply affirming what is in the best interest of local government and 

transportation needs.   

 

Stan Nader was concerned that supporting the recommended action would be construed as 

support for the distribution of Cap and Trade funds.  Celia McAdam stated that there is a policy 

aspect and implementation aspect of this issue.  She acknowledged Boardmembers’ opposition to 

Cap and Trade as a policy as well as the proscribed distribution, but suggested that we still work 

to make the best of a bad situation by banding with peer agencies to make the implementation 

guidelines and criteria as advantageous to regions as possible.  Jim Holmes stated that he 

believed in McAdam’s ability with her current relationship with CTC, CALCOG, California 

Alliance for Jobs, CALCOG, SACOG, and other agencies that the best effort will be put forth.  

With some Board concern, McAdam suggested taking action as shown, and opposing the 

Legislature’s current distribution allocation. 

 

Diana Ruslin agreed there was a balance, and there are two separate items being discussed.  

Bonnie Gore noted that because this is already passed through the Legislature, we want to 

continue to get what we can on a local level.  Keith Nesbitt suggested that the Board could 

consider making two motions, and take a position opposing the how Cap and Trade funds were 

distributed.   

 

With a motion by Nesbitt and second by Ruslin the Board unanimously approved 1) maximizing 

local control of funds, and 2) maximizing the funds directed to transportation and local 

jurisdictions as it pertains to the current distribution of Cap and Trade funds by the following roll 

call vote: 

 

AYES:   Gore, Hesch, Holmes, Nader, Nesbitt, Ruslin, Ucovich 

NOES:   None     

ABSTAIN: None 

 

With a secondary motion by Nesbitt and second by Ruslin, the Board unanimously approved a 

position unilaterally opposing the proposed and current distribution method of Cap and Trade 

funds under AB852 by the following roll call vote: 

 

AYES:   Gore, Hesch, Holmes, Nader, Nesbitt, Ruslin, Ucovich 

NOES:   None     

ABSTAIN: None 
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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 

Celia McAdam reported that staff is working hard on the funding strategy which includes focus 

groups, meeting with community and business leaders throughout the County, and polling 

planned in July.  We will be doing a Board presentation at the August meeting.  

 

As with Cap and Trade, McAdam explained that another clear indicator of the State’s wanting to 

control local money is a recent State Transportation Improvement Plan (STIP) workshop which 

she attended.  She noted that there seems to be a movement amongst social equity, public health, 

and other interest groups to modify the guidelines in an effort to make their projects compete 

better.  McAdam said this is something we need to be aware of. 

 

Celia McAdam updated the Board on temporarily opening up the High Occupancy Vehicle 

(HOV) lane short of the I-80/SR-65 interchange to all vehicles until the improvements are in 

place.  She explained that the best opportunity for accurate traffic modeling is when normal 

traffic patterns are occurring, specifically during the non-summer months, when school is in 

session.  Because of this, McAdam said that we look forward to bringing further information 

back to the Board in September or October. 

 

Celia McAdam said that we plan on scheduling a Board meeting in July.  It will be rather short, 

with the main item being an Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) compatibility review. 

 

Celia McAdam reported that the Lincoln Bypass Phase 2a which is the additional two lane 

segment for a total of four lanes from Nelson Lane to just north of West Wise Road, is being 

opened this weekend. 

 

Stan Nader asked about the SR-65 widening project, specifically the segment between Blue Oaks 

to Galleria.  Celia McAdam stated that we began working on the environmental document of SR-

65 widening earlier this year, with the Board approving the contract award last October.  In terms 

of it being open to the public, construction costs are estimated at $115 million for the segment 

from Galleria to Lincoln Blvd, and we will most likely do this in phases.  McAdam explained we 

have some funding through South Placer Regional Transportation Authority (SPRTA) through 

developer fees, but it will be years before these fees are amassed. She explained that this is one 

of the many projects that we hope to address through the funding strategy process.   

 

With no Board direction to staff, the meeting was adjourned at 10:10 a.m. 

 

 

Meeting adjourned at 10:11 a.m. 

 

 

 

 

_________________________________  ____________________________________ 

Celia McAdam     Jim Holmes, Chair 

Executive Director 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  July 8, 2014
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
Below are the Consent Calendar items for the July 23, 2014 agenda for your review and action. 
 
1. FY 2014/15 PCTPA Claim for Local Transportation Funds (LTF) - $425,000 

Staff recommends approval of the attached PCTPA LTF claim for FY 2014/15 in the 
amount of $425,000 per the FY 2014/15 Preliminary Apportionment of Local 
Transportation Funds approved at the February 2014 Board meeting.  

 
2. FY 2013/14 City of Rocklin Claim for Transportation Development Act (TDA) Bicycle 

and Pedestrian Funds - $152,213 
 The City of Rocklin submitted a TDA Bicycle and Pedestrian claim for $152,213 in FY 

2013/14. This claim represents the remaining balance of the City’s five-year funding 
amount according to PCTPA’s current five-year Cash Management Plan for the TDA 
Pedestrian and Bicycle Fund.  Staff recommends approval. 

 
3. FY 2013/14 Placer County Claim for Transportation Development Act (TDA) Bicycle 

and Pedestrian Funds - $250,000 
 Placer County submitted a TDA Bicycle and Pedestrian claim for $250,000 in FY 

2013/14. This claim represents a portion of the County’s five-year funding amount 
according to PCTPA’s current five-year Cash Management Plan for the TDA Pedestrian 
and Bicycle Fund.  Staff recommends approval. 

 
4.  TDA Financial Audit – City of Auburn  

Staff recommends acceptance of the TDA Financial Audits for fiscal year 2012/13 for the 
City of Auburn.  
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CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 

PCTPA APPORTIONMENT 
 

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

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

 

The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency hereby requests, in accordance with the State of 

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

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

2014/2015 in the following amounts for the following purposes to be drawn from the Local Transportation 

Fund deposited with the Placer County Treasurer: 

 

 PCTPA Administration  $   425,000 

 PCTPA Planning   $               0 

 TOTAL    $   425,000 

 

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

County Auditor to the applicant is subject to such monies being available for distribution and to the provisions that such monies will be 

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

 

APPROVED: 

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

 

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

 
BY: July 23, 2014     BY: July 8, 2014   
 



 
PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

 

 

IN THE MATTER OF:  ALLOCATION OF            RESOLUTION NO.  14-23 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS TO THE 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION  

PLANNING AGENCY  

 

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

at a regular meeting held July 23, 2014 by the following vote on roll call: 

 

AYES: 

 

NOES: 

 

ABSENT: 

 

Signed and approved by me after its passage. 

 

 

_________________________________________ 

      Chair 

      Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

       

______________________________ 

Executive Director 

 

WHEREAS, pursuant to California Government Code, Title 7.91, Section 67910, PCTPA was 

created as a local area planning agency to provide regional transportation planning for the area of 

Placer County, exclusive of the Lake Tahoe Basin; and  

 

WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of PCTPA to review the annual transportation claims and to 

make allocations from the Local Transportation Fund.   

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that PCTPA has reviewed the claim and has made 

the following allocations from the 2014/2015 fiscal year funds. 

 

1. To the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

 for administrative purposes:     $   425,000 

 

2. To the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

for transportation planning purposes:    $               0 

 

 Total LTF Funds Claimed     $   425,000 

 

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

Auditor to pay the claimants. 



TO: PI.ACER COUNW TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603

FROM: C[AIMANT:

ADDRESS: 3970 Rocklin Road

Rocklin, CA95677

CONTACT PERSON: Robert Combs

Phone:9rG625-5033 Email : roben.cornbs@rocllin.ca.us

The city of Rocklin hereby requests, in accordance with the State of
California Public Utilities Code, AS AMENDED (Chapter 3, Section ggzt4),that this clairn for Bicycle and pedestrian

funds in the amount of 5 rsz,zrs be approved for Fiscalyear

from the Bicycle and Pedestrian Trust Fund.

When approved, this claim will be transmitted to the Ptacer County Auditor for funds to be reserved. Jurisdictions will receiye
payrnent 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.

2013/14 , to be drawn

APPROVED:

PLACER COUNTY
TRANSPORTATION PIANN ING AGENCY
BOARD OF DIRECTORS

BY:

TITLE:

DATE:

TII-E: 
city Manager

APPLICANT

BY:
(slgnature)(signature)

DATE: -,f, 
^ l/ t 7



BICYCTE AND PEDESTRIAN PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND FIT{ANCIAL PLAN

Briefly describe the project for which you are apptying for Bicycle / pedestrian Funds. Also, identify ail funding
sources related to the proiect. The total project cost and total funding source{s) listed below should balance
for each project.

Include a focation map for the project as appropriate.

Claimant:

Fiscal Year:

City of Rocklin

2013t2014

Erief Project Description

Safe Routes To School - Instailing
sidewalks, ADA compliant paths, and
traffic calming measures to provide safe
travel paths for students.

Total Ped & Bike

StateGrant 5450,000
LTF Ped & Bike From Fy 11/1259,397

LTF Ped & BikeThru Fy 14t15 $142,816

Totaf Project 5602,213

Placer County Transportation planning Agency Revised August 20lj
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RESOLUTION NO. 2OT4-89

RESOLUTION OF THE CIry COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF ROCKLIN AUTHORIZING

THE CIW MANAGER TO SUBMIT A CLAIM TO THE
PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY

FOR BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FUNDS

WHEREAS, the City of Rocklin desires to submit the annual transportation claims
to the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency for funds available from the
Transportation Development Act of L97L; and

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency is responsible for
reviewing and approving annual Bicycle and Pedestrian claims, and for making allocation
from the Local Transportation Fund.

WHEREAS, these funds can be used for purposes of public transportation and for
acquisition and maintenance of streets and roads including facilities for the exclusive
use of bicycle paths;

NOW THEREFORE, BE lT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Rocklin
hereby authorizes submission of the annual bicycle and pedestrian claim to the Placer
County Transportation Planning Agency for a total of S!52,2I3, such funds to be used
for the purposes indicated in the claims attached hereto as Exhibit A by this reference
incorporated herein.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 27th dav of May, 20L4, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

ATTEST:

Councilmembers:
Councilmembers:
Councilmembers:
Councilmembers:

Magnuson, Ruslin, Butler, Janda, Yuil l
None
None
None

Scott Yuill, Mayor

The foregoing rnstrument rs a .
Correct copy of the original dc$uritent
on frle in this office.

' z't t - : l*
Anest 

'6' t/?//-Jtt/t2'/r -

S/drt/ rr/ City Clerk. City olRocirln

/ '  '  /1 . ,  ' ,4 '
{ fr-zu(*-.r a tk-lzm cta( (/J

Barbara lvanusich, City Clerk



 
 PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 
 
IN THE MATTER OF:  ALLOCATION OF  RESOLUTION NO. 14-24 
BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN TRUST FUNDS 
TO THE CITY OF ROCKLIN 
 
The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency at a regular meeting held July 23, 2012 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 of the Lake Tahoe Basin; and  
 
WHEREAS, California Government Code Section 29532.1(c) identifies PCTPA as the 
designated regional transportation planning agency for Placer County, exclusive of the Lake 
Tahoe Basin; and 
 
WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of PCTPA 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 consistent 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 2011/12 fiscal year. 
 
  To the City of Rocklin for Bicycle  
  and Pedestrian Fund Projects    $152,213 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the funds will be made available to the City on a 
reimbursement basis. 
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 PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

 
 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF   RESOLUTION NO.  14-25 

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN TRUST  

FUNDS TO THE COUNTY OF PLACER 

 

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

Agency at a regular meeting held July 23, 2014 by the following vote on roll call: 

 

AYES: 

 

NOES: 

 

ABSENT: 

 

 

Signed and approved by me after its passage 

 

            

      _______________________________________ 

      Chair  

      Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

 

_________________________________ 

Executive Director 

 

 

WHEREAS, pursuant to California Government Code, Title 7.91, Section 67910, PCTPA was 

created as a local area planning agency to provide regional transportation planning for the area 

of Placer County, exclusive of the Lake Tahoe Basin; and  

 

WHEREAS, 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 PCTPA 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 consistent 

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 2009/10 fiscal year. 

 

  To the County of Placer for Bicycle  

  and Pedestrian Fund Projects    $250,000 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the funds will be made available to the County on a 

reimbursement basis. 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: Placer County Airport Land Use Commission DATE:         July 8, 2014 
  
FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner  
  
SUBJECT: 9:00 A.M. - PUBLIC HEARING: PROPOSED SHERIDAN COMMUNITY 

PLAN UPDATE AND CONSISTENCY DETERMINATION WITH 
AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBILITY PLAN  

 
ACTION REQUESTED 
1. Conduct a public hearing to obtain public input on Placer County’s proposed Sheridan 
 Community Plan Update and its consistency with the Placer County Airport Land Use 
 Compatibility Plan (ALUCP). 
2. Find that Placer County’s proposed Sheridan Community Plan Update is consistent with the 
 Placer County ALUCP and include the proposed policy for County consideration. 
 
BACKGROUND 
PCTPA acts as the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) for Lincoln Regional Airport. The 
ALUC adopted an update to the Placer County ALUCP in February 2014.   
 
The ALUC’s purpose is to protect public health, safety, and welfare by ensuring orderly expansion 
of Lincoln Regional Airport and the adoption of land use measures that minimize public exposure to 
excessive noise and safety hazards within areas around the airport to the extent that these areas are 
not already devoted to incompatible uses.  The ALUC accomplishes this purpose by preparing and 
adopting airport land use compatibility plans and reviewing plans, regulations, and other actions of 
local agencies and airport operators for consistency with the compatibility plan.  
 
As required by State law, adoption of a General Plan, amendments thereto, specific plans or 
rezoning affecting property within an airport influence area are actions which always require ALUC 
review prior to the action’s approval by the local jurisdiction.  
 
Proposed Sheridan Community Plan Update, General Plan Amendment and Rezones  
Placer County is completing a comprehensive update to the 1976 Sheridan Community Plan. The 
Lincoln Regional Airport influence area extends into the Sheridan community plan area, as shown 
in Attachment 1.  
 
The Sheridan Community Plan Update involves processing a General Plan Amendment to the 
Placer County General Plan land use diagram, preparation of a draft Community Plan, a zoning text 
amendment necessary to implement certain provisions of the Plan, property rezoning through 
adoption of a Zoning Consistency Ordinance, and approval of a Negative Declaration. More 
specifically, the update: 

 reviews and updates existing conditions and community plan assumptions; 
 revises goals, policies, and programs to address constraints and opportunities; 
 expands community plan area boundaries to encompass 14,958 acres;  
 adds discussions to address issues that have arisen since the plan was originally prepared; 

 



 
Placer County Airport Land Use Commission 
PUBLIC HEARING: PROPOSED SHERIDAN COMMUNITY PLAN UPDATE 
AND CONSISTENCY DETERMINATION  
July 2014 
Page 2 
 
   

 reclassifies land use designations for 65 acres of property; and  
 rezones 25 properties totaling 1,453 acres. 

 
Public Notice  
Consistency reviews by the ALUC require that notice be provided with opportunity for public input.  
A public hearing notice was published in the Lincoln News Messenger as the newspaper serving the 
area in which the Lincoln Regional Airport and Sheridan Community are located.  Notification was 
sent to Lincoln Airport and Sheridan community stakeholders and also posted on PCTPA’s website. 

 
Process and ALUC Action 
Placer County has requested that the ALUC make a consistency determination for the proposed 
Sheridan Community Plan Update with the adopted ALUCP, as noted in Attachment 2. The ALUC 
has 60 days, from June 6, 2014, to act on this request. Placer County anticipates that the Board of 
Supervisors will consider adoption of the Sheridan Community Plan Update later this summer. The 
ALUC has three choices of action. To find the proposed Community Plan Update: 

 Consistent with the ALUCP; 
 Consistent with the ALUCP subject to conditions; or 
 Inconsistent with the ALUCP based on specific conflicts. 

 
DISCUSSION 
The consistency review was done using the individual compatibility plan for Lincoln Regional 
Airport in accordance with the ALUCP. There are two tests to determine consistency: 

 No direct conflicts can exist between the ALUCP and the proposed Sheridan Community 
Plan Update; and 

 Delineation of a mechanism or process for ensuring future land use development within an 
airport influence area will not conflict with the ALUCP. 

 
The proposed Sheridan Community Plan Update contains no compatibility policies pertaining to 
Lincoln Regional Airport. Placer County proposes to add a new Health and Safety policy that would 
require new development within Compatibility Zones C1, C2 and D to conform to the criteria found 
in Table LIN-6A of the ALUCP. The suggested new policy would read as: 
 

Projects proposed within Compatibility Zones C1, C2 and D of the Lincoln Regional Airport 
shall conform to the criteria set forth in Table LIN-6A of Chapter 6 of the Placer County 
Airport Land Use Compatibility Plans (2014). 

 
ALUC staff concur with the County’s proposed policy, which will bring the Sheridan Community 
Plan into consistency with the ALUCP.  The TAC concur with this recommendation. 
 
 
Attachment 1 - Sheridan Community Plan Proposed Land Use and Zoning Exhibits  
Attachment 2  - Placer County Request for Consistency Determination 
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June 6, 2014 

David Melko 

COUNTY OF PLACER 
Commun 

Michael J. Johnson, AICP 
Agency Director 

ent/Resource 

Placer County Airport Land Use Commission 
299 Nevada Street 
Auburn, CA 95603 

SUBJECT: SHERIDAN COMMUNITY PLAN UPDATE 

Dear Mr. Melko: 

PLACER COUNTY GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT 

PCALUCP CONSISTENCY REVIEW 

We are pleased to submit the draft Sheridan Community Plan and proposed amended Placer County 
General Plan land use diagram for your review for consistency with the Placer County Airport Land 
Use Compatibility Plans. 

The Planning Services Division is currently updating the 1976 Sheridan General Plan. The 2014 Plan 
Update primarily involves the following: 

• Reviewing and expanding the 1976 Plan area boundaries; 

• Examining and updating existing conditions (population holding capacity, infrastructure, 
environmental conditions, changes since the 1976 Plan was originally prepared, etc.); 

• Revising goals, policies, and programs in the 1976 Plan to address constraints (i.e. 
water and sewer) and new opportunities (i.e. Highway 65 Bypass); 

• Updating the 1976 Plan assumptions and amending goals and policies to provide 
better clarity and readability; and, 

• New discussions on topical issues that have arisen (i.e. Greenhouse Gas Emissions, 
Placer County Conservation Plan, Complete Streets, and Low-Impact Design) since 
the Plan was originally prepared in 1976. 

If adopted, the Plan Update will supersede the 1976 Plan. The intent of the update is to provide an 
opportunity to comprehensively address issues facing the community and to responsibly and 
proactively plan for the next 20 years. The Update's proposed new boundaries are the Bear 
RiverNuba County to the north, Sutter County to the west, Waltz Road to the south, and generally 
Karchner Road to the east. It encompasses a total area of 14,958.5 acres. 

3091 County Center Drive, Suite 140 I Auburn, California 95603 I (530) 745-3000 I Fax (530) 745-3080 
Internet Address: http://www.placer.ca.govlplanning I email: planning@placer.ca.gov 
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The land use changes proposed include reclassification of 65 acres of property from Rural Estate to 
Industrial (59 acres) and General Commercial (6.2 acres). These new commercial/industrial properties 
are located west of Sheridan Lincoln Boulevard where public water and waste water service are 
unavailable and will also receive a Use Permit (-UP) combining district designation to recognize the 
infrastructure constraints that are present. Thirty-three acres at N. Nader Road and Sheridan Lincoln 
Boulevard are proposed to be reclassified from Industrial Park to Agriculture/Timberland to be 
consistent with neighboring properties. 

In addition, two privately-owned conservation banks within the Plan area that have been permanently 
protected from development through conservation easements will be reclassified as Open Space. 
There are minimal land use changes outside of the Sheridan townsite. 

Adoption of the Community Plan will also require an amendment to the land use diagram for the 
Placer County General Plan to remove properties for inclusion within the boundaries of the proposed 
Sheridan Community Plan. Maps showing the proposed land use changes and revised General Plan 
land use diagram have been provided for your review. 

Since the Airport Influence Area extends into the proposed Plan area, the County proposes adding a 
new Community Plan Health and Safety policy that would require new development within 
Compatibility Zones C1 and C2 to conform with the criteria found in Table LIN-6A of the Placer 
County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plans. The suggested new policy would read as: 

Projects proposed within Compatibility Zones 0, C1 and C2 of the Lincoln Regional 
Airport shall conform to the criteria set forth in Table LIN-6A of Chapter 6 of the Placer 
County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plans (2014). 

The Placer County Planning Commission will begin review of the Sheridan Community Plan and the 
General Plan Amendment at its June 12, 2014 meeting. The County anticipates that the Board of 
Supervisors will consider adoption of the Community Plan in late summer, and therefore, we are 
requesting the Placer County Airport Land Use Commission provide a consistency determination at its 
July meeting. 

If you have any questions or require additional information, please feel free to contact me at (530) 
745-3076 or crschmid@placer.ca.gov. Your attention to this matter is greatly appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

c;?J~ f.CcJ_ 
Loren Clark 

Assistant Director 

Enclosures 

CC: Supervisor Robert Weygandt, District 2 
Supervisor Jim Holmes, District 3 
Supervisor Kirk Uhler, District 4 
Michael Johnson, Agency Director 
EJ lvaldi, Deputy Planning Director 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  July 8, 2014
  
FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner 
  Luke McNeel-Caird, Senior Planner/Engineer 
                        Scott Aaron, Associate Planner         
  
SUBJECT: STATUS REPORT 
 
 
1. Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) Report 

A 4th Quarter statistical summary for Placer FSP service, including motorist survey 
responses, is attached to this monthly status report. For the 4th quarter, there were 811 
total assists combined for SR 65 and I-80 freeways. The majority of motorists rated the 
service as “excellent.” Average motorists wait time was about five minutes per assist. 
 

2. TDM Report 
The annual Spare the Air for Bucks program kicked off on June 26.  This program 
encourages the use of alternative modes specifically during the summer months when air 
quality can be unhealthy.  Participants register and log the days they use alternative 
transportation modes during July and August for a chance to win prizes.   
 
This year, Spare the Air for Bucks participants are using the Sacramento Region 
Commuter Club website (sacregioncommuterclub.org) to track their “clean air commute” 
days. The Commuter Club website provides various resources for commuters including a 
ridematching tool for those looking to carpool or vanpool, a commute cost calculator, 
various links to alternative transportation information, as well as access to the Emergency 
Ride Home program for participating employers/employees. 
 

3. I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements Project – PA&ED Phase 
The Project Development Team (PDT) met on June 10, the meeting focused on the 
upcoming environmental technical studies and responding to comments on the draft 
traffic report. A focused environmental meeting was held on June 27 to go over the latest 
project alternatives with Caltrans and local jurisdictions as technical studies will be 
submitted for review in July and August. 
 

4. State Route 65 Capacity and Operational Improvements Project – PA&ED Phase 
The Project Development Team (PDT) has identified four project concepts for the 
proposed project, including General Purpose Lanes, High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) 
Lanes, Hybrid of General Purpose and HOV Lanes, and No Build. The first public 
workshop will be held on July 24 from 6 to 8 pm at Lincoln City Hall to give an 
overview of the project and gain input on the project concepts. A flyer for the public 
workshop has been sent to the email distribution list, several agencies and organizations, 
and is posted on the project webpage: http://pctpa.net/projects/sr65widening/. 
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5. I-80 Auxiliary Lanes Project – PA&ED Phase 

The project includes two auxiliary lanes: I-80 eastbound between SR 65 and Rocklin 
Road, and I-80 westbound between Douglas Boulevard and Riverside Avenue. The first 
Project Development Team (PDT) meeting was held on June 19, including an overview 
of the project, starting the traffic studies, and the project schedule. The state and federal 
approval of the environmental document is anticipated by the end of 2015. A project 
webpage has been created: http://pctpa.net/projects/i-80-auxiliary-lanes/ 

 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

 

MEMORANDUM 

 

TO:  Celia McAdam 

  

FROM: AIM Consulting   

 

DATE:  July 8, 2014  

 

RE:  June 2014 Monthly Report  

  

 

The following is a summary of public information work performed by AIM Consulting (AIM) 

on behalf of Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) in the month of June.   

 

AIM assisted PCTPA with planning and hosting a ribbon cutting ceremony for the Lincoln 

Bypass Phase 2A or “Next Phase” on June 20, 2014.   

 

AIM continued implementing a Social Media strategy for PCTPA and updating the PCTPA 

website. 

 

AIM assisted with media relations and public information and also assisted with outreach 

for alternative transportation programs.  

 

In addition, AIM began planning for the next addition of the PCTPA e-newsletter.   

 

Following is a capsule summary of activities:       

 

PCTPA.net 

 

AIM continued to monitor Google Analytics on the PCTPA.net website.  Google Analytics 

will show how many people visit the PCTPA.net website, what region visitors are from, as 

well as what pages are looked at most frequently.  This information will help measure the 

effectiveness of the website and modify content if necessary.   

 

AIM worked with PCTPA staff to continue updating and improving the PCTPA website 

including updating website software and working on the navigation structure.   
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AIM continued posting Social Media updates on the PCTPA Facebook and Twitter pages.        

 

 

Informational Materials 

 

AIM worked with PCTPA staff to update the Airport Land Use Commission fact sheet.  The 

fact sheet is distributed to local agencies to explain the project referral and review process 

for projects located within the airport influence area of Auburn Municipal, Blue Canyon, 

and Lincoln Regional Airports, it may be subject to an Airport Land Use Commission 

review.   

 

In addition, AIM worked with PCTPA staff to update the Health Express Riders Guide.  

Health Express is an advance reservation, shared-ride, non-emergency medical 

transportation service for residents of Placer County.  The riders guide provides 

information about securing a reservation and locations the Health Express travels to.      

 

Lincoln Bypass Ribbon Cutting 

 

AIM worked with PCTPA staff to coordinate and host a ribbon cutting ceremony for the 

Lincoln Bypass Phase 2A or “Next Phase.”  The ceremony was held on June 20, 2014 and 

was attended by local dignitaries and community members.  The ceremony was also well 

attended by local Chamber of Commerce representatives in recognition of the economic 

development opportunities now available along the corridor.  The event and subsequent 

opening of the Bypass to traffic on June 28th was covered in the local media by the Lincoln 

News Messenger and Sacramento Bee.    
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Media Relations 

 

AIM continued to monitor industry and local news in an effort to identify outreach 

opportunities as well as support the Agency’s efforts to address local transportation and 

transit issues.  

 



 
1701 Pennsylvania Avenue 

Suite 300 

Washington, DC  20006 

Phone: (202) 351-6855 

Fax: (202) 351-6855 

www.federaladvocates.com 

 

June 30, 2014 

 

To: Celia McAdam 

From: Sante and Michael Esposito 

Subject: June Monthly Report 

 

MAP-21: The Senate 

  

On May 15, the Committee on Environment and Public Works unanimously approved S.2322, 

the “MAP-21 Reauthorization Act” without amendment (the bill was introduced May 12, the text 

and summary having been previously provided). The bill would authorize spending of $38.4 

billion for FY15, then increase with inflation to $39.2 billion for FY16, $40 billion for FY17, 

$40.8 billion for FY18, $41.7 billion for FY19 and $42.6 billion for FY20. That is approximately 

status quo funding levels plus inflation. The bill would also authorize $400 million a year in 

grants for projects of national and regional significance and $125 million a year, starting in FY16 

subject to appropriation, for awards to states that show special innovation or brought projects in 

ahead of time and below budget. A new freight program would be authorized at $400 million as 

of FY16, growing by $400 million a year to reach $2 billion in FY20. The bill would also 

maintain the low-interest TIFIA infrastructure loans at current levels, while modifying the 

program to help states with infrastructure banks stretch their federal highway dollars. Funding 

for tribal transportation would be authorized at current levels.  

 

The legislation will still need to be merged with forthcoming titles from the Banking and 

Commerce Committees to address transit, rail, motor carrier and safety needs. Commerce is 

reported to be close on taking action on its version of the bill, perhaps as early as before the July 

4th recess. Finding a way to pay for the bill falls within Senate Finance Committee’s jurisdiction. 

Just to maintain current levels, tax writers would have to come up with about $18 billion a year 

to supplement motor fuels taxes and other excise taxes collected for the Highway Trust Fund. 

Senate Finance Chairman Ron Wyden said that he is working with members of his tax-writing 

panel to come up with a plan by the end of June to rescue the Highway Trust Fund. 

He and Committee members met to discuss ways both to fix a short-term cash crunch as the 

highway account runs low this summer and address long-term revenue needs for the fund that 

covers road and transit spending. The Chairman said he asked Members to come up with revenue 

ideas so the panel can complete a bipartisan financing plan by the end of this month. That 

http://www.federaladvocates.com/


schedule would mean the Finance panel would offer its plan before Congress takes a weeklong 

recess around the July Fourth holiday. The timing would provide reassurance to states that 

Congress could complete action before a late-July deadline as the fund’s cash balance shrinks. 

The Transportation Department has warned it could delay Trust Fund payouts to states for bills 

coming due on their highway and bridge projects if cash on hand shrinks below safe levels as is 

now projected. State and Federal officials have warned such a funding interruption would disrupt 

many construction projects this summer and hurt the economy. 

 

 On June 3, the Senate Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation’s Subcommittee 

on Surface Transportation and Merchant Marine Infrastructure, Safety, and Security held a 

hearing titled, “Surface Transportation Reauthorization: Examining the Safety and Effectiveness 

of our Transportation Systems.” The hearing focused on the surface transportation 

reauthorization and evaluation of the safety and effectiveness of rail, motor carrier, hazardous 

materials, and research programs currently administered through the U.S. Department of 

Transportation. Witnesses were Joseph C. Szabo, Administrator, Federal Railroad 

Administration; Anne S. Ferro, Administrator, Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration; 

Cynthia L. Quarterman, Administrator, Pipelines and Hazardous Materials Safety 

Administration; and, Gregory D. Winfree, Assistant Secretary, Office of the Assistant Secretary 

for Research and Technology. 

 

MAP-21: The House 

 

To date, there have been no substantive discussions between House Transportation and 

Infrastructure Repubs and Dems. Rumor has it the Repubs favor an extension of the existing 

program, the duration of which is still unknown. The press has been reporting a one year 

extension. Staff is reported to be considering a shorter one.  

 

On June 16, members of the Panel on Public-Private Partnerships of the House Committee on 

Transportation and Infrastructure participated in a roundtable discussion on “Ways the Financial 

Community Can Invest in Infrastructure Using Public-Private Partnerships”. The Panel heard 

from Jamison Feheley, Managing Director, J.P. Morgan; Karl Kuchel, Chief Operating Officer, 

Macquarie Infrastructure Partners; Thomas Osborne, Executive Director of Infrastructure, IFM 

Investors; Steve Howard, Director of Infrastructure Project Finance, Barclays; and Elliott Sclar, 

Professor of Urban Planning and International Affairs, Columbia University. Over the last 

several months, the Panel has held a series of roundtables exploring the use of public-private 

partnerships (P3s) to advance highway, transit, water, airport, and public building infrastructure 

projects. The Panel has also explored the use of public-private partnerships internationally, and 

the experience States have had in carrying out these complex arrangements. 

 

MAP-21 Reauthorization: The President  
  

Last month, the Administration released its long-term transportation bill entitled the “Grow 

American Act.” The bill provides: 

 

• $199 billion to invest in our nation’s highway system and road safety. The proposal will 

increase the amount of highway funds by an average of about 22 percent above FY 2014 



enacted levels, emphasizing “Fix-it-First” policies and reforms that prioritize investments 

for much needed repairs and improvements to the safety of our roads and transit services, 

with particular attention to investments in rural and tribal areas. The proposal would also 

provide more than $7 billion for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration and 

Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration to improve safety for all users of our 

highways and roads, providing a benefit of $21 for every Federal dollar used for 

infrastructure-related safety investments. 

 

• $72 billion to invest in transit systems and expand transportation options. The proposal 

increases average transit spending by nearly 70 percent above FY 2014 enacted levels, 

which will enable the expansion of new projects that improve connectivity (e.g., light 

rail, street cars, bus rapid transit, etc.) in suburbs, fast-growing cities, small towns, and 

rural communities, while still maintaining existing transit systems. The bill proposes a 

powerful, $5.1 billion increase in investments to address public transit’s maintenance 

backlog to reduce bus and rail system breakdowns; create more reliable service; and stop 

delays that make it harder for all commuters to get to work. The proposal also includes 

the innovative Rapid Growth Area Transit Program, which would provide $2 billion over 

four years to fast growing communities for bus rapid transit and other multimodal 

solutions to get ahead of the challenges caused by rapid growth. 

 

The Administration proposes to fund the GROW AMERICA Act through a pro-growth, business 

tax reform, without adding to the deficit. The President’s Budget outlined a proposal to dedicate 

$150 billion in one-time transition revenue from pro-growth business tax reform to address the 

funding crisis facing surface transportation programs and increase infrastructure investment. This 

amount is sufficient to not only fill the current funding gap in the Highway Trust Fund, but also 

to increase surface transportation investment over current authorized levels by nearly $90 billion 

over the next four years. When taking into account existing funding for surface transportation, 

this plan will result in a total of $302 billion being invested over four years putting people back 

to work modernizing our transportation infrastructure. The Administration believes that a 

comprehensive approach to reforming business taxes can help create jobs and spur investment, 

while ensuring a fairer and more equitable tax system that eliminates current loopholes that 

reward companies for moving profits overseas and allow them to avoid paying their fair share.  

 

Highway Trust Fund Status 

 

There has been a great deal of activity in Congress over the past few weeks on the FY'15 

appropriations bills and various infrastructure authorization issues; however, the outlook for the 

rest of the summer session and into the fall is murky at best. Congress is in session only a limited 

number of days between now and the August recess that begins on August 1 and extends through 

September 8. Congress is scheduled to recess for the November mid-term elections on October 3. 

House Republicans are currently preoccupied with the fallout from House Majority Leader Eric 

Cantor's loss in his primary race and the subsequent House leadership elections to replace him 

which will take place this week. Cantor's loss and the upcoming November elections may make 

Members of Congress even more skittish about taking tough votes on such issues as solving the 

Highway Trust Fund crisis. With recent estimates showing the highway account of the Highway 

Trust Fund running out of money as early as mid-August, prior to the September 30 expiration of 



MAP-21, Congress must act on some sort of funding fix before they adjourn on August 1 for a 

five-week recess or critical reimbursements to the states may be substantially delayed. That gives 

them less than six weeks in session to come up with and pass a plan. With that limited amount of 

time, only a short-term fix is currently being contemplated. A longer-term solution, such as a gas 

tax increase, moving to a sales tax, repatriation of overseas corporate profits, a per barrel oil fee, 

etc., will have to wait until after the November elections, possibly in a post-election Lame Duck 

session or not until next year. 

 

FY15 House Transportation Appropriations Bill 

 

Congress has moved more quickly than usual to debate and pass many of the FY'15 federal 

agency funding bills. This is due in part to last year's budget agreement which set overall 

spending levels for two years - FY'14 and FY'15. However, despite the progress made to date, it 

is unclear how many of the appropriations bills will pass as stand-alone bills rather than as one or 

more omnibus bills and whether any or many can be completed before the October 1 start of the 

new fiscal year. On June 10, the House passed its version of the FY15 Transportation-HUD 

spending bill that would keep highway and aviation spending level, but apply cuts for rail, transit 

and transportation and community development grant programs. All told, the bill would provide 

$52 billion in discretionary spending for infrastructure and housing programs, a $1.2 billion 

increase from fiscal 2014 but $7.8 billion below the President’s budget request. Appropriators 

provided a $5 million increase for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration, to $824 

million in FY15, and a $19.4 million increase for the Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety 

Administration, which would get $205.2 million under the legislation. But the bill is also likely 

setting up a fight with the Senate on the Transportation Department’s TIGER grants, which 

would get only $100 million, a $500 million cut from FY14 and $1.15 billion less than Obama 

requested. Formula highway spending would stay level at $40.25 billion, contingent on passage 

of a new authorization bill before the 2012 highway bill expires Sept. 30. The Federal Aviation 

Administration would see a slight $7.3 million cut to $15.7 billion, but $446 million more than it 

requested, providing full funding for the NextGen upgrade of air traffic control systems at $852.4 

million and the contract towers program at $140 million. For passenger rail, Amtrak would see 

cuts, while the Federal Railroad Administration’s safety programs would see a small increase to 

$220.5 million, up $750,000 from FY14. While overall railroad spending would decrease $193 

million next year to $1.4 billion, Amtrak would get $340 million as an operating grant, and 

another $850 million for capital needs. But appropriators rejected the railroad’s proposal to break 

out its profitable Northeast Corridor, likely a fight that will be left to authorizers later this year. 

Transit systems would also see a $253 million cut in federal support to $10.5 billion in FY15, but 

would maintain $1.7 billion in “new starts” grants for big capital investments. 

  

FY15 Senate Transportation Appropriations Bill 

 

On June 5, the Senate Committee on Appropriations reported its version of the FY15 

Transportation Appropriations bill. Subsequent to that, the bill was combined with the FY15 

Agriculture and Commerce Appropriations bills for Floor action. The bill was pulled because of 

objection from the Minority that such an “omnibus bill” would hinder chances to offer 

amendments. The bill provides a total of $18.1 billion in discretionary budget authority for DOT 

for fiscal year 2015. The bill includes another $53.6 billion in limitations on obligations for 



DOT, for a total of $71.7 billion in budgetary resources for fiscal year 2015. This total level of 

budgetary resources is $536 million more than the fiscal year 2014 enacted level, which included 

$17.7 billion in discretionary budget authority and $53.5 billion in obligation limitations.  

  

The bill is also $17.8 billion less than the funding levels included in the President’s budget 

request, which included $13.7 billion in discretionary budget authority and $75.8 billion in 

obligation limitations. The President’s budget relied more heavily on obligation limitations 

because it assumed that many programs would receive funding through new legislation to 

authorize highway, highway safety, public transit, and rail programs instead of through the 

appropriations process. Those programs had received $2.4 billion in the fiscal year 2014 

omnibus appropriations law. Highlights of the bill include: 

 

“TIGER” Grants: $550 million for grants to state and local governments to support a wide 

variety of transportation options, including roads and bridges, railroads, transit systems, and port 

infrastructure. The recommendation is $50 million below the fiscal year 2014 enacted level. The 

President’s budget request had included $1.25 billion for this program, but it also assumed that 

the funding would be provided through new legislation authorizing surface transportation 

programs instead of the appropriations process. 

  

Federal-aid Highways Program: $40.3 billion for the Federal-aid Highways program, which is 

equal to level enacted for fiscal year 2014. The bill is consistent with the Moving Ahead for 

Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21), the most recent authorization law for federal surface 

transportation programs, and assumes that MAP-21 will be extended through fiscal year 2015. 

The President’s budget request had included $47.3 billion for the highway program, but it also 

assumed that the funding would be provided through new legislation authorizing surface 

transportation programs instead of the appropriations process. 

  

Rail Investments: $1.39 billion for Amtrak, which is consistent with the level of funding 

provided in fiscal year 2014. This level of funding will allow Amtrak to make investments in the 

state-of-good repair infrastructure projects and to operate a safe and reliable passenger rail 

network for the nation. The recommendation is $1 billion less than the budget request, which 

assumed the funding would be provided through new legislation authorizing surface 

transportation programs instead of the appropriations process. 

  

Transit Investments: $11.1 billion for transit programs, $310 million above the fiscal year 2014 

enacted level and $6.6 billion below the request. The President’s budget assumed passage of a 

surface transportation bill that would fund most transit programs rather than the appropriations 

process. The bill includes $8.6 billion for formula grants, $36.5 million for research and 

technical assistance, and $150 million to continue modernizing the Washington Metropolitan 

Area Transit Authority. In addition, it provides $2.163 billion for the transit capital investment 

grants, an increase of $221 million to help communities build new rail and bus rapid transit 

capacity in California, Maryland, North Carolina, Colorado, Florida, Texas and other states. 

These investments help communities find solutions to road congestion, support economic 

development, manage population growth, and reduce air pollution 

  

Automobile Safety: $834 million for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 



(NHTSA), which is $15 million more than the fiscal year 2014 level and $17 million less than 

the budget request. The increase in funding will allow NHTSA to make important investments in 

its safety defects analysis and investigation programs, and to improve the agency’s ability to 

aggressively screen defect trends. 

 

 

 

PCTPA Federal Grant Opportunities 

 

PCTPA is in the process of drafting a memo outlining its non-highway transportation 

issues/needs. That document will form the basis for a new, more aggressive, more proactive 

three-prong approach to pursuing Federal grants and agency discretionary funds (funds which the 

agency has as it discretion to spend separate and apart from the traditional grant solicitation 

process).  Basically we would work with PCTPA to identify all areas of transportation need. 

Once identified, we would first crosswalk those items twice a week against the government grant 

solicitation database (organized by agencies and/ or subject matter) for possible “matches.”  If 

determined, we would advise PCTPA and then discuss strategy. Secondly, if during the process 

of determining whether or not a nexus exists between the identified items and the database we 

identify other possible opportunities of interest, we will advise PCTPA of those and discuss 

further action, if any. And thirdly, based on the original needs list of PCTPA, we would take the 

initiative to reach out to the relevant Federal entity to see if there is a “funding home” for 

specific items regardless of what appears in the grant solicitation database.  
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Auburn earns bragging rights for riding bike~ 
BY GUS THOMSON 
LINCOLN NEWS MESSENGER STAFF WRITER 

Auburn' has bested 
Davis for a second 
straight year in per -capita 
bike-riding mileage. 

Davis - its flat, wide, 
straight streets all but 
built for biking- is home 
to the U.S. Bicycling Hall 
of Fame. 

But hilly Auburn, with a 
determined and gritty 
mountain- and road-bike 
population, has bested 
Davis and 27 other com
munities in the region to 
retain mileage-per -capita 
bragging rights. Davis 
placed second. Lincoln 

· placed 11. 
~o say the final num

bers from the regional 
May is Bike Month com
petition. 

The results from the 
May is Bike Month tally, 
released last week, show 
Auburn's 38,507 total 
miles logged representing 
2.89 miles per capita. Just 
under 32,000 of those 
miles were for recreation
al use. 

Davis, with · a larger 

PHILIP WOOD • NEWS MESSENGER 

Fernando Santillman works on a bike in the shop 
at the Bicycle Emporium. Recent statistics show 
that Auburn boasts higher per-capita biking 
mileage than Davis, home to the U.S. Bicycling 
Hall of Fame. 

population, tallied 91,032 
miles- or 2.47 miles per 
capita. · 

But Lincoln holds first
place honors in average 
miles-per-bike month 
participants, according to 
A.J. Tendick, the bike 
month coordinator. 

"Lincoln's average 

miles-per-bike partici
pants were at 298.4, Ten
dick said. "Auburn was 
highest if you average the 
entire population of the 
city. Lincoln was the top 
with the participants reg
istering on our website." 

Lincoln came in sec
ond-place last year for 

average miles-per-bike 
participants at 288.5 and 
unincorporated Yolo 
County came in first
place at 323.7, according 
toTendick. 

Dave Carder, who regu
larly bikes to work at 
Auburn Running Compa
ny, said Auburn's position 
ahead of Davis was a sur
prise. 

"I thought it would be 
Davis because of the 
number of students," 
Carder said. "But we still 
can do more. There are so 
many trips that are less 
than 3 miles but we're a 
car-based society." 

Former Davis resident 
Mark Rajewski, who had 
stopped in to Auburn's 
Victory Velo Bike Shop, 
said he too was surprised 
that Davis had not 
topped Auburn in bike
riding activity. 

"I wouldn't have figured 
that, with the short jaunts 
they have in Davis," 
Rajewski said. "I guess 
that they ride more 'to 
and from' in Davis, while 
in Auburn, we have a lot 

more dedicated cyclists;!' 
Rajewski lived 13 years 

in Davis and now reside.s 
in Grass Valley. 

"My feeling is a lot 
more people are here.'for . 
the outdoor recreation/' 
Rajewski said. "That's 
why we moved here." 

The six-county area 
logged bike-riding miles 
at a record pace all 
month, finishing with 
nearly 2 million miles · 
cycled. During . the 
month-long campaign, 
more than 9,900 resi- • 
dents, 300 schools and 
1,300 employers recorded 
a total of 1.98 million 
miles for chances to will 
weekly ·prizes of bike 
socks, gift cards or brag~ 
ging rights among fellow 
participants. 

That's up from 1. 75 mil
lion miles in 2013. 

Loomis finished a 'dis-
1 

tant third in per-capit~ 
mileage, logging 1. 75 

·miles per man, woman 1 

and child. 

- Carol Feineman 
contributed to this story. 
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Second phase of Lincoln Bypass opens 
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Economic development 
opportunities expected 

BY JILLLOYA 
LINCOLN NEWS MESSENGER CORRESPONDENT 

Phase 2A of the Highway 65 
Lincoln Bypass was celebrated 
Friday when the Placer County 
Transportation Planning 
Agency hosted a ribbon-cutting 
celebration at the intersection 
ofWest Wise Road and Highway 
65. 

The second phase opens Sat
urday and covers an additional 

5.5 miles ofthe highway bypass 
from Nelson Lane to W. Wise 
Road. This phase converts the 
two-lane highway to four lanes 
of median-separated high
way. The additional lanes 
improve mobility and increase 
safety for motorists traveling 
along the bypass, according to 
Jody Jones, Caltrans District 3 
director. 

The Highway 65 Bypass' first 
phase opened in October 2012 
and is 11.7 miles from Industrial 
Boulevard to Sheridan. About 

• SEE BYPASS PAGE 14 
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two~thir9s of the neatly 12-
mile-long bypass now has four 
traffic lanes. 

dein&tistr~1:~s •-- the ·Lincoln portaticin Bond) }J.~ve acc()unt- ,; 
Bypass has benefitted our com'- ed for $69 milf.ion~ financing : 
in:urlity and with the opening of for both pli~es' of the Byp~ss _ : 

Lincoln's Highway 65 Bypass 
-is the longest·str~tch ·of new 
highway builHn C8li.forrliain a. 
decade and has reduced travel 
times , for _more than 19,000 
motorists.- a day -and relieved 
traffic c~hge~tion in doWntown 
Lincolri; acco'rding to the Cal
·trans website. 

·- Lincoln Mayor Gabriel 
·Hydrick talked Friday about the 
· benefits Ljhcoln has received 
fr~~tl;l~-l>YP~s. . ___ -~ · _-

.-this ·newest _section of· the project or iol.lghly 22 perceri,~:of :<: 
. bypa8s and -the widening of tlie entire $315'-JD.ilJiQil cost:.· '" }-j 
cNelson Lane, we · anticipate . Dignities at Fridays ribbon~,;;~>; 
· even greater•econorriic growth cutting event included Hydrickj/ : 
in the next 12hionths." Placer County Transportation 
· Future benefits, according to ·Planning· ·Agency's 'executive 

Hydrick, will be continued director· Celia McAdam, Cal
development along the High-· tians-:i)istrict 3 director Jones, 
way 65 Bypass, maldng Lincoln Placer Courity supervisor and 
"a more desirable destination," ·Placer County 'fransportation 
exploration of relocating the Planning Agency's board chair
county fairgrounds to Lincoln, man Jim Holmes cwdCalifotnia 
.and cpmplE;:tionofJimin~z Park Tr8risportation Cri:niiWs.sioner 
ail~. the sppr_ts comple:x;;'al~ng · Ji¢ :Earp:: , · _ , · 
the ·bypass that Will improve. · "Fa.ffi thiilledto celebrate the 

Friday was a ribbon-cutting cere
mony for the second phase of the 
Highway 65 Bypass at West Wise 
Road and Highway 65. From left 
are Lincoln Mayor Gabriel Hydrick, 
California Transportation Commis
sion's Jim Earp, Placer County 
Supervisor and Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency's 
board chairman Jim Holmes, Plac
er County Transportation Planning 
Agency's executive director Celia 
McAdam and Caltrans District 3 
directorJody Jones. 
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."IJ:l tb,~'fitst y~ imrJ;lediately·
folloWing the· opening of the 
bypass, the city has realized a 
7.4 percent increase in taxable 
sales· from Lincoln businesses 
(870 businesses with taxable 
sales). For the historic down
town area of Lincoln, sales tax 
revenue has increased13.7 per
cent (140 businesses with tax
able sales)," Hydrick said. "This 
12-inonth increase in sales 

sports tourism in the area. . opening of this stretch ?f the · . to open opportunities for better 
Cal trans, the Federal High- Lincoln bypass after working on access and connections to 

way Administration, CitY of Lin- this project for over 20 year housing, jobs and shopping. It 

Tom Cosgrove for their con 
mitment to seeing this proje 
through to completion. 

coln, Placer Couno/, .Placer years. Bloo~, swea~ and !ear~ is so gratifying to see asphalt 
County TransportatiOn Plan- have gone mto this proJect, and concrete turned into dri-
ning Agency and the South McAdam said. "The Lincoln vable toadway." 
Placer Regional 'Itansportation bypass has been an economic McAdam thanked Cal trans 
Authority are partners in the driver for the cities of Lincoln, District 3 director Jones and for-
project. Roseville and Rocklin and this mer Lincoln City Councilman 

Proposition 1-B funds (Trans- phase of the project continues 

"Lincoln's downtown w 
recapture business and the ci 
will reap the benefits throu~ 
enhanced movement of goat 
and services throughout LiJ 
coln," Jones said. 
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